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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

3

4

5

6
	1.8 and 3.51

3.41

5.16

7.22

7.50 and 7.56

7.72
	Make article 1.8 and articles 3.51 till 3.54 coherent.
Give another example for a “very low frequency initiating event”?

“ … software platform …”

Delete specifications on percentage? (95% probability; 95% confidence; 10-15%). Or include a flexibility statement?

Delete one of these articles

“Where a claim is made that is the conditions potentially resulting in early or large releases are ‘physically impossible’, …”
	At one hand, art. 1.8 says that internal and external hazards are not covered. At the other hand, article 3.51 till 3.54 cover these hazards. This seems not coherent.
We are not convinced that uncontrolled level drop at midloop is a “very low frequency initiating event”.
What is a “software platform”? Is it clear for the readers?
Art. 7.22 seems to us the only article with such precise prescriptions. Article 6.24 also gives %-values, but that article includes some flexibility statement. Make also 7.22 somewhat more flexible?
These two articles are saying the same.
Typographical correction (delete “is”)


	
	
	
	


