This publication says : the purpose of this publication is to integrate in a single
document both the Chernobyl and Fukushima experience with respect to the
radiological protection of all affected individuals and the environment (Para.5).
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33years passed since the Chernobyl accident. Russian Federation, Ukraine
and Belorussiya support affected individuals based on “ Chernobyl law ”( Omatsu,

2013). But this publication doesn’t take the Chernobyl law into account. Why is
it ?
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For example, the Chernobyl law establishes a radiation protection criterion that
authorities take some kind of measures for healthy protection after the accident
with quantity of radiation exposure "more than 1mSv/year”. In other words, the
law admits that people living in the area more than that criterion are at certain
risk (Omatsu, 2013:230). In contrast, this publication says: For people living in
long-term contaminated areas following the emergency response, the
Commission recommends that the reference level should be selected within or
below the Commission’s recommended 1-20-mSv band taking into account the
actual distribution of doses in the population and the tolerability of risk for the
long-lasting existing exposure situations, and would not generally need to
exceed 10 mSv per year, with the objective to reduce exposure progressively to
levels on the order of 1 mSv per year(Para.80). The expression cannot but say
that it is extremely uncertain and is hard to understand it to adopt it as a criterion
to protect affected individuals.
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Then, how about Fukushima? Be written on this publication annex B, On 22
April 2011, the area outside the 20-km zone for which it was estimated that the
projected dose within 1year of the accident could reach 20 mSv was designated
as the ‘deliberate evacuation area’ (Para.B7). However quite a few people that is
the area having high radiation dose outside the evacuation zone appointed area,
and is out of such an evacuation zone of the compensation did not have a hope,
and "was voluntary", and refuge was forced to. On December 2011, "Target areas
such as voluntary refuge" were finally established by an intermediate guidance
appendix and 23 municipalities in Fukushima prefecture became targets of the
compensation. But It was only a small lump sum that was paid by them and was
not the forehead which could serve a refuge expense (Baba and Omatsu 2016;
Mituda 2019).
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"The child, victim support method" was established in June, 2012, and the area
that was larger than conventional government instructions was appointed
afterwards as "a support area for". When "the instructions that the radiation dose
in the area affects refuge by the government are less than the standard that
should be performed, but say the area where constant standards are more than ,"
| say "the support area for" legally. Finally the ” constant standards” were not
established and "The support area for" was kept in Fukushima (Mitsuda, 2019).
It goes without saying that | cannot divide it when the area where the victim who



should be supported lives in is similar for an administrative section.
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