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	RESOLUTION

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

	1
	Item 2.3
	For accident with core melting, the releases are minimized such that only off-site protective actions limited in terms of areas and times are necessary (see Requirement 20 item 5.31 5.31A), 
	Wrong item number
	
	
	
	

	2
	3.26
	Design basis extension conditions should be identified and used to establish the design extension conditions bases of containment structure and of systems necessary to meet the radiation protection objectives established for that category of accidents.
	In order to determine design extension conditions (a term that is not used in the US, but could be equated with beyond design basis conditions) it would seem logical to first establish the design basis.
	
	
	
	

	3
	3.27
	This paragraph needs to be rewritten.
	It is illogical that the design bases of the containment structure and systems would be less conservative than the assumptions for design basis accidents.
	
	
	
	

	4
	3.28/3.29
	The basis for definition of DECs is unclear.
	If DECs relevant for the design of the containment structure and the systems are to be identified on the basis of engineering judgement as well as deterministic and probabilistic assessment, it would seem that the three examples in 3.29 may not result in required action.
	
	
	
	

	5
	3.37
	It should be possible to reliably open and close the vent lines valves.
	
	
	
	
	

	6
	4.1.3
	In the event of an accident, there should be no need for any action to be taken by the operator within a certain grace period. For necessary manual intervention, the operator should have adequate information available as well as sufficient time to diagnose and assess the conditions in the plant before taking any manual action.
	
	
	
	
	

	7
	Item 4.44
	The structures of the cavity should be considered as items ultimately necessary to avoid large releases and consequently they should be such that design margins are adequate to deal with seismic loads exceeding SL-2. 
	The design should not allow uncontrolled releases. 
	
	
	
	

	8
	Item 4.66
	The use of the water inventory in the pressure suppression pool system for other functions should not impair the performance of its main function of providing a means of controlling the pressure in the dry well in case of accident condition.
	Editorial
	
	
	
	

	9
	Item 4.88
	To limit the number of leak paths, the number of penetrations should be optimized as indicated by the recommendation 4.11 4.1.1.
	Wrong item number
	
	
	
	

	10
	4.116
	Where containment venting systems are installed, the system discharge should be filtered designed to control the release of radionuclides to the environment [15]. The system design could include Typical a filtering systems include such as sand, multi-venturi scrubbers systems, HEPA or charcoal filters, or a combination of these. Filtering systems HEPA, sand or charcoal filters may not be necessary if the discharge air is scrubbed in a water pool.
	
	
	
	
	

	11
	Appendix 1
	Recommend that a reference to the Appendix be added somewhere in the standard so it is understood how the appendix is to be used with the standard. Perhaps in paragraph 1.5 of the DS.
	Clarify the use of Appendix 1 in DS482.

The new revision has a proposed four page Appendix I which proposes assessment of existing plants against new design extension conditions to “improve the current level of safety”.  There is no reference to this appendix in the DS482 itself.
	
	
	
	

	12
	Appendix 1 Paragraph A.9
	· All internal and external hazards that are addressed in the design basis should be periodically re-evaluated as required on the basis of up to date methodologies meteorological and geological data
	These evaluations should be performed as required, such as when new data becomes available vs. a time-based frequency.
	
	
	
	

	13
	Appendix 1 Paragraph A.10
	Recommend this bullet be struck or changed to read:
· Specific safety Design features and systems should be implemented evaluated as required to ensure the cooling and stabilization of the molten core. Direct contact of core debris and containment structural concrete should be reliably prevented.


	The addition of beyond design basis safety features to existing reactors should be performed only after a cost-benefit analysis that justifies the cost of the back-fitting of such features to the reduction of risk. 
	
	
	
	

	14
	Appendix 1 Paragraph A.11
	· Intentional release (e.g. containment venting) in the event of a severe accident should consider filtration through filters of high efficiency prior to being discharged to the environment.


	The addition of beyond design basis safety features to existing reactors should be performed only after a cost-benefit analysis that justifies the cost of the back-fitting of such features to the reduction of risk.
	
	
	
	

	15
	Appendix 1 Paragraph A.13
	· The containment shall be equipped with measuring and monitoring instrumentation that provides sufficient information on the progress of core melt accidents and threats to containment integrity and by which the operator can do the necessary SAMG actions. That instrumentation should be to the extent possible independent from the instrumentation used for the mitigation of DBAs;
	Such instrumentation need not be independent from the safety-related instrumentation, provided it can withstand severe accident conditions.
	
	
	
	


