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GENERAL COMMENTS I think this paper is important because it provides information about 
systematic implementation of prevalent and corrective strategies - 
lacking or entirely haphazard in many facilities and jurisdictions. I 
found the germanic grammar somewhat distracting (I presume that 
that is what it is) and actually did a rough edit. I can mail through 
track changes to you if you wish.  
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usage, remove "redundant qualifiers" and shorten the text.   
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