DS474: Arrangements for the Termination of a Nuclear or Radiological Emergency

(Comments received based on DS474 Rev 2.0 dated 03/03/2016)
Version 1 dated 10/05/2016

implementing, ending and follow-up from
an emergency event. The section on
reference levels is very well written.

A section nearer the beginning which
identifies the primary authorities
responsible for implementation and
oversight would make the document more
usable.

understanding of roles and
responsibilities. If the IAEA
wants to reinforce the
importance of an independent
regulator, there should be a
clearer direction in this text

g COMMENTS RECEIVED RESOLUTIONS
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3| Comment Para/Line Proposed new text Reason Accepted Accepted, but Rejected Reason for

O No. No. modified as follows modification/rejection
© 1. General Overall the document provides good advice | Many Member States still v The aspect of

-c'é comment and direction on preparing for, struggle with the basic identifying authorities
[

@)

responsible for
implementation and
oversight is covered in
Section IV, para. 4.3
(regarding the
legislative and
regulatory framework to
be put in place for
governing the
preparedness and
response for the
transition phase of a
nuclear or radiological
emergency) and para.
4.7 (regarding various
authorities and
responsibilities during
the transition phase). In
light of this comment,
para. 4.7 was expanded
to refer also to
recognition of
authorities, role and
responsibilities for
oversight over the
implementation of the
legislative and
regulatory framework in




line with para.4.3. What
these authorities may be
within a State will
depend on the national
circumstances and could
not be generalized as a
guidance in such
document.

Canada

General
comment

The document references many other
documents, in particular GSR Part 7 and
GSR Part 3. Sometimes it details the
referenced section from these documents
and most often it does not. When it does
not, it leaves a loose end where all
necessary and sometimes essential
information must be found from the referred
to document.

It is recommended that all references be
done in a consistent manner, using the
following structure:

Requirement X of GSR Part 7 [2] requires
that ... followed by the requirement or a list
of requirements.

Canada

General
comment

The urgent/early phases of an emergency
response and the transition phase are
fundamentally linked; however, a
significant number of the recommendations
in this document venture more into the
urgent/early phase rather than focus on
considerations specific to the transition
phase. Some of these recommendations
would be better placed in a different
guidance documents. The recommendations
that remain in this document could be
further refined to increase the focus on
considerations specific to the transition
phase. One example is paragraph 4.151
which discusses (during the transition
phase) the importance of identifying the

The emergency
response is a continuous
process in which
various activities are
taken to serve various
purposes at specific
timeframes. Thus, later
phases will be impacted
from what was taken
earlier in the response
and to great extent they
will benefit from
various activities (e.g.
monitoring) carried out
earlier. As DS474
should be to the extent




radionuclide composition of the release as
early as possible. It is most likely that this
process would be initiated very early on in
the emergency and one would have a
reasonable understanding of the
composition prior to the transition phase.
Of course the composition may be further
refined as measurements continue to be
collected throughout the transition phase.
This is just one of many such examples that
can be found in this document.

possible a standalone
document addressing
the transition phase,
thus, there is a necessity
to address such aspects
in this document too.
However, this reasoning
provided in this
comments is
acknowledged in para
2.12 (of the revised
draft DS474) to avoid
any misinterpretation
that these activities are
specific only to the
transition phase.
Moreover, DS474
provides also the links
to various activities and
actions taken earlier as
recommended in other
EPR related Safety
Guides, so that these
interfaces are clear also
for readers who are not
knowledgeable of all
EPR related safety
standards. This
approach was agreed at
the Technical Meeting
for review of DS474.

of the emergency or the emergency

urgent actions are required to

© General With respect to the chronology of an
-c'é comment emergency situation, sometimes the
8 document refers to termination, then
transition, other times to transition then
termination. Be consistent throughout (see
definitions in 2.1)
© @ General 2.1 states “The termination of a nuclear or In general, an emergency The emergency as
§ 9 comment radiological emergency delineates the end refers to a situation where introduced in IAEA

