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|. Background
Current national situation of RWM governance

Despite in Romania nuclear research activities wstded in early 50s, the nuclear power is
very young. The first Nuclear Power Plant was desiy in ‘80s, to operate with 5 units of
700 MWe each. The project was systematically delaye1996 Cernavoda Unit 1 started the
commercial operation and the second reactor, Ufib2) 2007. In 2008, the nuclear energy
represents about 18% of the total electricity poedliin Romania. For Unit 3 and Unit 4 a
political and technical decision for the continoatof the work exists.

Therefore, a relative low amount of radioactive wwaswas produced. However, some
problems already exist in Romania, mainly relatedlistorical radioactive waste released by
nuclear industry and research.

Although the radioactive waste (RW) problem is critical in Romania [1], in the next future
important changes are expected, mainly caused dyt $pel accumulation in Cernavoda and
the society trends. Nowadays, in Romania, the pwadceptance is based on a relatively low
level of information and participation [1]. We apprate RW problem should be critical in 5-
10years.
The RWM governance was based on the classical agiprechnical and political decision),
but the European influence at the level of all stakders gradually introduces changes in
order to improve the interaction with general pabRarticipation in COWAM2, CIP and in
GMF activities has contributed to the increasehef knowledge in RWM aspects involving
public participation in DMP.
The current state of RWM is connected mainly whié following aspects:

- decision for LILW repository site;

- decision for historical wastes (Baita Bihor reposjj.
In 2003 National Agency for Radioactive Wastes (ARNAD) was founded. According to its
tasks (stipulated by the Law 320/2003) ANDRAD hasealopedThe National Strategy on
Medium and Long Term Management of Spent Nuclear Fel and Radioactive Waste,
Including the Disposal and the Decommissioning of I&lear and Radiological Facilities”.
The decision for LILW is on progress based on #dohnical investigations of Saligny site and
evolution of the public acceptance.

Types of waste considered

According to Romanian Law no.111/1996 [2], radiosctvastes (RW) are “those materials
resulting from nuclear activities for which no umseforeseen, and which contain or are
contaminated with radio nuclides in concentratibowe the exception limits".

Radioactive waste in Romania results mainly fronr ypes of activity:

(1) nuclear electricity generation, including kand nuclear fuel cycle activities and
decommissioning

(2) the operation of research reactors
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(3) the use of radiation and radioactive mateniahedicine, agriculture, industry and

research

(4) processing of material containing naturaiogadclides

The most important sources of radioactive wastehardollowing:

PwpNPE

©NOo O
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NPP Cernavoda spent nuclear fuel;

NPP Cernavoda operational waste;

NPP Cernavoda decommissioning waste;

TRIGA - MTR spent fuel (HEU returned in the origiountry, LEU to be managed in
Romania);

TRIGA-MTR operational waste;

TRIGA-MTR decommissioning waste;

PIEL spent fuel fragments;

VVR-S RR spent fuel (HEU to be returned in the ioricountry, LEU to be managed
in Romania);

VVR-S RR decommissioning waste;

10. Institutional radioactive waste;
11.Disused sealed radioactive sources;
12.Uranium mining and milling waste.

The criteria used for radioactive waste classificain Romania are listed below.

Waste Radionuclide content Alpha - Thermal Disposal
classes Radionuclide power option
concentrations

LILW-SL | alpha emitting long lived

- mainly beta and gamma

short lived radionuclides

(T1/2 < 30 years) < 4 kBg/g <2 kW/n? | near surface
- low concentrations of disposal

radionuclides
(T1/2 > 20 years)

long lived deep
LILW-LL | radionuclides (T2 % >4KkBg/g < 2 kW/n? geological
20 years) formations

- mainly alpha emitting

- low concentrations of
beta and gamma emitting
short-lived
radionuclides (T1/2 1
30 years)

I\

- mainly beta and gamma
emitting short-lived deep
radionuclides > 4 kBg/g > 2 kWi/nt geological
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(T1/2 < 30 years) formations
HLW - significant quantities of
alpha-emitting long-lived
radionuclides

(T1/2 > 20 years)

At present, from the point of view of the decisioraking process and public concern, the
waste of particular interest is LIL waste arisingnh the operation of the Cernavoda NPP and
its disposal in a near-surface repository nealNRe site.

Based on the CIP debates another relevant issugst®f the temporary storage (50 years)
of spent fuel in dry storage on the NPP’s site (®I@pository). An important public and,
also, NGO concern exists.

Therefore CIP process approaches LILW managememtday storage of spent fuel in
Cernavoda NPP. The issue of historical RW was ordyginal discussed.

The current stage of the decision-making process
Two important political decisions are included ihet National Strategy for Nuclear
Development: (1) no reprocessing in Romania; (2mmort for RW;
From the point of view of technical decisions theastigations recommend a LILW-SL near
surface repository in the Dobrogea region. Oreisiextensively investigated and seems to
be appropriate for disposal.
The first part of the investigation started in 128@n’t suppose the involvement of the public.
After 2004, mainly by COWAM2 and GMF activities,etliepresentatives of public (ONG,
local authorities) and nuclear industry represérgatestablished a systematic dialog.
However, according to the Romania legislation, ithelving of the public in the DMP is
foreseen only in the last stage, namely in the tdatron of observations at the document
“Environmental Impact Study”.
The site is close to NPP Cernavoda, in the “safete” of 1 km around the Unit 1, on a land
in the property of the Saligny Municipality. Thengeal characteristics of this option are:
- Saligny, in the exclusion zone of the Cernavoddeaugower plant
- Area’s owners: the Local Council and private owners
- Area of the repository: about 25 ha
- Design of the repository: surface repository withltiple engineered barriers, similar
to L’Aube (France), El Cabril (Spain)
- Destination: operational wastes of the Cernavodeddm Power Plant (4 units with an
operating time of 40 years);
Capacity: about 47.000 m3
In February 200ANDRAD obtained a partial license from CNCAN forethocation of the
Saligny repository. The Local Council has allowedther technical investigations on this
site.

Expected steps in the near future

From the point of view of repository the followisteps are needed:

-producing the document “Safety Report”;

-releasing the approval for the sitting (“Certiieaf Urbanism”) by the Local Council;
-achievement of the technical project.
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The main institutions and actors in the Romanian Rdioactive Waste Management

SC “Nuclearelectrica S.A.” | national company for Subsidiaries:
Nuclear Power Production (1) “CNE-Prod” Cernavoda (NPP Unit 1|,
Unit2),
(2) “Nuclear Fuel Plant” (FCN) Pitesti
“Autonomous Company for national company for Subsidiaries:
Nuclear Activities” nuclear research suppdrt (1) Institute for Nuclear Research Pitefti
and services (SCN)

(2) Subsidiary for Heavy Water production
(3) Subsidiary for Nuclear Objectives and

Engineering
“National Uranium Company National company forf Subsidiaries:
S.A7 mining activities (1) “Feldioara Subsidiary” (Uranium Milling
Plant),
(2) “Bihor Subsidiary” (uranium mines),
(3) “Banat Subsidiary” (uranium mines),
(4) "Neamt Subsidiary” (uranium mines).
IFIN-HH (National Institute| research reactor VVR,
for Physics and Nuclegrunder decommissioning
Engineering -Horia Hulubei) | and
National  LIL  Waste
Repository Baita-Bihot
owner
ICPMRR SA, Institute fon nuclear  facilies  for
Research and Design foresearch
Radioactive and Rare Metals
Ministry of Economy National administrative
structure incorporating
nuclear industry,
ANDRAD and Nuclear
Agency
ANDRAD National = Agency for

Radioactive Wastes

Nuclear Agency

Ministry of Environment

CNCAN

Regulatory Body

Subordinated directly to prime-minister

Cernavoda Local Council an
Cernavoda Mayor

dElected representatives
citizens

Saligny Local Council ang
Saligny Mayor

| Elected representatives
citizens

Human Rights)

AGIA Cernavoda| Local NGO

(Association  Thinker in

Action)

UP Cernavoda (Union dflLocal NGO

Retired Persons)

SIDO Cernavoda (Society farLocal subsidiary of an

international NGO

Mare Nostrum Constanta

Regional NGO

National NGO

ARIN Braila (Nature Lovers
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Association)

Terra Milenium Il Bucuresti National NGO

ADAPT Cernavoda Local NGO

Composition of the National Stakeholder Group
Romanian Group of Stakeholders in RWM is structasd

(1) representative of nuclear industry
Ministry of Economy (national structure incorpangtthe nuclear industry);
SNN NuclearElectrica SA (NPP owner);
CNE Cernavoda (NPP operator);
Nuclear Agency (management of the Nuclear Nati®@nagramme);
ANDRAD (national agency responsible with RWM);
(2) regulatory body
CNCAN
(3) local elected structures
Cernavoda Local Council
Cernavoda Mayor
Saligny Mayor
(4) local NGOs
AGIA Cernavoda
SIDO Cernavoda
UP Cernavoda
ADAPT Cernavoda
Mare Nostrum Constanta
(6) national NGOs
ARIN Braila
Terra Milenium Bucharest Ill (only observer stajute

The Chair person: Mariana Mircea-Cernavoda Mayor

National facilitator: INR Pitesti
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ll. Process and methodology
Preparing and establishing of NSG Romania

Preparatory meeting (January 2007) had the roéxpbain the purpose, objectives, proposed
methodology, proposed structures, support, etctichmnts: local councils, mayors,
representative of NGOs, ANDRAD and NPP.

Contacting the main actors in RW issue in Romamia iviting them to adhere at NSG
inside Cowam in Practice schema.

Memorandum of Agreement, in English version and Roian (translated by INR) was sent
to the actors.

The first meeting of Romanian NSG took place at 2@uine i with the following
participants:

Participant Organization
1. | Claire Mays Symlog
2. | Daniela Diaconu SCN Pitesti
3. | losif Constantin Bilegan | Agentia Nucleara
4. | Mircea lonescu Ministerul Economiei si Finantelor
5. | loana Polizu Primaria Saligny
6. | Andrian Mihei Parlamentul Romanieli
7. | Lucian Goicea CNCAN
8. | Cornelia Virtopeanu CNCAN
9. | Daniela Raducea CNE PROD —Cernavoda
10.| Gabriel Tatulescu Primaria Saligny
11.| Gheorghe Hansa Primaria Cernavoda
12.| Vicor Circiumarescu Uniunea Pensionarilor
13.| Valentin Teodorescu AGIA
14.| Anton Anghelescu AGIA
15.| Horea Mocanu AGIA
16.| Mariana Mircea Consilul Local Cernavoda
17.| Cosmin Barzan Mare Nostrum
18.| lonut Dan ADAPT
19.| Stela Diaconu ANDRAD
20.| loana Ciuta Terra Millennium 11

In June 2007 the NSG include the following stakdba: Cernavoda Local Council, Saligny
Local Council, ANDRAD, Nuclear Agency, CNCAN, Mirtitg of Economy, CNE-PROD
(NPP operator), AGIA, UP, ADAPT.

During the time the following organisations becalRf®G members: SNN NuclearElectrica
SA, SIDO, Mare Nostrum, and ARIN. Also, Terra Milem Ill was recognized as observer
in RWM process.

List of investigations

The first meeting declared in consensus the intéoeshe discussion of the following issues:
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(1) Local Committee for Cernavoda-Saligny area t@sta composition, financing and
functioning);

(2) Enlarging the information for public relatedRaV

(3) Technical and legislative aspects of the RW agament (RWM).

Other issues appeared later as of interest froronapf the participants:

(4) Local development needs and nuclear developméd¢rnavoda area.

(5) Environmental and health monitoring near thelear facilities

(6) Public involvement in DMP

(7) Community benefits from hosting nuclear famkt

Due to the fact that, based on democratic decisiothe final part of each meeting one or
more themes was planned for the next meeting, sonmamges appeared in the initial
planning. In the section 11l we’ll discuss the méaemes of interest as follows:

* Theme 1: Local Committee (LC) for Cernavoda Zone

* Theme 2: Public Involvement in Decision Making Fesg (DMP )

* Theme 3: Health and Environment Monitoring arounatidar Installations

* Theme 4: Social Aspects and Local Development

* Theme 5: Benefits for RW Host Community

Table 1. Overview of NSG Meetings and Seminars

1
Introduction of the project. February Cerngvoda_,l Local
2t007 ounci
L : 1% June Cernavoda, Local
Definition of the research topics 2007 Council
(1) DMP - Stepwise Decision
Making for LILW, 25" January] Cernavoda, NPP
(2) Statute of Local Committee 2008 Conference Hall
“Cernavoda Zone”
Practical Aspects for LC 03%March Sali
Functioning 2008 algny

(1) Progress of LC Construction

(2) LC Involvement in Health September Cernavoda, NPP

Monitoring 12, Conference Hall
3) Social Aspects and 2008

Development Needs

Health Impact Assessment anqjh January| Cernavoda, Local
Long Term Environmental 2009 Counci’l
Surveillance

Public Health Monitoring and . Februar Pitesti-Mioveni,
Environment Surveillance arourci6 2009 Y| Institute for Nuclear
Nuclear Facilities Research

(1) Nuclear Facilities Hosting|June 18-19 Cernavoda, NPP
Community’s Benefits 2009 Conference Hall

(2) EU Guidelines

Constanta, Ibis Hote
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In Table 1 some details about the meetings areepted. NSG meetings are the regular
meetings with the participation of all stakeholdeembers, whereas CIP seminars are
meetings with a reduced participation based on sihecific interests. For example only
representative of Cernavoda and Saligny communi#d@¢DRAD and national facilitator
participated in CIP Seminar 2 in order to discusgfical aspects of starting LC functioning.

