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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 comment
	Overall the document provides good advice and direction on preparing for, implementing, ending and follow-up from an emergency event. The section on reference levels is very well written. 

A section nearer the beginning which identifies the primary authorities responsible for implementation and oversight would make the document more usable.
	Many Member States still struggle with the basic understanding of roles and responsibilities. If the IAEA wants to reinforce the importance of an independent regulator, there should be a clearer direction in this text
	
	
	
	

	2. 
	General Comment
	The document references many other documents, in particular GSR Part 7 and GSR Part 3. Sometimes it details the referenced section from these documents and most often it does not. When it does not, it leaves a loose end where all necessary and sometimes essential information must be found from the referred to document. 

It is recommended that all references be done in a consistent manner, using the following structure:

Requirement X of GSR Part 7 [2] requires that … followed by the requirement or a list of requirements.
	
	
	
	
	

	3. 
	General Comment
	The urgent/early phases of an emergency response and the transition phase are fundamentally linked; however, a significant number of the recommendations in this document venture more into the urgent/early phase rather than focus on considerations specific to the transition phase. Some of these recommendations would be better placed in a different guidance documents. The recommendations that remain in this document could be further refined to increase the focus on considerations specific to the transition phase. One example is paragraph 4.151 which discusses (during the transition phase) the importance of identifying the radionuclide composition of the release as early as possible. It is most likely that this process would be initiated very early on in the emergency and one would have a reasonable understanding of the composition prior to the transition phase. Of course the composition may be further refined as measurements continue to be collected throughout the transition phase. This is just one of many such examples that can be found in this document.
	
	
	
	
	

	4. 
	General Comment
	With respect to the chronology of an emergency situation, sometimes the document refers to termination, then transition, other times to transition then termination.  Be consistent throughout (see definitions in 2.1)
	
	
	
	
	

	5. 
	General comment
	2.1 states “The termination of a nuclear or radiological emergency delineates the end of the emergency or the emergency exposure situation and the beginning of either an existing exposure situation or a planned exposure situation.”
	In general, an emergency refers to a situation where urgent actions are required to protect health and environment.  While the chronology of an emergency situation (fig 2.1) includes the emergency (urgent action) and transition phase, since the transition can last over years before the termination criteria are met, it seems inconsistent to refer this potentially protracted period as an ‘emergency’. An alternative is to refer to the termination of the ‘emergency exposure situation’ rather than the ‘emergency’ itself.
	
	
	
	

	6. 
	1.5/10
	Reference to the national framework should be more up front as it is the highest level planning tool for the country.

Adding a line at the end of section 1.5 (page 2) would reinforce that emergency planning and particularly waste management considerations should be done within the National Safety Framework and the National Nuclear Waste Management Plan.

i.e. “The planning for emergency responses should be reflected in the overall National Strategy and take into account the National Nuclear Waste Management Plan.”
	Clarity: The planning and implementation of emergency activities and their consequences should be considered within the larger context of National priorities, resources and infrastructure.
	
	
	
	

	7. 
	1.6/13-14
	With due account to be taken of the recommendations provided in Refs [4] and [5]
	Clarity: Are there specific recommendations to be considered? If so mention them.
	
	
	
	

	8. 
	1.8/30
	, however, they are likely to usually influence the final decision …
	Clarity: Much more than “likely” in the practice
	
	
	
	

	9. 
	1.9/7
	…that the decision making processes will not only include emergency planners and radiological protection specialists, but will also involve consultation with the full range of relevant government decision makers, as well as the public and other interested parties
	Clarity: Such consultations at the authority level need to include more than emergency planners.  

Add a reference for the consultation with the public. Maybe reference [20]?


	
	
	
	

	10. 
	1.10/12
	the Chernobyl NPP accident
	Wrong word order
	
	
	
	

	11. 
	1.12/21
	… do not involve significant releases of radioactive ….
	Clarity: If this is kept, need an example to explain what “not significant” means.
	
	
	
	

	12. 
	1.12/21
	… to the environment (i.e. outside controlled areas for planned exposure situation),  …
	Clarity: Make clear that the understanding of environment is clear 
	
	
	
	

	13. 
	1.12/35
	In such emergencies, the public is may be exposed in
	Correction: likelihood of exposure depends on the protective actions taken
	
	
	
	

	14. 
	1.13/9
	Refs [16-19]
	These references are under development. Isn’t it too soon to make reference to them?
	
	
	
	

	15. 
	1.15/20
	Ref [20]
	This reference is under development. Isn’t it too soon to make reference to it?
	
