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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. 
	1.1
	No change requested
	CNSC recognizes that this document will also encompass new reactor technologies such as SMRs given that they are officially recognized by the IAEA as being nuclear power plants in pedigree.
	
	
	
	

	2. 
	1.5
	Please add the following Canadian reference to this document:

CNSC Regulatory Document RD/GD-369, Licence Application Guide, Licence to Construct a Nuclear Power Plant, August 2011, Published by the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission © Minister of Public Works and Government Services Canada 2011 Catalogue number: ISBN 978-1-100-18919-2
	The document was developed specifically for the purposes of defining the format of a SAR in Canada for NPPs.
	
	
	
	

	3. 
	2.5
	Revise to:

Although the future reactor design may not have been selected…
	The use of the word ‘may’ is more grammatically appropriate.
	
	
	
	

	4. 
	2.5
	Replace word ‘overwhelming’
with ‘integrated’
	more appropriate terminology
	
	
	
	

	5. 
	2.10/3
	Remove PSA: 

Examples of such chapters are “management systems”, “probabilistic safety assessment”, “emergency preparedness”, …
	No separate chapter for PSA (only “safety analysis” in chapter 15)
	
	
	
	

	6. 
	2.22
	Reword to:

In addition to the safety analysis report, there are other documents used in the licensing process.   Typical examples are the reports on Environmental Impact Assessment, probabilistic safety assessment studies and emergency preparedness or decommissioning plans. In some countries, these documents can also form part of the safety analysis report
	To reflect differing national practices.
	
	
	
	

	7. 
	3.1.3/1
	Add sentence to follow existing paragraph:

In some member states, the list of interested parties may be considerably broader and may include but not be limited to the public, indigenous groups, and nearby municipalities as appropriate.
	Other stakeholders should be included in the safety analysis report.
	
	
	
	

	8. 
	3.3.12
	Please introduce additional text from the NEA Green Book on Defence in Depth that speaks to overall Human Factors and human performance efforts beyond envisaged operator actions.
	Please refer to the recent NEA green book on post-Fukushima enhancement of defence-in-depth ... for additional human factors/human performance aspects that strengthen defence-in-depth.  These items would be useful to mention in this section
	
	
	
	

	9. 
	3.5.5
	Reword to:

…the reactor coolant systems meet the safety requirements for design.  For example, this should include, ..
	For a technology neutral document, any mention of PWR/BWR should be by example only.
	
	
	
	

	10. 
	3.5.7
	Reword to:

Information should be provided on the corresponding material specifications, including chemical, physical and mechanical properties, resistance to corrosion, irradiation of components (waste and dose considerations) 
	Must consider irradiation of components which leads to increased waste burden in the facility and potential dose to workers either during operation, maintenance or during decommissioning
	
	
	
	

	11. 
	3.6.11
	Replace title with:

Emergency Borating System (LWR specific)
	For a technology neutral document, this section should be treated as an exception rather than as guidance under all conditions.
	
	
	
	

	12. 
	3.6.12
	Replace “corium localization system” with “measures to stabilize corium”
	In some designs, alternatives to specifically designed systems exist to manage corium interactions with reactor components and civil structures. It is therefore more appropriate to refer to this section by a technology neutral concept. 
	
	
	
	

	13. 
	3.6.14
	Reword to:

The systems for protection of the containment against overpressure and underpressure
	System should be pluralized as there are various provisions for dealing with combustible gases, and protecting against overpressure
	
	
	
	

	14. 
	3.7.4
	Delete 3.7.4 wording and replace with:

This chapter should provide information on instrumentation and control systems used to control the plant in normal operating states including the safety classifications assigned.
	The wording of this clause needs to be consistent with IAEA SSG-30, Safety Classification of Structures, Systems and Components in Nuclear Power Plants.

Not all member states refer to control systems used to control the plant in normal operating states as not important to safety.
	
	
	
	

	15. 
	3.13.23
	Remove “operation”
	Typo
	
	
	
	

	16. 
	3.13.25
	Delete reference to DS483
	This document has not yet been published and therefore cannot be referenced in this guide.
	
	
	
	

	17. 
	3.14.6/1
	Reword to:

..qualified operating personnel at all levels will be adequately trained and directly involved…
	Operators should receive appropriate training and qualifications before participating in commissioning activities.
	
	
	
	

	18. 
	3.15.42
	Remove “ie. for accidents taking place in the reactor coolant system”
	Not necessary
	
	
	
	

	19. 
	3.15.46
	Change to:

Rather than presenting large number of accident scenarios, analyze the impact of the conditions of anticipated DEC with core melt to demonstrate safety objectives and release limits are met.
	Existing clause is not clear as written
	
	
	
	

	20. 
	3.15.48
	No change to this clause; however, please note this text and comment at right.

“The information presented should contribute to confirmation that accidents with significant fuel degradation in the pools are practically eliminated”
	The highlighted text should be also be in the section on DEC with core melt, to meet the Vienna declaration, ie that  accidents with core melt need to be practically eliminated
	
	
	
	

	21. 
	3.18.1/0
	Remove ‘Engineering’ from title
	Chapter would be better called ‘Human Factors’ as the scope goes beyond engineering.
	
	
	
	

	22. 
	3.20.1
	Please add a footnote that states the following:

The scope of the environmental protection aspects in the SAR should be commensurate with responsibilities of the regulator (ie, in Canada, hazardous substances are addressed under the Nuclear Safety and Control Act)
	Footnote needed to express differences in regulators’ mandates in different member states.
	
	
	
	

	23. 
	3.20.2/2
	Remove ‘supposed’
	Not necessary
	
	
	
	

	24. 
	Appendix II
	No change, please note question at right.
	Please clarify whether this text is according to the IAEA definitions of "important to safety" per SSR 2/1? or the US NRC definitions? (since the structure follows that of NUREG-0800, more or less)
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