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Dear Mr. Counsil:

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION OF "ROCEDURES GENERATION
PACKAGE (PGP) FOR MILLSTONE UNIT 2

We have completed our review of your PGP submittal dated September 1, 1983.
For your PGP to be acceptable, you will need to modify your submittal in
accordance with the enclosed request for additional information. The criteria
used in our review is contained in NUREG-0899, "Guidelines for the Preparation
of Emergency Operating Procedures”,

We request that you provide this information within 60 days of your receipt
of this letter.

The information requested in this letter affects fewer than 10 respondents;
therefore OMB clearance is not required under P.L. 96-511,

Sincerely,

James R, Miller, Chief
Operating Reactors Sranch #3
Division of Licensing

Enclosure:
Request for
Additional Information

cc: See next page
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Section 2.2 of the P-SWG references Exhibit 1 as the sample title
but it appears that Exhibit 2 should be the reference as the samp
page. This reference should be corrected, or Exhibit 1 and Section
should be made consistent.

The P-SWG should include instructions, in Section 4.2 on Page 6, that
action steps should be wholly contained on a page (similar to the
instructions for Cautions and Notes). (NUREG-0899, Subsection 5.5.2

[tem [.A.l.a of the verification checklist asks "Are the corner asterisks
visible on procedure pages?". There are no instructions in the P-SWG or

examples of the placement of asterisks in the 2xhibits. This discrepancy
hould be corrected.
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detailed instructions for operator aids are provided on Pages
] These sections should, however, be expanded to:

Identify the means by which the operators will be able to readily
access the tables, figures, and attachments during emergency

conditions.

Provide guidance for labeling of graph axes.

The P-SWG discusses a number of specifics on the use of capi
the EOPs. Additional instructions need to be provided that

apitalization in action steps, cover sheet, figures and tab
P-SWG should make clear that standard American English
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time interval. The format should include a means to low operators
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(NUREG-0899, Subsection 5.7.5)

/

Steps for which a number of alternative actions are equally
acceptable. (NUREG-0899, Subsection 5.7.5)

that are performed concurrently with other steps. (NUREG-0899,
xction 5.7.7)
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EOP VALIDATION/VERIFICATION

EOP Verification Program

1

The Verification Program a utlined in Section
bjzactives that were identified in NUREG-0899

the PGP needs to address:

the verification checkl
the various re
How discrepancies are to be resolved.

The management position(s) tha 11 responsible for the

resolution of discrepancies.

The formalization of the process and the responsibil ties in the
peration Review" and the "Table Top Review" and the inclusicr
ember with Human Factors expertise on the review tecm.
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A. The criteria that is used to select the simulator scenarios
should be included. The criteria should ensure that tne EOPs are
evaluated under multiple failures.

8. The method that will be used to validate those portions of the
EOPs tnat cannot be validated on the simulator.

4. The PGP should discuss a feedback system for handling and resolving
discrepancies, problems and errors that are found during the
validation and verification processes; and a plan should be included
for correcting and revising the EOPs. This plan should identify
those who will perform the corrections and revisicns and the basic
procedure to be employed. (NUREG-0899, Subsection 3.3.5.2)

5. As revisiors occur to EOPs, these revisions may also require
validation. The PGP should include criteria for determining when
validation and verification of revisions is needed. (NUREG-0899,
Subsection 6.2.4)

6. The control room instrumentation and controls referred to in the EOPs
need to be evaluated in terms of their adequacy and their
correspondence with the actual instrumentation found in the control
room. The PGP should be modified to include the following:

A. A description of the plan for determining the information and
crntrol needs for the EOPs. (NUREG-089°, Subsection 3.3.1)

B. The plan that will be used to determine.whether the actual
control room instruments and controls meet the information and
control needs. [MUREG-0899, Subsection 3.3.5.1.(a)]

7. Millstone 2 PGP includes a Validation Form, but there is no
description of its use, who is to use it or how. As a minimum, the
PGP should describe how the chacklist is to be used as part ¢f the
validation process.

EOP TRAINING PROGRAM

The operator training proyrain for EOPs as described in the Milistone 2 PGP
contains some of the necessary items to provide for the training and
evaluation of the new EOPs. This information covers the training objectives,
indication of the use of lectures, simulators, discussions as training
meihods, etc., and a commitment to evaluate operators after training. The
following areas require additional information for clarification:



Although the PGP does mention the use of a simulator for operator
training, the training program snould:

A.

State whether a site-specific or generic simulator is to be used (or
was used).

Indicate that all EOPs will be exercised by all operators prior to
implementation.

Discuss the method to be used to train the operator in areas where
the simulator is not like the control room or does not react like the
plant. This can be done with the use of mock-ups or a control room
wa lkthrough.

Indicate that operator roles and team work with respect to the EOPs
are planned.

Indicate the use of a wide variety of scenarios to fully exercise the
EOPs on the simulator and thus expose the operators to a wide variety
of EOP uses.



