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	RESOLUTION

	Rele-vance
	Comment No.
	Para/Line No.
	Proposed new text
	Reason
	Accepted
	Accepted, but modified as follows
	Rejected
	Reason for modification/rejection

	1
	1
	Title
	Proposed new title of the Safety Guide: 

“Protection of the public and the environment from radiation exposures”
	Germany supports herewith the related proposal of Canada (see resolution table of Member States comments) to change the title of this Safety Guide, as the second part of the existing title (i.e. “Protection of the environment”) is too broad and could be misunderstood to include all aspects of environmental protection, including aspects other than radiological ones, which is out of the scope of this document.
	
	
	
	

	1
	2
	2.44
	The first sentence of Para 4.7 should be moved to Para 2.44 and inserted into this paragraph as second sentence, with modifications in text as follows: 
“The responsibilities of the regulatory body in relation to protection of the environment is to specify requirements for the prospective assessment of radiological environmental impacts, as set out in para. 3.9 (e) of GSR Part 3 [2]. The Safety Guide DS427 [9] provides a framework for the prospective assessment of radiological environmental impact in planned exposure situations, which includes the assess​ment and control of the impact of radioactive releases during normal operation and of accidental releases resulting from anticipated operational occurrences or conceivable accidents identified by means of a safety assessment.”
	It is proposed to move the first sentence of Para 4.7 from Section 4 “Protection of the environment” to Section 2, subsection “RESPONSIBILITIES” of the regulatory body. The first sentence of Para 4.7 is related to the responsibilities of the regulatory body regarding planned exposure situations (expected exposures and potential exposures). 
Prospective assessment of radiological environmental impact in planned exposure situations includes the assessment and control of the impact of accidental releases resulting from anticipated operational occurrences (compare with Para 2.4 of DS432). The amendment with respect to the plant states is required for ensuring consistency with the definition of the term ‘potential exposure’ in GSR Part 3 (see section “Definitions”). According to that, a potential exposure is a “prospectively considered exposure that is not expected to be delivered with certainty but that may result from an anticipated operational occurrence or accident at a source or owing to an event or sequence of events of a probabilistic nature, including equipment failures and operating errors”. 
With respect to this proposal, see also the IAEA resolution table of Member States comments, German comment on a new paragraph after 2.40. This comment has been accepted but not yet implemented into the current version of DS432.
	
	
	
	

	3
	3
	3.5 (a)
	“Liquid and airborne discharges from facilities and activities (see reference [10];”
	For completion. See e.g. Paras 1.10(1.11 and 1.13 in DS442 (draft 6 dated August 2015).
	
	
	
	

	3
	4
	3.5 (b)
	“Direct radiation from sources within prac​tices, e.g. from X ray equipment in a medical facility, patient released after I-131 131I therapy, industrial radiography, …”
	Consistent notation of radionuclides throughout the Safety Guide. 
Compare with notation in Paras 2.1, 3.4 (a), 3.80 (c) and (e), and 3.96.
	
	
	
	

	3
	5
	3.13
	2nd sentence: 
“The general criteria for clearance are parallel those for exemption prescribed above, and are also provided in Schedule 1 of GSR Part 3 [2]: …”
	Editorial (missing word).
	
	
	
	

	2
	6
	3.14
	“Under these criteria, material may be cleared without further consideration under the terms of para. 3.143.13 (a) provided that in reason​ably foreseeable circumstances the effective dose expected to be incurred by any individual owing to the cleared material is of the order of 10 µSv or less in a year.”
	Wrong paragraph is referred to. The general criteria for clearance are addressed in Para 3.13.
	
	
	
	

	3
	7
	3.60
	“On the basis of the hazards identified and the potential consequences of a nuclear or radiological emergency, the governments are required to ensure that protection strategies are developed, justified and optimized at the preparedness stage for taking protective and other response actions effectively in a nuclear or radiological emergency to achieve the goals of emergency response (Requirement 5 of GSR Part 7 [4]).”
	For the sake of completeness, the relevant require​ment from GSR Part 7 should be referred to, as done elsewhere in DS432.
	
	
	
	

	2
	8
	3.84
	“The government and the regulatory body should take measures to identify and evaluate existing exposure situations taking into account the types of existing exposure situations mentioned in para. 3.83 3.80, based on indication or evidence of public exposures that are of concern from the point of view of radiation protection.”
	Wrong paragraph is referred to. The different types of existing exposure situations are specified in Para 3.80.
	
	
	
	

	3
	9
	3.99
	“Paragraph 5.1 of RS-G-1.7 [2] [19] states that there are some situations (such as the use of some building materials containing natural radionuclides) for which exposures from materials due to radionuclides or natural origin …”
	Wrong reference is cited in this paragraph.
	
	
	
	

	1
	10
	4.7
	“The Safety Guide DS427 [9] provides a framework for the prospective assessment of radiological environmental impact in planned exposure situations, which includes the assessment and control of the impact of radioactive releases during normal operation, based on the scientific knowledge of radiation effects and should not impose unnecessary burden to operators and regulators. . The Safety Guide DS427 [9] discusses the aspects to be considered when assessing prospectively radiological environmental impact for planned exposure situations and provides, in Annex I, a methodology to assess the radiological impact to flora and fauna based on the ICRP approach for the protection of the environment [7, 22], without imposing unnecessary burden to operators and regulators.”
	It is proposed to move the first sentence of Para 4.7 from Section 4 “Protection of the environment” to Section 2, subsection “RESPONSIBILITIES” of the regulatory body (insertion into Para 2.44 with some modifications in text). The first sentence of Para 4.7 is related to the responsibilities of the regulatory body regarding planned exposure situations (expected exposures and potential exposures). 
It is proposed to move the first sentence of Para 4.7 from Section 4 “Protection of the environment” to Section 2, subsection “RESPONSIBILITIES” of the regulatory body, to a new paragraph after Para 2.44. The first sentence of Para 4.7 is related to the responsibilities of the regulatory body regarding planned exposure situations. This topic is addressed in Section 2. 
The last part of the first sentence should be moved to the end of the second sentence, to be consistent with the statement in Para 5.77 of DS427 (version 7 dated August 2015).
	
	
	
	

	3
	11
	Ref. [9]
	“INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY, A general framework for pProspective radiological environmental impact assessment and protection of the public for facilities and activities, IAEA, Vienna [Draft DS427 (revision of NS-G-3.2)].”
	This is the current working title of the Draft Safety Guide DS427 (version 7 dated August 2015).
	
	
	
	


Relevance: 1 – Essentials  2 – Clarification  3 – Wording/Editorial
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