Methodology

The agenda of the next NSG meeting was agreeck a&rtth of each meeting according to the
guestions raised both by national organizationslacal stakeholders.

Invitations announcing the objectives of each nmgeéind preliminary agenda have been sent
to all NSG members in order to inform and recehertfeedback for an improved structure
and content of the meeting.

Translated documents of the MTF expert's presematihave been provided during the
meetings (when possible) at the beginning of thesieas. After NSG2, translations of the
expert’'s presentations were sent to the local ktalkers before the meeting, by e-mail, in
order to focalize the questions and discussionghemmain topics. Also, hard copies of the
presentations were available in the meeting rooehsré the sessions.

After each meeting written minutes resuming thes@néations, discussions and decisions
established during the meeting have been elabordied minutes were written both in
Romanian and English and were distributed to ati@pants.

Three additionally seminars have been organizedrder to discuss problems with a short
deadline (as the measures for the LC formationfinead environmental surveillance).

An e-group was created as discussion forum in aaenaintain a good communication and
to continue the discussion started in the NSG mgsti

This communication way was used mainly for docundissemination and to discuss the
minute’s versions, preliminary agenda, and pointiefv regarding LC progress.

Discussion between NF and representative of eadlelsblder was dedicated especially to LC
formation and functioning.

In order to assess the quality of the process atialu activities based on success criteria
guestionnaires were performed at the end of eadh M8eting. Each participant filled up the

guestionnaire “Criteria of Success”. Also, thereravéwo questionnaire dedicated to the
evaluation of CIP global process and continuatibthe process beyond end of CIP, used at
the end of NSG5 meeting.

In Table2 the participation of different organipais in the process is presented. A fairly good
continuity of the participation, at the organiza@d level, exists for the NGOs, local
institutions, national organizations (ANDRAD, CNCANuclear Agency). However, some
organizations hadn’t a good continuity at the lexfeheir representatives in NSG meetings.

In Figure 1 the number of participants per eachtmgés presented.
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Table 2. Participation in the NSG Meetings and Semars

X - - - - - -
- - - X - X X
X X - X - X X
X X - - - - X
X X X X - X X
X X - X - X X
X X X X X X X
X X - X X - X
X X X X X X X
X X X X X X X
- X X X X X -
X X X X X X X
X - - - X - -
X - - - X X -
= X = X = = =
X - - - - X -
X X - X X X X
X X X X X X X
X - - - - - -
- - - - - X -
- - - - - X -
- - - - - - X

-10-
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30
25
20
15 -
10 -

5 4

0-

NSG1 NSG2 NSG 3 NSG4 NSG5

Fig. 1 Number of participants per meeting

In order to support the cooperative investigatifmmseach theme a preliminary list of question
was developed and disseminated to the particiganstglly before the meeting/seminar).
Some illustrative questions are presented bellow:

‘ Theme: Health monitoring and environmental surveilance around nuclear facilities I

1. Which would be the reasons for the initiation dfealth monitoring program in the
Cernavoda — Saligny area (history, statistics sfdefars, etc.)?

2. lIs it appropriate to perform this program in thatfew years?

3. What is the most appropriate reference level topgamethe investigation results?

What technical aspects should be included in trogiam (investigation area, group

of population included in the program, entire p@pioin versus sample of populatio

types of analysis and diseases selected, progreatiahy etc.)

Who should pay for it?

What institutions should be responsible for its lenpentation and development?

What methods could insure the transparency an@coess of the investigation?

How do you see local community involvement in tb#éection, dissemination and

preservation of the information resulting from tresalth monitoring program?

»

© N g

-11-
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Theme: Progress in the Local Committee Formation ash Functioning I

1.

Is there a real will in the community (local autities, NGOs, public) for the
construction and functioning of a Local Committe¢hie Cernavoda — Saligny area
Taking into account the differences between ther@sts of the two communities
regarding radioactive waste management, do youaeniseneficial to create two
distinct LCs?

In this context, could a third, joint Cernavodai§ay LC, having as purpose
information and environmental&health monitoring,useful and efficient?

What is the earliest reasonable deadline for tmensencement of the LC (s) activity
The latest permissible deadline?

What efforts are you disposed to make in ordeotdrdoute to the LC construction?

What is the local perception related to the enlang® of nuclear activities in this
area?

What are the main actors involved in the deciselated to the Cernavoda-Saligny
development?

What do national governmental authorities expexnfthe local communities?
What are the expectations of local communities ftbennuclear authorities for the
next future?

How you may describe the actual social and econsituation in Cernavoda and
Saligny?

What are the development needs from the publiad'speetive?

What are the ways for national authorities to stateior support the local
development expected by the public?

I Theme: Benefits for Nuclear Facilities Hosting Commnities I

ogakrwn B

~

©

What are the components of the Social Programm€édonavoda and Saligny,
implemented by nuclear industry?

Are all components real benefits or may be consillas investment requirements?
Compensations or benefits?

Compensation what for? Affected communities?

What are legal context and which actors shoulthibelved?

What steps for building a compensations/benefgalléamework in Romania do yo
expected?

What kind of benefits/compensation do you consaggaropriate for
Cernavoda/Saligny?

Level of compensations?

Who should be responsible for the management dirthacial compensations?

-12-
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Short Description of Cernavoda and Saligny
(demographics, economy structure, developmentsnetcl)

Cernavoda

Cernavoda is a town with aproximately 20.000 inhabitantsageld on Danube river at t
confluence with the Danube-Black Sea channel. dted surface of the town is 4669 ha, wijh
670 ha in the residential area.

The economy of the town is strongly dependent enntirclear industry. Two CANDU unit
each of 700 MWe are in operation. The NPP sitdasgual in the Southern part of the town fat
the border with Saligny village.

The construction of the NPP lead to an increasth@fpopulation from 13.763 (in 1978)
19.890 (in 2005) and also to the development oftdlaen (construction of a new bridge oVigr
the channel, high-schools, hospital, schools, hbeséing system, etc.).

>60

15-59, 67.14%
15-59

0-14

0-14, 10.98

T T T T T T T T
0.00% 10.00% 20.00% 30.00% 40.00% 50.00% 60.00% 70.00%

Fig. 2 Structure of the population by age

The structure of the population by age is presemdeigure 2. 21.88% over 60 years of,
67.14% between 15 and 59, and 10.98% under 14 gkhrs

The active population counts 7528 persons (abow040, data from 2002 census). In 2092
86.78% of the active population are employed and2Z unemployed workers. T
unemployment level was over the regional one (8i7%onstanta county in 2002). Aft
2002, mainly due to the investment in the consimacsector the unemployment was reducgd,
but the rate of decreasing is lower than at rediteveel. The trends are determined by fhe
important influence of the NPP on the work market.

From the point of view of the education level fbe tpopulation between 15 and 59 years {lid,
the structure is described in Figure 3.

The town has a relatively good transport infragtrieee (38,5 km modernized roadg,
connection on the national road DN22C, high-wateharest, harbor on Danube, railwWgy
connection). The education infrastructure congits schools and 2 high-schools.

13-
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The heating is supplied for about 50% of the townthee NPP. However, the town neefls
important investment in: modernization of the sesvagystem and waste water plajt,
modernization of the street, construction of thephgs, extending of the heating syst
introducing of the public transport system, modzation of the hospital, etc.)

high-school

post high-school

higher education

1 T T T T T 1
0.00% 10.00%  20.00%  30.00%  40.00%  50.00%  60.00%

Fig. 3 Structure by education

-14-
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Anghel Saligny

The Anghel Salignyvillage is bordered to the West by the city of i@mda, to the South
the Danube-Black Sea Canal, to the North by then&ei village, to the East by the villa
Mircea Voda.

The village area has a number of 2350 inhabitgiésed in 3 villages: Facla, Saligny ajjd
Stefan cel Mare. The structure by age is the falhigw422 people under 18 years old, 14b4
people between 19-61 years old, 474 people ovgeéts old.

The number of active persons is1454, of which #@pleyees, 100 unemployed and a totafjof
654 people are without job (without being in a pdrbf unemployment). In terms of jolg,
most employees are employed at the nuclear powet phd in constructions.

The number of people in agriculture is very low.eTégricultural land is poor, being al
affected by drought. The general appearance im@stone plain covered with thick depogjts
of loess. The total area of the village is 3049 dfawhich 35,035 square meters inhabitfint
area, 3135 ha agricultural area (2987 ha arabl®. ifside-outside structure of the land §fs:
322 ha of inside land, 3290 ha of outside land. Almaber of animals is 5600.

The development of the village is low and the ditwmof the economy and population
characterized by poorness and stagnation.

The nuclear power is located right at the limitseparation between Cernavoda and Salighy,
on the territory of Cernavoda town. A part of thBRexclusion zone is on the territory pf
Saligny. In this part, the site for LILW nation&lpository is proposed.

The hopes of the local authorities to develop tiikage and local economy are mai
connected with the LILW investment.

The village needs: water supply, sludge and wasteemwsystem, roads construction ghd
modernization, natural gas supply system, heasiclgool and hospital modernization etc.

-15-
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|.  Cooperative Investigation: main results

Theme 1: Local Committee (LC) for Cernavoda Zone

Objectives

(O1) To understand foreign experience in constacfunctioning, funding, etc. of LCs

(02) To select the approach to create a LC in &arda-Saligny area and to discuss to fihe
elements of the Statute

(03) To identify the way to work properly (compasit, logistics, funds, evaluati
procedure etc.)

Presentations:

Three topics were presented MyfF Experts:

« NSG2, 28 January 2008: Case Study- Local Commissions fordmation (and Nation
Association of CLIspy Serge Gadbois

« NSGB3, 19 September 2008: The local partnership approactheositting of a LILW
repository in Belgiumby Gaston Meskens

« NSGB3, 13 September 2008: French legislation on Local Conestby Ludivine Gilli

Specificity of Romanian situation was presented in:

« NSG2, 28" January 2008: Local Committee “Cernavoda Zonetiefpresentation of th
LC proposalpy Mariana Mircea

« NSG3, 1% September 2008&he current situation of the proposed Local ConesittProgres
in creating the CL zone Cernavodyy Mariana Mircea

The main conclusions of the presentations, invesagons and discussions:

Serge Gadbojsfrom MTF, in “Case Study: Local Commissions for Information (and
National Association of CLIs)presented historical and context aspects of Chhéion.
Created in 1981 at each nuclear site, CLI raiseulai questions as: who guarantees that the
studies are valid, what expertise could they h&ia®e then, these questions are continuously
raised. The plurality is other important questiod & democratic participation in a LC is
obligatory. At local level, the players know vergivthe local aspects. But each level has its
own view, its own dimension and the local playerstadapt them.

Gaston Meskendfom MTF, in"The local partnership approach to the sitting oLAW
repository in Belgium'igh lightening the history of involvement of léc@mmunities in
Belgium, the creation of the partnerships STOLA M@NA, the establishment of PALOFF
partnership, and their funding. The existence 0b tikCs, MONA and STOLA, took
advantage of a better perceptions of direct reptaien. The existence of a single LC could
generate the risk to perceive the decision takeabase the individual or group interests.

-16-
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However, the existence of a CL provides more stremg the fight against the authorities.

The existence of two partnerships, STOLA and MOMA, to a heavily, competitive process.

Regarding the case of Cernavoda-Saligny, it cam lsy@answering the question "how should

we organize ourselves to make good decisions oant start by setting up a LC and then
discussing to take the right decisions and this lmarcan be done more easily than in the
previous situation. It is necessary to discuss autlpassion. A successful referendum must
be preceded by a debate on the issues that retigesinswer YES or NO, but long-time

debate could lead to the loss of the nuances antetdeeling of non-representation. He

recommended the creation of a single LC which shetdrt to work.