Safety Standards relates




exposure situation and the beginning of
either an existing exposure situation or a
planned exposure situation.”

protect health and
environment. While the
chronology of an emergency
situation (fig 2.1) includes the
emergency (urgent action) and
transition phase, since the
transition can last over years
before the termination criteria
are met, it seems inconsistent
to refer this potentially
protracted period as an
‘emergency’. An alternative is
to refer to the termination of
the ‘emergency exposure
situation’ rather than the
‘emergency’ itself.

to a situation that
requires prompt actions
to mitigate the adverse
consequences to human
life, health, property
and the environment. In
this regard, para. 3.2 of
GSR Part 7 addresses
the goals to be achieved
in response to an
emergency which
include the goal of
preparing for the
resumption of a normal
social and economic
activity. While the
emergency phases ends
when all relevant urgent
and early actions are
taken (as per the
definition contained in
para. 2.8 of revised
draft) in line with the
reasoning provided, this
does not mark the end
of the emergency as
long as other goals
including the goal to
prepare for the
resumption of a normal
social and economic
activity are also
achieved. This is the
goal to be driving the
activities following the
emergency phase, i.e.
the transition phase.

On the other hand,
while each emergency
exposure situation
(defined as situation of
exposure that requires
prompt action) is a




nuclear or radiological
emergency, not any
nuclear or radiological
emergency (a situation
that requires prompt
actions but does not
necessarily led to
exposures) is an
emergency exposure
situation.

Iran

General
comment

The comments are technical, editorial or
general. As a general comment, some
paragraphs are not so clear and it is
necessary to read them several times to
catch the point for example, lines 21-32 of
page 3. It is written in line 24 that this kind
of emergency may not necessarily result in
an emergency exposure situation. At the
end of the paragraph it is written; "

In such cases, within the context of this
Safety Guide, the phrase “transition from
emergency exposure situation to planned
exposure situation” is used."

What about emergencies that do not result
in emergency exposure situation? The last
two lines are not clear at all.

As another example, it is written in line 20
of this page (page 3):

"...the situation to which the emergency
will transition:" It seems that this sentence
is not complete. Transition is noun and the
sentence needs a verb.

As there are some countries that English is
their second language, the sentences of such
an important document should be clear.

Sweden

General

The connection to ordinary civil protection
actions should be elaborated. In many
countries, the definition of an emergency
exposure situation is similar to the

Addition is given in
para. 3.1 on all-hazards
approach in line with
this comment and




definition of a traditional emergency
requiring civil protection actions. In many
countries the termination of an emergency
exposure situation may therefore be handled
in the same way as the termination of

consideration of various
prerequisites, not
directly related to
radiation protection, but
which may be common

In that way, it is very valuable to distinguish
in a clear way "urgent" and "early" phases
during an emergency.

Anyway usual vocabulary and habits
sometimes seems to be confusing.

normal civil protection actions. for any type of
emergency.
o 8. General Would the Appendix be better placed or Could the Appendix on OlLrand OlL¢
c_% comment expanded on in a different guidance ‘Considerations for adapting including their default
£ document? /lifting protective actions and values will be provided
other response actions’, in the next revision of
including the introduction of GSG-2. However, they
OIL+ and OIL¢ be more simply will be kept only in this
explained? This is the only context as relevant for
technical section of the the Safety Guide. This
document and in this respect, it was agreed at the
appears out of place. Technical Meeting.
o) 9. General ICRP is currently redrafting Publ. 109 and IAEA is closely
Z 111 regarding radiological protection in cooperating with ICRP.
g emergency and existing exposure situations. The revision of 109 and
It would be more efficient for IAEA to start 111 will follow ICRP
discussing the details of DS474 after these 103 recommendation
ICRP documents are finalized. considered in this
Safety Guide. ICRP
presented their work at
the Technical Meeting
held in November 2015
where consistency in the
work with this Safety
Guide was evident.
n 10. General DS474 is easy to read and provides clear Definitions to actions
% guidelines for the different phases following are kept to clarify each
w the declaration of an emergency. phase. Figure is moved

earlier in the text for
clarity.




