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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
	 2.13 and Section 5, 3.7
	Following the decision of WASSC 37 for change of the title, the Guide now covers both assessment of public and environment without discussing how the results of these assessments can be interpreted and used by operators or regulators in the definition of operational limits and conditions and (see para 3.7) and/or decision making process (see para 2.13)
	The integration of the results of the  radiological assessments (discussed in Section 5) will need to be explained and their input to the safety cases (e.g. predisposal waste management, see SSG-3)
	
	
	
	

	2. General
	Section 5, 1.4; 1.14, 3.3.
	The document refers to “a methodology”, “methodologies” “methods” and “procedures”
	Clarification of terminology  used in the Guide 
	
	
	
	

	3. General
	Section 3
	In case that this Safety Guide is overarching for the existing Safety Guides on safety assessment (GSG-3, WS-G-5.2, etc.) it will need to address the iteration, model selection an validation,  and design optimization,
	Address the main elements of safety assessment that are included in the existing Safety Guides (for the purpose of consistency)
	
	
	
	

	4. General
	Annex 3
	Examples of Member States experiences/approaches is usually in the scope of supporting IAEA TECDOCs or Safety Reports
	Consistency of the format of the Safety Guides
	
	
	
	

	5. 
	Fig. 2, 3, 4
	As mentioned before these figures are not fully consistent with the steps identified in the SSG-3 and WS-G-5-3; e.g. selection and verification of models is not included; and also Fig 4 sequence of steps 1 and 2 needs to be changed (first start with the inventory and facility description) and then discuss potential scenarios. An important aspect that is to be included is the iteration process in the safety assessment.  
	Suggested to make the Figures in line with existing Safety Guides
	
	
	
	

	6. 
	2.14
	Revision suggested “…in the context of planning for nuclear and other facilities”
	EIA can be required for other facilities as well (e.g. waste management facilities)
	
	
	
	

	7. 
	Section 3
	It is unclear why optimization is out of the scope of this Safety Guide, when it aims to support the BSS
	Clarification needed
	
	
	
	

	8. 
	4.15
	“For the decommissioning stage….”
	EIA is required for the whole decommissioning projects, not only at the end of such projects. As radiological EIA is an element of EIA, the text would need to be broader and cover all stages of decommissioning
	
	
	
	

	9.
	4.16
	“may be” to be replaced with “shall”  
	Assessment of radiation protection of public and environment is a requirement in the BSS and other IAEA Safety requirements for predisposal and decommissioning
	
	
	
	

	10.
	4.17
	Suggested to remove or revise the sentence
	The level of complexity of the radiological assessments is not to be defined by the regulatory body. The regulators shall establish safety requirements and criteria, and the operator needs to demonstrate safety and decide on the level of complexity of the assessment (e.g. based on the existing and potential hazards)
	
	
	
	

	11. 
	5.118
	Suggested to add source term as a potential source of uncertainty
	For some new facilities of facilities under decommissioning the inventory may not be certain and this can affect the assessment results
	
	
	
	

	12. Editorial
	1.14, 1.15
	Numbering of references needs to be revised
	Sequence is not correct
	
	
	
	

	Editorial 
	5.53 and 5.54
	Remove empty paras
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