SUMMARY OF SECOND MEETING OF NRC WlTH FOUR FACILITY LICENSEES
PROPUSING TO APPLY FUR NRC APPROVAL FOR SIMULATION FACILITIES

B opublic meeting was nelo cetween the NRC staft, contractors, and utility
representatives L0 discuss the revised proposal subeitted by four facility
licensees to coeply with NRC s reguiresent for sievlation facilities under 10
LFR 55,4500, The ¢four tacility licensees have combined their efforts under an
inforaal organization called the "Utility Sisylation Facility Group™ (USFR!,
The seeting was held from 8130 am to 11:30 ae on Decesber 7, 1987, 1n Roce
2242, Rir Rignts Building, 4550 Montgoeery Avenue, Bethesda, Maryland. The
seeting was conducted by the staté of the Cperator Licensing Branch (QLE),
Division of Licensee Pertormance and Qual ty Evaluation (DLPQE' for the
Cosmission, and by Larry Bennett and R, Michael Kirby of Svuthern Calidtornia
Edison Company for the USFG. An attendance list 1s provided at Enclosure |,

The revised propcesal submitted by the USFG responded to the stateaent of
*Conclusions and Agreesents Reached” which had been prepared by the NRC as a
result of an earlier seeting, and which had been includad as Enclosure & to
the sinutes 0 that eeeting. That stateaent 18 included for reference as
Enclosure 2 to these sinutes., The revised USFG proposal, known as Revision |
to the cocument titled: “Guigance fsor Developaent of a Sisulation Facility to
Yeet the Reguiresents of JOCFRSS.4%5." and dated October 1987, is provided at

-

Enclosure I,

Upening remaris were made by Leonard Wiens, & Section Leader with the Cparator
Licensing Branch, He expressed nis appreciation to the USFG seabers for the
sttention they had given to the stated NRL concerns, a8 reflected in their
revised docueent., Me stated his expectation that this eeeting would clarify
any resaining ditderences between MEC and the USFG, ang that, at the
conclusion of the seeting, the USFE would know exactly what sdditional effort
wés reguirec of ihes.

Cpen discussione then took place during which the USFE & resocnses to WNRC &
stateaent of “Conclusions and Agreesents Reached” were acdressed. The NR( ¢
FeRAINIng CONCOrnE meére €xpressed, and OnNe new isSue raised by the revised
proposal ., was alsd aodressecd., A sumemary of these discussions, together with
1tem-by-1tem statesents of resclution or open concern, 18 provided at
Enclosure 4,

The aeeting was concluded with an agreesent that the USFE would durther revise
the guidance gocueent to reflect the NRL ¢ resaining concerns (except for
those concerns which, it was agreed, could only be resclived i1n plant-specific
plans), Further, 1t was agreed that, 1¢ these revisions were acceptable to the
Stadé, the NRLC would issue an 1népreal endorsesent of the document., Such an
endorsement would enable each of the four seaber utilities to proceed with
developaent of 1ts plant-specific plan for compliance with the regulation,
using the generic plan as a starting-point, It was slso concluded that
agditional formal eeetings were probably unnecessary, but that working
peetings betweer the MkC and each of the four individual utilities should take
place from Lime-tao-tise during sieulation facility developaant,
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LIST OF ATTENDEES
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ENCLOSURE 2
ENCLOBURE §

CONCLUSIONS AND AGREE™ENTS REACMED

1o UBE OF FLANT PROCEDURES, AND DEMONETRATION QF THE
"AEILITY TO PERFQORm®

Agreesent mas reached on the use of controlled copies 0F the
refererce plont procedures. Fen and ink mari-ups of thre
procedures will be considered deviaticns fros the
requireserts and shal de only oade as o last resort. Such
cranges will be made Only after the following sSte:s have
beer takenr:

8. 2etermynation has been made that the procecure
Canndt te perdorend on exi8ting sieclation devices.

b, Upgraces to existing si2ulation devices, or the
gevelzpeent o¢ newm sivulaticn devices for the
procedure(s, or part of the procecureis) which cannot
DO conductel "equire an excessive effort or burder 19
relation to the bevefit gained,

g The use of contrpllers oFr sieilar sechanises woilé
resclt 1% 0 degradation to the exanination process.

1t was agroet that 1t 18 necessar;, 1° order to coeply with
JOSPRES. A%, dor the sinulation facility to provige the
Capat.lity to ailiom license cancdidates to cencrstrate ther
ability to perdare” the cperations reguired by the
grocedures, This capadility eay include, 1¢ sc detereired by
the facility licensee, the use of the redererce piant dor
the perforaance of noreal plant operaticns.

