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Nuclear Regulatory Bodies carry out various regulatory processes such as development of regulations, licensing, safety review & assessment, inspection and enforcement. Safety review & assessment
includes review ot licensing application, modifications, operating & regulatory experience, and follow up of regulatory actions emanated from the reviews. For ettective, efficient & consistent regulation,
1t 1s necessary that guidance 1s made available to the regulatory staff to conduct the safety review & assessment process in a graded manner.

Considering this, the Atomic Energy Regulatory Body (AERB) of India has developed the following:

d Guidance & tools for application of graded approach in various safety review & assessment processes such as review of modifications, operating & regulatory experience; follow up of regulatory
action 1tems.

d Methodology for safety performance assessment of operating Nuclear Power Plants (NPPs) for integrated safety assessment.

Implementation of eraded approach

Safety Performance Assessment
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Graded Approach in Review of Modifications
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Conclusion

Implementation of graded approach facilitates determination of the safety significance of regulatory processes & activities and enables risk informed & consistent decision making.

Safety performance assessment provides inputs for integrated safety assessment, and for sharing the safety status of operating NPPs with members of public & other stakeholders, to imbibe trust & credibility regarding the use
of nuclear power in India. The implementation of above regulatory tools has rationalized AERB’s regulatory eftorts, provided inputs for safety performance improvement, optimized resource utilization and brought effectiveness
& efficiency in regulation without compromising safety.
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