For instance

Switzerland

11.

General
Comment

We see the safety guide as an important
document addressing an issue of emergency
preparedness and response that is needs
substantial improvement in many countries
which also the case for Switzerland.
Especially chapter 3 describing the primary
objective and prerequisites are seen as very
helpful tool in planning and during
response.

USA

12.

General

DS474 document significantly overlaps
with IAEA Safety Guides GS-G-2.1
“Arrangement for Preparedness for Nuclear
Radiological Emergency;” and GSG-2
“Criteria for Use in Preparedness and
Response for a Nuclear or Radiological
Emergency.” For example, DS474 stated
under Para 1.5 “The objective of this Safety
Guide is to provide guidance and
recommendations to Member States on
developing arrangements, at the
preparedness stage, for responding to a
nuclear or radiological emergency....”
Which is similar to GS-G-2.1. Therefore,
we recommend GS-G-2.1 (issued in 2007)
be revised for consistency with GSR Part 7
(issued in 2015) and subsequently
harmonized or merged into DS474. In
addition, DS474 needs to be consistent and
harmonized with IAEA document DS468
(Remediation Process for Areas with
Residual Radioactive Material) which is
under development; and DS475
(Arrangement for Communication with the
Public in EPR).

Minimize repetition and
redundancies; update GS-G-
2.1 and establish harmony with
other IAEA key safety guides
under development.

GS-G-2.1 and GSG-2
have different scope and
objective than DS474.
The same is valid for
DS475 and DS468.
None of
abovementioned Safety
Standards addresses any
arrangement for the
transition phase or for
adjusting/ lifting of
protective action. This
was recognized during
DPP preparation and
approval by all SSCs
and CSS. There is close
cooperation with DS475
and DS468 for ensuring
consistency and
avoiding an overlap.

USA

13.

General

DS474 listings of the different emergency
phases is confusing and unclear in the
following aspects:

The emergency phases
presented in DS474 are
ambiguous and unclear

The emergency phase is
a well-defined term in
the IAEA Safety




The “transition phase” appears to
be a phase which is outside of the
“emergency phase,” as shown in
Figure 2.1.

The urgent phase (hours to days)
should be linked to
characterization and
containment/control of the sources,
as well as to actions for evacuation
and use of Kl tablets. In addition,
as evident in the example given for
Fukushima Daiichi accident (see
Figure 1-3, page 70), this phase
could last month(s) depending on
severity of the accident, and
emergency actions to be
undertaken to control public and
worker doses below emergency
dose limits .

The designation of emergency
phases could be better designated
as: early phase, intermediate
phase, and late phase. The
current designation of “early
phase” contemplates to the reader
that there will be “intermediate”
and “late phase.” The transition
phase in fact could overlap on the
late phase (e.g.; ending of
emergency) and on the
planned/existing exposure
situations near the end of
emergency.

The relationships between the
protective action guidelines
(PAGsS) and these phases are
unclear.

regarding the temporal
sequence, overlaps, and
linkages to emergency and
protective actions and safety
limits.

standards. The
introduction of urgent
and early phase,
including the
nomenclature used for
them, was chosen so
that it relates clearly and
explicitly to various
protective actions
expected to be taken
during this phase. The
temporal component in
the definition of phases,
particularly the urgent
and early phases, is
closely linked to the
definitions of urgent
(including
precautionary) and early
protective actions (see
para 2.2). They are
reproduced in footnotes
10, 11 and 13 for
clarity. The criteria
applicable for urgent
and early phase are
described in para. 2.8
(of the revised DS474),
while DS474 applies to
the transition phase.
Using other
nomenclature that does
not closely relate to
already established
terminology in the
IAEA Safety Standards
Series will raise more
confusion among
readers. States may
decide to specify
various phases as
appropriate for them
and their national




protection strategy.
The transition phase
does not enter into a
planned or existing
exposure situation as
explained in para. 2.1.
The long term recovery
beyond the transition
phase is out of the scope
of this Safety Guide
(see para. 2.5 of the
revised DS474 as well
as para 1.14, 2nd
bullet). However, the
late phase as defined in
the PAG actually
overlaps with the
transition phase as
defined in DS474 but it
extends to long term
recovery under an
existing exposure
situation.

