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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
2



3

4
5








	P2.1/L9

P2.2/L15-17


P2.9/L3

P3.10/L11




P3.11







	"marks" replacing "delineates"

"The period after the emergency is declared to have ended is excluded from this consideration"

"marks" replacing "delineates"

"On the basis of the hazard assessment, potential situations warranting protective actions …"


Proposal to review the paragraph 3.11. "An emergency should not be terminated until revised or new emergency arrangements have been formulated …". Also "establishment of an interim response capability"

	Use common vocabulary

Superfluous information



Use common vocabulary

as it is formulated, potential emergencies are identified in the hazard assessment serving the termination of an emergency (P3.9). Sense?

The meaning of the paragraph is cryptic
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	P3.17


P3.21, 

L6-7

P4.43, 

Fig. 4.1

P4.5, L3



	"Consultation with interested parties is required prior to the termination of the emergency. This process should be timely planned in order not to impede the on-time effective decision making by the responsible authority to terminate the emergency." 


The following sentence is assumed more correct: "Following the termination of the emergency, a systematic radiological monitoring of members of the public should no longer be required." 

The scheme should include the communication and consultation process.

Proposal to delete "to the extent possible"



	Proposal for amendment, as the draft version gives the impression that the consultation could be bypassed if it would impede the timely decision-making.

It can be indeed assumed that for some individuals health and psychological monitoring will still be required, as well as radiological monitoring on a punctual basis.

The communication and consultation as addressed in section 10 should be ignored here as it will be possibly a delicate and time-consuming step.

phrase superfluous in the given context
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12


	P4.5, L5



P4.8, L31



P4.15, L22


	Proposal to delete the sentence "Thus, the input from different organisations … will be limited"

Please clarify "operating organization"


Please review the sentence "At the beginning of the transition phase, consideration should be …"
	Sentence is superfluous (and, in the absence of commas, not clear).

Unclear who is meant: NPP operator? Owner of a radiation source?

confusing use of the different emergency phases


	
	
	
	