Ludivine Gilli, from MTF, in “French legislation on Local Committees around nacle
facilities” explained the historical context and the legal mions regarding the creation,
composition, mission, their power and financialeatp. These LC are mandatory consulted
for any public project submitted to a public enguifhey could be associations having a legal
status or could act alongside the General Couwdihout legal status. The LCs are financed
only for the projects developed from State and Laudbventions, percentages from the
nuclear facilities taxes, donations.

In NSG2, Mariana Mircea gave her presentation on ttiBraft-proposal of the Local
Committee “Cernavoda Zone"The statute proposed is based on herself experiem
STOLA partnership and on the Roadmap elaborate@ORVAM 2. The first draft of Local
Committee includes a list of stakeholders, which ba completed, the access of any person
interested in this process being unrestricted. rokeof the LC, already discussed and agreed
at the ' NGS meeting, consists in:

- the increase of the local voice

- continuous dialogue between the actors involvatiéradioactive waste management

- creation of an integrated vision of the local pecdjve

- debate of the technical program of LIL waste digphdmsed on presentations easy to

be understood by common people

- decrease of the stressed situations and relatjgsshi
The major mission of the LC will consist in infortitan — debates — influence of the decision
making process. The LC functioning will be insulgda Steering Committee of 11 members
led by a President elected for three months. Wgrkatoups centred on environment and
local development, legislation, and public inforroatwill carry out the LC activity. As
regarding the budget, since the LC is not prop@sed legal entity body, it will receive the
amount requested for functioning from ANDRAD andN&N

In NSG3, Mariana Mirceg@resented The current situation of the proposed Local Conemitt
Progress in creating the LC Cernavoda Zborehowing that in the period September-
November 2007 work started for a LC constructioppsuted by the fact that the
Administrative Council of SNN (whose member wasyeag to allocate funds for this
structure. In 2007, former Mayor of Cernavoda mtue this understanding can not be put
into practice. ANDRAD requested to sign a partngrglgreement with the LC by which to
finance some activities based on projects. Only AGigned the proposal for partnership
with  ANDRAD. The current form of the Information @wnittee meets Cernavoda
Municipality, Saligny Municipality and Agia. Cernadla LC will represent local authorities,
NGOs, the public and will allow access of citizeasd aims to be the representative of civil
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society in the area CNE Cernavoda. Saligny and &veata Mayors are agreeing to provide
the logistics necessary for the LC functioning #mel main partners of Information LC (SNN
and ANRDAD) are agreeing to provide the funds fritrair budget allocations for relations
with the public. There are funds provided in theldpets for 2008 of SNN and ANDRAD to
finance actions for information and public involvem that should be spent. The two local
communities agree to work together to support tleeimmon interests. In relation with
ANDRAD, appreciated as good until now, Mariana nd the following: leaflets in
cooperation with mayors, the public debates, tsugion of the funds for LC activities in the
SNN and ANDRAD budgets, documentation for the mmnnig of health. Cernavoda Mayor
requests discussions with SNN for the financinghefLC, three public debates on the future
construction of nuclear facilities, to obtain comgation after the model of other countries.
Cernavoda Mayor will submit a letter to SNN on ttmstruction of Units 3 and 4. Mariana
Mircea indicates that mayors can not take the detialone and can not give consent for
future facilities without consulting the public. tonclusion, Mariana Mircea believes that by
the end of 2008, the LC will work, at least witke thctive stakeholders.

Cernavoda town Mayoconsiders that it is necessary to have in Romasia ahe other
European countries, a law for public debate andherse with stages and procedures for
successful DMP, since recently he remarked a &riahd great deficiencies regarding the
involvement of local community and Local Committee Information. It speaks about the
Green Peace meeting from November 2007, which wass view, an aggression addressed
to the Cernavoda Community. Green Peace said teghant women and children should
leave Cernavoda town because NPP emissions jeapatieir health. The scientists in
Radioprotection struggled in their laboratoriegytidid not agree on their results and came
out in mass media worrying the public without aaggon. But they realized they were wrong
and stepped back in shame. The Local Community emesivn steed promptly and thus the
negative consequences were fortunately stopped Jhmwwed the lack of communication
between authorities and laboratories (scienti3isg debate in the mass media came back in
the room, where authorities and scientists hachswar to the public. The major deficiency
was the lack of a common voice of the Local Conesitfor Information, which did not
speak. He considers that the national authorittdlSDRAD, CNCAN, AN, INR) should
insure the continuity of their links with communitwith local people, independent on the
opinion of the Local Committee for Information. Reding the Local Committee “Cernavoda
Zone” he considers that it should keep the linkhvitie national institutions and should be
better structured.

Representative dhe Cernavoda Local Counaiéminded that it was a previous proposal for a
LC issued by Cernavoda Municipality, SNN and repngéstives of local community as
ADAPT, AGIA, SIDO, UP. They signed a protocol foulgic information and consultancy,
but until the end of 2007 not too many meetingsehaeen held. Regarding the new proposal
for a Local Committee, the Cernavoda Municipaltiinks thatit must be a legal entityT his

will not delay its creation, the process being orager than 3 weeks. A legal status will insure
a higher credibility, a more clear voice and adresidministration of its budget. She considers
that the organization of the LC “Cernavoda Zonelilddoe improved during future meetings.

Representative of AGIAnade an observation regarding the Protocol betwieeal
stakeholders. AGIA did not sign this Protocol bessaonly Cernavoda Local Administration
and SNN have established its provisions. Accordmthis Protocol, the NGOs were having
only a consultative role and were not able to clkatgprovisions.
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The Mayor of Saligngaid that the new LC proposal represents a nemefnsork. He will
discuss it in the Saligny Local Council. He agréest the Local Committee “Cernavoda
Zone” should have a legal status and considerstiigabumber of its members is important
for the future outcomes of this LC. He will notcapt decisions, which were not
communicated before to the Saligny Municipality drelwants to see a clear commitment
regarding the LC proposal from all stakeholders.

Representative of ANDRANsidered that a LC is a useful partner for ANDRARR really
represents and reflects the people interest. Inviesr, for ANDRAD the LC could be a
communication channel with the citizens. ANDRAD Iveihalyse and will propose a protocol
for its cooperation with the LC. The budget of ANBR for this year (2008) foresees a fund
as a support for the LC activity but a legal pragedto access it must be established. LC
should not include nuclear institutions. If the dé&fines the information request, ANDRAD
and SNN will provide it on their own expenses. Soe thinks it is more adequate to have a
partnership between ANDRAD and this LC.

Representative of ARINmarked the disproportion of the members composiegLC and
the lack of clear information on the fund allocatidhe small number of members will make
difficult the vote process. A voting procedure sldobe also defined. The mission and the
composition of the LC should be improved. She bekethat the classified character of some
documents will limit the access to information.

President of NS@opes all these declarations and good intentioidoetome facts until the
end of this year, and that all people involvedhis project will have the wisdom to make real
steps towards democracy.

Serge Gadbois, from MTIEpnsidered that this LC could have a double taithet:NPP and
the repository and a double role: to vote and form. In France, Local Commissions for
Information do not decide, their role is only t@anizeand not to decide. But there are also
the Belgian partnerships that discussed projects made selection. These partnerships
studied the operator proposals, made evaluationgrked together and made
recommendations, but it was the Municipal Countdtttook the final decision. He pointed
out that the balance between participants is amitapt aspect.

Representative of CNCABaid that Regulatory Body could be observer in pinecess.
CNCAN is interested in a fair decision making psxand does not favour any part in this
process.

Representative of Cernavoda NRIPpreciated that the collaboration Protocol pregoky
SNN is a step forward. It foresees communicatidiviéies and AGIA patrticipated in some of
them. These activities favoured a reciprocal leayniAt Cernavoda level, there are many
joint activities and SNN provided technical infortioa to the questions raised by local
organizations and local people.

Representative of Local Council Cernavattancluded that it is important to decide in the
very next future on the status of the new LC. Eaanization should clearly express their
position regarding its creation and legal status.

In the final part of NSG2 concluding after the dissions on the LC “Cernavoda Zone™:
- ANDRAD and SNN appreciated that a LC is importanstructure the local voice, but
theydo not find appropriate their participation as meenbin the LC
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- ANDRAD and SNN intend to sigirotocols for collaborationwith the LC and to
support some of its activitiespecial funds have been already allocated inrégards

- Cernavoda and Saligny Municipalities sustain theaton of the LC “Cernavoda
Zone” as a legal entity

- A meeting of all stakeholders involved in the Lnstyuction will be organized at
Cernavoda on March 14, 2008 in order to betteméetine mission and the role of the
LC as well as to detail the decisional aspects.

Due to the rejection of the first proposal of th€ BStatute rejection (NPP and ANDRAD
rejected this proposal since each organizatiosigid doesn’t allow such a participation) in
March 14, 2008 a Seminar (S2) was hosted by Saligmyor and it was dedicated
exclusively to the LC formation. The representatioé Cernavoda and Saligny communities
(local councils, NGOs) were present and also remtasives of NF and ANDRAD.
The main decisions obtained at the end of the mgetere:
(1) Consensus on the need of a LC in RWM in Cernavalan$/ area
(2) ANDRAD proposed to support part of the LC actiatienainly those for public
information. based on a Protocol (expected to eesl in May 2008);
(3) the meetings of LC will be hosted by House of Qutdrom Saligny and/or
Cernavoda ;
(4) a preliminary plan of information activities wasregd between ANDRAD and local
communities.

After the local elections (June 2008) the initiadd.C for Cernavoda Zone, Mariana Mircea
became the new Mayor of Cernavoda. Gabriel Tatulesxs re-elected Mayor of Saligny. In
September 2008 NF observed no significant progrebge LC functioning, clearer there is an
ad-hoc activity based on NGOs and without a letstus and a coherent plan. Therefore, in
the starting of NSG3 (September 2008), NF undetireeimportance of the LC in RWM
process and dialogue construction.

Marian Constantin (from NF)presented' Progress Report on the Romanian Stakeholder
Group activity; Preparing the contribution to thed3pective Report"an analysis on the
current state of the activity of Romanian the Shak@er Group. He tried to find the
motivations for delays in the effective functioninfa Local Committee in Cernavoda area
and he presented the expected contribution of thendRian participants regarding the
elaboration of CIP documents / reports.

Mariana Mircea NSG presindentconsidered the feedback made on the activityooéll
organizations was too severe and that the NGOs edlomk a systematic way in difficult
conditions (without funding and without supportfr&SNN and NPP). Mrs. Mariana Mircea
also indicated that the involvement of young pedplienportant and that the team that formed
after winning the elections is made up of enthugiasd efficient young people.

Representative of AGlgaid that the involvement of young people is ristle because they
fear the repercussions that such activity they ddwalve from their employer.

Representative of ANDRADonsidered NF wants to press ahead formation ofoeallL
Committee (LC) and things do not seem to be "ripethis process.

Mariana Mirceg in reply, said that the formation of a LC can hetdelayed in the conditions
in which Units 3 and 4, and LILW repository will b&ilt soon.
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Mayor of Salignyis in agreement with the formation of a LC, butdaing the steps needed.
LC usefulness is viewed in the light of the facttin its absence, when a decision is taken,
there will be pressure on the Local Council, linkedhe short time making a decision and its
importance. Mayor of Saligny considered that rigbtv there is too little discussion between
the nuclear industry, ANDRAD and the population @thihe intentions of developing nuclear
area Cernavoda-Saligny.

