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	Comment No.
	Para/Line No.
	Proposed new text
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	General
General
General

General
Par. 5.128 line 8
	This draft is well structured, reviewed and revised, clearly presenting guidance for carrying out such assessment of facilities and activities in the framework given by its Scope. Furthermore in some topics it can be seen as a didactic document for newcomers. 

In my view it is conceptually ready for endorsement by NUSSC.
Some paragraphs identify reference [1] as the support document and it is correct. However that document still is an interim edition and when its final version be available, draft DS427 -or the corresponding Safety Guide if published- it would need complementary review/revision mainly leaded by RASSC in order to verify mutual coherence.
Paragraph 2.3 reads “In the context of this Safety Guide the term…” and similarly others, such as 2.6, 2.16, 5.42, and 5.43.

In footnotes 19 and 20 the terms ‘single conservative accident’ and ‘characteristic accident’ are new to me, are they utilized by the Agency for the first time in this draft? I didn’t found them either in recent Safety Standards published by IAEA nor in technical documents by other nuclear organizations. Note that there aren’t references identified supporting both terms.

… the regulatory body or the applicant of the facility or activity, as appropriate, …
	Please note that in a glossary their definitions are generally connected with the context and content of a given document, but for other documents not necessarily. As all these references here listed are based on the IAEA Safety Glossary (2007 Edition), consideration should be given to the fact draft DS427 in the revision process in 2014, so coherence and applicability among them with the draft terminology should be verified.
Applicant is more used
	
	
	
	


