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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
	Title and General
	We propose to change the previous title of this document to “Radiological Environmental Impact Assessment for Facilities and Activities.”, and use REIA for abbreviation throughout the whole text by explaining its meaning and terminology in the BACKGROUND section.
	The new title could mislead readers so that the environmental conservation is included in this guidance.  The previous title can avoid such misunderstanding. Therefore, we recommend to use the previous title. Also, scope should be clear whether the scope includes synergy with other influence (e.g. organisms living in vicinity of the NPP drain outlet exposed to the warm effluent and the radioactive materials simultaneously).
	
	
	
	

	2
	General
	Review consistency of DS427 with DS432.
	DS427 should have close linkage with DS432. DS432 should be followed by DS427.
	
	
	
	

	3
	1.7/1
	This Safety Guide describes guidance and recommendations to the contents of such assessments, …. 
	Clarification of the document as a Safety Guide.
	
	
	
	

	4
	1.8/1
	This Safety Guide is applicable provides guidance and recommendations to evaluate exposures due to radioactive releases to the environment from facilities and activities
	Clarification of the document as a Safety Guide.
	
	
	
	

	5
	1.12/4
	However, even if a facility or activity meets…
	Editorial.
	
	
	
	

	6
	2.6
	The definition of EIA in Espoo Convention should be described on the footnote, such as SSG-29.
	Clarification.
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	7
	TABLE 1, Raw 2
	Level of expected dose from (normal operations) or projected doses for (potential exposures) 
	Clarification. 
	
	
	
	

	8
	4.8/3
	Steps in the lifetime of a nuclear installation given in Figure 1 is are adapted from [31];
	Clarification. 
Figure 1 itself is not given in [31].
	
	
	
	

	9
	4.17/4
	This could be done, for example,
	Clarification.
	
	
	
	

	10
	5.3/7
	..ensuring that the assessment methodologies provide reasonably accuracy reasonable adequacy.
	Constraint with the line 4 of 5.5.
	
	
	
	

	11
	5.74/5


	Those two categories are normally called design based accident (DBA) and beyond design basis accident (BDBA) design extension conditions (DEC) respectively.
	The term “beyond design basis accident” is superseded by “design extension conditions.”
See SSR-2/1. 
	
	
	
	

	12
	5.130/3 
	due to low increments of radiation exposure levels, or to the unknown and possible complex interactions between individual organisms and populations of…
	Clarification.
	
	
	
	

	13
	Ref.[7] and Ref.[44]
	Verify if Ref.[7] and Ref.[44] are properly referred in this Guide.
	Ref.[7] (DS442) is the revision of WS-G-2.3, Ref.[44]. 

If the content referred is described in both guides, Ref.[7] should be adopted.

Constraint of the way to refer references in this guide.
	
	
	
	

	14
	Ref.[18]
	RS-G-1.3 is being under revision as DS453.
	Reminder
	
	
	
	

	15
	Ref.[36]
	Please give the kind of this document (Safety Report, TECDOC or other?). 
	Clarification.
	
	
	
	