Theme 2: Public Involvement in Decision Making Proess (DMP )

Objectives

(O1) To introduce methods and tools for decisi@kimg process in RWM,;

(02) To understand the role of the public in DMRJ @he mechanism to enhance e
democratic process in RWM;

(0O3) To identify the specificity of the Romanian RIW¢ase and to define the main steps f@ a
DMP

(O4 To enhance the DMP abilities of the local comityurepresentatives

Presentations:
Three topics were presented MifF Experts’ in 28" January 2008:

» Stepwise Decision Making for LILW Management: A MibdEuropean Process Claire
Mays

» A step-wise participatory decision process for civahwaste: the Regional Observatqgy
for Industrial Waste from Midi-Pyrénées (ORDIMIPYy Stephane Baude

* The local partnership approach to the sitting €ilaV repository in Belgium by Gasto
Meskens

Specificity of RWM and DMP in Romania were presente

» Current stage in the decision making process in &woaby M. Constantin

» Current status of the Saligny near-surface repgsiby O. Niculae, G. Gherghe,
Andrei , A. Petrescu, S. Diaconu

* Progrese in activitatea Grupului Roman al Stakedrdtat by M. Constantin

» Defining the RWM connected to Cernavoda and Sallgnipaniela Diaconu

* DMP Exercise: Problem definition, Steps, ProspeciWP by Marin Constantin

The main conclusions of the presentations, invesagons and discussions:

Claire Mays,from MTF, considers that there are many opinidrad should be expressed in
Romania as well as in other countries in the wdrld,Stepwise Decision Making for LILW
Management: a Model European Proceske presented the stepwise DMP emphasising the
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difficulties both in technical decisions and sogietdecisions. The process covers long time,
many generations and should be designed suchcasild be assessed, reviewed after each
step and if necessary, a one step back up shoulgb&gble. The ideal decision making
process is a spiral concept starting with the mnobdefinition, followed by research and
assessment, concretized through management aeatmohthen monitored and evaluated. The
plan of the process should be flexible in orddetdhe possibility to adjust it according to the
learnt lessons. Almost in each country it was nesgs to make explicit the public
involvement in the DMP for RWM. Claire presenteddatails the DMP scheme used in
Slovenia and UK, pointing out the processes, olvest participants, actions and decision
makers at each stage. Claire emphasised thataheiso difficulties to define a plan able to
accommodate the agreement on the decision sequeteefor a good balance between steps
back and the necessity to finalize the projectcallion of enough time for the stakeholders.
Claire underlined also the necessity to built platfs and tools for the local level
participation, and the local and national governmeommitment to respect the public
position. She also emphasised the role of the teaidihis process since a “driver” must exist
in order to keep the process moving.

Serge Gadbojsfrom MTF, in “Case Study: Local Commissions for Information (and
National Association of CLIs)presented historical and context aspects of Cich&tion. The
plurality is other important question and a dembcrparticipation in a LC is obligatory. At
local level, the players know very well the locapacts. But each level has its own view, its
own dimension and the local players must adapt thémarefore the DMP is complex and
dynamic and involves a great effort of self-orgatian of local players. The support from
national level is crucial in terms of legality, fisiand trust.

Stephane Bauddrom MTF, in “A step-wise participatory decision process for cheal
waste: the Regional Observatory for Industrial Véastom Midi-Pyrénées (ORDIMIP)”
presented the sitting process for the disposah@fchemical waste with high toxicity degree
at Midi — Pyrénées. He explained the context aedptioblem: according to the law acting at
that time (1992) regarding the industrial waste ag@ment, each region had to have a plan
for their elimination - a plan coordinated by thefect of the region, and gave details on the
ORDIMIP process. This process covered two levéis:lbocal and the regional ones, each of
them having their own consultations instrumentsn@idtative Commission at regional level
and Local Commissions for Information and Monitgrif€LIS) at each disposal site involved
in the process). The main objectives of ORDIMIP evir define a concept for the chemical
waste repository answering the technical, econdpsoaial and ecological requirements, and
informing the population. It was an independentoigation but not a place for decision. The
process covered three stages, corresponding téevieés involved (national, regional and
local) and Stephane detailed the steps of eacle,stagering the creation of ORDIMIP and
respectively CLI de Graulhet, their composition,jeahives, activities, evolution and
articulation between them. The entire process wasedb on plurality and balance and
contributed to the final purpose - the regionalteefor chemical waste.

Marian Constantin from NF, presented the current DMP occurring mmnRnia in order to
provide the background information for a practieakrcise in the Romanian Stakeholder
Group having as result the improvement of localtdbuation to the current DMP. The
presentation started with nuclear culture aspettRamania. After 1989 we've learnt that
public must be consulted. Public consultation fog tJnit 1 and 2 of Cernavoda NPP was
done without a major public participation. Regagdithe RWM, Marian showed that
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ANDRAD comes on an historical situation alreadyséing. ANRDAD has some deadlines
that let it enough time for its projects, but thesealso an optimum period of time for
implement them. ANDRAD’s strategies foresee the lipulmvolvement in the decisions
regarding waste disposal. The presentation idestdispects regarding the decisional process
from the point of view nuclear operators (ANDRADPR) as well as from the local
communities point of view, applied to the LILW maeanent, according to the stepwise
DMP process proposed by Claire (problem definitoljcy formulation, management action
and monitoring and evaluation). Starting from thi€ thodel and the particularities of the
Romanian case, Marian proposes a plan as a stgrting for the discussions with the
members of the Romanian Stakeholders Group.

The proposed DMP exercise consists of the ideatiba of the steps, need for investigations,
possible ways for the evolution process, need hatyasis support etc. for the sitting process
of the national LILW repository in the Dobrogeaimyg(including Cernavoda-Saligny area).
Clearer the definition of the problem i8ls Cernavoda Area appropriate for a LILW
Repository site (including silent public voice)?”

The process include four steps:

(A) problem definition;

(B) preparatory phase: What is the knowledge edl&d the Problem?
(C) knowledge strategy: Capturing the Needed Kedgyé;

(D) RW repository discussion: Difficulties, Solois, Interests ;

(E) negotiation: Harmonize the Interests

In Figure 4 a sketch of the approach is presented.

Public Representatives Industry Representatives

| Cernavoda Area Association SN Nuclearelectrica
ANDRAD
Local Committee Nuclear Agency _
Construction? n Ministry of Economy and Finance
A4 v
Regulatory > NSG ¢ Research and Design,
Body CNCAN d (Dialoaue Frame) Constiltants
[

./

Locations and Technical Solutions for LILW
Disnosal

||

| Risks for Public Health and Environment |
I I

| Level of Compensation? or Social Program? |

Vv

| LILW Site ? |

Fig. 4 LILW Sitting DMP

Two perspectives were analyzed, from the pointi@wof nuclear industry and, respectively,
of the local community. The formulation of nucleadustry compared with the formulation

of local communities is presented in Table 3. THieknt steps of the process are identified
in Fig. 5.
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Table 3. LILW Sitting DMP- Formulation by Nucleardustry and Local Community

Nuclear Industry’s Formulation Local Communiti€sgrmulation

Problem definition: Is Cernavoda Area appropriate is Cernavoda Area appropriate fol
a LILW Repository site (includingLILW Repository site (including
public acceptance)? silent public voice)?

Policy formulation: Convincing local voices theesis | Obtain the maximum benefit from
appropriate, the risks are veryILW project; Reducing the possible
low, the advantages are importantangers;

Management action: Lobby for Site; Discussion witbompensation Low  Definition
local authorities; Public debates; Negotiation about the level of

compensation; Dialogue and
negotiations  with NPP  and
ANDRAD;

Monitoring and| Effect in acceptance; RepgProgress in compensation low;

evaluation progress in legal actions for thé€ublic Acceptance Investigation.
LILW Project;

A= Problem Definition

B= Preparatory Phase

Is Cernavoda Area
appropriate for a LILW
Repository site
(including silent public

\vniceY,

What is the knowledge
related to the Problem?

Technical Aspects
(how work?)

Safety Aspects
(Risks and Prevention
Measiires?)

Actors

Actors

SNN

ANDRAD, AN, CNCAN
Local Community
Research & Design
Institutes

SNN

ANDRAD, AN, CNCAN
Local Community
Research & Design
Institutes

Actions

Actions

-technical analysis
-public acceptance
-negotiation of the
conditions

-exploring the
understanding&
knowledge of different
actors

-define needs (data,

Decision makers

Decision makers IH:

SNN
ANDRAD
Local Community

Social Aspects
(perception&attitudes?)

Existing
knowledge =
Satisfactory for

GRS

Need for Addition
Information T
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C= Knowledge Strategy D= RW
Repos.Discussion
Capturing the Needed
Knowledge
Difficulties, Solutions,
Interests....
Actors Actors
SNN SNN
ANDRAD, AN, CNCAN ANDRAD, AN, CNCAN
Local Community Local Community
Research & Design Research & Design
Institutes Institutes
lalats NGOs
Actions |:||:| Actions
-analyze the actual -exploring the safety,
state; technical and social
-fill the gaps; aspects;
-transfer of knowledge; - rejecting/accepting the — -
___________ site Rejecting the site
- nronnsal of nenatiatinn
Decision makers Decision makers ||]|:
SNN National Stakeholders’
ANDRAD Group —
Local Community | | . Negotiation

E= Negotiation

Harmonize the Interests

Actors

SNN

ANDRAD, AN, CNCAN
Local Community
Research & Design
Institutes

NGOs

Actions

Define the positions;
Analyze the request;
Compensation or social

actions? -
Compensations or Compensations? |]|:|
rediicina the nerceived

Decision makers |:|
SNN
ANDRAD
Local Community Action to reduce the
....... perceived risks?

Fig. 5 Sketch of DMP
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Cernavoda town Mayoconsiders that it is necessary to have in Romasia ahe other
European countries, a law for public debate andherse with stages and procedures for
successful DMP. What should be done in the futdte$hould work for continuity and
perseverance in the implementation of the plan ggeg by Marian Constantin (see DMP).
This plan can be applied and its objectives coeldthieved. It is more difficult to influence
the community. He considers that the national aitthe (ANDRAD, CNCAN, AN, INR)
should insure the continuity of their links with nmmunity. He wishes to have a larger
participation including surrounding municipaliti€saligny, Seimeni, Aliman, Rahova), but to
exclude the TVs representatives.

Saligny village Mayoisaid that compensations and social programs shmildegotiated by
free, open and honest discussions, which shalledserthe distrust. People from Saligny are
concerned by the safety of the environment in whingy are living. He knows that CNCAN
(the Romanian regulatory body) will decide if trepository will be built at Saligny or not.
But could they trust the CNCAN competence?

Representative of ARIbbnsiders that CNCAN is a very well known insibatin Romania
acting from long time and it is independent. Howetke political influence should be not
neglected. She appreciates the young staff of CNCAN

Representative of CNCAMformed that Regulatory Body is assisted by IAE{erts in the
priocesss of sitting. Recently an IAEA mission doded its evaluation of the technical
documentation and formulated remarks and recomntiemnda

Saligny village Mayorexplains that he has no specialists to judge theectitude of
CNCAN's decisions, and he must take a very impaérdaaision involving the present and the
future of the people living in Saligny, the apprbfaa the future site of LILW.

Representative of ARINgeptical, affirms that everything is in fact difpgal command.

Representative of AGlAagrees on the political influence. AGIA’'s law-prgab on
compensation for the limited use of the land, genall institutional organizations able to
support it, lost already one year due to politgr@ups. He has a good opinion on the CNCAN
competence. The previous activity of CNCAN, basadaovery professional training of the
staff and a procedures-based evaluation guaratiteadluclear safety and quality in Romania.
The permanent IAEA assistance makes CNCAN work @acisions even more trustful.
Speaking about the people distrust, he considereat tSNN (National Society
“Nuclearelectrica”) is the main responsible andldomprove this situation by ordering a
study on the state of the people health. The in&ion Centre from Cernavoda organized by
SNN is not an efficient information solution sintceunderstand all information delivered by
this centre, a certain technical background is s and not everybody has it. Regarding
the activity of the NSG, he considers that the f@mois should be discussed step by step. The
scheme proposed by Marian is good, it is intergstand could be completed adding the
NGOs as decision makers. A clear distinction muestntade between administration and
community.

Marian ConstantinNF) underlines that a Local Committee can askirfdependent expertise.

Representative of CNCANnNderlines also the idea of the independent exp€N€ AN also
asks their opinion when necessary.
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Representative of Saligmpncluded that he does not contest the CNCAN psidealism.

Mariana Mircea, NSG presidentappreciated the plan proposed for the decision mgaki
process, based on the UK model and considersttehbuld be closely followed up. But for
the Romanian case, meaning the sitting procesdLdV Lrepository, the key problem is the
time. We are already in the stage E and it is imjdes to recover the steps C and D. The
Local Committee for Information was created, inhugor the public information and
consultation. The actors in the stage E have been well identified in the scheme. The
decision makers are the key factors. Those tisatrénthe success of the public participation
are the NGOs; they are also stakeholders, involaetbrs, but they cannot make decisions.
Actually, the key factors are the Ministry of Ecomp and Finances, ANDRAD or SNN,
CNCAN, the municipalities of Cernavoda and Saligrig.order to make a real progress, the
NGOs must be consulted. But the NGOs have no articulatito intervene in the DMP.
Speaking about the citizens’ concerns, she corssithat it is not about distrust in CNCAN,
but about a lack of a clear presentation of the gr@blem.They feel something happens but
they cannot understand what they should do.

Representative of ANDRAfartially agrees Mariana’s position on the DMPY, she said it is
not true that the decision regarding the LILW refmrg at the Saligny site was already made.
If the result of CNCAN evaluation for the disposal this site will be negative, the sitting
process will be restarted from the beginning. ANDIR& ready to provide any information
regarding LIL repository requested by the publicd aNGOs. Up to present, already
ANDRAD made already 5-6 presentations on the raiiea waste management in Romania
and on the decision scheme, which is very complex.

