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

	1
2

3

4a

4b

4c

5

6a
6b

	Article 2.3 (page 6 – first bullet)

Article 3.7 (page 9)

Article 3.7 (page 9)

Article 4.34 (page 31

Article 4.42 (page 32)

Article 4.2 (page 21)


	Proposal to delete the additional sentence between the brackets: a dose limit of 1 mSv/year per site is usually considered for new build.

Delete the fuel handling accident in the section of internal hazards.  

“Breaks in systems or components containing radioactive material located in the containment”

“… earthquake level SL2…”

“… in a quadratic manner…”

Reconsider the article (depending on the explanations in comments 4a and 4b above).

“…, in case of design extension conditions t, depend,….”

“…(see Requirement 6.28B).”

Reconsider the reference to requirement 6.28.

	Is this limit implemented in most of the countries?  A dose limit for the public of 1 mSv/year due to all industrial activities is set forward by ICRP. This can include contributions of many activities and different sites.
It is already mentioned in article 3.6 as PIE.
It should be pointed out more clearly what is meant. LOCA?
It should be explained what ‘an earthquake level SL2’ stands for. How is this defined ? Reference to another document ?
It should be explained what is meant with the wording ‘in a quadratic manner’?

This recommendation might go beyond the article 5.32 on the combination of events and failures from SSR 2/1.

This recommendation could be applicable for more than containment structures and systems only. Is this in line with other (draft) guidances.
Editorial correction
There is no subdivision in SSR 2/1 6.28.
In SSR 2/1 article 6.28 it is required that the systems for heat removal have sufficient reliability and redundancy. There is no requirement on the implementation of non-permanent equipment.

This recommendation might go beyond the article 5.32 on the combination of events and failures from SSR 2/1 (depending on the explanations in comments 4a and 4b above).

	
	
	
	


