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9.7
	Actual text states: “Security and safeguard concerns will be reduced as decommissioning occurs since radioactive material is being removed from the installation.” Proposed text for addition :
“Since non-nuclear contractors might be assigned major dismantling tasks, site access and security may still remain an important issue.”
“… Benefits can be taken from computer-based simulations given the necessary bench-marking being performed, ..;”
“Any changes to the design and implementation of the final survey plan…” should be preceded by : “The final survey plan is part of the final decommissioning plan and has been –as such- approved by the regulatory body.”
To be added after : “The criteria for release of the nuclear installation from regulatory control, …, should be convertible into terms of measurable quantities that can readily be compared with the results of the field measurements.”
“Sampling methods should be defined and justified in the final survey plan”.


	For classical demolition of buildings after free release, contractors still need to comply with nuclear security regulations to access the (still) nuclear site, before license termination.
Computer-based simulations are time consuming and might lead to wrong predictions (causing more time loss) if no suitable bench-marking is performed.
The final survey plan is not defined in the document.
Sampling methods can strongly influence the results and conclusions. Some guidance and justification is therefore recommended.

	
	
	
	


