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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
	In the text is used term “accident” without any explanation what exactly it means and what is the relation “accident – incident” and “accident – nuclear or radiological emergency”. Moreover – sometimes it is used “incident or accident”, sometimes “incident, including accident”, which is very unclear.

	The text is not clear and can cause confusion and misunderstandings.


	
	
	
	

	1
	2.5. (e)
	Make provision for regular public information exchange with regard to the development, implementation and verification of remediation programmesplans, and for the involvement of interested parties in the decision making process;
	What is remediation programme? It has different from remediation plan? Describe in the document or repair the text in the document. See para 2.20, 2.26, 2.27, 2.34, 2.35, 6.3, 7.36, Annex I
	
	
	
	

	2
	2.16.
	The preliminary characterization data should be used as a basis for prioritizing the affected areas listed in the inventory. The characterization should include an assessment of the implied levels of risk to human health in relation to the applicable reference levels, environmental impacts including potential effects on neighbouring States, and other factors, such as socio-economic considerations, availability of funds, availability of feasible remediation techniques and equipment, availability of scientific data, and potential effects on neighbouring States.
	Unclear what is meaning of the text “potential effects on neighbouring States“.
 Or describe in better manner the type of potential effects. Which effects to implement remediation activities in neighbouring countries too?
	
	
	
	

	3
	2.18.
	At the earliest opportunity, the identification and prioritization process for the remediation strategy should involve relevant national authorities, institutions and other interested parties, and should make use of input from members of the public, industry and other relevant interested parties (e.g. scientific bodies, special interest groups, non-governmental organizations or NGOs).
	What does the abbreviation NGOs means?
	
	
	
	

	4
	3.15
	Optimization is applied making the best use of resources in reducing radiation risks, once the remedial actions have been justified. The process of optimization should be conducted in consultation with relevant interested parties. Optimization is specific to the exposure situation and the prevailing circumstances and is a structured iterative process that is applied to plan and implement remediation activities (not just a one-step action) (FIG. 1).
	Clarity of the text.
	
	
	
	

	5
	4.2.
	The process is shown schematically in FIG. 1.
	Denotation of the screening process shown on the FIG 1 is missing in this para.
Proposal of modified FIG 1 is in the Annex 1 of this comments.
	
	
	
	

	6
	5.3.
	Areas which are not contaminated above the reference levels are released for unrestricted use.
	Explanation what to do if contamination is below reference levels is in text missing. What to do if the preliminary site evaluation will meet the criteria for unrestricted release?
	
	
	
	

	7
	5.13
	…..e.g. sampling of surface and subsurface soil, ambient gamma dose rate measurements, sampling of airborne radioactive material, and sampling of water, and biota.
	Clarity of the text.
	
	
	
	

	8
	5.14.
	(d) Agricultural activities (e.g. crop growing; irrigation of crops with contaminated water; application of contaminated sewage sludge on crops; grazing animals) carried out on the area in the vicinity, downgradient, or downwind of the contaminated area.
	Wording “downwind” doesn’t sense, because of the variability of the wind within the time.
	
	
	
	

	9
	6.3.
	The remediation planning of a remediation programme needs to be based on clearly defined remediation objectives. 
	The text doesn’t correspond to text in previous para. What is remediation programme in this document? 
	
	
	
	

	10
	6.3.
	Remediation objectives
are focused on the protection of humans and the environment against radiological and, non-radiological
and physical impacts and risks.
	Clarity of the text. Physical impact is subset of non-radiological impacts. See the same in para 6.16.
	
	
	
	

	11
	6.6.
	In areas contaminated by past activities, especially those that are relatively remote from inhabited areas, the use of the area for economic benefit may be more less important.
	Clarity of the text.
	
	
	
	

	12
	6.17.
	The distribution of doses could be uneven in some circumstances, and the application of the representative person15 in those cases may have limitations.
	The same definition of the representative person in in the para.3.16. Delete footnote 15.
	
	
	
	

	13
	Annex I, 1.1.
	Scope of remediation programmeplan.
	I am missing definition  of remediation programme in the document DS468. Is it synonym to remediation plan, or this wording has different meaning. Which? See the whole document.
	
	
	
	

	14
	Annex I. 7.1
	Doses received by members of the public and environmental impacts
	There are no doses assigned to environmental impacts. See II-41. 
	
	
	
	

	15
	Annex III-15
	For operational remediation management, some derived operational reference intervention levels (DRLsOILs) in terms of directly measurable quantities, such as ambient dose rate, activity concentration in staple foods, etc., are calculated derived by means of realistic (non-conservative) dosimetric models for a representative person residing in existing exposure situation.
	To be consistent with GSR_part 3, GSR_part 7, GSG-2.
¨This comments is valid for further use of DRLs in this document especially III-29 – III-35. 
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	





Annex 1- FIG 1 modification. See text in para 6.1. which support this solution..
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