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Abstract 
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After an extensive and very open debate within the Radiation Protection 
Community the new recommendations of the ICRP on the basic principles 
of radiation protection have been issued in 2007. The German Nuclear 
Industry has watched the process intensively and tried to bring in their large 
amount of experience from the daily radiation protection practice in 
numerous nuclear installations. Notably the ICRP seemed to follow some of 
the comments given by those experienced operators. The ICRP key message 
“stability and continuity” is highly welcomed by industry. The dose levels 
resulting from well managed operations today are far below the dose limits 
due to a working system of ALARA thinking and doing. The basic 
principles of radiation protection as pointed out by ICRP decades ago have 
been proven to be an effective tool and are an essential part of the legal 
system of most countries with developed nuclear industries. 

 
Unfortunately, not all of the comments of the experienced operators have 

been considered to the desirable extend. A mayor point of criticism is the 
central role ICRP devoted to the use of dose constraints for any source. Dose 
constraints do play a role in today’s practice of radiation protection but they 
have been rather supplementary than central in the system. The idea that for 
all sources, and there might be Hundreds or Thousands sometimes very tiny 
sources in a practice, a dose constraint shall exist sounds quite inappropriate.  

 
Another example which might disturb the great vision of “stability and 

continuity” is the change of ICRP into a different view on protection. Instead 
of processes now situations are in the focus. There are some doubts about 
the benefits of such a move. People will always ask if there is a change of 
content when using a different terminology. A lot of fruitless discussions 
will probably result.  

 
Nevertheless, in spite of some criticism the new ICRP will contribute to 

strengthen the protection regime and industry will help to improve the 
already good safety records. 
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