USA

14.

General

The guidance is unclear regarding
conditions and recommendations for
selection either one of the exposure
situations “planned” or “existing.” We note
that public dose and remediation levels are
quite different. This is an important topic
that this guidance should address in detail;
particularly if the transition from an existing
exposure situation to a planned exposure
situation could be part of the strategy to end
the emergency. This may be appropriate to
consider during a late emergency phase
through optimization to reach planned
exposure dose limits.

The guidance is vague

regarding strategy, planning

for, and selection of an

exposure situation at the end of

the transition phase. We
recommend the guidance

present more discussion and

elaboration in this regard. The
guidance should provide more
details regarding optimization

process to reach planned
exposure dose limits.

Please note the scope of
DS474, particularly
para 1.14. Management
of planned exposure
situation and existing
exposure situation are
out of the scope of this
Safety Guide as
approved in the
Document Preparation
Profile. Whenever
further reference is
needed in this regard
references to GSR Part
3, DS432, DS468 and
other relevant
publications addressing
either the planned or the
existing exposure




situation is given.

USA

15.

General

DS474 is mute regarding acceptable levels
of radiological contamination in
environmental media such as surface water
and groundwater or levels in biota. Doses to
the public could be reduced through
restriction on access to drinking water and
food consumptions. However, it is unclear
of acceptable radiological levels in
environmental media to terminate
emergency and to stop remedial actions.

Clarification of acceptable
levels of radiological
contamination to
environmental media before
termination of emergency and
transition into existing or
planned exposure situation.

Paras 4.67 — 4.69
elaborates the criteria to
be used during the
transition phase. The
methodology how OILs
can be developed to
guide simple dose
reduction activities until
certain values for
activity concentrations
and ambient dose
equivalent rates in the
environment are
achieved to enable the
transitioning. The
methodology for their
derivation is given in
Appendix of DS474.
The food, drinking
water and other non-
food commaodities are
also addressed in
relation to criteria to be
applied in paras 4.86 —
4.95 and the Appendix.
However, addressing
the long term
remediation and the
acceptable radiological
criteria for that purpose
are beyond the scope of
this document and are
covered in the Safety
Guide DS468 under
development given in
references list. DS474
provides proper
references to DS468 in
this context.




elements need to be considered for response
to a nuclear or radiological emergency and
these may be omitted from this document

< 16. General DS474 refers to mitigation actions Clarity and completeness. This document

4 accompanied by protective actions and addresses only
other response actions. The guidance transition phase.
should provide more detailed examples of Protective actions for
PAGs during the different emergency urgent and early phase
phases. are addressed in GS-G-

2.1 and GSG-2.

c 17. New Comment 4.10 of GSR Part 7 v The security is

% If the emergency is caused by a nuclear addresses in 3.12 and

'—;4; security event or have some implication of 3.19 (second bullet).

o nuclear security how these things may be However, para 1.16 (it
addressed in termination of radiological is para 1.17 of the
emergency (safety security interface) revised draft DS474)

clarifies appropriate
recommendations in this
regard.

c 18. New Comment 5.38 of GSR Part 7 v There is not such

% In response to a nuclear or radiological urgency in termination

X emergency a prioritized approached for See paras 4.80, 4.82, of action as in the

o implementation of protective measures is 4.85 implementation of
used (protection measures on-site, within actions in urgent and
PAZ, UPZ, LPZ etc.). The same concept early phase in order to
may be introduced in termination of ensure severe
protective measures with elements which deterministic health
could be addressed in short time frame. effects are avoided and

risk of stochastic affects
are minimized.
However, there are
some prioritization
made in paras 4.80,
4.82 and 4.85
depending on the nature
of protective actions.

c 19. New Comment Requested to be kept

% Some of the information addressed in the with proper references

% document is related to overall response at the Technical

o

Meeting for these
readers who are not
fully aware of all EPR




(e.9.4.177,4.178, 4.190, 4.191, 4.219 etc.)

guidance.

them.

