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	RESOLUTION

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

	3
	1
	Contents
	“… 

3. AGEING MANAGEMENT THROUGHOUT THE PLANT LIFE

…

LONG TERM OPERATION

LONG TERM SHUTDOWN
DECOMMISSIONING
4. RELEVANT PLANT DOCUMENTATION AND PROGRAMMES
…

5. MANAGEMENT OF AGEING

…

SCOPE SETTING OF STRUCTURES, SYSTEMS AND COMPONENTS
AGEING MANAGEMENT REVIEW
AGEING MANAGEMENT PROGRAMMES

TIME LIMITED AGEING ANALYSES

DOCUMENTATION OF AGEING MANAGE​MENT
6. MANAGEMENT OF TECHNOLOGICAL OBSOLESCENCE

…”
	Four subsections of Section 3 and Section 5, respectively, are missing in the list of contents.
	
	
	
	

	3
	2
	1.9
	“The objective of this Safety Guide is to provide recommendations for addressing meeting the SSR-2/1 [1] Requirement 30: Qualification of items important to safety, Requirement 31: Ageing management and SSR-2/2 [2] Require​ment 14: Ageing management and Requirement 16: Programme for long term operation.”
	More appropriate wording.
	
	
	
	

	2
	3
	2.18
	“Ageing management programmes (AMPs) are developed consistent with using a structured approach methodology, to ensure a consistent approach for defining and implementing ageing management, as described in Section 5.”
	Clarification. 

The original text contains circular wording (“… developed consistent with using a structured approach, to ensure a consistent approach …”) that should be avoided in order to facilitate understanding.
	
	
	
	

	3
	4
	3.8
	3rd sentence: 

“Reference [1], Requirements 30 and 31 of [1] establish the design related requirements on ageing management of SSCs important to safety.”
	Wording adjusted to harmonize citations of overarching requirements in the Safety Guide (see e.g. Paras 3.3 and 4.24).
	
	
	
	

	2
	5
	3.9
	1st bullet: 

“The operational states and accident conditions are taken into account in equipment qualification (EQ) programmes;”
	The abbreviation ‘EQ’ should be introduced here since it is subsequently used in Para 3.14 (last bullet).
	
	
	
	

	1
	6
	3.37
	“Between the permanent shutdown of operations at the reactor unit and approval of the final decommissioning plan, there may be a period of transition. During the this transition periods from reactor unit permanent shutdown to final decommissioning and, where required, to facilitate decommissioning, appropriate ageing management arrangements should be evaluated to ensure that required SSCs remain available and functional. …”
	The original text is misleading. 
The transition period begins with the permanent shutdown of operations and ends with the granting of the decommissioning licence or with the approval of the final decommissioning plan by the regulatory body. During this period, some preparatory actions for decommissioning may be carried out under the operating licence. However, there is no additional transition period to facilitate decommissioning. Consequently, the plural form in Para 3.37 is meaningless. Compare with Para 7.8 of the Safety Requirements GSR Part 6 “Decommissioning of Facilities” as well as with Paras 7.16 to 7.19 of the Draft Safety Guide DS452 “Decommissioning of Nuclear Power Plants, Research Reactors and Other Nuclear Fuel Cycle Facilities” (latest version dated 28 August 2015; revision of WS-G-2.1 and WS-G-2.4).
	
	
	
	

	3
	7
	3.38
	“… (e.g. long-term integrity of SSCs to prevent its their deterioration and ensure safe dismant​ling, handling, and transport of components before license termination; …) …”
	Grammar.
	
	
	
	

	3
	8
	4.6
	2nd bullet: 

“Thoroughly documenting the actual condition of each SSC important to safety documenting thoroughly the condition of each SSC impor​tant to safety (Safety Factor 2). Knowledge of any existing or anticipated obsolescence …”
4th bullet: 
“The effects of ageing on nuclear power plant safety, the effectiveness of AMPs and the need for improvements to AMPs, as well as the ob​solescence of technology used in the nuclear power plant is are part of such assessment (Safety Factor 4).”
	There is an inadvertent duplication of text in this bullet.
Grammar.
	
	
	
	

	3
	9
	4.7
	“If national requirements do not require PSR, an alternative routine comprehensive safety assessment that meets the objectives of the PSR [8] and achieves the equivalent outcomes as those of the PSR should be performed.”
	Grammar.
	
	
	
	

	3
	10
	4.31
	1st sentence: 
“According to Requirement 13 of [2], tThe review of equipment qualification should include an assessment of the effectiveness Requirement 13 of [2] of the plant’s equipment qualification programme.”
	Clarification. 
The reference to SSR-2/2 is misplaced in this sentence.
	
	
	
	

	2
	11
	5.13 to 5.21
	Within the subsection “Scope setting of SSCs” (Paras 5.13 to 5.21), the terms ‘structures and components’ (SCs) and ‘systems, structures and components’ (SSCs) are used A clarifying statement regarding the distinction between SSCs and SCs in the scope setting process would be helpful.
	The use of both terms in this subsection gives rise to confusion and, therefore, should be clarified.
	
	
	
	

	3
	12
	Table 2 (p. 33)
	Note: 

The first three references to Table 2 are already provided in the subsection “Ageing management review”, Paras 5.25 (p. 27), 5.31 and 5.32 (p. 29), while the table itself is presented much later in the subsection “Ageing management programmes” (p. 33). This indicates that the table is unfavourably placed in the document. Shifting of Table 2 to the subsection “Ageing management review” should be considered.
	Our proposal aims for improving the user-friendliness and readability of the Safety Guide.
	
	
	
	

	2
	13
	5.63
	“TLAAs should meet all six of the following criteria [5]: 

1. Involve systems, structures, and components within the scope for ageing management. Scope setting is described in Para 5.13 to 5.21 and illustrated in Figure 3. 

2. …”
	It is more appropriate to say scope setting of SSCs is illustrated in Figure 3 rather than it is described there. Description / explanation is provided in Paras 5.13 to 5.21.
	
	
	
	

	2
	14
	5.70
	“The documentation should include a final safety analysis report (FSAR) update reflecting the assumptions, activities and results of the plant programme for ageing management.”
	The abbreviation ‘FSAR’ is used in Paras 5.70 and 7.35 but is nowhere introduced in this Safety Guide.
	
	
	
	


Relevance: 1 – Essentials  2 – Clarification  3 – Wording/Editorial
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