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	X
	Covered under the responsibilities for decommissioning (Section 3)
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	X
	Facilities for storage of radioactive waste are covered by the “facilities for predisposal management of radioactive waste”.
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	X
	This aspect is covered in Section 7, does not fit in this paragraph.
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	X
	Procedures are usually not approved by the regulatory body.
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	X
	We agree with the idea, but we consider that the aspects related to multi-facility site are adequately covered in Sections 5, 7, 8 and 9.
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	X
	Sometimes systems used during operation are shutdown and removed, and new stationary or mobile systems are used during decommissioning. So we consider “may need to be retained” is more adequate wording than “should be retained”.
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	X
	Here we speak about nature and extent of emergency provisions, and about related records and data.
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	X
	Facility could be only in one stage at a given time, that is why “or” was used in this context. Please see the rest of the sentence – “analyses are needed for an initial OR final decommissioning plan”.
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	X
	
	Both aspects are covered: RAW estimation as part of the content of decommissioning plan”, required funding arrangements as part of “overall cost estimate”
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	X
	The entire paragraph has been moved to Section 8, subsection “Regulatory Oversight Dur-ing Conduct of Decommissioning Actions” (proposal from Canada) and the bullet list has been removed on the basis of other comments.
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	X
	The entire paragraph has been moved to Section 8, subsection “Regulatory Oversight Dur-ing Conduct of Decommissioning Actions” (proposal from Canada) and the bullet list has been removed on the basis of other comments.
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	X
Word “institutional” added.
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	X
Different example provided on the basis of a US comment
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	X
Explanation added in the Fig. 1
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	X
	The paragraph 7.39 has been deleted completely.
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	X
	The environmental monitoring programme was mentioned in the context of potential discharges, so these two items should stay together in the same paragraph. 
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