	
	
	

	16. 
	1.18/32
	…and elaborates on the general and specific…
	grammatical
	
	
	
	

	17. 
	1.18/34
	…timeframes in which a nuclear or radiological emergency is to should be terminated. 


	Clarity: Avoid being prescriptive to all emergencies.
	
	
	
	

	18. 
	1.18/40
	…recommendations provided in this Safety Guide and present factors that need to should be considered….
	Clarity: Since the section is intended to be providing guidance, the text should be written as guidance
	
	
	
	

	19. 
	2.1/7
	when the source has been brought under control and the situation becomes stable …
	Correction: Change the order of source control and stable situation.
	
	
	
	

	20. 
	2.2/15
	Suggest to have a separate paragraph for “The period covering the management of the existing exposure situation and …  is excluded from this consideration”.
	Clarity: Avoid mixing different messages in one paragraph
	
	
	
	

	21. 
	2.4/24
	… the use of different phases or their distinguishing between them at different time periods is not intended 


	Clarity: Reads easier
	
	
	
	

	22. 
	2.5/31-35
	Delete or relocate this text describing the main focus of the preparedness stage.
	Clarity: 2.5 is titled “Emergency Phase” and this text describes the preparedness stage.
	
	
	
	

	23. 
	2.6/40-41
	… or actually affected areas and individuals.
	Clarity: Add “areas” in front of “individuals”. For example, affected area was mentioned in 2.12
	
	
	
	

	24. 
	2.9/1
	This phase may last from days to months years.
	Consistency: Transition phase can last for years (see fig 2.1). Replace “months” w. “years”
	
	
	
	

	25. 
	2.11-2.12/19-23
	General re-write or deletion


	Clarity: It is difficult to imagine a situation during/after a large scale emergency, where one area or “site” is under an emergency situation and another is in a planned or existing exposure situation. This will create confusion and it is not clear what benefit would be gained by terminating the emergency in one area, but being in an emergency state in another. Perhaps it is a case in clarity of language. Reviewer notes that on page 7, lines 20-27 imply that overall, the transition phase ends when the termination has been declared for the final area that is in an emergency exposure situation. At the same time, this will denote the overall termination of the emergency. 
	
	
	
	

	26. 
	3.1/6

3.5/25

3.7/30

3.8/1

…

4.142/12

4.161/8
	… the termination of the an emergency


	Clarity: Better to replace “the” with “an”
	
	
	
	

	27. 
	3.8
	Add additional bullet:

· Availability of social services. 
	Completeness: Social services facilities and resources set up under an emergency may be redeployed after termination. 
	
	
	
	

	28. 
	3.10
	On the basis of the hazard assessment, potential emergencies warranting protective actions

and other response actions should be identified, and the existing emergency arrangements should be

reviewed. The review should identify the determine if there is need to revise the existing emergency arrangements and/or to establish new arrangements.
	Clarity: the review may determine that the arrangements are sufficient.
	
	
	
	

	29. 
	3.11/15
	An emergency should not be terminated until revised or new emergency arrangements have

been formulated and coordinated among the relevant response organizations.


	Clarity: How can an emergency be terminated if revised or new emergency arrangements are still required? 

Further, this would apply only if new emergency arrangements were needed and should be based on implementation, 

as per previous discussions.  The criteria should be that the situation has been reviewed all modifications of existing arrangements have been implemented, and all other new arrangements have been implemented 


	
	
	
	

	30. 
	3.12/20-22
	Clarify
	It is unclear as to why the implementation of measures to control occupational exposures “as stipulated for planned situations according to GSR part 3 para 5.26” is a prerequisite for terminating the emergency. It is incumbent upon the employer to ensure that worker doses are managed and should not be considered a barrier to terminating the emergency. Please note however, this comment is offered in the context of workers taking remedial actions off-site. The comment may not hold true for on-site activities where in order to control the emergency itself, worker exposures may be high (above planned situations) and the situation of the plant will drive the status of the emergency, not the doses.
	
	
	
	

	31. 
	3.15/29
	A registry of those individuals (workers and members of the public)
	Clarity: the registry involves not only workers but also the public as stated in 4.161-4.178
	
	
	
	

	32. 
	3.16
	A strategy for the management of radioactive waste arising from the emergency, if appropriate, should be developed as soon as possible, and preferably prior to the termination of the emergency
	Clarity: Such a strategy should be considered, but not clear why the termination would wait for completion of the strategy if the situation is stable and under control.
	
