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DRAFT OUTLINE COMMENTS 
 
Facility: GG   First Exam Date: 5/08/17 
 

Written Exam Outline 
(10/01/2016) 

Comment Resolution 
1 NRC Generated  
2   
3   
4   
5   

 
 

Administrative JPM Outline 
(02/06/2017) 

Comment Resolution 
1   
2   
3   

4 

SRO Admin A4: 
This JPM topic has been used too much 
on the past few exams. Let’s go with 
something like  “REVIEW A LIQUID 
RADWASTE RELEASE PERMIT 
ISSUED BY CHEMISTRY” and 
determine if the discharge can be done 
(ie is the permit correct, sp of rad alarms 
okay, etc). 

Replaced JPM. All comments resolved for 
outline submittal. 

5   
 
 

Control Room / In-Plant System JPM Outline 
(02/06/2017) 

Comment Resolution 
1   

2 

JPM S-2, or b. is not an ESFAS JPM as 
configured in this JPM. We need to 
discuss what constitutes an ESFAS 
JPM, but if you look at section 6 of your 
USAR it states what systems are directly 
ESFAS systems. If you are using an 
EDG to power an ECCS pump during 
LOCA conditions then that is an ESFAS 
function of the EDG and it would count. I 
can’t tell from the outline if this is 

Replaced JPM. All comments resolved for 
outline submittal. 
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occurring. You could do a leakage 
control JPM for MS or FW? 

3   
4   
5   
6   
7   
8   

9 

In-Plant JPM P-1 or i. This JPM is a trip 
risk for the plant and has been used 
several times on previous exams. I 
would prefer you pick a different safety 
function and different JPM due to the trip 
risk of this one. Maybe a vent the Scram 
header or reset RCIC turbine locally? 

Replaced JPM. All comments resolved for 
outline submittal. 

11   
12   
 
 

Simulator Scenario Outline Comments 
(02/06/2017) 

Comment Resolution 

1 

General comments for scenarios: 
All CT tables need to have the following 
at the bottom of each table: 

 
** Per NUREG-1021, Appendix D, If an 
operator or the crew significantly 
deviates from or fails to follow 
procedures that affect the maintenance 
of basic safety functions, those actions 
may form the basis of a CT identified in 
the post-scenario review. 
 
Always need to ensure it is clear on the 
D-1 event page, the event that causes or 
requires the SCRAM is documented on 
this page with its event. See details 
below. 
 
Your quantitative attributes table needs 
to be updated to NUREG-1021 Rev 10. 
You can have extra items like normal 
events, etc, but you are missing some 
key words and also the target values are 
missing. See details below. 
 
At CT’s must be properly 
bounded…before what or prior to 

All comments resolved for outline submittal.  
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what….Restore and maintain water level 
level above -191 inches has no bound so 
I can do it between now and never and it 
is still okay as written. 
 
 

2 

Scenario 1- low power 
a) Per the NUREG, you can’t count 

events 1 and 2 as separate. 
Pulling rods with a malfunction in 
the pull can either be a normal or 
component or reactivity event, but 
it counts as only one event.  

b) I recommend a new event after 
pulling rods event for balance on 
the boards. 

c) Event 5 is not a good TS call 
since it has cueing, is not 
dynamic, etc. Need a better TS 
call. 

d) For event 7 as you have it labeled 
now, this needs to be clear on the 
D-1 form that the major is a loss 
of ALL MFW (ie THAT is the 
major event for event 7) and a 
SCRAM is required and may 
occur automatically 

e) I would like to see an event 10 
with a failure of one division of 
RHR’s discharge valve (fail to 
open).We can discuss this.  

f) Your quantitative attributes table 
needs to be updated to NUREG-
1021 Rev 10. You can have extra 
items like normal events, etc, but 
you are missing some key words 
and also the target values are 
missing. 

g) The CT table on page 6 is 
missing the proper verbiage at 
the bottom that we discussed at 
the previous two workshops. In 
that CT definition at the bottom, it 
needs to state the following: 
 
** Per NUREG-1021, Appendix 
D, If an operator or the crew 
significantly deviates from or fails 
to follow procedures that affect 
the maintenance of basic safety 
functions, those actions may form 
the basis of a CT identified in the 

All comments resolved for outline submittal.  
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post-scenario review. 

3 

Scenario 2- 
  

a) T3 is not bounded and must be 
bounded per the NUREG. We 
can discuss (such as prior to 
exiting EP-2 or whatever EOP is 
in play at the time) 

b) Your quantitative attributes table 
needs to be updated to NUREG-
1021 Rev 10. You can have extra 
items like normal events, etc, but 
you are missing some key words 
and also the target values are 
missing. 

c) The CT table on page 6 is 
missing the proper verbiage at 
the bottom that we discussed at 
the previous two workshops. In 
that CT definition at the bottom, it 
needs to state the following: 
 
** Per NUREG-1021, Appendix 
D, If an operator or the crew 
significantly deviates from or fails 
to follow procedures that affect 
the maintenance of basic safety 
functions, those actions may form 
the basis of a CT identified in the 
post-scenario review. 

All comments resolved for outline submittal.  

4 

Scenario 3- 
a) We need a more dynamic event 

for TS in place of event 2. Can 
we use a Jet pump failure (maybe 
the 9-10) and put it right before 
the major and eliminate the C 
level inst failure in event 2?  

b) On event 6, need to state the 
Supp Pool M/U will not initiate on 
the D-1 and a SCRAM is 
required. 

c) Event 8 is blank, but I believe this 
is RCIC trips when/if started, 
correct? 

d) CT2 is not properly bounded 
(needs something like before 
exiting EP-2 or whatever EOP is 
in play or something like this) 

e) Your quantitative attributes table 

All comments resolved for outline submittal.  
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needs to be updated to NUREG-
1021 Rev 10. You can have extra 
items like normal events, etc, but 
you are missing some key words 
and also the target values are 
missing. 

f) The CT table on page 5 is 
missing the proper verbiage at 
the bottom that we discussed at 
the previous two workshops. In 
that CT definition at the bottom, it 
needs to state the following: 
 
** Per NUREG-1021, Appendix 
D, If an operator or the crew 
significantly deviates from or fails 
to follow procedures that affect 
the maintenance of basic safety 
functions, those actions may form 
the basis of a CT identified in the 
post-scenario review. 

 


