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1 1.  Page 8 
Fig.1 

“Flow 
chart for 
the seis-
mic haz-
ard as-
sessment 
process 
for nu-
clear 
installa-
tions”. 

OUTPUT FOR ENGINEERING 
USES (Sections 10 8):  

- Uniform hazard response 
spectra (at control point)  

- Earthquake time histories 
- Other ground motion param-

eters 

Following the review of 
the publishing commit-
tee, Fig. 1 has been 
changed presumably for 
editorial aspects. The 
new figure is adequate. 
However for consisten-
cy please change refer-
ence to Section 8, since 
Section 10 is about ap-
plication of manage-
ment system. 

X    

1 2.  Page 8 
Fig.1 

“Flow 
chart for 
the seis-
mic haz-
ard as-
sessment 
process 
for nu-

EARTHQUAKE CONCOMITANT 
EVENTS (Sections 8):  

- Fires  
- Floods (e.g. tsunamis, dam 

failures) (Sections 8) 
 

Section 8 does not con-
cern fires. Thus we 
suggest to replace the 
reference on Section 8. 
On the other hand side 
fires are no topic of this 
Safety Guide in general. 
If possible the addition 
of a meaningful refer-
ence to another IAEA 

X Modified both “As-
sociated geological 
and geotechnical 
hazards” and “Earth-
quake concomitant 
events” according to 
the contents. 
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clear 
installa-
tions”. 

Standard would be ap-
propriate here. 
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Parag. 1.8 

Proposed new text 
 
 

This paragraph addresses, understandably, use of 
graded approach for nuclear installations, other 
than NPP's, having lesser potential associated 
radiological consequences.   
We would like to address the last sentence of this 
paragraph: For sites at which nuclear installa-
tions of different types are collocated, particular 
consideration should be given to using a graded 
approach.   
We suggest to clarify this last sentence (footnote 
can be used):    To point out that in cases of col-
location  of  nuclear installations with lesser  
potential radiological consequences, with a NPP, 
the design should prevent  accident scenarios at 
the "smaller" nuclear installation which can re-
sult in "collateral" damage to the NPP with po-
tential to significant radiological consequences. 
 

Reason 
 
 

Clarity 

Accepted 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Accepted, but modified as 
follows 

 
 

In order to avoid misleading to 
describe that in this particular 
case the graded approach is 
recommended more than in 
other cases, the last sentence is 
deleted.  The graded approach 
is described in “Section 9 
EVALUATION OF SEISMIC 
HAZARDS FOR NUCLEAR 
INSTALLATIONS OTHER 
THAN NUCLEAR POWER 
PLANTS” and the sentence 
has no correspondence with 
the Section. 

Rejected Reason for 
modificati-
on/rejection 

 