	
	
	

	33. 
	3.17
	Consultation with interested impacted parties is required prior to the termination of the emergency. This process should not unduly impede the timely and effective decision making by the responsible authority to terminate the emergency
	Clarity: The text is too broad - consultation should be focused parties impacted by the ongoing management of the situation following termination.
	
	
	
	

	34. 
	3.18/8
	Need to insert a bullet that emphasizes that is indeed safe to end the emergency
	Completeness: The public needs to hear a message about safety when an emergency is being declared over
	
	
	
	

	35. 
	3.18/8
	Actions already taken by authorities, and summary of impacts
	Completeness: Add as  additional information to be communicated along with the basis for the termination
	
	
	
	

	36. 
	3.19/2-3
	planned exposure situations and with requirements for medical exposure set forth in GSR Part 3 [3]. 
	Clarity: add the specific requirement
	
	
	
	

	37. 
	3.20/1
	Processes and methodologies have been identified to manage any Consideration has been given to the compensation of the victims for damage resulting from the emergency. 


	Clarity: This wording is more specific and easily understood by all (e.g. how do multiple organizations and agencies consistently satisfy a requirement to give consideration to something?) 
	
	
	
	

	38. 
	3.20/8-11
	Clarity is needed to clearly explain if the GC for transitioning is meant to reflect doses during the transition period itself, or projected doses that will be achievable once the situation enters the existing exposure situation.
	Here and elsewhere in the document there is some potential confusion about the generic criteria established to “enable transitioning to an existing exposure situation”. This GC is 20 mSv of effective dose per year as set out in GSR Part 7, section II.15. Is the 20 mSv/year meant to be a value of projected future reference value that results in confidence that during the future year(s) as part of the existing exposure situation the GC will be less than 20 mSv? Or rather, is that during the transition phase (formally part of the emergency phase and prior to the termination of the emergency) that the doses received have already reached 20 mSv?
	
	
	
	

	39. 
	3.23/17-18
	At the preparedness stage, the timeframes anticipated in which to terminate the emergency

should be agreed assessed for a range
	Clarity: ‘Agreed’ is not the right word. The timeframes should be assessed and the expected actions that need to be completed within these timeframes

should be agreed, since termination should be based on defined criteria and actions, rather than the timeframe.  
	
	
	
	

	40. 
	4.8/28
	…change in the authorities and discharge of responsibilities from the emergency phase to the transition phase to a planned or existing exposure situation; and make the prompt…
	Clarity: Transfer of authorities and responsibilities should happen after the emergency is terminated, not before.
	
	
	
	

	41. 
	4.9/32
	During the transition phase, the Any necessary transfer of responsibilities to different jurisdictions or different authorities ….


	Clarity: Transfer of authorities and responsibilities should happen after the emergency is terminated, not before.
	
	
	
	

	42. 
	4.9/33
	…should be carried out in a formal, coordinated and fully transparent manner, and should be communicated to all interested parties. 

 
	Clarity: Transfer of responsibilities must be communicated to all responding agencies to ensure the continuity of response.
	
	
	
	

	43. 
	4.10/37
	During the transition phase, preparations should be made to relieve the emergency response organization upon termination of the emergency,  the emergency 37 response organization established during the emergency phase should be gradually relieved of its 38 duties, so that the organizations ….


	Clarity: Transfer of authorities and responsibilities should happen after the emergency is terminated, not before.
	
	
	
	

	44. 
	4.12/6
	The gradual change in the management during after the transition phase should consider 


	Clarity: Transfer of authorities and responsibilities should happen after the emergency is terminated, not before. “Gradual” cannot be defined nor is it necessary.
	
	
	
	

	45. 
	4.18/1
	Replace “operating organization” with “operating organizations”
	Clarity: may be more than one operating organisation
	
	
	
	

	46. 
	4.18/7
	Fukushima Daiichi accident in 2011 for which… 


	grammar
	
	
	
	

	47. 
	4.18/13
	PAKS fuel damage incident in 2003 


	grammar
	
	
	
	

	48. 
	4.20/13
	Estimated time for declaring an the emergency terminated 


	grammar
	
	
	
	

	49. 
	4.21/19
	Replace “meet” with “manage”
	Clarity
	
	
	
	

	50. 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	51. 
	4.27/23
	The protection strategies developed as part of planning for the transition phase may not be as detailed as those for the emergency phase.
	Clarity: It is the intial strategies that will be less detailed.  The paragraph indicates that this will become more detailed as there are further developed in response to the specific situation.
	
