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	RESOLUTION

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

	2,3
	1
	2.8/5
	… between, various government agencies / public authorities and other interested parties …
	hard to read
	
	X
	
	It is agreed that the text was hard to read and has been modified, as follows:

“… between, various government agencies, regulatory bodies, and other interested parties …”

[“Public authorities” was replaced by “regulatory bodies” for consistency with the IAEA safety glossary, but otherwise the wording was modified, as suggested.]

	2,3
	2
	2.18/4
	… special interest groups, or non- governmental …
	hard to read
	
	
	X
	Agreed that text was hard to read and have fixed it by deleting the acronym “NGOs” (please see resolution to Comment GER-3 below/next). With the deletion of “NGOs”, addition of “or” was not needed, also recognizing that the list in parentheses are examples of interested parties and the interested parties listed may be reflected by“and/or”, if an additional word/phrase were to be added.

	3
	3
	2.18/5
	… organizations or (NGOs)
	
	
	X
	
	Acronym (“NGOs”) has been deleted, as it is confusing and is not needed – see Reviewer Comment “CZ-3”.

	3
	4
	2.20/2,3
	… for safety establishes and provides for the …
	
	X
	
	
	

	3
	5
	4.3/7
	… is justified, taking into account e.g …
	
	X
	
	
	Also, changed “…e.g…” to “…, for example, …” to make a complete sentence. 

	3
	6
	5.10/3
	… programme should be used to make informed remediation decisions.
	
	X
	
	
	

	3
	7
	6.2/9
	… consideration of the many factors …
	
	
	
	X
	Text was left as is, since the focus is on the factors that may have an impact on the final outcome, as opposed to factors in general.

	2
	8
	6.10/7
	reduction of mobility;
	
	
	X
	
	It is agreed that the text would be strengthened by clarifying a reduction of mobility is being referred to.  In addition, further clarification has been added to state that a reduction in mobility of radionuclides and other contaminants is being referred to.

An additional bullet has also been added to the list, as follows:

“increase of access to land and resources; ”

	2
	9
	6.10/8
	reduction of volume;
	
	
	X
	
	It is agreed that the text would be strengthened by clarifying a reduction of volume is being referred to.  In addition, further clarification has been added to state that a reduction of volume of waste is being referred to.

	2
	10
	6.12/4
	In such post-accident cases, …
	reference to “such” unclear
	X
	
	
	

	2
	11
	6.13/6-9
	
	same arguments already in 6.9
	
	
	
	It is agreed that the same arguments were presented in paragraph 6.13 and 6.9. To remove this redundancy, the following changes were made:

· The last two sentences of para. 6.9 were removed (and the last sentence of the paragraph was moved to para. 6.13); and
· The following text was included in the latter part of para. 6.13: “This should be performed in consultation with interested parties. Remediation strategies involving extensive removal of materials could lead to the generation of large volumes of debris (such as felled trees or vegetation, soil, non-radioactive or radioactive waste) that then need to be characterized, categorized, in some cases cleared (if applicable), and processed for recycling, reuse, storage or disposal. Generation of large volumes of materials should be avoided to the greatest extent practicable. By comparison, strategies for areas affected by accidents may rely much more on measures to reduce exposure pathways (e.g. agricultural countermeasures)“. 

	2
	12
	6.17/6
	.. such predictions should be informed supported by site specific…
	
	X
	
	
	

	3
	13
	7.4/8
	… including conventional industrial safety;
	missing blank
	X
	
	
	

	2
	14
	7.14/6
	Several types of surveys, with different objectives, …
	
	X
	
	
	

	3
	15
	7.24/5
	Use of the some or…
	
	X
	
	
	

	3
	16
	8.10/3
	… clearance which allows material ..
	
	X
	
	
	

	3
	17
	8.13/7
	... possible is may be released …
	
	X
	
	
	

	3
	18
	8.17/2
	… relevant national policies and regulatory requirements.
	
	X
	
	
	

	2
	19
	8.31/4
	Measures should be taken to reassure the public …
	
	X
	
	
	

	3
	20
	9.2/7
	… phase is not be neglected; …
	
	X
	
	
	

	2
	21
	II-1/2
	… affected by enhanced elevated levels of …
	meaning is more precise 
	X
	
	
	

	2
	22 
	II-15/5
	… due to the enhanced elevated activity levels; …
	meaning is more precise 
	X
	
	
	

	2
	23
	II-36/5
	For external exposure, rResults of these…
	
	X
	
	
	

	1
	24
	II-40
	
	Delete whole paragraph, identical to II-38.
	X
	
	
	

	3
	25
	III-14/1
	… as basis for a protection system …
	
	X
	
	
	

	2
	26
	III-14/ 3,4
	The This benefit is interpreted as opportunity for people to continue living in their present area and their home and not need to relocate to another area.
	sharpen the argument 
	X
	
	
	

	3
	27
	III-15/2
	… effectiveness of an implemented remediation plan.
	
	X
	
	
	

	3
	28
	III-37/1
	The Handbook contains lists of the affected …
	
	X
	
	
	

	2,3
	29
	III-37/3
	… (projEext projEext) and internal (projEint projEint) doses and the total dose as their sum (projE= projEext + projEint projE= projEext + projEint).
	uniform to III-23
	X
	
	
	

	3
	30
	IV-4/5
	… affected individuals to take …

	
	X
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