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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. 
	General
	It is suggested to keep consistency with the description of DS476 (SSR-3) “Safety of Research Reactors”, especially description of overarching requirements, as structure of this DS478 is almost the same as that of DS476 except for the descriptions on nature of facility.
	
	
	
	

	2. 
	1.12 (c)
	Insert a space before “Hazards to workers and public, such as a release of UF6 would be addressed, as its chemical hazard could exceed its radiological hazard.” to distinguish the above (a), (b) and (d), those are not address in this document.
	Clarification the scope.
	
	
	
	

	3. 
	2.1.

and

2.4.
	2.1. …people, including workers, and the environment
2.4.  …workers, the public and the environment
	Clarify the difference between “people, including workers, and the environment” and “workers, the public and the environment”.
	
	
	
	

	4. 
	2.8./l4

6.2./l3
6.127./l1
6.137. (c)

9.73.//l2
	… radioactive substances materials …
	If there is no difference between “radioactive materials” and “radioactive substances”, “radioactive materials” should be used.
	
	
	
	

	5. 
	2.13./l2
	(i.e. dangerous chemical properties combined with, or arising from, the chemistry of particular radioactive materials or as a consequence of activities at the facility)
	Better wording.
	
	
	
	

	6. 
	3.12.
	The criteria for judging safety shall be based on principles for safe design and operation and shall be made available to the operating organization, ideally before the nuclear fuel cycle facility project commences.
	Better wording.
	
	
	
	

	7. 
	4.1./l3
	The operating organization shall possess the necessary competence to ensure that the facility meets all relevant applicable safety requirements.
	To keep consistency between requirements 2 and para. 4.1.
	
	
	
	

	8. 
	Requirement 4
	INTEGRATED MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

Requirement 4: Integrated Management system

The operating organization shall establish, apply, sustain implement, assess and continuously improve an integrated management system for ensuring that all safety requirements are met at all stages of the lifetime of the nuclear fuel cycle facility.
	To keep consistency with requirement 6 of DS 476 “Safety of Research Reactors” and GSR Part 2.
	
	
	
	

	9. 
	6.1.

Footnote 24
	The definition of “cliff edge effect” herein footnote 24 could be better to move after para.6.21. (b).
	User friendliness.
	
	
	
	

	10. 
	Requirement 11
	The use of a graded approach in application of the safety requirements for a nuclear fuel cycle facility shall be commensurate with the potential risk of the facility and shall be based on safety analysis, expert judgement and or regulatory requirements.
	“Expert judgement” is ambiguous for the basis of deciding the potential risks, while other two (safety analysis, regulatory requirements) can provide clear basis to judge the potential risk.

Evaluation of the potential risk will be based on either “safety analysis” or “regulatory requirements”.
	
	
	
	

	11. 
	6.67. Footnote 33
	The footnote 33 should be moved to para. 6.1. line 6.
	Clarification.

“Design basis accidents” appears in para. 6.1 at the first time.
	
	
	
	

	12. 
	6.71./l4
	Where the consequences of accident conditions in the design basis accidents exceed the acceptable limits,
	Better wording.
	
	
	
	

	13. 
	6.77. (c)
	(c) Shall be reliable, and commensurate with the function that they are required to fulfil.
	Editorial.
	
	
	
	

	14. 
	Requirement 24
	The predisposal management and disposal routes for waste shall be considered with the aim of minimizing the overall impact on workers, the public and the environment.
	When the impact owing to radiation is discussed, the workers are also essential actors for radiation protection.
	
	
	
	

	15. 
	6.96./l7
	Radioactive waste management facilities are themselves nuclear fuel cycle facilities to which the requirements of this publication apply in a graded manner approach.
	To keep consistency with para. 1.4. and others used as “a graded approach”. 
	
	
	
	

	16. 
	6.109./l3
	…… in all process states.
	Clarify the difference between “process states” and “facility states”.
	
	
	
	

	17. 
	6.110.
	Human factors and ergonomic principles shall be applied in the design of remote handling equipment, and gloveboxes, control rooms and panels, with consideration of the situational awareness of operators (e.g. through a holistic assessment of workload, layout, communications and operator support tools).
	Editorial.
	
	
	
	

	18. 
	Requirement 35
	The design shall include means for the dynamic and static confinement of radioactive material and associated hazardous materials, in accordance with a graded approach.
	Clarification.

All of nuclear fuel cycle facilities are NOT required to equip both the dynamic and static confinement.
	
	
	
	

	19. 
	Requirement 36
	Provision shall be made for ensuring that doses to operating personnel at the facility will be kept as low as reasonably achievable, with account taken of the relevant dose constraints, and shall be kept below the dose limits.
	Clarification.
	
	
	
	

	20. 
	6.137. (e)
	Stationary equipment for monitoring and controlling effluents prior to or during their discharge to the environment. Such equipment shall be capable of detecting unplanned discharges release;
	Better wording.
	
	
	
	

	21. 
	6.161.
	The loss of electrical power supply and compressed air services for cooling systems is addressed in requirements 49 and 50.
	Clarification.
	
	
	
	

	22. 
	Requirement 57
	The operating organization shall derive operational limits and conditions from the safety analysis and shall submit them for consideration by the regulatory approval body in accordance with national requirements.
	The OLCs should be authorized if necessary.
	
	
	
	

	23. 
	9.133.
	The emergency plan and procedures shall be reviewed at regular intervals periodically and shall be amended as necessary to ensure that feedback from experience and other changes (e.g. contact details of personnel) are incorporated.
	Better wording.
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