	
	
	

	52. 
	4.30/10-14
	Remove requirement for pre-established OILs
	Clarity: Here, pre-established operational criteria are mentioned. It is not clear whether this is being recommended in the context of the existing exposure situations, or whether it is for the emergency phase. If this is for use during the existing exposure situation (that is likely to follow the termination of the emergency), then it should be re-considered. It would not be wise or likely even possible to establish operational criteria to support GC, until the residual contamination is characterized.
	
	
	
	

	53. 
	4.40/12
	In contrast to the urgent phase, when radiation protection considerations dominate, the non

radiological factors become an increasingly important input to the decision making in the transition phase
	Clarity: If urgent phase actions consider ALARA, then non-rad factors are important.  Fukushima evacuation has shown the importance of 

non-rad factors in protective  action decision making. Change to state - become increasingly important.
	
	
	
	

	54. 
	4.44/3
	This principle allows authorized persons / decision-makers to determine…. 


	Clarity: e.g. allows who?
	
	
	
	

	55. 
	4.44/6
	… the cost detriment of such action and..
	It is difficult to judge the cost over health benefits. It can be indirectly included in “any harm or damage” as outlined in 4.45.
	
	
	
	

	56. 
	4.46/18
	Replace “technical” with “scientific and technical”
	Completeness
	
	
	
	

	57. 
	4.46/28
	..remains the responsibility of the authority having jurisdiction national authorities. 


	Clarity: In some states this decision is made below the “national” level
	
	
	
	

	58. 
	4.48/26
	Requirement X of GSR Part 7 [2] requires that protective actions and other response actions be discontinued 
	As per General Comment - 1
	
	
	
	

	59. 
	4.58/ 11-14
	Remove all text in this section after “benchmark”.
	The logic here is concerning. If doses are approaching above 100 mSv, then actions must be taken to quickly reduce those doses. It should not be a deterrent to terminating the emergency if most of the other criteria are met. In fact, using this as an  criteria is risky as it leaves the reader to conclude, that if the doses are high (around 100 mSv) the emergency phase will be continued as a “solution” to “allow for” doses in the higher reference level band, when in fact, the opposite is true. The emergency phase will end when a number of important criteria are met and in doing so, the situation will move to an existing or planned situation and as part of that process doses will be continually optimized to lower and lower values. Suggest removing or re-drafting section 4.58 to take this above into account.
	
	
	
	

	60. 
	4.63/13
	are to shall be implemented. 


	Clarity: “shall” applies
	
	
	
	

	61. 
	4.65/24
	Requirement X of GSR Part 7 [2] establishes the generic criteria for enabling the transition to an existing 
	As per General Comment - 1
	
	
	
	

	62. 
	4.67/35-36
	Clarify
	Clarity: Agree that OILs could be used to enable a transition to an existing exposure situation, however, unlikely that standard OILs are appropriate for the recovery phase as doses should be as realistic as possible, not based on a “one size fits all” approach.
	
	
	
	

	63. 
	4.69/12
	Consequently, requirement X of GSR Part 7 [2] requires that a process be established to revise the default OILs to take 
	As per General Comment - 1
	
	
	
	

	64. 
	4.67, 4.68, 4.70, 4.76
	OILT
	As these are OILs for the transition phase they should be consistently referred to as OILT (as they are in paragraph 4.68 and 4.69) to avoid confusion with OILs for the urgent/early phase.
	
	
	
	

	65. 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	66. 
	4.78/22-24
	… the protective actions that are to be adapted or lifted; they should be told why, when and where the protective actions will be adapted or lifted; and they should be advised on how this adaptation or lifting will affect them.
	Completeness: Add “or lifted” after “adapted”; 

Add “or lifting” after “adaptation”
	
	
	
	

	67. 
	4.79/31
	…consideration should be given to resorting to evacuation or relocation instead 
	Grammatical.  Reduces words
	
	
	
	

	68. 
	4.80/37
	…can be safely implemented safely
	Grammatical
	
	
	
	

	69. 
	4.81
	Suggest adding a 6th bullet:

· Instructions on areas to avoid upon exiting shelters.
	Completeness: Useful information for maintaining public dose ALARA.
	
