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	RESOLUTION

	Comment No.
	Para/Line No.
	Comment
	Proposal
	Accepted
	Accepted, but modified as follows
	Rejected
	Reason for modification / rejection

	1
	Page3/1.13
	Define the term “NORM”
	Need to spell out NORM (naturally occurring radioactive material) as this is the first instance the word’s been used
	X
NORM defined in para 1.14
	
	
	

	2
	Page 9/2.12
	“Grading has an impact throughout …”
	Does “Grading” mean “graded approach”?
	X
Wording changed: “the use of the graded approach”
	
	
	

	3
	Page10/2.13, 2.14 and 2.15
	Why is the regulatory oversight the only issue specifically highlighted in the graded approach section?  What about the other topics that you’ve identified in 2.12?
	Suggest moving the material from 2.13, 2.14 and 2.15 under Section 8 “Regulatory oversight during conduct of decommissioning actions”.
	X
	
	
	

	4
	Page13/3.4
	“The legislation should establish clear lines of authority and responsibility …”

In Canada, the legislation does not establish where those lines are.  It’s up to the different regulatory bodies (federal, provincial, municipal) to work it out.
	Suggest replacing text with:
“The regulatory bodies responsible for decommissioning should identify and resolve any gaps or overlaps of authority and responsibility.”
	X
	
	
	

	5
	Page15/3.14
	Suggest combining 3.5 and 3.14 as both talk about funding (3.14 goes further to talk about “definition of funding” but they’re similar)
	Suggest combining 3.5 and 3.14.
	
	
	X
	3.5 provides responsibilities of the government, while 3.15 elaborates on the responsibilities of the regulatory body.

	6
	Page18/4
	There’s already an IAEA doc (GSR-3) on Management system (which is also highlighted in 4.3).  The content in Section 4 should only be specific to decommissioning only with a reference to the GSR-3 document.

For example, 4.5, 4.6, 4.9 is applied to all phase of the NPP cycle, not just for decommissioning.
	Suggest only including expectations that are specific to decommissioning since it’s already stated in 4.3 that “general requirements and guidance on integrated management systems are provided in other IAEA publications”.
	
	
	X
	We consider important to provide guidance on some management aspects, which are not specific to decommissioning only, but are of importance during decommissioning, as unique actions are performed, facility layout continuously changes and external contractors may intensively be involved.

	7
	Page33/6.1
	The main section bolded text has “shall be set out” while the text in 6.1 has “should be defined”.
Suggest combining the main bolded text with 6.1 to avoid one being strongly worded than the other (use of “Shall” vs “Should”)
	Suggest combining main section text with 6.1.
	X
Part of the 6.1 discussing the legal framework deleted, since it is in the requirement (bold).
	
	
	

	8
	Page 36/7.4
	Editorial: 

“For many existing facilities, operating for many years, decommissioning …”
	Suggest editorial change (add underline word and remove strikeout words)
	X
	
	
	

	9
	Page 40/7.11
	Editorial:
Remove period (.) after the brackets in the list items. (e.g., (a). )
	Remove extra period (.).
	X
	
	
	

	10
	Page 57/8.34
	Editorial:
Add brackets to the end of the last sentence, “ … should be ensured to provide data required for future management (e.g. disposal.)”
	Add brackets around “e.g. disposal”
	X
	
	
	


