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AREN in short 

·The Romanian Association Ȱ.ÕÃÌÅÁÒ%ÎÅÒÇÙȱ(AREN),
founded in 1990, is a professional, non-governmental and
non-profit organization, having about 220 individual
membersworking in the nuclear field and 7 organizational
Supporter Members. !2%.ȭÓmain goals are to inform and
educatethe different categoriesof public about the peaceful
use of nuclear energy and to support the nuclear power
development. AREN is a member of the ENS- European
Nuclear Societysince1993.
·AREN has started its mission with public information .

Nowadays, we inform our members and different
stakeholders while we support the main nuclear actors
acting in nuclear field for approaching an effective
stakeholderengagementprocessin the decision making.



Å By understanding and valorizing the roles of different key
stakeholdersinfluencing the development of a nuclear project,
in a continuous manner, they become more interested for
participating in our .'/ȭÓcommunication and education
actions on the peacefuluseof nuclear energy.

Å It is not always explicitly mentioned what it does mean that
transparency,public information and effective participation in
the decision making process are ensured, in terms of clear
criteria that should be met, e.g. by the license holders,
licensing authorities or State.

Å Ensuring effective transparencypolicy or processmight be met
when communication covers and proper addressesdifferent
and various stakeholders needs, interests or attitudes. This is
not an easytask.

Introduction. What we have retained
from AREN’s communication activities 



·In public communication breaksarenot affordable.

·Observation of challenges posed by stakeholder
communication in other national as well as international
nuclear or non-nuclear projects could help planning
stakeholdercommunication for a nuclear major project.

·International experience and lessons learned in the decision
making processesfor similar nuclear projects could be benefic
when the national specificity is understood and its risks
properly addressedveryearly in the project planning.

In the case of potential increased public concerns on
nuclear energyuseit might benot an easytask to find out how
ARENcould efficiently act for determining a favorabledecision
making processin the different national projects which would
needpublic acceptance.

Introduction. We have tried to have
a good perception on others’ challenges 



A R&D graded systematic study made under 
auspices of AREN. How the NCRs influence 
on the current NGR Strategy

PESTEL 
Analysis on 
geological 
disposal  in 
Romania

Study of a 
national context 

risk 
management 

process 

Study of the 
influences of the 
national context 
risks on duration 

of the NGR 
current Strategy

·Detailed risk responseactivities should be integrated in the
planning of the NGRprogramme.

·Boundary conditions should be solved in order to allow a
favorable national framework for implementing a NGR
program supported by all relevant stakeholdersas well as, an
effective transfer of international experience and knowledge
supporting this program. [the study was cited by the ECIGD-
TP guidance in theȰSecIGD2 Projectɉ0,!.$)3Ɋȱ]



Processes ensuring an integrated response to 
the NCRs in the NGR strategy

Planning National Geological 
Repository program 

Stakeholders 
engagement 

Comunication with 
stakeholders

National context risks 
management

Environmental licensing 
and approvals (based on 
the assessment of impact 

on environment and 
human health)

Nuclear licensing and 
approval 

Approval in Parliament of 
NGR siting

Approvals of key phases 
and/or milestones during 

NGR program 
implementation



Optimum solution for an integrated 
risk response planning

Risk ID NCRstreated in ELA Process- Short risk description

E1 Absenceof expertise/technical support to authorities issuing the environmental permit,
in the field of GD

(Note: expertiseis concentrated at the national nuclear authority)

E2 Traditionally, the technical information in EIA is required at the level
of technical design-very detailed scientific and technical information*
(it means EIA can be finalized only in the latest stage before
construction/operation license)*

L3 No specific legal requirement to apply SEAprocedure to NGR program (Note: the law
stipulates SEAprocedureon the national strategy for RadWastemanagement)

L4 The urbanity certificate for .'2ȭÓconstruction is a condition to obtain environmental
permit basedon EIA

·In order to build confidence on the solution on an integrated
responseto the NCRs, the scope of the study was extended to
detailing the structure of the activities for the Environmental
Licensing and Approvals Process (ELA Process) since this
process has allowed for a higher grade of objectivity for the
expert judgment.

