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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
	Need for new guidance, not necessarily as new publications. 

Idem

Idem

Idem

Idem

Idem
	Safety assessment of nuclear installations in relation to external event scenarios?   Change to --> Protection against external hazards in the design of nuclear installations YES (see also DS494 for internal)
SG on development and application of level 3 probabilistic safety assessment? YES, this is a missing part
SG on safety assessment and verification for nuclear power plants? No priority, GSR Part 4 being sufficient
amendment of some specific safety guides to address SMRs related aspects? YES: very important
guidance on decommissioning of SMRs and nuclear fusion facilities? No priority
guidance on development and implementation of an effective and efficient regulatory experience feedback program for regulatory bodies (a new guide under GSR Part 1).

	Make same approach for internal and external hazards
After decades of PSA development it is about time to have guidance on L3. Netherlands can share its own experience. 
There might be something missing as a result of earlier changes, but this could be done beyond mid term
Since developments on SMRs are quite rapid the results of the IAEA gap analysis should be addressed in the mid term as much as reasonably achievable 
Design and operation of SMRs is now more priority than decommissioning. 
REF and OEF are equally important. Recently a TECDOC on REF was published, but there is a real need for good guidance for RBs on REF


	
	
	
	


