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	Generic
	
	The safety guide SSG-38 presents guidance on the non-conformance control and operating experience of the construction of a NPP. How is considered the interface in-between SSG-38 and DS479 considered?

	
	
	
	

	
	Generic
	
	OPEX process at the operating organization and RB does not recognize international major events requiring immediate actions.

Immediate event review of specific interest.

	
	
	
	

	
	Generic
	
	The requirements from SF-1 and the Safety Requirements documents should be presented in the introduction and rewritten requirements should be deleted from the chapters 2 and 3.

Examples:
2.5, 3.10, 3.8

	
	
	
	

	
	Generic
	
	Phrases
 “…as stated in [ref]
“… in the sense of [ref]” “..according to [ref]”
 are not helpful and should be removed.
	
	
	
	

	
	2.5
	2.5 should be deleted
	See above
	
	
	
	

	
	3.8
	3.8. The regulator’s management system should integrate the outcomes of the OE in the regulatory processes. The international exchange of OE should be encouraged. The regulatory body shall establish, implement, assess and improve a management system that is aligned with its safety goals and contributes to their achievement as stated in requirement 19 of GSR Part 1 [2].
	See above
	
	
	
	

	
	3.10
	3.10 should be deleted 
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Fig. 1 
 Fig. 2
	Flow chart should be based on Fig II-1 on NS-G 2.11. It could be developed further. These new figures are not so clear that they would give overall picture of process.
	
	
	
	
	

	
	2.22.
	NCSFI 
	acronym should be added
	
	
	
	

	
	2.25
	..should be identified and processed at installation level.
	
	
	
	
	

	
	2.40
	Screening of OE should include a review of external (national and international) OE … 

The possible prior and re-occurrence of a similar event; 

	
	
	
	
	

	
	2.41
	Screening of OE should also include relevant information from all relevant stakeholders (e.g. vendors, suppliers, designers and research institutions).
	
	
	
	
	

	
	2.50 & 2.53
	
	same meaning / purpose of requirement? should be placed together
	
	
	
	

	
	2.51

	Appraisal Evaluationof extent of condition7;
	
	
	
	
	

	
	2.52
	to determine which previous corrective actions taken were not effective at preventing recurrence

	How you can find corrective actions which are not effective? Maybe better to find previous effective actions ?? 
	
	
	
	

	
	2.58
	
	paragraph is too long – should be divided to 2 different after 1st sentence!
	
	
	
	

	
	2.78
	... The level of the analysis should be based on the significance and potential consequences of the events and significant changes in trends of the events. ….
	we should look events or significant changes in trends of the events
	
	
	
	

	
	2.86
	Personnel should use OE information to improve safety performance and prevent events. ….
	… target should be on safety ..not just performance ??
	
	
	
	

	
	3.3
	This system should be consistent with the criteria discussed in paragraph 2.3.
	system should be consistent with every criteria in chapter 2
	
	
	
	

	
	3.4
	
	paragraph is too long – should be divided to 3 different!!
	
	
	
	

	
	3.12
	
	where is the main report ? as stated in the Appendix I / I.2.A
Should be before the follow up report ?
	
	
	
	

	
	3.13
	
	Who designed this list ??

…abandonment of service or suspension of activity 
>> is this clear ?

Nxt text is twice:
Any natural phenomenon or other external condition that posed an actual threat to the safety of the nuclear installation or that significantly hampered site personnel in the performance of duties necessary for safe operation; 
same as :
Any event that posed an actual threat to the safety of the nuclear installation or that significantly hampered site personnel in the performance of duties necessary for safe operation, including fires, releases of toxic gases and radioactive releases; 
	
	
	
	

	
	3.14 & 3.15
	These criteria Reporting should cover …
	text change 
	
	
	
	

	
	Appendix I
I.1
	I.1.The preliminary report (sometimes termed the early notification or prompt report)
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Appendix I
I.3
	
	chapter I.3 (follow up) should be moved to after I.5; because follow up report is delivered after main report ??
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



