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Key Views Emerging from the

7" Asian Regional Conference
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The 7" Asian Regional Conference on the Evolution of the System of Radiological Protection
was held on 8 and 9 January 2015 in Tokyo. The following is a list of some of the views that
emerged from presentations and discussions during the meeting in terms of issues on “Life in
an existing exposure situation” and “Psychological impact and information sharing” .
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Reconstruction
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» Reconstruction should have a long-term, broad, common view of the well-being to be
achieved, and this should not be limited to only radiological protection objectives.
«  This common vision should be developed and agreed at all levels, through dialogues

with all relevant stakeholders, and is a necessary starting point, but takes time to
achieve.

» Reconstruction may not always aim at achieving pre-accident conditions.
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Protection Strategy
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* A protection strategy should be developed to help achieve the agreed-upon vision

» The protection strategy needs to be based on a common understanding of radiation
and other risks. Simple-language explanations of radiation risk should be prepared in
collaboration with the radiological protection community to assist the establishment
of a common understanding.

» The strategy should include protection of the people most at risk, including
consideration of broad social values.

» It takes time for a protection strategy to be developed, implemented and to take effect.
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Prevailing Circumstances
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» Radiological protection decisions at any level are driven by prevailing circumstances.

» Focus on prevailing circumstances will promote understanding of the actual exposure
situation of affected people, and will help to better understand the radiological
protection system’s different approaches to, and “apparent gap in”, Planned Exposure
Situations and Existing / Emergency Exposure Situations (e.g. 1 mSv limit versus 20
mSv reference level).

» Prevailing circumstances will be different from place to place, and will evolve with
time. It is important to communicate clearly why the approaches to addressing
prevailing circumstances may be different in places that are geographically close to
each other.

» Adaptation of planned measures to address prevailing circumstances requires a
framework for collecting, analyzing and evaluating information on the situation, and
on the effects of implemented measures, in order that further efforts evolve
appropriately.
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Practical Aspects
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Local stakeholders can make their own protection choices, supported by other
stakeholders, including central / local government organizations, experts and citizen
groups, within an overall framework.

Local stakeholders can make their own measurements, but need appropriate (relevant
and timely) expert advice to understand and interpret results.

Individual doses need individual explanations.

Individuals, communities (and other stakeholders) may wish to test creative solutions
in response to prevailing circumstances and needs. Where creative solutions are
applied, special efforts will be needed to ensure that these will receive appropriate
support and evaluation.

Protection choices developed through a collaborative process, while taking longer to
develop, are more likely to be sustainable and accepted by local communities.
Rebuilding trust is an outcome of long-term responsive engagement, not the target of
specific short-term initiatives.
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Protection Choices
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Protection choices are judgments made by individuals and communities based on the
available information, and must be respected and supported. To inform protection
choices, it is necessary to develop shared vision for the future, including agreed
targets for the radiological situation.

Individuals aim to return to “normal life” post-accident, in whatever “new normality”
they find themselves. Because of that, implementation of radiological protection
measures which affect the normal life of residents, such as evacuation, should be
considered carefully.
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Evolving Circumstances
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« As circumstances evolve, the reconstruction vision, the protection strategy and
measures adapted to the new circumstances will need to be reviewed and updated as
necessary.

» To support this process, an information collection and analysis approach is needed to
appropriately provide feedback, including evaluation of measures taken.

» To ensure effective use of resources in implementing the reconstruction vision, the
protection strategy and measures adapted to the new circumstances, require on-going
co-ordination between not only the various implementing agencies involved but also
these agencies and local stakeholders involved.

» A positive, flexible attitude by all involved will help to successfully address the
evolving prevailing circumstances.

» Ongoing stakeholder dialogues have an important role to play in ensuring agreement
over the evolving reconstruction vision and protection strategy, and any changes to
plans and measures. It may be useful to develop an appropriate stakeholder
engagement process model to facilitate these dialogues. The model should include
regular communication even when the circumstances are changing slowly in order to
provide reassurance for stakeholders that the situation is being kept under review.
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Discussions toward the evolution of the system of radiological protection
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It was broadly agreed that historically, social and economic factors are already incorporated
into many of numerical values that are used in the radiological protection system (Ref: Figure
1).

However, presentations and discussions during the meeting indicated that the studies of
stakeholder involvement that the CRPPH has been conducting since the early 1990’s suggest
that radiological protection science is generally a small part of what are commonly
understood as “radiological protection decisions”, particularly post-accident protection
decisions. As such, the CRPPH recommends that, rather than radiological protection experts
trying to include “societal aspects” in radiological protection decisions, “decision maker,
affected individuals, etc.” should consider radiological circumstances when making
protection decisions that will be broadly based on societal aspects. In this way, radiological
protection will be able to better serve society’s needs (Ref: Figure 2).
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Figure 1
Historical RP View
Of the System of Radiological Protection
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Figure 2
Evolving RP View
Of the System of Radiological Protection
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