* Romania cited for transparent EIA procedureand detailed content of the EIA documentation
within a study on goodnuclear practicessupportedby EspooConventionSecretariat.



Political and social NCRs that could combine 
with NCRs induced by the environmental factor 

Risk ID Short risk description

3P3 Absenceof a national coordinated R&D capacity
4P4 Difficult and costly accessto data and information on national territory and resources

5P5 No assumedcommissioning date for NGRin the official governmental documents

6P6 Different and fluctuant actions of political factors in the decision making process

7Ec1 Budgeting of NGR program on the basis of annual plans

10S1 Decision and responsibility for developing NGR are concentrated to Government 
and State authorities

11S2 Society has no tradition and experience in involving the public in the decision 
making process

12S3 NGR is not regulated like an objective of national interest 

13S4 Absence of governmental mechanism on recognition of .'2ȭÓ ÈÏÓÔ community 
role  

15T2 Many types of potential host rocks for NGR

18L1 No specific regulations on GD
19L2 By law, licensing of siting NGR has to be approved by Parliament on a basis referred in a 

general way

·National challenges require solutions recognized from all
stakeholdersperspectives.



R&D results 
on how to involve stakeholders 
·Methodology for Public Involvement in Geological Disposal of the 

Spent Fuel in Romania (IPPADeliverable 2.15 developed under the EC 
FP7  IPPA Research Project -Implementing Public Participation 
Approaches in Radioactive Waste Disposal)

·Distinctive communication and stakeholders engagement 
plans are highly needed to be integrated in GD planning



Some  key topics requiring  developing risk 
communication with involvement of key 
ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅΩǎ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛǾŜǎ ŀǎ {{I ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ  

·Comprehensive approach to studying :
·The justification of radioactive waste disposal beyond or 

independently by the rationality of justification of the 
practice that generated the waste; 
·Social awareness, including on economic aspects of  the 

ultimate State responsibility for radioactive waste disposal 
and projects solving or involving State legacies 

·Understanding relationship between nuclear safety and
radiation protection disciplines
·Understanding links between scientific areas of the 

radioactivity monitoring, assessment of exposure to radiation, 
health impact assessment and health risk assessment



Some  key topics requiring  developing risk 
communication with involvement of key 
ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅΩǎ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛǾŜǎ ŀǎ {{I ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ  

·Understanding status of art and approaches of uncertainties 
in studies on health impact assessment in different exposure 
situations (low dose exposures in normal operation of NPPs, 
spent fuel storage facilities, decommissioning projects or 
remediation activities; accident or post-accident exposures; 
NORM or radon exposure) 
·Democratic culture in the licensing decision making process; 

this include use and perception  of the graded approach in 
the level of detail of information on the project  in its 
different stages of development and how  the technical, 
safety and radiation protection information is integrated in  
the environmental impact and health impact assessments 
(understanding the uncertainties in the incipient stages of 
the development of a project  or in the projects that need 
R&D and demonstration) 



Instead of conclusions 
·AREN as Romanian NGO promoting peaceful use of nuclear

energyand having trust from other stakeholderswill continue its
active role emphasizing that :
·Demonstrating effective transparency, public information and

effective participation in the decision making processremains not
to beeasytasks;

·Today, there are certain risks impacting on a decision making
processwhich arebeyond the action of the decision makers.

·Risk responseplanning should be integrated in the project planning
together with stakeholders engagement and stakeholder
communication plans.

·Challenging key topics in risk communication need
solutions/answers identified by international and national R&D
made with involvement of representative communities of
stakeholders,asSSHcommunity



AREN acting to keep stakeholders involved

Please visit our event SIEN 2017 on
www.sien.ro

You are welcome!  



Thank you for your attention!

asociatiaaren@gmail.com