> 20. 1.3 2" sentence: Harmonization of terminology
@ “Most Member States pay particular | and its usage in the IAEA
% attention to ensuring adequate preparedness | Safety Standards Series
O to respond effectively to a nuclear or | publications. In other Safety
radiological emergency in order to protect | Standards, solely the term
human life, health, property and the | ‘States’ is used. Usage of
environment early in the response.” ‘Member States’ in the context
of Para 1.1, however, is
appropriate.
> 21. 15 1* sentence: See the related comment on
G “The objective of this Safety Guide is to Para 1.3.
g provide guidance and recommendations to
o Member States on developing
arrangements, at the preparedness stage, for
responding to a nuclear or radiological
emergency for the transition to ...”
© 22. 1.5/10 Reference to the national framework should | Clarity: The planning and ‘/ Bringing the waste
3 be more up front as it is the highest level implementation of emergency . . management policy and
8 lanning tool for the country. activities and their Addition is made in strategy in the scope is
S planning {o Y- - gy p
Adding a line at the end of section 1.5 consequences should be para. 1.5 to clarify too early and too
(page 2) would reinforce that emergency considered within the larger that this is to be done specific, thus, not
planning and particularly waste context of National priorities, as part of overall appropriate. This is
management considerations should be done | resources and infrastructure. preparedness efforts. addressed in relevant
within the National Safety Framework and subsection in Section
the National Nuclear Waste Management 1V, arrangement for the
Plan. transition phase, and it
i.e. “The planning for emergency responses is also part of
should be reflected in the overall National Requirement 15 of GSR
Strategy and take into account the National Part 7.
Nuclear Waste Management Plan.”
© 23. 1.6/13-14 With due account to be taken of the Clarity: Are there specific No specific
-c'é recommendations provided in Refs [4] and | recommendations to be recommendation but the
S [5] considered? If so mention whole publication as

applicable for earlier
phases of the
emergency.




of control.

g 24. 1.6, line 13, [ This Safety Guide should be used in | Statements should be self- The language used
£ page 2 conjunction with GSR Part 7 [2], with due | contained and be understood in follows the style for
< account to be taken of the recommendations | isolation. A reference should IAEA Safety Standards
% provided in the Arrangements for | not be used to complete any Series publications.
3 Preparedness for a Nuclear or | statement.
Radiological Emergency [4] and the
Criteria for Use in Preparedness and
Response for a Nuclear or Radiological
Emergency [5]
o) 25. 1.6/17 This Safety Guide should be used in Analogous with para 1.4 Req. 46 of GSR part 3
<Z( conjunction with GSR Part 7 [2], with due addresses only
2 account to be 14 taken of the transition to existing
recommendations provided in Refs [4] and exposure situation to
[5]. This Safety Guide provides guidance which the text refers to.
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.
S 26. 1.7,19-24, | The guidance... Statements are a mixture of the v The graded approach is
£ page 2 scope and objectives. i addressed in para 3.1.
< Suggestion: Changed the wording As any emergency is
= statement from line 22 to 24: to relate to transition mentioned in para 1.7
3 Considering the full range of without giving as (it is para 1.9 of the
potential nuclear or objective. revised draft DS474), it
radiological emergencies they is necessary to mention
cover, these... should be the graded approach
moved elsewhere, revised or there too.
deleted
© 217. 1.7/ 23- ...a process or method in which the Perhaps, more precisely. The footnote provides
S graded stringency of the control measures and (IAE TECDOC No. 1740) definition of graded
g approach8 | conditions to be applied is commensurate approach as established
x with the level of risk associated with a loss in IAEA Safety

Standards Series.
Tecdocs are not part of
these series.