. FHYEICAL AND FUNCTYIONAL FIDELITY

It was agreed that Both physizal and functional fidelity
should be 1ncluded in the sinulation facility. There was
“owever, & Qistirct cifference bDetween the approaches for
seeting this goal propesed by the LUSFE and the NRD stadé, It
wds the USFB's position that this goal could be et by using
separate sioyulation devices to provide physical and
functiconal fidelity., It was the steéé's position that both
should Be included 1n o sirgle device for & Qiven procedure
or event,

Biven this poant of contention, the NRC staféé regquests that "
the USFG perfore the reasearch and/or analysis to supgort or .
refute 1ts position, and present these findings to the NRC,

The stafé expects that this analysis, 1¢f perforeed

scrquately, would docersirate & requiresent for soee degres

of siouitaceous physical and 4unctional fideiaty,
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J¢ EXISTING VS NEW SIMULATION DEVICES

The USFG will include, in their plan, the consideration of
obtaining or developing new si10ulation devices as & higher
pricrity than the use of contrcllers or procedure changes.

4. HARDWARE ALTERNATIVES AND INTEGRATION

The USFE will inclucde a general discussicon of the overall
integration of the sisulation facilityies in the current
plan. Specific discussions for each facilty licensee will De
included in that “acility license2's plant-specific plan to
te submitted no later than May 26, 19BE.

S« BEST ZSTIMATE ANALYBIS AND BASELINE DATA

”

Refererce plant cperating history data will be applied to
sipulation devices as apprepriate,

Reterence piant operating history cdata will not be applied
to nen=plant re<erenced sisulators (NFRS) because they, by
cefinition, are not referencesd to the facility licensee s
referesce piant, Ins‘ead, best esticate Jata will be
dtilized to initialiy valicate the NPRS eccels,
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Criteria anc evaivation procedures +or ceteraining real t.ce
fidelity in both the prageatic sensm ang the ‘computer
sinulation” sense will be developed and applied to
sisulation devices, as appropriate, by the USFE.

7. BKILLS AND KNCWLEDBES

Tre use of the skills and knowledges 45 & basis for the
Cevelopmert of the sinulation facility «3)1 be sore clearly
cefired and cescrited in the USFG plan, Methods for showing
the relationships between the skills and knowledgas, the
analyses to be conducted, and the regulation, will alsc be
explored.
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8, USE OF CONTROLLEKS

The role, functions, and lisjtations of the contrellers will
be more clearly ceiineatec by the USFE. Mechanises for
ensuring the integrity of exarinations when using
controllers will also be saplored. Controller qualifications
will be detersined by the specific utilities and inciuded in
their piant-specific plans,

§. HUMAN FACTCRS 1SSUES

The USF5 will ecre clearly delineate the criteria and
evaluation procedures fcr the huean factors issues.

10, OFPERATIONAL CUE ANALYSIS

The USFE will provide sore detail on the information and
rederence plant characteristics to be i1ncluded 1n the
cperational cue analysis.

11, MULTi-CISCIFLINARY TEAM

Tre USFG will provide infecraation about the guidance ang
criteria to be usec by this team, and 1ts overall role :n
the cdevelopreent of the sieulation facility., Team make-up
will be addrecsed by the 1ncivicdua. utilities and included
in their plant-specific plans.

i, CONFIGURATION MANAGEM™ENT

The USFB will provide sore inforeation en plans for
configuration eanagesent, This will include consideration of
suth changes sade to NFRS as a result of changes sade to the
NFRS's redference plant,

13. MISCELLANEQUS

The USFE plarn will be changed to celete references to the
Utility review and approval of NRL examinations on the
sisulation facility, and to the repeated use of examiners,

L

14. WORKING REALTIONEWIF

It was agreed that the USFBE and the staff would maintain
close working relat:onships during the development of the
sisulation facilities.
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MEMORANDUM FOR:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

FER 12 1088

Inez K. Bailey, Chief
Records Services Branch

John N. Hannon, Chief

Operator Licensing Branch

Division of Licensee Performance
and Quality Evaluation

MINUTES OF FOLLOWUP MEETING BETWEEN NRC
AND UTILITIES PROPOSING NON-ANS 3.5 SIMULATORS
HELD DECEMBER 7, 1987

Please place the enclosed minutes in the Public Document Room (PDR).

Enclosure:
As stated

John N. Hannd‘é Chief 7

Operator Licensing Branch
Division of Licensee Performance
and Quality Evaluation



