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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
	Please condense the text. 
	A lot of repetition in the text.
	
	
	
	

	2

	p. 12, para 3.4 and

para 3.6 
	
	Occupational safety is missing from the list in para 3.4.

	
	
	
	

	3
	p.13-14, para 3.8, 3.13 and 3.14


	3.8  ”The regulatory body is required to should give…”

3.13 ”The regulatory body is required to  should review…” 

3.14  ”In order for decommissioning to be performed in a safe and efficient manner, the regulatory body is required to should identify…” 


	This is a safety guide document so all recommendations that are not written in the requirement document should use word “should”.


	
	
	
	

	4
	3.11
	“Interested parties must should be given an opportunity to comment on the final decommissioning plan and safety related supporting documents before the license is granted. “

	See previous comment. In addition, public participation is not more important than the other requirements/recommendations.
	
	
	
	

	5
	3.14
	” In order for decommissioning to be performed in a safe and efficient manner, the regulatory body is required to identify funding mechanisms that can be used to ensure that appropriate funds will be available when needed. ”


	How is this a task of the regulator? GSR Part 6 Req 5. says that the responsibilities of the RB shall include ”

establishing requirements for financial assurance for decommissioning and for a mechanism to ensure that adequate resources will be available when necessary for safe decommissioning, in the case where the government has delegated this to the regulatory body; 

“. 

Identifying funding mechanisms should be divided between the government (to set a law for managing finances) and licencee (to gather the funds), not the regulator. The regulator may assess whether the funds gathered by the licencee are appropriate.
	
	
	
	

	6
	Chapter 4. 

Req. 7. Integrated management system for decommissioning

	This Chapter is well written but it is also very long. It is proposed here to make it shorter and included most of the text to DS477 which concerns management systems for handling, storage and disposal of RW.


	DS477 (Management system for predisposal and disposal of  radioactive waste) is meant to cover all other aspects of RWM except decommissioning, however, it could be applied to decommissioning as well to be an integrated system and avoid repetition of the recommendations.  


	
	
	
	

	7
	p. 24, para 

5.7.
	”Decommissioning, whether based on an immediate or a deferred dismantling strategy, should commence shortly after permanent shutdown. ”


	Contradiction; deferred dismantling is not meant be commence shorty after permanent shutdown, it may take years (with good reasons for that).


	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


