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Preparatory meeting (Bratislava, January 21, 2016)

Introduction

Good communication with the public is always recognized as a key factor for a successful and effective Emergency Preparedness and Response (EPR). In PREPARE research project, communication was the main focus of one of the main work packages [WP6], and an important element for the success of WP3, dealing with management of contaminated goods including food. WP2 was devoted to the design and development of a so-called “Analytical Platform” intended to be a focal point for collecting information, analysing any nuclear or radiological event and providing information to the public about the consequences and its future evolution. 

The General Assembly of the NERIS Platform, at its meeting of 19 January 2016, approved the creation of a new Working Group on Information and Communication. With a double main goal, of elaborating and helping to disseminate and implement the recommendations coming from the PREPARE Project [WP6 and WP3], and to further disseminate and activate the use of the newly developed “Analytical Platform” of PREPARE WP2. 

The purpose of the meeting was to have a first contact between the potential members of the WG and to decide on its terms of reference; then, to sketch the plan of actions to undertake for an effective impact of the WG with regard to its main objectives.

In the meeting, a brainstorming discussion took place with the active participation of all the attendees. The main ideas can be summarized as follows with regard to the WG objectives, the topics to be considered, the actions to undertake and the planning of work. 

Name of the WG:

Between the different alternatives, it was approved to name the WG: “Information, participation and communication” 

General objectives of the WG:

A. To elaborate on the conclusions and recommendations of PREPARE WP6 & WP3, with regard to the aspects of: 
· information to the public, 
· communication among experts and stakeholders, and 
· the participation of the relevant stakeholder in the EPR processes. 

B. To create a group of users of the “Analytical Platform” that could be the seed for a larger community of users, helping in establishing the adequate rules of conduct and basis for its maintenance. 
· To further disseminate its potentiality to help experts, NGOs and the public to better understand the situation after a nuclear or radiological accident. 
· To provide feedback on all these aspects to the developers at KIT.    

C. To have a forum of exchange of ideas and experiences within NERIS and with international organisations or groups interested in the WG topics.


Topics to be considered: 

A. Information and participation of the public. 
a. Communication among experts and stakeholders
b. To support the local participation and gathering of information
c. Interaction with traditional media and journalists
d. Role of social media

B. Disseminate and use the Analytical Platform
a. Consider it as a tool for the WG, which can act as users and testers
b. The AP is unofficial, but could be connected to EC systems like ECURIE, EURDEP to increase coordination of information and transparency. JRC can have a key role. 
c. Users will be researchers, NGOs, stakeholders… and the public
d. Use it for research, training, analysis of scenarios and improve EPR …

C. Interaction and exchange of experience between experts: 
a. Networking experts 
b. Feedback from the ICRP Dialogues in Fukushima (http://www.icrp.org/page.asp?id=189 )
c. Interaction with the Eagle Platform (http://eagle.sckcen.be/ )
d. Use of the AP to create a forum for experts

D. Elements, tools or processes that can facilitate the EPR of local stakeholders
a. Information of the public for preparedness
b. Preparation, compilation, of easy-to-understand materials on scientific knowledge about radiation risk, nuclear accidents and radiological events
c. Interaction with the stakeholders (for instance, through stakeholder panels, like those formed in WP3 – WG ConGoo)

Membership:

The WG is mainly composed by individuals belonging to partner organisations of the NERIS Platform. Individuals belonging to other interested organizations (e.g. universities, NGOs, etc.) are welcome, even if they are not partners of NERIS. Interaction with international organisations with activities in nuclear EPR will be encouraged, in particular with the NEA/OECD, the IAEA and the EC-JRC. Nuclear Transparency Watch has also expressed its interest in cooperating with NERIS in this WG. 
The costs derived from the participation of the WG members in meetings or activities of the WG will be covered by themselves or by their own organizations. 

Possible steps in the organisation of the WG:
1. Distribution of the note from the preparatory meeting (February 2016).
2. KIT providing access to the AP to WG members (March 2016).
3. Establishing a forum for the WG in the AP (April 2016).
4. To elaborate a work programme based on the results of PREPARE, by using the AP forum and email discussion.
5. Publication of a leaflet on the Recommendations of PREPARE WP6. Dissemination through all the WG members and their networks (international organizations, regulatory bodies, stakeholders in general, journalists,…).
6. Publication of a leaflet on the Recommendations of PREPARE WP3. Dissemination through all the WG members and their networks (international organizations, regulatory bodies, stakeholders in general, journalists,…).
7. WG meeting during RICOMET 2016 (1-3 June, 2016, Bucharest–Romania http://ricomet2016.sckcen.be/ ).
8. WG meeting during the Oxford RPW in Sept. 2016.


Initial participants:

1) Leader: Eduardo Gallego, UPM (could lead the WG at the starting point)
2) Stéphane Baudé, Mutadis, France
3) Gilles Hériard-Dubreuil, Mutadis, France
4) Marie Claire Cantone, University of Milano, Italy
5) Sylvie Charron, IRSN, France
6) Tatiana Duranova, VUJE, Slovakia
7) Inger Eikelmann, NRPA, Norway
8) Julie Hazemann, Enerwebwatch - COOPANAME, France
9) Andreas Ikonomopoulos, NCSR, Greece
10) Montserrat Marín Ferrer, EC-JRC (Ispra, Italy)
11) Joao Oliveira Martins, Portuguese Environment Agency (PAA), Portugal
12) Paulo Nunes, Portuguese Environment Agency (PAA), Portugal
13) Luis Portugal, Portuguese Environment Agency (PAA), Portugal
14) Isabel Paiva, Instituto Superior Técnico (IST), Portugal
15) Mário Reis, Instituto Superior Técnico (IST), Portugal
16) Milagros Montero, CIEMAT, Spain
17) Cristina Trueba, CIEMAT, Spain
18) Christophe Murith, Federal Office for Public Health, Switzerland
19) Catherine Organo, Environmental Protection Agency, Ireland
20) Tanja Perko, SCK-CEN, Belgium
21) Wolfgang Raskob, KIT, Germany 
22) Nadja Železnik, Regional Environmental Center, Slovenia, and NTW President
23) ….. , CRIEPI, Japan
24) …
25) Other international experts who have experience in Fukushima
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