Hi Dominique-

I have done quite a bit of reading and research in this area of attribution in the past several weeks and find we will have much to do in 2 short days.  But it will at least be a start.  Here are our initial thoughts on the Qs you proposed:

Q1: Are there implications on the content of the Safety Standards? If yes which ones? 
We note that the table containing each of the 8 UNSCEAR recommendations was initially developed by Argentina and Australia, with input from the Secretariat, but has not yet been reviewed by the WG. This table notes that the IAEA Safety Fundamental (SF-1), GSR Parts 3 and 7, could be reinforced with a clarifying statement in the generic text preceding the safety standards and guidance documents that aligns with the UNSCEAR report. We support the work of RASSC and see that their report is something to which this CSS WG can build upon.  Indeed it is not urgent to have SF-1 or other IAEA documents immediately revised, but stress that the UNSCEAR report provides serious recommendations that need to be incorporated.  As a WG, we offer that we will need to discuss and see how the Safety Fundamentals could better reflect the theory of attribution - for retrospective, predicted and inferred health effects, as the current IAEA guidance does not currently do so in a manner that is aligned with these new recommendations. This is a very complex issue and we do not believe that the gap analysis that was used after Fukushima is the right type of action to consider what this UNSCEAR report brings to the table, or how it should be integrated into the IAEA recommendations and guidance documents.  We also note that the SPESS process: "Interactions with other International Organizations" states that "The findings of the United Nations Scientific Committee on the Effects of Atomic Radiation (UNSCEAR) and the recommendations of international expert bodies, notably the International Commission on Radiological Protection (ICRP), are taken into account in developing the IAEA safety standards.” So just as with other International recommendations (e.g., ICRP) this too should be taken into account.

Q2: Are there implications of how the Safety Standards should be implemented?  If yes, what should be the vehicle to convey this message?
One thought is to recommend that inclusions of generic statements referring the UNSCEAR philosophy of attributability of health effects to varying amounts of ionizing radiation be added during development of new guidance or during revision to existing recommendations and standards. This would need to be expanded to include for retrospective, predicted and inferred health effects.  Where differences clearly lie (between the IAEA recommendations and UNSCEAR), staff could provide an electronic revision to the text using the IAEA Online User Interface IT Platform which can easily and more accurately search documents for key text (e.g.,  health effects, risk, dose, communication) in order to maintain consistency among documents.

Q3: Are there implications on the communication on the content of the Safety Standards or more generally on risk communication? If yes, what should the vehicle be to address these issues?
Yes, as described above, there could be implications for some of the Safety Standards and possibly SF-1. In particular, GSR Part 7 (EPR) and DS475 provides a number of recommendations regarding effective and clear communications during and after an incident or accident, including putting radiation health hazards into perspective. And SF-1 may need to be strengthened to provide a stronger foundation in the areas of observed effects, uncertainties and assumptions, and predictability or inference of risks.  We cannot comment on the initial proposed revisions posted on the website because we have yet to discuss the issues as a CSS WG. Once this WG has been able to meet, deliberate and propose a path forward for the CSS to consider and approve, we can approach to inclusion of the UNSCEAR recommendations. 

I look forward to our conversations on carving a path forward.

Best for the weekend-
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