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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

	2.21
	“The safety assessment of the reactor core should be reviewed…”
	It is not clear what the phrase “The reactor core design” means here. Is it core management strategies or the associated safety analysis or safety assessment?  (Compare also with 3.13.)

	
	
	
	

	2
	3.17
	Add two more examples in the list of parameters that can affect local power; bow of fuel assemblies, mixed cores (PWR).

	Other aspects can affect the local power distribution too and relevant to assess and make provisions for. It is mentioned in § 3.41, but I still find it relevant to mention in the section where it should be evaluated with respect to safety and limits (TH).
	
	
	
	

	3
	3.131 fw
	Fuel failures and leaking fuel can affect the operation of the plant and be troublesome from several aspects; worker doses, degradation of the innermost barriers at normal operation, operation with respect to control rod positioning and unplanned outages and the possibility to detect other leaking fuel elements. 

A sound strategy with respect to leaking fuel is to minimize the amount of damaged fuel elements.  To reduce the amount of fuel element damage it can be necessary to impose restrictions to operation, improve housekeeping or enhance the fuel construction. Root cause analysis of leaking fuel elements should be done in order to take relevant action. 
	In Sweden we have a regulation on damaged fuel that requires licensees to report damages to the authority, and to do a root cause analysis and to learn from the incident. There can be actions that are necessary to take for further operation or enhancing safety margin and so on. And I am sure several other countries s have too. Zero-by-10 is also a couple of years ago already. So I think that IAEA can raise the expectation on reducing leaking fuel and I suggest another paragraph.  
	
	
	
	

	4
	4.4
	A line break is missing in the last row of the list. 
	Editorial
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


