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The Belgian quest for a LILW‐repository



Integrated project: technical aspects + 
accompanying projects/conditions
• Know how
• Health study
• Guaranteed LT participation
• Informing (local) community
• Local fund
• Safety:
Optimisation of existing emergency planning
Informing the people about these plans
Supply intervention personnel with appropriate material
Civil servant specialized in EPR to assist mayor
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Difficult condition to fulfill

NEP&R
= complex, lots of actors involved
= based on legislation that is a compromise between

various experts and interests
NIRAS’ competence

 What does optimisation mean to whom? 
How to involve citizens?

 Exploratory research, in depth interviews
Workshop
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Conclusions after the interviews

• Speeding up the positive evolutions in (N)EP&R

• More realistic exercises and more debriefing

• Reinforcing medical + decontamination capacity

• Procedures for a faster flow of relevant information

• Better communication tools (managers + public)

• Reconciling rapid action + action based on verified info

• Room in the decisionmaking chain for the local level

• Juridical clarity
5



Workshop content
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Conclusions after the workshop

Method:
• Different backgrounds ‐> demarcate the theme, 

introduce, facilitate and report
Constructive discussions, notwg the complex subject

NEP&R:
• Optimisation means different things for different actors

Condition:
• There is need for follow‐up
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Concepts

o Nuclear incidents: high disaster potential, low 
probability of occurrence, likelihoods known (Klinke & Renn)

But:
• Bayesian notions of probability applicable? (Stirling)

• High potential of psychological distress and social
mobilization in public (Klinke & Renn)

Thus:
o Complexity, uncertainty and ambiguity need to be

• taken into account in risk evaluation and management
• addressed both by experts + affected
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Concepts

o Nuclear emergency planning: framework for organizing
countermeasures in case of (technological) fallacy/ies

o Possible to put the framework up for debate and leave
the ‘primary’ risk out of it?

• Not having optimal countermeasures perceived as a bigger
problem than the reason why they are needed

• Luhmann on risk elimination
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