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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
	General comments
	(Comments)

The reason why the title of DS427 has been changed from “Radiological Environmental Impact Assessment for Facilities and Activities” as shown in DPP to “Assessment of Facilities and Activities for Protection of the Public and Protection of the Environment” should be explained in the next committee meeting.
	
	
	A new tittle was proposed by WASCC (leading committee) after discussions:
“A general framework for radiological environmental impact assessment and protection of the public”
	
	

	2
	§2.5
	… could be granted for design, siting, siting, design, construction, operation and decommissioning activities.
	For keeping the consistency with general order of processes for development of a nuclear facility
	NO
	
	
	Order is correct no regulatory review for site survey but will be once site-specific design is proposed

	3
	§4.12
	… The dashed lines in Figure 1 indicates where an assessment may be submitted if significant changes have occurred. In some States, the assessment of the facility for protection of public is periodically (e.g. monthly, quarterly, yearly, etc.) conducted by using actual source term during operational phase of the facility so as to  verify the compliance with the authorized discharge limits.
	For adding actual practices of some Member States including Korea 
	NO
	
	
	The use of actual source term to estimate the radiological impact is to verify compliance. This Safety Guide covers only prospective assessments and not retrospective assessments, like those for compliance. The compliance of discharge limits is discussed in DS442 

	4
	§4.21
	… The State where were the activity or facility is located should arrange with the influenced States the means for exchange of information and consultations, as appropriate.
	For fixing typo
	YES
	
	
	

	5
	§5.8
	Facilities and activities that use radioactive sources, including nuclear power plants, are designed, built, licensed, operated and maintained in order to prevent minimize releases of radioactive materials to the environment. …
	“Minimization” of radioactive discharges rather than “prevention” of them should be the one of the objectives of each authorization process.
	YES
	
	
	

	6
	§5.25
	(Comments)

In Para 1.8, the scope of DS427 is limited to evaluate exposures due to “radioactive releases to the environment” from facilities and activities. However, item (j) “Direct irradiation from the facility” is not the exposure pathway due to the radioactive releases to the environment (effluents) but due to the facility itself.

Please be elaborated on the exact scope of assessment in DS427: whether it covers only pathways due to radioactive releases to the environment or covers overall exposure pathways from operation of the facility including direct radiation from buildings housing radioactive components such as disused steam generators onsite.
	For clarification
	YES
	Parag. 1.8 and 5.25 modified
	
	

	7
	§5.33
	…For calculating effective dose from external irradiation …
	Editorial
	YES
	
	
	

	8
	§5.74-5.81
	(Comments)

The term “beyond design basis accidents (BDBA)” is used in DS427. In DS462 (SSR-2/1), however, it is addressed that the term “beyond design basis accident (BDBA)” is superseded by “design extension conditions (DEC)”.

If the decision in draft of SSR-2/1 is effective, the term “beyond design basis accidents (BDBA)”used in DS42 should be also replaced with “design extension conditions (DEC)”
	For clarification
	YES
	Paragraphs 5.74 to 5.81 were deleted. The new draft does not discuss selection of possible accidents to be considered but leaves this to national authorities.
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