Theme 3: Health and Environment Monitoring around Nuclear Installations

Objectives

(O1) To exchange experience of other countriesonitaring;

(O2) To understand the role of the public and L@ealth and environmental monitoring;
(03) To present the monitoring activities performigg different Romanian organizati
(National Agency for Environment, Institute for FigtHealth, Nuclearelectrica-NPP owner
(O4) To investigate the specificity of the Cernaa@iea case

(O5) To discuss the public perception and the needseckl®o health and environmengl
protection

(O5) To identify the actions and the actors in ortieimprove health and environmenggl
monitoring

Presentations:
a) MTF Experts’ Presentations:

* Monitoring the impact of nuclear facilities: exparce of French local commissiohg

Serge Gadbois

* Long term environmental surveillandgy Ludivine GILLI, Cynthia REAUD, Thierr
SCHNEIDER

» Health impact assessment concerning nuclear iastals: Feedback experiendsy
Ludivine GILLI, Cynthia REAUD, Thierry SCHNEIDER
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b) Romanian authorities’ and industry’s presentatio

* The health of the population in the neighborhoodhwdlear objectiveby Cristina May,
Alexandra Cucu, Institute of Public Health, Buclsire

» Radioactivity Monitoring for Environmenby Elena SIMION, National Agency f
Environmental Protection

* The Impact of Cernavoda NPP Normal Operation onBheironmentby E. Bobric, I.
Popescu, V. Simionov, Health Physics Departmenfaeda NPP

c) Needs of local representatives:

» The Proposal of the Local Community for Improviing tMonitorization Programmes
Environmental and Population’s HealifiElena Rotaru, Cernavoda community

The main conclusions of the presentations, investagons and discussions:

The theme was discussed in NSG3 (September 20@B)(J&wuary 2009) and NSG4
(February 2009)The theme appeared both asligect interest of the public related to the

concernment of Cernavoda inhabitants about theentte of NPP (by radioactive releasing)
on the health andiadirect interest related to the compensation issue;

In NSG3 Serge GadoidsMTF expert, presented examples of environmental health
monitoring around the nuclear facilities of La HagWNorth Cotentin and Grad entitled:
“Monitoring the impact of nuclear facilities from lacal perspective: the experience of
French Local Commissions”This historical approach reported steps taken by local
commissions and their motivation to launch the texgsepidemiological studies and set up a
register of cancer to determine any possible catioel between the existence of nuclear
activities and health problems in the populatiohe Tpresentation highlighted the way in
which local Commissions of Information (CLI) werevolved in the monitoring activities and
implementation of the register, as well as matredating to material and human effort
involved in these programs. The presentation empééghe difficulty to find a straight
forward answer to questions about the health impadhis respect, Local Commissions try
to develop a better understanding of the mechanipnogesses and paths which lead from
releases to a possible pollution, and a possikdéthanpact.

Representative of AGlRequested inviting personalities from the MinistfyHealth or the
Department of Health Constanta to hear and leaoutaimethods used in Europe. He also
criticized the Environmental Impact Study done ttug Units 3 and 4, in which graphics are
displayed only with the radiation for areas witle thighest exposure in the country (Calarasi
district). He asked if in Romania have been donglies on public health in the area of
nuclear objectives and if so, desired to be maddigpthese results.

Representative of ANDRAproposed that, for the next meeting, the MTF expedress
health monitoring around a LILW disposal site, $amto LILW Saligny repository because
the cases presented by Serge are related to theaNdfeprocessing plant. Regarding the
press statements saying that Saligny repositoryleimgntation is imminent, ANDRAD
indicates that right now there are just studiegdrding the monitoring of health, Stela stated
that during the Meeting of the Romanian SocietyRafliation Protection held in Galati, 9-11
September 2008 the papg&eport on National Program on health around nucléilities"
was presented. The program was started in 199%aridrms comparisons with the average
health status in the country. The investigated rpatars are the mortality due to the cancer
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and cancer incidence induced by solid tumors, lel&keand lymphoma. In Cernavoda area in
a state of health larger than the national avetsage been reported. ANDRAD intends to
make the necessary arrangements for this repbe fwresented in detail in the public debates
in the area Cernavoda-Saligny. But the followingsfions remains to be answere: does the
presence of a LILW repository bring something besithe existence of the CNE in the area?
Further investigations are indeed needed?

Representative of medical workdrem Saligny Village, indicates that physicians annually
transmit data on the cancer morbidity situation $he does not know if they are centralized
in a database or register. Measures to preventecaaod illness and on the cancer
conseqguences consisting in some previous changeshbuld be known are needed.

Representative of ANDRAiDdicates that from this reason, the monitorindheélth should
be doubled by a program of environmental monitaring

Representative of medical workerensidered that focus on cancer exclusively coud h
other effects of radiations. In this sense he edtian increased number of anomalies of the
teeth and jaw in very serious forms caused by obmig the embryo stage that could be a
result of irradiation. In his opinion the Dentistkgsociation should conduct studies on teeth.

On the other hand Constanta Department of Healtlwkrtoo little about radioactive waste
and the potential LILW repository at Saligny.

Representative of URsks if there is another alternative in case 8gligILW does not
receive license for construction.

Representative of ANDRARBnswered in case if the Saligny site will be techlty
inadequate, ANDRAD will switch to another site istigation. At present, the undergoing
activities consist in: remedial drilling, experinterto improve the bearing capacity of the
loess, assembling a network of sensors for the tmamg of the unsaturated zone
hydrogeology and a meteo-station.

Representative of URonsidered that a delay in repository constructiomuld generate
problems for the storage of waste at NPP.

Representative of AGIl&xpressed his distrust in national institutionsl aagional health
authorities, in local and national authoritieshe nuclear field and he would like to have the
possibility of performing independent surveys byagency from abroad.

Representative of Cernavoda NPRRys that if distrust exists, then studies supgotiy
international funds can be done; but the indication the cancer cases are provided by
doctors.

Serge Gadboigndicates that in France these programs have lbaemed out by expert
organizations, NGOs and universities, sometimekidiieg foreign experts to strengthen the
trust. But there have been also cases in whichiessudere made by specialized public
organizations.

Representative of AGlgaid that "we are asked to be confident, but weived nothing! For
example, our (AGIA) compensation law is alreadyhat fifth revision. Money coming from
compensation could be given to the hospital to nkealth of the population. There is no
cardiologist in the hospital. AGIA is working in project for making a cartoon, an
information material for local television to inforthe population about the dangerous waste
generated by the NPP. We have concerns, but wim &agih (compensations)”.
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In the second part of the presentat®@erge Gadboitas pointed that health and environment
monitoring should be investigated together. Sengsgnted a list of topics that could be
prepared by the Methodological Task Force (MTF) andld be of interest for Romanian
Stakeholders, such as information on the health emdronmental surveillance systems
operating in France around similar disposal togfespective site in Saligny (LLW), actions
undertaken by Local Commissions along the Loireleyalto follow the impact of nuclear
facilities on the environment, the role of localtas in monitoring, how to ensure the
relevance and transparency in these programs seprand future.

Daniela Diaconu(from NF) ask participants if would be appropritdganitiate a program for
health monitoring parallel to the national one be texisting system should be only
completed. Another proposal was to continue disoasson the health and environmental
monitoring program and to invite the authors of teport indicated by Stela in the future
meetings, if the partners consider it is useful.

Representative of Cernavoda NPiRdicates that there are other parallel activjties
independent, such as surveillance of the environimrennd the NPP.

Mrs. Claire MaysMTF expert, estimated that it is a very complexation. Local situation is
defined by differing parameters, roles, styleshiriking, behavior, relationships, according to
the different stakeholders. For this reason we oaemplify things and demand that all act
according to a single logic. In particular we canalb have the same temporal perspective.
Governmental authorities work to short deadlinethiwia bureaucratic process and in this
perspective it is normal that they set 1-5 yearsaafetudy. However, finding answers to some
guestions asked by the LC, in particular about @t health impacts, will require decades.
We cannot unify the perception, but the demandrfore transparency is normal. Demand for
more transparency does not mean necessary dibutighe eagerness to improve things. In
this moment, the role of local communities is need yet. LC has an important role in
increasing transparency.

Representative of Cernavoda NREtalls that it was about three things: healtiwjrenment
and money. Money is look through the financial cemgation. But how much is an mSv
(miliSievert - unit dose absorbed by a person)?I€the financial compensation be directly
correlated to the radiological risk?

Serge Gadboisonsider that it is a question which has beenudsed for a long time in
Europe. The following answer could be made: whyecoeive compensation if there is no
risk? Does bartering risks and money help the conityjin managing its future? In the case
of radioactive waste management funding is ratle@nsas a sign of solidarity with the
communities that host a radioactive waste repgsiéoid as a solution to their vulnerability.
Funding should support the community in its autoaosdevelopment and in its capacity to
remain vigilant and to gain control over its future

Representative of Cernavoda NBRid that according to IAEA documents, there isrisk
compensation by offsetting amounts of money.

Gaston MeskendITF expert indicates that there is a formula twwate the compensation,
but it is only an ethical issue.

Representative of AGlAas an opposite opinion. In the AGIA law-projetitere is a
relationship to calculate the compensation and shode of sharing them, for example
resolving critical local issues, such as the Haesgtaff in Cernavoda. He recommends SNN
to read the projects proposed by local NGOs.
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Representative of medical workezsnsiders compensations as a means by which te lif
standard (quality) of a person can increase, ptewgrhe negative effects of previously
generated situations.

Thierry Schneider, CIP expert from CEPN Franpeesented’Health impact assessment
concerning nuclear installations: Feedback experegncentred on the instruments available
for the measurement of the health evolution arcamdiclear facility and results achieved in
the France in different studies. Thierry descrilibd main instruments available: cancer
registry, epidemiological study and risk assessmdascribing their objectives, expected
results of each instrument, their relevance, limarsd benefits. The presentation was
illustrated with examples for each instrument: ttencer registry in Manche county,
epidemiological studies and risk assessment urmlety North Cotentin Radioecological
Group following an excess of leukemia around La utageprocessing plant. Thierry
explained the contexts generating these studiesyrilanization of each process and the main
outcomes. The cancer registry is a useful instrdrbah irrelevant since it does not lead to
clear conclusions. Based on its data, no connectwith nuclear installations could been
established. The epidemiological study lookingh® maladies frequency and distribution is
an instrument important in the exploration of thgdthesis of diseases source, but also
irrelevant, since conclusions are not possible uée poor statistics available. The risk
assessment is subjected to large uncertaintiesiaipeonnected to source term definition. It
gives figures but these could be irrelevant.

Representative of ANDRADNderlines that the epidemiological and risk sssent studies
presented by Thierry have been done for La Hagnearaa with many nuclear facilities
(reprocessing plant, nuclear power plant), quitledint from Cernavoda and Saligny case.

Cyntia Reaud, CIP expert from CEPN Frangeesented the first part dLong term
environmental surveillance’reflecting the French experience for LIL waste disd
monitoring around the Centre de I'’Aube. The prestont gave insights on the repository
systems, the regulatory elements requested fotysdfee surveillance plan developed and
applied by the operator (ANDRA) and some resultsioled by independent laboratories and
by ANDRA itself. A special focus was given to thebfic information process consisting in
reports to the competent authorities and civil stycproduced by the operator (ANDRA) such
as annual public reports, reports released so@n @itidents or accidents, and information
about discharges sent to Local Liaison Committee.

Ludivine Gilli, CIP expert from CEPN Francepntinued the presentation on environmental
monitoring around a LIL waste repository with theedlback experience of Local Liaison
Committee of Soulaines’ action, consisting in adejpendent environmental monitoring
project undertook by Soulaine’s LLC in cooperatwith a Lyceum. The origin of this
process started in 2004 when people begun to beeooed by a change in the legislation
related to the liquid discharges in environmenevblved in 2006 with the people concerns
on the potential impact of the LIL repository ore tlocal products (wood, champagne) that
determined the LLC to pay an independent enviroratiempact study in order to produce
independent observations but not to formulate amichs. The process involved an
independent expert, but also ANDRA participatiohisTcooperative process was a positive
experience bringing a better understanding of therenmental issues and of the radioactive
level in the zone. The presentation ended with &sments that could be address by the
Romanian stakeholders in order to define a momitpplan in Cernavoda-Saligny zone such
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as thenvolvement of the local actors in the design & thonitoring program, their access to
information and independent experts.

Cristina May and Alexandra Cuctrom Institute of Public Health, Bucharest“ifhe health

of the population in the neighborhood of nucleajechives” described the national situation
for health of the population located in the neigtiiood of nuclear power sites, based mainly
on the study of the neoplasm’s’ frequency. The nrmeesult consists of a database
construction containing the evolution of the healthpopulation located in the neighborhood
of NPP.