recommendations on communication with
the public in preparedness for and response
to a nuclear or radiological emergency in
relation to the termination of the emergency
including the transition phase. On the other
hand DS474 stated under Para 1.9: “this
Safety Guide anticipates that the decision
making processes will not only include
emergency planners and radiological
protection specialists, but will also involve

the public.

g 28. 1.8, 25-31, | The guidance and recommendations Statements do not form part of The statement follows
£ page 2 provided in this Safety Guide have been the scope and should be moved the style for IAEA
< derived on the basis of objective elsewhere, revised or deleted. Safety Standards Series
% radiological protection considerations, ... e.g. see GSG-2.
3
© 29. 1.8/30 , however they-are-tikely-to usually Clarity: Much more than
ke . . - )y - .
S influence the final decision ... likely” in the practice
S
< 30. 1.9, 1-7, This Safety Guide is intended to help in This statement is not scope and The statement follows
£ page 3 decision making based on scientific should be moved elsewhere, the style for IAEA
< considerations regarding radiological revised or deleted. Safety Standards Series
% protection and the experience available. e.g. see GSG-2.
3 However...
© 31. 1.9/7 ...that the decision making processes will Clarity: Such consultations at Section IV contains
c‘é not only include emergency planners and the authority level need to Subsection on
S radiological protection specialists, but will | include more than emergency consultation with the
also involve consultation with the full range | planners. public and other
of relevant government decision makers, as | Add a reference for the interested parties.
well as the public and other interested consultation with the public.
parties Maybe reference [20]?
< 32. 19&1.15 | DS474 stated under Para 1.15; Completeness to address Consultation with the
4 This Safety Guide does not provide aspects of communication with public and other

interested parties is
addressed in this Safety
Guide (a Subsection in
Section 1V). The
communication with the
public in general will be
covered in Ref. [20] and
thus, it is out of scope
of this document.




consultation with the public and other
interested parties.” Therefore, relevant
guides and other documents focused on
communication should be referenced.

S 33. 1.10,8-14, | The guidance and recommendations | Not scope. Follows the style for
£ page 3 provided in this Safety Guide take into | Move statement to background IAEA Safety Standard
< account the lessons learned from past | / Introduction or to form part Series and introduces
% experience, including the Fukushima | of the objectives of the report. the case studies which
3 Daiichi accident (2011) [6.7], .... are given in the Safety
Guide.
£ g 34. 1.10/ 12 ..the accident at Chernobyl NPP Other words order
S
S 35. 1.10/12 the Chernobyl NPP accident Wrong word order
S
o 36. 1.10/12-13 | “...the Chernobyl accident NPP...” word order or
'z should be replaced with “...the sentence structure
% accident at the Chernobyl NPP...” or
“...the Chernobyl NPP accident...”
= 37. 1.10/line 14 | ....Safety Guide provides case studies for Delete ‘of’
g E several part emergencies.
c « 38. 1.11, 15-17, | The guidance and recommendations Not scope.
'é' g page 3 provided in this safety report form the basis | Move statement to background
N q for achieving the goals of emergency / Introduction or to form part
response outlined in para. 3.2 of GSR Part | of the objectives of the report.
212, ...
© 39. 1.12/21 ... do not involve significant releases of Clarity: If this is kept, need an Provided examples of
-‘E radioactive .... example to explain what “not emergencies involving
S significant” means. significant releases in
the second bullet of

para 1.13 for clarity.
Examples are used to
illustrate these
statements in both
bullets.




