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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
	
	
	
	
	
	X
	This text is taken from the Safety Requirements GSR Part 6, which are not subject to revision at this point.

	2
	
	
	
	X
Examples are provided in 2.11 and 2.12
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	X
	
	
	

	4
	
	
	
	
	
	X
	The entire paragraph has been moved to Section 8, subsection “Regulatory Oversight Dur-ing Conduct of Decommissioning Actions” (proposal from Canada) and the bullet list has been removed on the basis of other comments.

	5
	
	
	
	X
	
	
	

	6
	
	
	
	
	X
	
	The idea accepted, the numbers changed to 2-5 years, to be consistent with the paragraph 7.9 of the GSR Part 6.
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	X
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	X
	This is required by the GSR Part 6, paragraph 7.4.
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	X
	10 years is too long period. More frequent reviews are needed because of the need to review the cost estimate and funding requirements for decommissioning.
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	X
	It is our understanding that here are no “important” and “not-important” regulatory / safety requirements. All they are important.
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	X
	In some cases operations as removal of waste or spent fuel may have been performed several times during operation, and may be covered by the operational license, so no new/separate authorization is necessary.
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	X
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	X
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	X
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	X
	The suggested content of the chapters of the final decommissioning plan, including the waste management plan are provided in the IAEA Safety Report Series 45. Such content is country specific and can be facility specific (to be agreed between the regulator and operator), so it is difficult to bring such information into the Safety Standards (not full consensus exists).
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