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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
	3.7.2./3.49
	Complementary safety features should have an adequate reliability to contribute to the practical elimination of situations which might lead to early or large releases of early and large releases. 

	The “practical elimination” approach should be related to accidental situations and not to releases (consistency with SSR-2/1 §2.11, 4.3, 5.31 and INSAG 10 §5.1).

Substitution of “early and large” with “early or large” to be coherent with the rest of the text 

	
	
	
	

	2
	3.9
	Title: practical elimination of situations which might lead to early or large releases
	See comment 1
	
	
	
	

	3
	3.9/3.57
	Regarding the scope of this Safety Guide, such possibilities should include: 
· Conditions involving high energetic phenomena the consequences of which could not be mitigated with implementation of reasonable technical means, 

· Core melt accident combined with a containment bypass. 

Typical examples of conditions to be practically eliminated: 

· Severe accident conditions that could damage the containment in an early phase as a result of a direct containment heating, steam explosion or hydrogen detonation; 

· Severe accident conditions that could damage the containment in a late phase as a result of a basemat melt-through; 

· Severe accident conditions with an open containment, notably in shutdown modes; 

· Severe accident conditions with unintentional containment bypass. 

 
	For situations which could damage the containment in a late phase (in yellow) it should generally be possible, in particular for new reactors, to mitigate their consequences “with implementation of reasonable technical means” according to the first bullet of 3.57. Moreover, they do not involve specific “high energetic phenomena”. 

It is proposed to delete the second example or to add a footnote underlining this aspect.

This FN could be: “These conditions should be analysed during the identification of situations to practically eliminate. Nevertheless, their “consequences could generally be mitigated with implementation of reasonable technical means.”
	
	
	
	


