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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

	
	Over-arching
	From our point of view, the draft needs revision, bevor submission to member states! The guide in the present form does not encourage its use – it needs restructuring, needs to be shortened, repetitions should be avoided and it should be clarified in a couple of points. Our main points/suggestions are as follows:
	
	
	
	

	1
	General
	The guide is made for all facilities and activities – a lot of the recommendation are made for complex facilities with significant risk potential, which normally involve intensive regulatory activity – we suggest to keep the guiding text as general as possible and work with appendixes for showing examples of regulatory processes for different facilities or activities.
	
	
	
	

	2
	General
	Chapter 3 need splitting into different chapters – 300 paras in one chapter is not readable
	
	
	
	

	3
	General
	There is a lot of unnecessary repetitions, explaining the same information in a slightly different context and enlarging the volume of the guides unnecessarily (e.g. 3.35 and 3.38, 3.90(b)/(c) and chapter “scope and content of regulations and guides”, 3.94 and chapter “scope and content of regulations and guides”, 3.170f and 3.131, 3.172 and 3.133, 3.194ff already mentioned in chapter “Regulations and Guides”) as well as misplaced information (3.119 belongs to “Notification and Authorization”, 3.120 belongs more to “Inspection of facilities and activities” then to “stages in the authorization process”, 3.197 belongs to chapter “Regulations and Guides”)
	
	
	
	

	4
	General
	Terms like “is required” are used, without naming the source of the requirement – either cite the source or use the normal term “should” for guides (e.g. 3.140, 3.152)
	
	
	
	

	5
	General
	IAEA Safety Standards are not reflected in the right way in the draft, as e.g. para 3.57 states, that national regulation should be based on IAEA safety standards or should be adapted (3.60) – this is in contradiction to current IAEA and member states position (see for example “iaea-safety-standards-brochure.pdf” source http://www-ns.iaea.org/standards/default.asp?s=11&l=90&w=1)
	
	
	
	

	6
	General
	Principle of mutual understanding between regulatory body and licensees should be mentioned, as stated in GSR Part 2 para 4.24
	
	
	
	

	7
	General
	It is good practice in many member states that a hearing of the authorized party is initiated before issuing enforcement actions of a harsher kind – this practice is missing in the guide.
	
	
	
	

	8
	General
	New terms are introduced in this guide, which are not in line with IAEA safety glossary and other established terms: 
a. “fault conditions” (used in many paras) – this term add confusion, as the relevant requirements do not mention it – as a guide making recommendations the term established in the requirements should be used.
b. “radiological safety records” (para 3.280) – unclear what is meant by this –records of the radiation protections program, radiological characterization of SSCs or something else
	
	
	
	

	9
	General
	For notifications the guide shows different meanings: in para 3.78ff it is defined for “operate a facility or conduct an activity which involves the use of radioactive or nuclear material” – para 3.99 states, notification is for sources. This should be clarified.
	
	
	
	

	10
	General
	The guide is giving disproportionate advice (e.g. 3.91 asks for unrestricted access to everything for granting authorization – for inspection and enforcement of an authorization its o.k., but not for the authorization process, 3.159 states, that the authorized party needs to comply with all recommendations – either these are recommendations and therefore not obligatory to follow or it is an requirement; 3.226(f) advises to inspect something not specified somewhere – on which basis should that be done; 3.284 misses a statement, that the regulatory test should in no case place the plant in an unsafe state; 3.324(b) normally depends on the legal system of the state)
	
	
	
	

	11
	General
	Emergency preparedness and response chapter should not deal with topics, which need to be considered in an authorization, during inspection or enforcement – these topics should be enclosed in the respective chapters – the chapter should deal with the emergency preparedness for the regulatory body itself.
	
	
	
	

	12
	General
	The guide asks for including information into an authorization, which should be part of the legal system (e.g. 3.109 last bullet point, 3.118(a), 3.118(c), 3.118(d))
	
	
	
	

	13
	General
	As being a guide, different forms of notifications and authorizations should be described shortly – in the chapter “Notification and Authorization” (starting para 3.75) – there are some information about authorization processes for complex facilities describing different authorizations, but there is nothing explained about differences between authorizations e.g. for transport casks, the transports itself, waste storage facilities, industrial irradiation facilities, X-ray devices,… We would expect a guide to give examples of possible authorizations as well as for notifications.
	
	
	
	

	14
	General
	We wonder why the page with the contributors to drafting is missing in this guide – any special reason?
	
	
	
	

	15
	1.12
	1.12. The terminology used by organisations involved in operating facilities and conducting activities and their regulation, has evolved over many years and specific usages have become attached to specific facilities and activities. In the text a limited number of terms are used for simplicity and economy.  For example, the terms ‘licence’, ‘authorization’ and ‘permit’ are considered to be synonymous; authorization may take different forms, such as licensing, certification, granting of a permit, registration, agreement, consent or granting of another similar regulatory instrument, depending on the governmental and regulatory framework of the particular State.  In the text only the words authorization, (which may be in the form of licensing or registration), and notification appear.  The term “authorized party” is used in this Safety Guide to indicate the person or organization responsible for an authorized facility or an authorized activity, whether they are a licensee, registrant, operator or operating organization.  Also, on grounds of simplicity and economy, the term “safety” is used throughout to mean “radiation protection and nuclear safety” and similarly “operation of facilities and conduct of activities” is used to cover all practices and applications of radioactive and nuclear materials.  Finally, “lifetime of facilities and activities” is used to cover both the full “lifecycle of a facility” and the “duration of an activity”. “Lifecycle” is used to cover the stages of site evaluation, design, construction, installation, commissioning, operation, decommissioning and removal from 7  regulatory control, though it is noted that whilst these stages apply for all facilities, they may not do so for all activities
	Delete para 1.12 in Scope, because he describes only Terminology. The scope itself is already described in 1.13. Provide a new chapter “Terminology” and combine all related text.
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