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	Comment No.
	Para/Line No.
	Proposed new text
	Reason
	Accepted
	Accepted, but modified as follows
	Rejected
	Reason for modification/rejection

	1
	Title
	A general framework for prospective radiological environmental impact assessment and protection of the public
	WASSC decided to change the title at the last meeting, however it is deemed to need further discussion. 

The context of radiological environmental impact assessment implies both regarding “protection of public” and “protection of the environment”. Hence to simplify the title of this document, the latter part “protection of public” should be deleted
See para.2.14. 
ICRP Publ.124 defines “Environmental radiation protection.”
	
	
	
	

	2
	General
	Clear allocation of information and guidance should be considered between DS432 and DS427. For example DS432 provides the concept of protection of the environment, however Section 2 of DS427 mentions “Section 2 provides an explanation of some of the concepts and terms used in this Safety Guide”. Basic information including terms should be moved to DS432.
	Clarification
	
	
	
	

	3
	General
	Change “BSS” to “GSR Part3”
	Editorial
	
	
	
	

	4
	General
	Change “activities and facilities” to “facilities and activities”
	Both “facilities and activities” and “activities and facilities” are used together in this document. As the former term is defined in IAEA Safety Glossary, the term should be aligned.
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	5
	General
	Format of citation of other Safety Standards should be consisted among Safety Guides (DS442, 432, 427).
	Clarification.
Examples would be found in other Safety Guides such as SSG-23 (Section3) and SSG-29 (Section 3 to 7.)
	
	
	
	

	6
	General
	Paragraph consisted of short statement should be consolidated with an appropriate paragraph.

For example paras.4.6, 5.50 and 5.56. 
	To avoid unnecessary partitioning.
	
	
	
	

	7
	2.6/3
	Add GSG-3 to these references.
	GSG-3 is also relevant.
	
	
	
	

	8
	3.17
	Requirement 6 of the BSS GSR Part3 states that “the application of the requirements … and likelihood of the exposures”.
	Editorial
However this comment is based on the current format of citation. See Comment No.5.
	
	
	
	

	9
	4.8/the last text
	What is the TECDOC mentioned in this paragraph? There is no presentation on this TECDOC in both WASSC36 and WASSC37. We would appreciate if the Technical officer could provide information on this TECDOC to WASSC members.
	Confirmation
	
	
	
	

	10
	4.20
	Add DS460 “Communication and Consultation with Interested Parties by the Regulatory Body” as a reference to this paragraph or elsewhere.
	Clarification

	
	
	
	

	11
	5.1/6
	What is IAEA technical safety guidance?
	Confirmation

Safety Guides? TECDOC? NE-Series publication?
	
	
	
	

	12
	Figure 1, 2, 3
	Captions of these Figures should be moved to the bottom.
	Editorial
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	13
	5.38/2,9
	.. (i.e. for nuclear fuel cycle facilities), ..
.. is discussed further in [5, 7, 41, 44], [7], [44], [5 and 7]
	Editorial
	
	
	
	

	14
	5.53, 5.54
	Delete both paragraphs.
	Although these paragraphs are blank, the basis of the selection of RAPs has been described in the latter paragraphs.  
	
	
	
	

	15
	5.66/6
	.. in the IAEA safety standards [1, 2, 48], those incidents and accidents incidents, with their probabilities, ..
	Editorial

Consistency with para.5.65.
	
	
	
	

	16
	5.89
	Add following text to after 2nd text.

In addition, highly concentrated radioactivity in waste could be arisen due to collection, storage and incineration and of radioactively contaminated waste following an accident, such a specific case would also be an important exposure pathway. 
	Lessons learned from off-site experience of Fukushima Dai-ichi NPP accident.
	
	
	
	

	17
	5.111/7

(p.43)
	Model uncertainties should be addressed properly to facilitate the decisions by the governmental agencies and the regulators and the communication with other interested parties stakeholders, like the public.
	Editorial
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