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*  The crileria that contribute to the likelihood of the specific type of declaredfundeclared facility being used to produce nuclear materials.

*+ Typical information source categorics arc listed in the IAEA Safeguards Group country profile document, 1994 (e.g. environmental
monitoring, IAEA technical assistance, IAEA travel reports. ) ) L

#+¢ Considers technical features suitable for large- or small-scale operation, economics and versatility.




