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

	 General
	The current version is again a further improvement of the former drafts and now a well-balanced presentation of the protection of humans and animals and plants. Many of our comments have been taken into account. Thank you for that.
The graded approach is now better explained, so the “small users” are more guided than before. 
The ICRP concept of reference animals and plants and the new system of ICRP 124 was put into context in a well-balanced way on the basic line of argumentation, that if man is protected also environment is protected adequately. We appreciate that. 
We have now only two hints for clarification regarding the application of ICRP 124. 
The proposed detailed changes are the following (marked in red).
	X
	
	
	

	1
	I-8
	The derived consideration reference levels are a set of dose rate bands within which there is either no (for most of the reference animals and plants) or only some evidence of  minor deleterious effects of ionizing radiation to individuals of flora and

fauna, which may have implications in the structures or populations.
	The correction corresponds with the Tables A.1 –A.4 of ICRP 124. The DCRLs have been chosen for those doses which gave no effect or only a minor effect.
	X
	The comment is noted. The text was amended to reflect more precisely ICRP 108/ 124.
	
	

	2
	I-23
	In a generic assessment as presented in this Annex, if the dose rates to the selected representative animals and plants are below the lower upper boundary of the relevant derived consideration reference level band, impact on population of flora and fauna could be considered negligible and the level of protection of environment can be considered adequate. In the case where the estimated dose rates are within the bands the situation can still be acceptable, but the regulatory body could decide whether additional considerations (i.e. improvement in the level of details of the assessment) or practical mitigation measures would be needed, bearing in mind that derived consideration reference levels are reference points, not limits. If the resulting dose rates are above the upper boundary of the relevant derived consideration reference level band, the regulatory body should decide if this implies a stronger need to consider more control on the source or further protection efforts. The derived consideration reference levels are presented in Table I-1 above.
	The  text here is more stringent than the text in I-11: “Because derived consideration reference levels are not defined as limits, the estimated doses could result within the band or even above the bands and the radiological situation can

still be considered acceptable, taking into account different factors”. It should be aligned with I-11 which is in our opinion more adequate.

The corrections proposed are also necessary because the choice of the bands are very conservative and define a protection objective towards an individual. To differentiate between the lower and upper boundary indicates a level of precision which not exists. Because of the uncertainty ICRP had proposed a band instead of a single value. Thus the protection aim is achieved when the assessed dose meets the band or is below.
	
	
	X
	ICRP 124 indicates that in planned exposure situations the lower boundary of the relevant DCRL should be used as the appropriate reference point. It is truth (and it is acknowledged in DS427) that DCRLs are not limits and that the assessments could lead to results within the band and still considered acceptable. Being the IAEA proposal one of a generic character, the interpretation of results within the band are let to national regulators.
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