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First of all, I would like to thank all the members who worked
on this Publication. Also, as a citizen, thank you for giving

me the opportunity to submit a public comment.

Introduction

Nuclear power plants should have no accidents, which is the
standard. However, the Publication is created only on the premise
of accidents. Stand on the safety side to minimize the gap.

Looking back, unfortunately, I experienced the accident at the
Fukushima Daiichi Nuclear Power Station far beyond my
expectations in the neighboring prefecture. Even in neighboring
prefectures, the forests were polluted and the soil was polluted.
Some of the products of nature became poisonous, people were
worried about their health, and both children and adults were
silent. Accidents happen all of a sudden, and life and
environment change. Please understand that it is almost
impossible to restore them.

It has been more than 8 and a half years since the accident
in Fukushima. It is still in the process of recovery and takes
time. At last, I heard a little frog chirping in the garden of
my house, and sparrows were flying year by year.

For those who are involved in the Publication, please indicate

the direction toward no accident in the Publication. In the event



of an accident, please indicate standards and measures in
accordance with the precautionary principle for people’ s health.
For the natural environment including animals and plants,
please indicate the path to the maximum recovery and the
continuous investigation and countermeasures. I appreciate the
mention of animals and plants in this publication.

I would like to express my opinions on the following two points

from the above point of view.

1. Opinions on the timing of drafting new
recommendations

12 years have passed since the 2007 Recommendations, and I
understand that it is now recognized as the time for the members
to make a draft of the new Recommendations, and it was made based
on the investigation and experience of the Chernobyl Nuclear
Accident and the Fukushima Daiichi Nuclear Accident in
preparation for a large—scale nuclear accident in the future.
However, the overall picture of the Fukushima Daiichi Nuclear
Power Plant accident is still in the process of being unraveled,
and as [ mentioned earlier, people’ s lives and environments are
also on the way to recovery.

As for the health problems in Fukushima, there are concerns about
the frequent occurrence of thyroid cancer in children. There are
many opinions denying the relationship with the nuclear accident,
but no conclusion has been reached yet. The reality is that other

health problems are not clear.

In light of the current situation described above, the 111 & 109
standard should be revised while observing the 1 mSv per year
standard, and the time for the drafting of the new



recommendations should come after looking at the full picture

of Fukushima’s recovery.

2. Opinion of the 109 & 111: Reference levels for
optimization of the protection of people in the case of

nuclear accidents

2.1 Refeerence levels in public emergency exposure situation
It was changed from 20 —100 mSv before the revision to = 100
mSv, but the fact that the lower limit of exposure dose of 20
mSv is not specified is a concern that it is a relaxation of the

level.

2.2 Reference levels for existing exposure situations of the
public

It was changed from 1 —-20 mSv/year before the revision to 10
mSv/year. 1t is highly appreciated that the upper limit of

exposure dose of 20 mSv was lowered to 10 mSv.

On the other hand, there is concern that the lowest exposure dose

of 1 mSv has not been specified.

2.3 As recommended by ICRP in Publication 2007, an annual
exposure dose of 1 mSv is a dose limit for public exposure, which
is a standard for protecting the health of the general public,
and is also a target value after the nuclear accident. In addition,
1 mSv per year is considered to be the most important value for
the public because it has been the basis for the standard value
of radioactive materials in food in Japan since 1 year after the
accident at the Fukushima Dai—ichi NPS (General foods: 100 Bq/kg).

Therefore, strict maintenance of 1 mSv per year is requested.



For these reasons, the reference level for the public emergency
exposure situation should be maintained at 20 —100 mSv and the
reference level for the existing exposure situation should be
revised to I1-10mSv/year.

Similarly, reference levels for responders should be considered
as well. The reference level for emergency exposure situations
should be maintained at 20 - 100 mSv and the reference level
for existing exposure situations should be revised to 20

mSv/year.

Thank you so much for reading.



