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	RESOLUTION



	Comment No.
	Para/Line No.
	Proposed new text
	Reason
	Accepted
	Accepted, but modified as follows
	Rejected
	Reason for modification/rejection

	1
	Para 7.36.  
	It is proposed to remove “approved for criticality purposes”.

	The citation in sentence

“For example, “if fissile material has to be removed from equipment only approved containers approved for criticality purposes shall be used”, see paragraph V.14 in Ref. [1]” does not  correspond to the text cited.
Paragraph V.14 in Ref. [1] states: “If fissile material has to be removed from equipment, only approved containers shall be used.”
	
	
	
	

	2
	Para 4.122
	To extend the first bullet with 

1) An approach using the bounding case (worst case approach) with account taken only of those safety features that mitigate the consequences of accidents and/or that reduce their likelihood. If necessary, a more realistic case can be considered that includes the use of some safety and some non-safety features beyond their originally intended range of functions to reduce the consequences of accidents (the best estimate approach). Mobile or easily displaced or removed neutron absorbers (if applied) should not be credited in safety analysis.
	Para 4.12.h states “The use of mobile or easily displaced or removed solid absorbers should be avoided.” If this type of absorbers is applied, it should not be credited in safety analysis.
	
	
	
	