IPHB presented the methodology for data collecéind processing. The main of the work
are:

- the standard rate of general mortality in Cernava@a is less than the average of the
country (about 75% of the averaged value);

- similar results for the standard rate of mortaiitsough solid neoplasm and standard
rate of neoplasm incidence in Cernavoda area,;

- comparing the leukemia incidence in Cernavoda dhdranuclear sites (Bechet-near
Kozloduy-Bulgaria NPP, Pitesti-research facilitiemd Feldioara-plant for fuel
powder) the results are similar, excepting Feldioghere the incidence are greater;

Similar with the French presentation IPHB cannohatode that a correlation between
incidence of cancer and presence of the nucledititzc may be proof in this stage. At the
same time the extending and refining of the ingasibns based on national funds is
compulsory needed to maintain the continuity ofghecess.

Elena SIMION,from National Agency for Environmental Protectionn ,Radioactivity
Monitoring for Environment” presented the methodological aspects and resulttheof
surveillance in the Cernavoda. The main results ammpared with the surveillance of
Kozloduy area (Bulgarian NPP, placed on the bowdd#r Romania). The investigations have
included: atmospheric aerosols, atmospheric tog¢ploditions, surface water, groundwater,
rainfall water, drinking water, vegetation, soihélresults are presented per each month of the
year for some of the important radionuclides. Alle tresults show values under the
specifications imposed by national rules. The dilaree and analysis methodologies are
based on international procedures and standards. pfésentation outlined the national
structure of the monitoring network at nationaldewvith a special focus on the Cernavoda
zone. From 88 automatised stations existing in Roma32 are placed around Crenavoda
NPP and 17 around the Koslodui NPP. Water andsamnples are analyzed in the 37
laboratories around Romania working 24 hours/dée Agency runs two major programs: a
standard program for measurements of the envirohatehe same time in all locations; and
a program following the antropic modifications iimé. The results of the monitoring
program showed that the radioactivity measuredratd@ernavoda, as well as in other towns
as Slobozia, Calarasi, and Constanta are in theralabackground limits. The gamma
spectrometry data did not show gamma emissions freNPP. The radionuclides found in
environmental samples (Cs 137 or K-40) are from r@dieyl accident. The H-3
measurements in rain off and surface waters (delleat Seimeni, Saligny, Cernavoda-Dam
and release location) are below the accepted inmihe drinking water (100Bg/l). The dose
rate measured around Koslodui ranges between 9QHhthSv/hour, a normal value.

E. Bobrig from Health Physics Department, Cernavoda NP&wshn the presentatidiihe
Impact of Cernavoda NPP Normal Operation on theimment” that an important activity
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in the environment surveillance is made by NPP atper CNE Cernavoda. The presentation
was focused on tritium measurement: tritium conegion in environmental samples around
Cernavoda NPP (air, water, drinking water, food glas).
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Fig. 6 Tritium doses for Cernavoda people estimatddg measured tritium
activity in environmental samples

More than 1« yeald> Ul EXPEIIEIILE 1T CANDU UpEldauiLelllavuud NFF Tiave SHuwil that
tritium is mainly released as tritiated water irsgaus and liquid effluents and has the most
important contribution to public and professionapesure. Tritium doses for critical group
due to Cernavoda plant airborne emissions betwé&96 land 2007 were less than 10
pnSvlyear. Tritium doses for Cernavoda people estichasing measured tritium activity in
environmental samples (Figure 6) are with one ooflenagnitude lower than dose values for
critical group members.

The environmental monitoring program covers a lagE surrounding the NPP and a large
spectrum of samples. But it is not easy to coltgstematically some types of samples from
the local farmers (milk, chickens, and vegetabted)sh. Tritium doses for Cernavoda people
estimated using measured tritium activity in enwimental samples are one order of
magnitude lower than dose values for the criticalig members (children and elders). The
monitoring system is continuously measuring th@%-and the radioactive particles, H-3 and
C-14. The NPP releases Bulletins to the Local Auties from Cernavoda and Saligny, to

AGIA and briefs in local TV news.

Elena Rotarufrom Cernavoda communitpresentedThe Proposal of the Local Community
for Improving the Monitorization Programmes of Enovimental and Population’s Health”.
The presentation included the main public opinioetated to health monitoring and
environmental surveillance as follows:
» spent fuel storage (dry storage on 50 year), NRPfature LILW repository
are seen as certain risk factors for public heaith for environment;
* the most part of the perceived or existing diseaseLernavoda town,
including the high ratio of cases of tuberculosise consequences of the
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radiations; even the mental diseases are consespiaricthe fear/anxiety
produced by the presence of daily risks;

* the health system (hospitals, physicians, medicglipenent, etc.) s
characterized as poor and without future; the #tiac of medical jobs in
Cernavoda is perceived as very low;

* until now, the complete set of analysis needed discovering a severe
dysfunction can not be provided by local medicastem, some of those
analysis being sent to laboratories in other cesntwith the consequence of
delaying the diagnosis;

» only few private medical laboratories exists in i@2eoda and these provide a
limited type of analysis

» the required compensations are seen as an useéul toefinance the health
system in order to improve the existing situation;

» the representatives of local NGOs expressed thledatrust in regional and
national structures of health/medical system asd & nuclear authorities;
they want independent parallel studies in ordezdimpare the official results
with independent ones;

» related to the future LILW Saligny repository th&Q8s representatives see the
fact as a desired concentration of the risks indtme area in order to not
disturb other communities; in that sense, the Gertha area population is seen
as a “given up” community;

» it is very important to know the determinant fastéor diseases with a major
impact on the population’s health and to perfornearly diagnose on the basis
of the improvement of the investigation and mommgrcapabilities;

» extending the usual monitoring around the nuclesmilifies (cancer and
leukaemia) to other diseases with a major impacttle health, like:
tuberculosis, diabetes, endocrinological diseaard, other diseases that are
directly caused by the presence of radiations;

Local community of Cernavoda has formulated a psapdor improving the population’s
health by increasing the population’s access atices of preventive medical assistance
consisting of:

definition of a complete set of analysis for eadgtecting of certain diseases
induced by external factors (radiation, effluemts)nternal (risk stress)

obtaining the financial support to cover the cdghe analysis (by NPP or nuclear
authorities)

identification of the most performing laboratorigem Constanta County that
should be contracted by Cernavoda

defining the program for health monitoring: statist group, type of analysis,

implementation methods, experts to discuss theltsgesavaluation methods,

feedback

achieving a high operational standard for the habghrough: acquisition of new

equipments and hiring specialized personnel, sgpttup an appropriate

management and new laboratories for cardiologyjoernology, rheumatology,

ophthalmology, etc.

involving of the family practicers in the existimgppulation's health monitoring

program; acquisition of computers, equipments afitivare for the dispensary
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» performing periodical comparison of the monitorimegults for the people around
the nuclear sites and regular results from othgiorss of the country.

» periodical comparison of the environmental chargsties of nuclear sites and
similar non-nuclear regions of the country

On the other hand local community proposes to thtce activities of information connected
with health monitoring:

* education of the population — performed with thepput of the local
administration and the medical personnel — to adofiealthy life style’, having
the purpose to reduce the frequency of risk faatelsted to the actual dominant
diseases;

» systematic information, counseling and clinico-bgtal screening for early
discovering of oncological, cardiological and ndagical dysfunctions and other
diseases connected with reproductive system andaimeealth, as a function of
risk factors;

* Institute of Public Health will provide useful infoation based on the reports and
the studies performed on the population insidegiorewith a radius of 30 km
around the NPP, carried out for the diseases cahgerhdiation and for the
complementary dysfunctions, during 1984-1994 an@412007 (after the starting
of Units 1 and 2), and also the influence of th&4Zand H-3 emissions;

Concluding the meeting, it was established thatrikgtute for Public Health will collaborate
with the Cernavoda community in order to perforntnocellular investigations. The funds
must be supplied by authorities. The details wal discussed between the two parts in the
next future.

Theme 4: Social Aspects and Local Development

Objectives

(O1) To identify local needs for development antryao prioritize them

(0O2) To explore the possible approaches to supfuet local development includi
involvement of nuclear industry

Presentations:

» “Social aspects of the local communities Cernavadd Saligny (present aspects ghd
future perspectivesly Gabriel Tatulescu, Mayor of Saligny

» "Social Aspects for Cernavoda: present and futlrg" Mariana Mircea, Mayor o
Cernavoda

The main conclusions of the presentations, invesagons and discussions:

Mariana Mircea, Mayor of Cernavodajn "Social Aspects for Cernavoda: present and
futuré'. Reveals that the main problems of the city a@nomic activities linked solely by
the NPP, increased unemployment, above the avecagmty (reported figures are
unrealistic), the low level of income, the low léw health services, lack of parks and public
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gardens, poorly developed infrastructure. Infragtiee requirements are related primarily to:
heating system and, sewerage extension, the @letion of new neighborhoods. The funds
needed for these projects exceed 50 millions eDl@ms for compensation are justified by
the situation in city development and its socialdiion (many citizens are socially assisted).
Development requirements are: infrastructure dgareknt mentioned above, improvement of
health services and education (establishment ofigetsity with a research center in energy
as in Slovenia), leisure time, the protection dtumal heritage, creation of an industrial park
to create new jobs, houses building. Cernavoda megauests support from the national
nuclear authorities for the house heating and tlieero projects, getting financial
compensation, support for information (consideresranimportant than compensations). In
the end, she reminds the compensations receivechbgrtant towns hosting wind energy
plants on their territory.

Gabriel Tatulescumayor of Saligny, presented th&dcial issues specific to Saligny Village:
present and fututein which he mentioned the progress of some itfuatures projects and
those needed in the next period. The urgent dewedap needs formulated in the strategy of
local development are: water supply system, seweeaag waste water system, heating. The
main problem is similar with Cernavoda one: theding. Therefore the local authorities
formulate the need of lobbying from the nuclearhatties in order to obtain grants.
Supllementary, among the community wishes theretlamske to get electricity at the producer
price and heat to a low cost. He estimated thahaaities in the nuclear field are not
represented in the NSG meetings by representatitegpower of decision.

Representative of SNiéad announced that the money required for thetifumog of the LC
will be consumed by the end of the year. Regartilagana’s request for extension of public
gardens and parks, it is compulsory need to idetité location for forestation.

Representative of ANDRA®Relcomes the idea to require lobbying for infrasture projects
from nuclear authorities.

The main conclusions of the theme are:

- the development needs are clearly formulated byldbal authorities, including the
estimated budget;

- the needs are relevant and very important botlydaility of life and to stimulate the
development of local economy;

- the needs are urgent and may not be sustainedchlpablic funds; national and/or
European funds are needed;

- a strong support from nuclear industry and nationallear authorities is needed in
order, minimal by lobby, to open appropriate themesational project competitions;

- the nuclear industry cannot fund the local develeptnexcept the measures contained
in the Social Programme;

- the NPP contribute indirectly to the Social Progmamimplementation since the
responsibility is at the governmental level,
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Theme 5: Benefits for RW Host Community

Objectives
(O1) To obtain relevant information about the bé@s&fompensations system used in otfler
countries;

(02) To identify the specificity of the Romanianggaand the possible approaches;

Presentations:
MTF Experts’ Presentations:

* Areview of community benefitgy Phil Richardson Galson SciencedK

» Belgian approaches for community benefits for LILdéposal,by Gaston Meskens
SCK-CEN, Belgia

The main conclusions of the presentations, investagons and discussions:

Although the theme was systematically discussed3G5 (June 2009) it appeared as a red
thread in all the meeting. Generally it was a anpoint for the discussions, the
representatives of the local communities introdgdmequently the issues in their speeches,
guestions or answers.

Phil Richardsonfrom MTF, in“A review of community benefitspresented the principles
and the types of community benefits with examplesnf different countries from Europe,
USA, Canada, Republic of Korea (cash incentivesiatdenefits, empowerment measures,
and involvement support packages). The cash inantnay be grouped as: (1) lump sums
(payments made directly to the affected communit§p)) annual payments (regular,
throughout agreed period); (3) expert support pgekdallows access to external views); (4)
tax revenue: to compensate for perceived impasjgrist fund: to support future generations
if problems arise; (6) profit sharing (allows alfieg of local control if privately operated).
Generally the funds are used for creating locakeige, performing studies, and support for
DMP or for local development. Phil apprised thagraat amount of money injected in a
community may create a splitting effect.