	
	
	

	70. 
	4.82/21
	In evacuated areas where the monitoring results indicate that OIL2 of Ref. [5] is not exceeded, evacuation should be lifted if no, or only if limited restrictions (e.g. restriction on locally produced food  limited access to certain recreational areas) would continue
	Clarity
	
	
	
	

	71. 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	72. 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	73. 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	74. 
	4.94/6
	given in GSR Part 7 [2]. The methodology given in Appendix can also be used for this purpose. 
	Clarity: The reference is loose-ended. Indicate the sections/ paragraphs/ tables referred to in reference [2]
	
	
	
	

	75. 
	4.97/18
	of radioactive material into the environment (for which further guidance is provided in Ref. [16]) 
	This reference is under development. Isn’t it too soon to make reference to it?
	
	
	
	

	76. 
	4.105/33
	Requirements X of GSR Part 7 [2] require that emergency workers be designated prior to an emergency and that 
	As per General Comment - 1
	
	
	
	

	77. 
	4.108/8
	Requirement X of GSR Part 7 [2] requires that, once the emergency has been terminated, all workers are subject 
	As per General Comment - 1
	
	
	
	

	78. 
	4.108/12
	the framework for occupational exposure in planned exposure situation. Ref. [32] provides further 
	This reference is under development. Isn’t it too soon to make reference to it?
	
	
	
	

	79. 
	4.110


	Emergency workers that will be engaged during the transition phase should be identified, to the extent possible, and designated as such at the preparedness stage by all relevant organizations. The relevant organizations, in this context, include response organizations, as well as other organizations at the national, regional and local levels (these may include organisations from the private sector, commercial entities). These organizations may not necessarily be recognized as emergency response organizations, but may gradually take over a role and assume responsibilities during the transition phase for long term recovery, when applicable.


	Completeness: There are most probably going to be private sector organisations involved. Adding this statement (or something like it) gives a more clarity as to who could be included as an emergency worker. 


	
	
	
	

	80. 
	4.114/7
	Requirement X of GSR Part 7 [2] requires that organization(s) responsible for the registration and integration of 
	As per General Comment - 1
	
	
	
	

	81. 
	4.117/36
	emergency workers and helpers, to the extent possible, taking into account Refs [2, 3, 5, 32]. 
	Clarity: What is being referred to here? This may benefit by providing more specifics.
	
	
	
	

	82. 
	4.123/42
	with Refs [2] and [3]. 
	Clarity: This paragraph may benefit from providing specific sections being referred to.
	
	
	
	

	83. 
	Table 4.2
	Table | Guidance Value |

Dose limits for occupational exposure in planned exposure situation in GSR Part 3 [3]
	Clarity: include the numerical values
	
	
	
	

	84. 
	4.131/16
	considers the use of individual dosimeters or other appropriate methods. Ref. [32] provides guidance 
	This reference is under development. Isn’t it too soon to make reference to it?
	
	
	
	

	85. 
	4.132/26-27
	Assess the total effective dose and the RBE weighted absorbed doses to organs or tissues of emergency workers and helpers, when applicable depending on isotope(s) involved.
	In most cases, it is either only required to assess the absorbed doses to one or two organs or tissues or none at all (in addition to the effective dose), depending on the isotope(s) involved.
	
	
	
	

	86. 
	4.133/36-39
	Consider deleting
	While inhalation of resuspended materials could be of concern during the transition phase, it is not likely that inhalation of iodine will be of concern (due to its short half-life and assuming no ongoing releases). In paragraph 4.79 it states iodine thyroid blocking “is suitable for use in the emergency phase and is not appropriate for implementation, adaptation or lifting during the transition phase”. It’s not clear why this recommendation would be different for the public vs. for workers.
	
	
	
	

	87. 
	4.135/12
	In the circumstance described in para. 4.134, Requirement X of GSR Part 7 [2] require that designated 
	As per General Comment - 1
	
	
	
	

	88. 
	4.137/27
	GSR Part 7 [2] provides a basis for a common approach in providing medical support to 
	Indicate Requirement or paragraph
	
	
	
	

	89. 
	4.145 and 4.148
	Suggest rewording section 4.145 to remove the specific reference to “on the basis of postulated emergency scenarios…”
	It is indicated that a “Monitoring strategy should be developed at the preparedness stage on the basis of postulated emergency scenarios and associated consequences”.  While it is agreed that this is an important process for the urgent/early phase, it is not clear why this is valuable in the transition phase. It is agreed that a “strategy” is important in the transition phase, but as indicated in section 4.151, the radionuclide composition will not be known until the situation is characterized. As such while methods of dose assessment can be pre-planned, the dose assessment itself will be carried out once the information is known.
	
