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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

	
	General
	
	Glossary (list of abbreviations) is missing
	
	
	
	

	
	3.19
	PSA insights and results…
	Use of PSA insights and results should be counted at first since it gives the deepest information of PIE’s and their occurences. Also, the engineering judgement in the establishment process of the design basis is to be mentioned as an important tool. 
	
	
	
	

	
	3.21
	….normal operation should be considered as PIEs…..
	As added 
	
	
	
	

	
	3.26
	Table: DBA Limiting Faults DBC-4, PC-4
	It should clearly stated that for existing power plants this frequency range was grouped as beyond design basis accidents in the actual SSG-2. Otherwise this will lead to contradictions in the definition for design extension conditions with the new SSG-2. This frequency range then has to be change for existing plants to DBA which are not designed for.
	
	
	
	

	
	3.53
	- such hazard can be screened out due to its negligible contribution to risk, or
	A definition of “negligible contribution to risk” should be added or referenced.
	
	
	
	

	
	5.5
	(a) The users have received adequate training and that they appropriately understand the code,

(b) The users are sufficiently experienced in the use of the code and fully suitably understand its uses and limitations,
	Full understanding of a very complex code is difficult to achieve by a user.
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	7.46
	The same or similar technical and radiological criteria as those for DBAs should be considered for these conditions to the extent practicable. Radioactive releases shall be minimized as far as reasonably
	We request to change it in accordance with the WENRA-RL F4.14 and SSG-2/1. This is in terms of the Graded Approach. 
	
	
	
	

	
	7.51
	Non-permanent systems an equipment should not be considered for demonstration of adequacy of nuclear power plant design. Such equipment is typically considered to operate for long-term sequence and is considered available in the development of emergency operation procedures or accident management guidelines.


	For new plants this can be a clear design requirement but are from our understanding in contradiction with the requirements for DBA’s. E. G. SSG-2/1 Ziff. 5.11-5.15 allows already for DBA’s the use of mobile equipment (5.15 Any equipment that is necessary for actions to be taken in manual response and recovery processes shall be placed at the most suitable location to ensure its availability at the time of need and to allow safe access to it under the environmental conditions anticipated.) 

Also 5.28 and 5.29 are focusing on all other items important to safety or features that are designed for use in, or that are capable of preventing or mitigating…..which not explicitly exclude mobile equipment.
We request to cancel this requirement or complete rewrite it.

Normally even for new plants (DEC’s) AM-Guidelines or mobile equipment (if available) will focus on measure to prevent significant fuel degradation if sufficient time is available. This clearly also meats to cope with DECs for existing plant (see WENRA-RL F4.3 ).


	
	
	
	


