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Vis-a-vis de I'exposition d'une
seule source, en situation
normale, d'urgence, existante

Vis-a-vis de toutes les sources
réglementées en situation
normale




Fixer

la valeur de la contrainte

(soit la valeur de la CIPR, soit une valeur
nationale plus faible)

L'opérateur et l'autorité
se mettent d'accord sur le
processus d'optimisation

v

Cela conduit a:

- niveau autorisé » pour I'exposition normale

ou

- niveau d'intervention # pour les contre-mesures d'urg ences
ou

- niveau d'action B pour les expositions existantes

Para.76 "The result is the best level of protection in the circumtances"
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Terms of reference

Exchanges on Observers Organizations activities

Exchanges on C4 program of work

Recommendations on interface between
observers organizations and ICRP committees

Meetings

Attendance of observers at all C4 meetings
Participation at the OCG meetings following each
C-4 meeting



Chairwoman:
Secretary OCG:

Members from C4:

Members from OO:

Corresponding members:

Annie Sugier
Mary Clarke

Donald Cool

John Cooper
Jean-Francois Lecomte
Jacques Lochard
Wolfgang Weiss

Tony Wrixon (IAEA)
Augustin Janssens (CE)
Ted Lazo (NEA)

Shengli Niu (ILO)

Phil Metcalf (IRPA)
Malcolm Crick (UNSCEAR)
Marie-Line Perrin (1SO)

H. Ostensen (WHO)

The secretary of MC and other committees than C4



Madrid: Plaza Mayor




Senior Regulators Meeting

The Next ICRP Recommendations, the
Building Blocks and the Way Forward

27 September 2005, IAEA, Vienna

Lars-Erik Holm
Chairman, ICRP



More Continuity than Change!

In ICRP’s revised Recommendations, most will

Remain

Be explained

Be added
Differ

because they work and are clear

... and some things are to

because more guidance Is needed

because there has been a void
because understanding has evolved



International Consultation on
the Draft Recommendations

About 200 responses and some 600 pages of written text.

Many comments necessitate some clarification of policy
points.

Most comments arise because the foundation documents or
building blocks had not been put out for consultation.

These comments will need to be addressed in the building
blocks, and in the preparation of the next draft of the
Recommendations.



Time Schedule

March 2006: New Draft to Main Commission
Spring 2006: New consultation of Draft Recommendations
Late 2006 or early 2007: Possible date of ICRP adoption

2008: Dose coefficients completed



Building Blocks

C1: Low-Dose Extrapolation of Radiation-Related Cancer Risk

C1: Biological and Epidemiological Information on Health Risks
Attributable to lonising Radiation: A Summary of Judgements for
the Purposes of Radiological Protection

C2: Basis for Dosimetric Quantities Used in Radiological Protection
C3: Radiological Protection in Medicine

C4: Optimisation of Protection

C4: Assessing Dose to the Representative Individual

MC: The Scope of Radiological Protection Regulations: Exclusion and
Exemption

MC: The Radiological Protection Paradigm (revised Annex C)



Main Conclusions on Biology

Dose-response for cancer and hereditary effects: A
simple proportionate relationship between dose and risk
at low doses.

DDREF: Retain a value of 2.

Revised tissue weighting factors.

New nominal probability coefficients for cancer and
heritable diseases.

Risks of non-cancer diseases (A-bomb LSS): Great
uncertainty on dose response < 1 Sv; no judgement on
low dose risk possible.



Principles of Protection
FOR SINGLE SOURCES

JUSTIFICATION

Any action involving an increase or a decrease
In the level of exposure of individuals should be
justified in advance, so as to ensure a positive
net benefit following the action.



Principles of Protection
FOR SINGLE SOURCES

CONSTRAINTS AND OPTIMISATION

The level of protection should be the result of a process of
optimisation with individual doses below the appropriate
source constraints, so as to provide the best protection under
the prevaliling circumstances.

This process involves keeping exposures as low as reasonably
achievable taking account of the social and economic factors
as well as any inequity in the distribution of doses and benefits
amongst those exposed.



Principles of Protection
FOR INDIVIDUALS

DOSE LIMITS

In normal situations, the total dose to any individual from all the
regulated sources should not exceed the appropriate dose
limits specified by ICRP.

For members of the public, dose limits do not apply to
emergency situations, or in the case of existing controllable
exposures.
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