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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
	General
	DS453 should address in more detail updated record keeping for workers’ exposure particulalry those workers working for different clients and international radiation workers. The issue is the ultimate responsible party to have a dynamic timely update of worker exposure records for those continuously moving from one employer to another. 
	Completeness
	
	
	
	

	2
	Pg 3
1.11/line 2
	The acronym “NORM” used in this section should be defined either in the text or in a table of acronyms
	All acronyms in text should be defined
	
	
	
	

	3
	Pg 11
2.39
	
	Reconsider if the guidance is adequate given the new, lower limits for lens of the eye.
	
	
	
	

	4
	Pg 15, Table 1
	Change the half-life for 214-Po from “164 µSv” to “164 µsec”
	Editorial
	
	
	
	

	5
	Pg 20
3.12(b)
	Delete the phrase “and between workers and members of the public”
	If workers and members of the public have different annual dose limits (such as is the case between occupational workers at nuclear power plants (average dose limit of 20 mSv) and members of the public (dose limit of 1 mSv), then the collective exposure should not be distributed between workers and members of the public.
	
	
	
	

	6
	Pg 23
3.27
	Expand the section on Dose Constraints to describe the objectives of dose constraints for controlling public exposures
	This section states that dose constraints are applied to occupational exposure and to public exposure in planned exposure situations.  However, this section does not describe the objectives of dose constraints for controlling public exposures.
	
	
	
	

	7
	Pg 35
3.92/line 7
	Add the following sentence, “For certain types of personal protective equipment (e.g.,, respiratory equipment), workers should be given routine medical evaluations to evaluate whether the worker has any medical conditions which would restrict the use of such devices.”
	The use of certain types of personal protective equipment, such as respiratory equipment, could pose medical issues for certain individuals.
	
	
	
	

	8
	Pg 38
3.107
	Add to end of paragraph:
“Consideration must also be given to the potential for accidental exposures in determining the necessity for individual monitoring.”
	Completeness.  
	
	
	
	

	9
	Pg 45
3.133
	Amend first sentence to read:
“…include any assessed equivalent doses or intakes, including skin and lens of the eye, as appropriate.”
	Completeness.  While the phrase “assess equivalent doses” can be taken to include lens of the eye and skin, explicit mention is appropriate to avoid misinterpretation.
	
	
	
	

	10
	Pg 69
5.39 and following
	Consider deletion of material that is not specific to occupational exposure.  
	It is not obvious how this is specific guidance related to occupational exposure.  This seems to be duplicative of other IAEA guidance, and could be deleted from here.  
	
	
	
	

	11
	Pg 84, section 6.3(c)
	“…with irradiation of the newborn child by penetration radiation from radionuclides in maternal tissues and from the environment:”
	Completeness.  Environmental exposures are significant sources of newborn irradiation.
	
	
	
	

	12
	Pg 96
6.72
	Added guidance needed to cover situation where individual may be receiving exposure from more than one licensee in the same assessment period and potential exposure in multiple member states.  The safety guide does not mention the use of radiation passports to document occupational exposure.
	Completeness.  Occupational exposure may be happening at more than one licensee concurrently.  For example, physicians may have practice privileges as multiple medical licensees, and be receiving exposures from these multiple licensees during the course of a work week or period.  
	
	
	
	

	13
	Pg 119
7.74
	Amend to read as:
“…the International Organization for Standardization (ISO) or equivalent national standards, and should…”
	Completeness.  National standards, such as the American National Standards Institute (ANSI) may also be used.  
	
	
	
	

	14
	Pg 150, section 7.242
	Although this is more thoroughly discussed in Annex A, a comment about the minimum detectable limit is needed for the biodosimetry methods listed.
	Completeness.  The biodosimetry methods mentioned are not appropriate for low dose (less than 50 to 100 mSv) exposures.  
	
	
	
	

	15
	Pg 158
8.10
	Amend list for completeness of safety culture.  The list does not include management emphasis and management engagement
	Completeness.  Safety Culture for a service provider should be no different from Safety Culture for a licensee.  The list is not complete.  
	
	
	
	

	16
	Pg 160
8.19 and following
	Consider deletion of material that is not specific to occupational exposure.  
	In is not obvious how this is specific guidance related to occupational exposure.  This is a contracting issue.  
	
	
	
	

	17
	Pg 192, section 10.22 line 3
	Change to read “…conditions and where appropriate to management should take corrective actions in consultation with the occupational physician.”
	Editorial.  Clarifying who should take corrective action.
	
	
	
	

	18
	Pg 193, section 10.29, line 3
	Change to read “sickness reports and medical history reports. but should exclude information on radiation exposures.”
	If radiation exposure is excluded from medical records, especially in circumstances where there has been an over exposure and medical consultation is needed, where is the radiation exposure information recorded?
	
	
	
	

	19
	Pg 202, section II.30, line 1
	Change to read “Nuclear track emulsions are suitable can be used for fast neutron dosimetry.”
	In a following paragraph, II.35, the authors state that “this method (track emulsions) is to be avoided.”  If this method is to be avoided, how can it be a suitable method?
	
	
	
	

	20
	Pg 213, section IV.1, line 5
	Change to read “a fraction of the ingested radionuclide(s) gets absorbed into the blood.”
	Editorial.
	
	
	
	

	21
	Pg 248, Annex A
	General comment.  The minimum detectable level for each of the assays described and the amount of preparation time needed should be included in the annex.
	There is often a misconception that biodosimetry can be used to assess public exposures after all accidents or incidents involving potential exposure to radionuclides.  The majority of the techniques described are not suitable for exposures less than 1 to 50 mSv, are resource intensive, and may require days to process.
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