the public in preparedness for and response

communication with the

© 40. 1.12/21 ... to the environment (i.e. outside Clarity: Make clear that the Environment is well
-c'i_s controlled areas for planned exposure understanding of environment defined terminology in
8 situation), ... is clear IAEA Safety Standards.
See, for example, list of
definitions in GSR part
3.
< 41. 1.12/28 ...public exposures, such as emergencies | “should not” is the appropriate v “Should” is term to be
4 should will not result in...” as we do not know if it will or . used only for stating
not result in a exposure Change to “are not . recommendations in
situation that is different expected to result in IAEA Safety Standards
before the decision is made. Series.
8 42, 1.12, 33-35, | Emergencies involving significant release | Not scope. Follows style for IAEA
£ page 3 of radioactive  material into  the | Move statement to background Safety Standards to
< environment... results in emergency | / Introduction or to form part clarify the scope and
§ situations. of the objectives of the report. applicability of this
3 Safety Guide.
© 43. 1.12/35 In such emergencies, the public ismay be Correction: likelihood of
-c'é exposed in exposure depends on the
8 protective actions taken
< 44, 1.13/9 Refs [16-19] These references are under The development goes
_c?_; development. Isn’t it too soon in parallel in order to
S to make reference to them? ensure consistency.
Thus, it is appropriate
to refer to them at this
stage.
g 45, 1.14; Suggest we combine the statements with | Unnecessary repeat of opening Follows style for IAEA
£ 1.15,1.16, this heading: statements. Safety Standards Series
< line13-23, | This Safety Guide does not provided
% page 4 guidance or recommendation on
3 E|7)) meeting requirements set in GSR Part
(i1) communication with the public...;
(iii) nuclear security considerations.
c 46. P1.15/L18 | This Safety Guide does not provide The scope of the safety guide v The guidance on
g recommendations on communication with has excluded the various arrangements to

be put in place to




to a nuclear or radiological emergency in
relation to the termination of the emergency
including the transition phase.

public, while that is the main
subject in several parts of the
safety guide namely 4.21,
4.102, case studies for PAKS
and Goiania.

How public can be protected
without being informed?

It is suggested to add the
communication with the public
to the scope of the document.

communicate with the
public in relation or
during the transition
phase is in the scope of
DS475 Safety Guide
under development. The
need to inform the
public is recognized in
prerequisites in para
3.18 in line with this
comment.

© 47. 1.15/18-20 | The paragraph 1.15 is proposed to be Although it is stated that The guidance on
-% deleted. Safety Guide does not provide various arrangements to
= recommendations on be put in place to
> communication with the communicate with the
public, issues of public in relation or
communication with the public during the transition
are addressed throughout the phase is in the scope of
entire document, for example, DS475 Safety Guide
in paragraphs 3.18, 4.78, 4.90, under development.
4.178, 4.196-4.206 In this Safety Guide, it
is recognized that
providing relevant
information to the
public should be one
prerequisite (3.18).
Consultation differs
from communication
and it is in the scope of
DS474 (see Section V).
© 48. 1.15/20 Ref [20] This reference is under The development goes
-‘E development. Isn’t it too soon in parallel in order to
< to make reference to it? ensure consistency.
©) L .
Thus, it is appropriate
to refer to them at this
stage.
V 49. P1.15 Line | The emergency including the transition Public perception and Ref. [20] will provide
o 20 phase. This is, thought,, an important communication may be as detailed guidance on the




consideration to be taken into account
during all phases of the response to an
emergency, and further guidance can be
found in Ref. 20

important a factor as the doses
that may be received. Whilst it
is not directly part of this
document, it should be
recognized.

arrangements to be
made. DS474
recognizes this as an
important aspect in
prerequisite given in
para 3.18.

> 50. after Para Please include a new paragraph after 1.16 To provide further clarification This Safety Guide
@ 1.16 with the following text: on the scope of the General clearly provides
g “This Safety Guide does not provide Safety Guide DS474. guidance on Req. 18 of
0] recommendations for meeting the GSR part 7 and Req. 46
requirements for accident management set of GSR part 3 as
forth in Section 3 of Ref. [2]; relevant elaborated in para 1.6 of
guidance is provided in the Draft Specific objective. As it is not
Safety Guide DS483 [48].” referring to GSR part 7
in general it is not
Please add the IAEA Draft Safety Guide appropriate to give list
DS483 to the list of references: to all guidance in
“[48] DS483: Severe Accident specific area.
Management Programmes for Nuclear
Power