Social benefit’ measures are intended to dimimslirect effects such as the decreasing of the
agriculture production, land values etc. and thay itme: (1) employment (must not be seen to
target poorer areas); (2 frastructure improvements (to offset real or péered impacts); (3)
property value protection (compensation for demaide decreases in value); (4) integrated
development projects (long term support); (5) raetmn of developer (vote of confidence in
the safety of the facility plus economic benefi{®) discounts (tangible compensation for a
national service). The reducing of the electrigityce may be a solution for Saligny and
Cernavoda.

The community empowerment’ measures are: (1) losallvement in DMP (opportunity to
influence the details of the project); (2) capaditylding (allows community to learn about
the issues); (3) development of a local partnerthipversee project (allows a sense of local
ownership and control).
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Involvement support packages are less frequenty.usor example in Belgium for LLW
approximately 250,000€/yr was available to suppiw partnership during the initial
feasibility work, followed by 125,000/yr followinggreement to site a facility (subject to
current review). In Canada, for ILW, consultantsyiewers and experts can be hired as part
of €23 million of available support over the ne&ty&ars.

Finally Phil presented a SWOT analyse for the benefith detailed aspects for each type
and component.

Gaston Meskensfrom MTF, in “Belgian approaches for community benefits for LILW
disposal presented the compensation aspects for commsnitiem Belgium. Gaston
affrmed that the involvement of the stakeholderDMP is a right, not a benefit. The
compensation for risks should be added to the righparticipate, therefore the costs of
participation does not represent compensations. ddmcept of compensation is more
appropriate for nuclear field than the benefit teince the compensations are legitimated by
the existing risks. The presentations are focusedhe historical aspects of partnerships
formation and functioning in Belgium (Mona, Stolanda Palloff) connected with the
compensation idea. Even that in the site selectimtess Dessel was preferred as the
solution, the community of Dessel affirmed the daieation to involve Mol community in
the DMP and, also, to share the resulted compemsatiowever, some divergences
connected with the extending of the affected zame &ith the management exist. On the
other hand, the compensations are ethically jestifiout the risk quantifying process is
difficult to be applied. Compensation cannot benses a back-hander, because the
communities receiving national wastes receive tlagvbdacks produced by whole society. It is
difficult to estimate the level of the compensatidne to the: processes complexity,
hypothesis and predictions’ complexity, uncertainfythe causal relationship, difficulty in
comparing risks and benefits. To identify the by of the compensations geographical
factors (affected region) and temporal factors gpn¢ generation decides the level of
compensations received before the generation oslg should take into account. The
definition of the sustainable development may ke lihsis for the compensation principle.
This principle need some flexibility and allowsfdilent compensation approaches.

Representative of AGlasked who was responsible in Belgium to obtainmemsation.

Gaston Meskensdicates that in Belgium there are indicationsthe creation of Waste Fund
established on the principle "polluter pays". The&enot yet stipulated money for local
development, but there is discussion between tle@@gand waste polluter to increase it.
Communities are interested in receiving direct tmeney because these funds could be
managed more efficiently and on longer term. A venportant fact is that there is an
agreement between the partners on the need ofitidefér socio-economic development.

Claire Maysremembers the model of Sweden, where the fundtebkshed by paying a
percentage of a KWh of energy produced. Local comti@s have made a petition to fund
independent studies from this fund.

Representative of AGIprefers the Slovenian model of compensation. Ldl&aOs and local
authorities want an appropriate level of compepsatiin order to sustain the local
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development needs. Unfortunately in the NSG mestinigcision-makers of nuclear
authorities (SNN, ME, ANDRAD, CNCAN, NPP) are noepent (these organizations prefers
to be represented by middle-management persongthAnimportant aspect is connected
with the delay in formation and functioning of L@/ithout a functional LC the progress in
compensation problem will be difficult.

Claire Mayssaid that affected community is not defined by dmiaistrative territory, but as
a group of communities placed in the influence argof a nuclear facility. Therefore the
compensations are intended to such a group of camtiesi

Representative of AGlAsked the representative of SNN NuclearElectrimauaithe amount
of taxes paid to the local community for NPP operataind intermediate spent fuel facility
operation, but the representative cannot answeso,Ate asked Nuclear Agency about the
lack of feedback at the proposal of Compensatiow laaldressed by AGIA to nuclear
authorities.

Representative of Nuclear Agersaid that she is not mandated for an answer tajthestion.

Mariana Mircea, mayor of Cernavoda, affirmed that the nuclear industry andlear
authorities does not recognize the rights of theallcommunity. As mayor she fights to
promote the idea of rights recognizing. Two ways ased: the compensation requests and
certificate of urbanism for Unit 3 and Unit 4. Thetual legislation is favorable for nuclear
industry since NPP does not pay taxes for the oedufand. Request of compensation is
justified by the low development of the Cernavodart compared with the high technical
level of the NPP investment. There are income dsamcies between NPP employees and the
other inhabitants of the town. The minimum amouhtfumds to cover the needed local
development are around 100 mil. Euro. This amasieguivalent with the town budget for 50
years. Therefore, we have an delay of 50 yearshm development and we need
compensations. Other municipalities (such as Madgidorbu) receive compensations from
other industries (wind energy for example). Cermlavdocal Council have discussed and
approved a resolution for a risk tax paid by NPPtite community. Unfortunately the
resolution is in the discussion of justice by tloian of NPP. In this way the chances for a
dialogue has been drastically reduced. The presehdbe top-managers is compulsory
needed in NSG debates in order to understand &péig a correct decision.

Representative of AGléonsidered that the presence of the importanddats will be very
useful to disseminate the situation of other Euampeountries. He is convinced that the fear
to use terms as “risk” and “compensation” is a alostereotypy. The ‘social programme”
mentioned frequently a great achievement of the I[SRIPly a set of measures needed for the
investment itself (the bridge assures a seconduatian way; the hospital is compulsory
needed for emergency situation; the high schoolesded for human resources preparing).
The hospital suffers unfortunately from the poihview of human resources and equipment.
The town has a building not a hospital.

President of ANDRAIRffirmed that the discussion of the compensatiablem is justified
and useful.
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Mayor of Cernavodavanted to stress her determination to refuse t@rgy documents for a
future development of nuclear industry in Cernavbefore the obtaining of a solution for the
compensation problem.

Mayor of Salignypresented a different opinion of Saligny communitre population in
Saligny wants a local development based on a “bpc@ramme” or other benefits. The
local community does not oppose to the realizatidnthe technical investigations for
completing the site characterization. If CNCAN wifisue a license for the repository
considering the site is appropriate, the Local @duwill ask for agreement the entire
community (either local referendum, or a list ojratures). Involvement of the public in
decision is extremely important. Local Council gaot solely assume the responsibility for
some very long term actions. For the purpose oflipubvolvement in DMP a properly
information programme is needed.

In this expected process some difficulties are alwi

» the educational level of population;

» the low degree of interest for the nuclear fieldpbasized by the level of poverty;

» the lack of funds to support appropriately the infation;

» the low degree of attractiveness of public meetihms participation)

» the difficulties in the message, making it apprafaifor the existent educational level
* the existence of prejudice, including a lack oktnm authorities

Representative 08NN believes that the improving of the public involvem in DMP
together with the participation of the politiciams the debates (such as NSG) is very
important. The politicians may influence the nektbgislative construction. He proposed to
invite ROMATOM (the group of nuclear industry orgeations) as a member of NSG in
order to make appropriate lobby in the politicaheoThe financial efforts to continue the
activities of NSG beyond the end of CIP projectyina supported by ROMATOM.

President of ANDRADaffirmed that ANDRAD will find the appropriate seolons for
geological repository of the spent fuel from Cewdar U1 and U2 and also for the future
units U3, U4. At the same time ANDRAD will perforattivities dedicated to the preparation
of the decommissioning of nuclear facilities andi©i@€onvinced that the owner/operator of
the facilities should be deeply involved in the @®missioning processes. The starting up of
the national fund for RW had a significant delayl dhe government must to find additional
resources in order to cover the correct manageofeéhe produced RW.

Mayor of Salignyexpressed his intention to negotiate the approléhe RW repository site
on the territory of Saligny village. In this prosethe partners will be the Government (as
owner of the investment) and local community. Agkarconsultation e.g. based on a
referendum is expected in order to release theoappof the Urbanism Certificate.

Representative of CNE Cernavodgppreciated that the representativity of the local
community need to be improved by the participatdrithe representatives of businessman
and young people. The NGOs participation is good theey represent only some segments of
the community.
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Representative of AGlAnentioned that the representativity is better tivarthe public
meetings organized by CNE Cernavoda for the purpokepublic information and
consultation, for example in the debate related3and U4 investment approval.

Representative of Nuclearmontapnsidered the NSG experience as important for all
participants. NSG meetings are not appropriate évaonks for negotiation process. In order
to obtain compensations legislative initiatives iddobe started. These initiatives should be
actions of the local communities. The experiendaiakd in CIP and COWAM2 may be used
as a base for the dialogue process and for tedhidcaument for the legislative initiatives.
About compensation problem the main problem is thet determination of the nuclear
industry, but the lack of a legal basis for compgios in Romania. Who pays, how, etc.? The
functioning of a LC will be crucial for legislativenitiative and for the progress of the
dialogue.

The main arguments in order to obtain compensatogts

-for Cernavoda community: the presence of the risiduced by the NPP and DICA
(Intermediate Spent Fuel Repository) operation;

-for Saligny community: the operation of the futluieW repository;

Evaluation of the process

The evaluation was based on questionnaire investiga The main results for the final

evaluation are presented bellow. In Figures 72tehe appreciations of the participants about
the gains given by CIP process for their organirei
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Fig. 7 CIP process as “an information support”
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Fig. 8 CIP process as “an exchange of experiénces
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Fig. 9 CIP process as “methodological support”
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Fig. 10 CIP process as “organizing support”
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Fig. 11 CIP process as “construction of a funalaroup”
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Fig. 12 CIP process as “a tool to influence DMRomania”

In the opinion of the participants, CIP acted mase an “exchange of experience” and
“information support” than ‘a tool to influence OMn Romania”. At the same time majority

of the participants appreciated the methodologaglport given by CIP process and also the
support to organize the dialog in a democraticrioru

In the Figures 13 to 16 the appreciations of thei@pants about the main themes of
investigations are presented.
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Fig. 13 Interst for Theme 1 (LC)
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Fig. 14 Interst for Theme 2 (DMP)

NA

Low

Medium

High

T T T T T T T T
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

Fig. 15 Interst for Theme 3 (Health and Environthen
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Fig. 16 Interst for Theme 4 (Local Development)
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Fig. 17 Interst for Theme 5 (Benefits/Compensatjon

The effectivity of some the following barriers imetevolution of the process are investigated:

* (B1) low involvement of the public;

* (B2) late involvement of the public;

* (B3) the lack of the legislative framework for Lo€ommittee;

* (B4) the involvement of public is not desired byg thuclear authorities;

» (Bb) the insufficient practice of democratic dialeg

* (B6) the lack of a set of methods appropriate pac#ic case of Romania;
* (B7) the low level of acquaintance with the DMP hweats and tools;

* (B8) the public don’t trust in nuclear authoritiestitutions;
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* (B9) nuclear authorities/institutions don’t trustgublic;
* (B10) the lack of efforts to harmonize the interafsthe communities with the
interests of the authorities

The results are presented in Figure 18. It maydsn ghat, according the opinion of the
participants in NSG5 meeting, the most effectiveibes are the:

* lack of trust in nuclear authorities (B8);

» the insufficient practice of democratic dialogudRomania (B5);
» the lack of the legislative framework for Local Canittee (B3);
* late involvement of the public in DMP (B2).
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b2 ‘ ‘ ‘ P
b3 ‘ ‘ J
\ \ l \ '
o5 E— ] [mrn
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b6 ' O Low
| | | o
o7 | | | '
°8 | | — :
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Fig. 18 Effectivity of some barriers

In Figure 19 the opinion of the participants retate the contribution of CIP to a better
relationship between nuclear authorities and publicesentatives is presented.

In Figure 20 the results related to the expectattwrthe continuation of the process, in any
form, are presented.

In the opinion of the participants, the main fasttitat may influence the continuation of the
process are the following:

* obtaining financial resources;

» involvement of the local authorities (local cousgil

* involvement of the nuclear industry and nucleahatrities;
*  NGOs growing-up;

» Effectivity of the democratic dialogue.
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Fig. 19 Contribution of the process to the improeat of a better relationship
between main partne
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Fig. 20 Expectation for chances for the contirarabf the process
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lll.Conclusions and perspectives

(C1) National Stakeholder Group in Romania consimacand functioning is connected only
with CIP support on methodological, financial amdamizational aspects. The importance of
the dialogue framework created by NSG is recogniagdall the public representatives,
nuclear industry and nuclear organizations. Thegogeize the role played by the all
stakeholders in the RWM and they appreciate thetippsof moderator of the NF. The
support from MTF was appreciated as very good amg useful for all the participants. The
presentations were focused on the themes of intened gave relevant examples and
information. The questions and answers alloweda dansfer of knowledge from different
countries and different experiences. The partiopadf MTF experts in the debates offered a
balanced approach to maintain the dialogue ondhect way.