	
	
	

	90. 
	4.150/32
	“atmospheric monitoring to wide area survey and to direct measurement”
	Clarity: The distinction between ‘monitoring’, survey’ and ‘direct measurement’ is not clear.  Perhaps ‘monitoring’ should be ‘modelling’?
	
	
	
	

	91. 
	4.150/33
	…data from monitoring should be obtained by direct measurements… 


	Clarity: e.g. not extrapolated or modeled
	
	
	
	

	92. 
	4.157/22
	Doses should be reassessed using the monitoring results and the dose assessment modeling tools tools/models ….


	Clarity: Use the same terminology as used previously in 4.148
	
	
	
	

	93. 
	4.159/35
	Requirement X of GSR Part 7 [2] requires that arrangements are made: 
	As per General Comment - 1
	
	
	
	

	94. 
	4.173/36
	Ethical and cost-benefit aspects. 
	Should cost-benefit aspect be a consideration for medical followup and human health?
	
	
	
	

	95. 
	4.180/38
	However, the impact on of radioactive waste to be generated and its management… 


	grammar
	
	
	
	

	96. 
	4.181/4
	protection strategy, as required in Requirement X of GSR Part 7 [2]. 
	As per General Comment - 1
	
	
	
	

	97. 
	4.182/10
	Responsibilities for radioactive waste management during and after an emergency should be … 


	Clarity: Responsibilities may  change after termination / Need to ensure continual responsibility over waste management
	
	
	
	

	98. 
	4.182/17
	…responsible organizations at the preparedness stage as well as coordinate, under the unified command and control system, waste management during the emergency response. 


	Clarity: The “unified command and control system” is not discussed or referenced elsewhere in this document and is redundant to “coordinate”.
	
	
	
	

	99. 
	4.182/25
	…accordance with the existing national applicable regulations and guidance …


	Clarity: Some states may have to comply with regulations and guidance below a national level.
	
	
	
	

	100. 
	4.182/31
	…accordance with the existing national applicable regulations and guidance….


	Clarity: Some states may have to comply with regulations and guidance below a national level.
	
	
	
	

	101. 
	4.183/9
	be found in Refs [34-36]. 
	These references are under development. Isn’t it too soon to make reference to them?
	
	
	
	

	102. 
	4.189/9
	Refs [34-36]). Emergency arrangements should also consider that, in order to support rather than 
	These references are under development. Isn’t it too soon to make reference to them?
	
	
	
	

	103. 
	4.197/21
	In recognition of para. 4.196, Requirement X of GSR Part 7 [2] requires: 
	As per General Comment - 1
	
	
	
	

	104. 
	4.208/18
	Requirement X of GSR Part 7 [2] requires that governments “ensure that arrangements are in place for 
	As per General Comment - 1
	
	
	
	

	105. 
	4.209/24-25
	…governed by the national applicable laws of each State, and no international treaty has been adopted to harmonize the various national laws. Compensation is usually based on national rules relating to… 


	Clarity” Some states may have to comply with laws below a national level.
	
	
	
	

	106. 
	4.210/31-35
	In the case of nuclear emergencies, a number of treaties (see Refs [3946]) have been adopted in order to harmonize national laws relating to… …Thus, compensation for nuclear damage in States is based either on these treaties or on national rules implementing them. 


	Clarity: Some states may have to comply with laws below a national level.
	
	
	
	

	107. 
	4.212/3
	Requirement X of GSR Part 7 [2] requires that emergency plans, procedures and other arrangements be 
	As per General Comment - 1
	
	
	
	

	108. 
	4.215/20
	Requirement X of GSR Part 7 [2] requires that: 
	As per General Comment - 1
	
	
	
	

	109. 
	4.216 thru 4.219
	Renumber 4.216 as 4.217

Renumber 4.217 as 4.219

Renumber 4.219 as 4.216

No change to 4.218
	Clarity: Recommend reorder these 4 paragraphs to match the sequence of bullets in paragraph 4.215.
	
	
	
	

	110. 
	4.219/9
	As part of the management system, training, drill and exercise programs… 


	Clarity: Insert “drill” to be consistent with bullet in 4.215
	
	
	
	

	111. 
	4.220/15
	To enable the termination of the emergency, adequate logistical support and facilities should be made available, when and where necessary, during and after the transition phase. 


	Clarity: The need for logistical support and facilities continues during the planned or existing exposure situation.
	
	
	
	

	112. 
	4.221/17
	The logistical support and facilities required during the transition phase should be identified 


	Clarity: The need for logistical support and facilities continues during the planned or existing exposure situation.
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