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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

	General
	
	ICRP is currently redrafting Publ. 109 and 111 regarding radiological protection in emergency and existing exposure situations. It would be more efficient for IAEA to start discussing the details of DS474 after these ICRP documents are finalized.
	
	
	
	
	

	
1
	
1.6/17
	
This Safety Guide should be used in conjunction with GSR Part 7 [2], with due account to be 14 taken of the recommendations provided in Refs [4] and [5]. This Safety Guide provides guidance for 15 meeting the Requirement 18 of GSR Part 7 [2] and Requirement 46 of GSR Part 3 [3] on the 16 termination of a nuclear or radiological emergency and the transition from emergency exposure 17 situation to existing or planned exposure situations, respectively.
	
Analogous with para 1.4
	
	
	
	

	
2
	
3.12/20-22
	
Prior to termination of the emergency, it　should be confirmed that the requirements for occupational exposure, as stipulated for planned exposure situations in GSR Part3, can be　applied　to　all　workers　that　will　be　engaged　in　recovery activities if the radiological situation in the workplace is characterized, with exposure pathways identified.　

	
This article describes the provisions specific to occupational exposure. The text is added because the requirements under articles 3.7 and 3.8 should be met at the termination of emergency exposure situation for occupational exposure (as stipulated for public exposure).
	
	
	
	

	
3
	
3.16/1-2
	
Delete para 3.16
	
A strategy for the management of radioactive waste is an important issue after a nuclear or radiological emergency. However, in order to facilitate the timely resumption of social and economic activity (according to para 3.5) the development of such strategies should not be a requirement to the termination of the emergency.
	
	
	
	

	
4
	
3.18/6-16
	
Add new bullet points:

· Non-radiological issues (to weight remaining radiological hazards against psychological stress, for example) (a)

· Dose control for emergency workers in recovery activities. (b)
	
a) It is important that affected people are aware that there may other stress factors which could be important to consider, not just the radiological hazard posed.

b) For occupational exposure, it is essential to have prior discussions with stakeholders about the method of dose management for emergency workers engaging in recovery activities at the termination of an emergency exposure situation.
	
	
	
	

	
5
	
3.23/17-22
	
Delete para 3.23
	Anticipating timeframes to terminate emergencies are based on model calculations. In reality these could differ considerably, giving rise to unnecessary discussions of no or limited benefit. How would people be able to use information telling them that an emergency could last a few weeks or one year as described in para 3.24?
	
	
	
	

	
6
	
3.24/22-27
	
Delete para 3.24
	
When deleting para 3.23, para 3.24 must be deleted as well.
	
	
	
	

	
7
	
4.20/3-15
	
Delete line 13
	
As a consequence of comments (5) and (6)
	
	
	
	

	
8
	
4.31/15-17
	
Delete para 4.31
	
Public self-help actions could leave behind an impression that authorities are unable to cope with the situation. This is counterproductive.
	
	
	
	

	
9
	
4.63/9-13
	
[bookmark: _GoBack]Generic concepts and operational criteria can be found within the protection strategy, and are to be used to implement protective actions and other response actions in a nuclear or radiological emergency as described in Refs [2, 5]. Should the doses projected or received doses27 in an emergency exceed the generic criteria, protective actions and other response actions, either individually or in combination, are to be implemented.
	
1st sentence rearranged because operational criteria are not concepts
	
	
	
	

	
10
	
4.176/3-8
	
Screening and monitoring programmes for stochastic effects should be based on the criteria
supported by sound scientific evidence for observing an increase in the incidence of cancer among the exposed population (see Refs [2, 3]). The inclusion of non-cancer health effects in the monitoring programme should be carefully considered. In case of limited resources being available, a priority for a long-term medical follow-up should be given to most vulnerable populations, such as infants, children and pregnant women.
	
As long as certain NCEs remain under discussion and without any definitive recommendations, they should not be included in this document. 
	
	
	
	



