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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

	1
	2.4 page 3

The magnitude and extent of these exposures can usually be predicted. Both exposures and potential exposures can and should be taken into account at the planning or design stage.
	The magnitude and extent of these exposures can usually be predicted. Both exposures, expected to occur and potential exposures can and should be taken into account at the planning or design stage.
	Normal expected to occur exposure were missing in the original phrase. 
	
	
	
	

	2
	2.21

2.21. Constraint is defined as a prospective and source related value of individual dose (dose constraint) or risk (risk constraint) that is used in planned exposure situations as a parameter for the optimization of protection and safety for the source, and that serves as a boundary in defining the range of options in optimization.


	
	Please clarify de concept of using of constraint as a parameter for optimization.
	
	
	
	

	3
	2.22 page 7
However, treating a dose constraint as a target value is not sufficient, and is expected that optimization of protection will establish an acceptable level of dose below the dose constraint.
	However, treating a dose constraint as a target value is not sufficient correct, and is expected that optimization of protection will establish an acceptable level of dose below the dose constraint.
	Dose constraint is not a target but a boundary for optimization.
	
	
	
	

	4
	2.34 page 9
The habits (e.g., consumption of foodstuffs, location, usage of local resources) used to characterize the representative person should be typical habits of a small number of individuals representative of those most highly exposed (now or in future) but not the extreme habits of a single member of the population.

	The habits (e.g., consumption of foodstuffs, location, usage of local resources) used to characterize the representative person should be typical habits of a small number of individuals representative of those most highly exposed (now or in future) but not the extreme habits of a single member of the population.
	Delete “location”, because the location of the representative person or critical group is not a habit
	
	
	
	

	5
	3.1 page 14
Last sentence:

“The sources within practices facilities that contain radioactive material and facilities that contain radiation generators, and individual sources of radiation.”

	
	Seems to be incomplete.
	
	
	
	

	6
	3.12 page 16
…..containing radioactive material type approved by the regulatory body which are not otherwise exempted based on their activity (Table I-2, Schedule I).


	…..containing radioactive material type approved by the regulatory body which are not otherwise exempted based on their activity (Table I-1 I-2, Schedule I).


	Table I-2 refers only to activity concentration values.
For radiation generators and equipment containing radioactive material, activity values from  Table I-1 are applicable.
	
	
	
	

	7
	3.15 page 16
The criteria for exemption and for clearance have been selected to ensure the protection of the public.

	The dose criteria for exemption and for clearance have been selected to ensure the protection of the public.
	It is suggested to mention “dose” criteria, and to move this sentence following the point 3.9

	
	
	
	

	8
	3.41 page 21
3.41. Potential exposure of the public includes potential exposure of the public in events resulting in unplanned release of radioactive material to the environment….

	Potential exposure of the public includes potential exposure of the public in events resulting in unplanned release of radioactive material to the environment
	Editorial
	
	
	
	

	9
	3.41 page 21
Last sentence:

“…or events in which potential exposures occur far into the future and doses would be delivered over long time periods e.g. in the case of solid waste disposal in solid waste repositories [17].”

	“….or events in which potential exposures occur far into the future and doses would be delivered over long time periods e.g. in the case of solid waste disposal in solid waste repositories [17].
	We assume that repositories are planned bearing in mind that doses would normally be delivered over long time period certainly, with probability of occurrence equal one.
It not seems to be a potential exposure condition, except by the case of occurrence of any disruptive event which could alter the normal scenario of exposure.
	
	
	
	

	10
	3.49 page 22
The representative person is equivalent of and replaces mean dose to the critical group.


	The dose to the representative person is equivalent of and replaces mean dose to the critical group.


	The equivalence is between doses.
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


