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Why FPSS is necessary?

* To measure how SSs are appropriate from
the point of view of stakeholders;
* To collect and analyze information:
v" To identify new standards;

v  To improve the contents, clarity and
completeness of existing SSs;

* To revise SSs when justified

FPSS should be helpful and serve as a tool for
ensuring consistency among the different Safety areas.




Main tools for providing Feedback: SOU rce Of infO rm ation

It would be difficult to apply a FPSS without relevant and challenging
information: Sections' activities create a fabulous amount of information

Safety

Review
Incident Missions
reporting
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Interactions

Meetings
Committees

Importance of NETWORKS:
information is generated by
stakeholders

Necessity of a DATABASE:
information should be stored
& retrieved easily

FITNESS FOR PURPOSE:
information should be related
to SSs and assessed



Main tools for providing Feedback: DOcuments Architecture

It would be difficult to apply a FPSS without a homogeneous and
structured documentation: LTS of the SSs is actually an opportunity

Safety Fundamentals

Fndamartal Sty P « A top down approach with
sonerrsaey reuromeris | spectesaoyreuionens | COSS=-Classification of  the
chapters between  Safety
Requirements and  Safety
Guides.

« A modular approach, with
“Overarching Requirements”-
OaRs which act as discrete
—T— components of the safety
= requirements.
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FEEDBACK PROCESS for SSs (FPSS)
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FEEDBACK PROCESS for SSs (FPSS): 3 SUb-processes
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FEEDBACK PROCESS

Collect Sub-Process
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Phase 1: Safety Fundamentals
Fundamental Safety Principles
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Database = SARRP
. .
(Safety Analysis Report Review Plan)
Report SSs § Keywords | Commen
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performanc
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NETWORKS are essential to create
valuable Feedback

= Knowing and interacting with
stakeholders is necessary to obtain a
more objective idea on the relevance of
the Safety Standards.

= More time should be spend in
Networks to discuss information,
ISSues...

= __.and, in contrario, we should
facilitate the data processing to save
time and to be sure to cope with all the
Issues.

1 7
l I l Reports (IRRS, OSART Missions ...)

lAEA



" LSRPARASIONS

Phase 2: review sub-process
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Phase 3: Revision sub-process = a 10 y Cycle | , oo

All Collection remains stable
over the 10 years period.
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Safety Requirements
collection 2015

All Safety Requirements
remains stable over the period.
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Continuous REVIEW process