(C2) One of the key points identified by the NSGswlae LC functioning. Some efforts were
performed in order to change the ‘ad-hoc’ statughefLC to a statutary working. The first
approach consisted of a composition including regmeatives of NGOs, local councils from
the “Cernavoda zone” and representatives of ANDRaMm CNE (NPP operator). The
presence of ANDRAD and CNE is seen as the maincsoaf funding and support for the
decision implementation. A proposal of Statute digsussed in the NSG and other meetings,
but the progress was stopped by the impossibififDRAD and CNE to be member of the
LC due to their own organizational statutes. Thamesfa great difficulty appeared in the
opinion of the initiators since the funding and idem support was absent. Moreover, the
representatives of the local communities didn’temto solve organizatory aspects such as
rent an office, covering the minimal expenses saglphone, fax, electricity etc. Due to the
discussion in a dedicated seminar, organized igiBaby the NF, a temporary solution was
given by the support for office from Saligny mayamd House of Culture Cernavoda. An
important conclusion of the seminar was to writhew Statute of LC, based on the
representativity of Cernavoda and Saligny commesijtivithout ANDRAD and CNE. The
main objective of the LC should be to inform puldizout nuclear issues. The funding should
be covered partially by ANDRAD (who declared thesgibility to finance, based on a
Protocol signing). Unfortunately, the LC progresdarming and functioning was very slow.
In NSG3 meeting NF tried to find the motivationstbé delay such as: the threshold energy
for LC was not reached, the political issues (laglactions) put the LC initiative in a ‘big
shadow’, and the determination for a LC for infotioa is clearly smaller than for a LC to
negotiate the compensations. Moreover, in theylaat the main action of the representative
of Cernavoda community was to define the localftaxisk (defined per inhabitant exposed
at nuclear risks) This tax started difficult dissia; and tended to radicalize the position of
SNN, CNE and Cernavoda mayor. The task for rigkeiceived as a political instrument for
local power. However, NF constated an increasinghefdemocratic dialogue between the
main partners. The process developed in the frameafcCIP contributed significantly to the
awareness of the nuclear authorities, nuclear inglasd public for the importance of an LC.
If at the beginning of the process the nuclear @ities and nuclear industry had attitudes of
tolerance about the idea of LC at the end theyeagréC formation with a clear statute in
order have a legitimate partner in DMP.
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(C3) The themes of major interest for the repregeuds of the local communities were
“Health Monitoring and Environment Surveillance” dan‘Nuclear Facilities Hosting
Community’s Benefits”. Both are connected with t@mpensation issue, seen mainly as
financial incentives. In the opinion of local commities’ representatives the monitoring and
surveillance are proofs of the presence of the ais#t of the harms. Therefore, the nuclear
industry must pay compensations. The evolutiorhefibcidence of some diseases including
tuberculosis is seen as a consequence of the mpecddtthe NPP and spent fuel storage (dry
storage on 50 year). Even the increasing of matissases, in Cernavoda, is seen by the
NGOs as an effect of the high stress produced ayewvess of living under a daily risk. The
results presented by the Institute for Public HgaNational Agency for Environmental
Protection and Department of Health Physics of @evda NPP are contested by NGOs
representatives, mainly in the methodological aspand the reference for comparison. This
action is a consequence of the discrepancies betiteeresults presented by the national
institutions and own convictions about the curig@tuation in Cernavoda. Another fact is that
the results cannot be used as arguments for theexmsation requirements. Spent fuel
storage, NPP and future LILW repository are segrthb representatives of public, as certain
risk factors for public health and for environment

On the other hand the situation of the health syst@ospitals, physicians, medical
equipment, etc.) is characterized as poor andowitlfiuture; the atractivity of medical is
perceived as very low. The required compensationseen as an useful mean to finance the
health system in order to improve the existingaditn.

The representatives of local NGOs expressed thie d¢dictrust in regional and national
structures of health/medical system and also iHeancauthorities; they want independent
parallel studies in order to compare the officedults with independent ones;

Related to the future LILW Saligny repository th&@s representatives see the fact as a
desired concentration of the risks in the same @r@ader to not disturb other communities;
in that sense, the Cernavoda area population rsaea “given up” community.

Based on these, local community of Cernavoda hasuiated a proposal for improving the
population’s health by increasing the populatioatsess at services of preventive medical
assistance, including a set of clear mesaruretheriinal of NSG4 it was established that the
Institute for Public Health will collaborate withé Cernavoda community in order to perform
microcellular investigations. The funds must bepdigl by authorities. The details will be
discussed between the two parts in the next future.

(C4) Compensation is seen as a response to thatiion of the land use (reducing the market
for local products) and to the difficulties of thazal economy. The model of compensation
agreed by the local community from Cernavoda is $@venian model (annually cash

incentives). Due to the absence of a legal framkwbcompensations in Romania, the local
council of Cernavoda decided to introduce a loaal paid by the polluters for the existing

risk. The tax is calculated as it should coverltdeal development needs. The action of the
tax is blocked by the NPP owner trough the offictaintestation at Court. Despite of

Cernavoda approach, Saligny community want to algapport for local development in any

form.

The “social programme” implemented only in Cernavd@&aligny was not included in the

programme) during the last 15 years supported somestment in the town: a new bridge

over Danube-Black Sea channel, an hospital, a batool building, heating system for

houses, etc. At the beginning of CIP process, tbhgramme was seen very different by the
nuclear industry and local community of Cernavodaclear industry was convinced they
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pay a lot for the local development, while locahwounity representatives affirmed that all
actions are compulsory needed for the NPP invegtnieuring the process the nuclear
industry became more flexible and they change dea i'we already paid for that’ in ‘we
agree with local community needs, but there isagall framework for compensations’.

On the other hand the local community represergatunderstood the necessity of a stepwise
approach in the compensation issue in Romania., Theg need efforts of structuring in a LC
or other statutary organization and to develop earclprogramme with measures and
deadlines.

(C5) In order to obtain an increased efficiencyh# legislative framework creation (for LC,
compensations, etc.) an involvement of the politiaators is recommended both by nuclear
and public representatives. However the most ingpofect consists of the playing role of the
initiators of the laws, and the initiative must bé the local representative (LC). The
politicians should be convinced there is a problenthe nuclear field consisting of RWM.
The problem has solutions but the implementatiora afolution need efforts, funds and
acceptance. Generally, NSG expressed that the apgaeht of nuclear power is strongly
dependent of the fulfilment of sustainable develeptnrequirements and the RWM
determinately influences this fulfilment.

(C6) The involvement of the public in DMP processanly in a beginning phase. The
information of the public exists, but has some wepaints such as the low interest of the
public, the complexity of the fields compared wilie public education, limited obligations
included in the legal framework, etc. The role bé tLC in the information process was
recognized as crucial by all the NSG members. Basedlthe actual Romanian legislation, the
involvement of public in DMP is limited to the canng in the phase of the environmental
impact study approval. The procedure for conswitationsists of internet publication of the
documents and public debates. Also, the public foagnulate only observations on the
documents and the authorities are obliged to anvese questions/observations.

(C7) The local development needs are important bwtiCernavoda and Saligny. It is clear
that these needs cannot be covered by local fumtislao it is difficult for nuclear industry to

finance rapidly such investments. On the other hthed'social programme’ is implemented
by the government from different funds and it wadatusated in the Nuclear National

Programmme. A legal basis for compensation or doall development or more exactly to
finance directly by NPP is needed.

The needs appear more stringent in Saligny commtimat in Cernavoda, but the voice of the
public is more powerful in Cernavoda.
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Expectations and continuation of the process

Mr. Gabriel Tatulescu, Mayor of Saligny village,cognizes the importance of the
continuation of the activities started by COWAM®ntinued in the framework of CIP and
formally stated in NSG.
On the other hand it is very important to reinfotice local dialogue in order to increase the
access of common people to information and to datauthe ‘appetite’ for information,
taking into account that nuclear issues are usuhfficult to be understood and some pre-
judgment exist.
From the public representatives’ attitudes durirsguksions, after CIP ending it will be very
useful to maintain an open and democratic framewébidtialogue, a ‘round table’ with equal
partners.
The debates organized, ‘when is necessary’ by augteustry and authorities suffer from the
following drawbacks:

* inequality of the actors (representatives of thelear are considered experts and public

is generally a simple receiver)

* non-systematically (non-periodicity)
Therefore the continuation of NSG activity is seencrucial for the democracy in nuclear
decisions and for the public involvement in DMP.
The activities should cover:

* reciprocal information about needs, requiremergsyities, and interests;

« technical information about intention of developi@mnuclear field,;

 support for public information (financial, methodgly and logistics)

» debate about current issues;

How NSG may continue?

There are some barriers to be avoided in orderotdgirmue the functioning of NSG and
improving its activity:
 financial support — reduced possibilities of the nmipalities, especially Saligny
community may introduce a strong dependence ofirthacing organization; in this case
the direct funds expected from ANDRAD and NPP owi&N) are not the best way;
* the low level of trust in the results of the dialegespecially from the authorities part;
* the strong accent on compensation issue introdioig€ternavoda community;

On the other hand a national mediator (nationailifaior, NF) and, if possible, funding
administrator is compulsory needed in order to guoi@re the equality in dialog, the
representatives of all stakeholders, and to baldredifferent interests.

Our proposal consists of “NF should be elected hy NSG” from a reduced number of
organizations that are recognized as enough neUtn® mandate of NF will be clear and
limited in time.

Taking into account the necessity of methods, taold experience in this construction the
international cooperation is of special intereshe TNF will collect the requirements for
collaboration and will perform all activities tocidtate the collaboration with institutes or
international organizations.

In the NSG5 meeting representative of SNN propasednvolve ROMATOM (nuclear
industry organizations group) in the process witd &im to support a part of the financial
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expenses and to play a lobby role in the politieddl. The discussion with ROMATOM is in
progress.

On the other hand a reserve solution exists if ROKM will reject the proposal. Some
national nuclear events may support as round tabl@srkshops NSG meetings. At the end
of the 2009, international symposium on nuclearrgyngorganized by AREN- national
association of nuclear workers) will host an rotable with the theme “Aarhus Convention
in nuclear — Aspects of implementation in Romaniall. NSG members are invited to
participate, free of charge in the Symposium andisguss in the framework of the round
table. For the next year, in May, Institute for M Research Pitesti (NF in CIP) will
organize a dedicated event during “Nuclear 20t@ernational Conference on Sustainable
Development through Nuclear Research and Education”
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ABBREVIATIONS

ADAPT - Romanian NGO “Association for Youngs’ Right
AGIA — Romanian NGO “Association Thinker in Action”

AN — Romanian Nuclear Agency

ANDRAD - National Agency for Radioactive Wastes

ARIN - Romanian NGO “Nature Lovers Association”

CNCAN (in Romanian abbreviation) — Romanian ReguiaBody
COWAM2 — Community Waste Management, FP6 Project
CIP — Cowam in Practice

CLI — Local Committee for Information (French abiegion)

CNE — Cernavoda NPP: Unit 1, Unit2

DICA (in Romanian abbreviation) — spent fuel drgragge (temporary use, aprox. 50 years)
DMP — decision making process

GMF — organization of municipalities hosting nucléilities
HEU - fuel with high enrichment uranium (>20%)

HLW —high level wastes

IFIN-HH - National Institute for Physics and Nuadldangineering -Horia Hulubei
INR — Institute for Nuclear Research

IPHB — Institute for Public Health Bucharest

LC — Local Committee

LEU - fuel with low enrichment uranium (<20%)

LILW — low and intermediate level wastes

MN - Romanian NGO “Mare Nostrum”

ME — Ministry of Economy

MTF — Methodological Task Force

NF — National Facilitator

NPP — Nuclear Power Plant

NSG — National Stakeholder Group

NGO — non-governamental organization

ORDIMIP - Regional Observatory for Industrial Wagtem Midi-Pyrénées
PIEL — post-irradiation examination laboratory

ROMATOM — Romanian group of nuclear industry orgations
RW - radioactive wastes

RWM - radioactive waste management

SIDO - Romanian NGO “Society for Human Rights”
TRIGA-MTR — research reactor for testing materf@®IGA
VVR-SRR - research reactor type VVR

UP - Romanian NGO “Union of Retired Persons”
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