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Glossary 

The Glossary provides here the definitions of “Challenges”, “Suggestion” and “Good Practice” 
according to Annex IV of INFCIRC/571/Rev. 7. The definition of “Area of Good Performance” was 
agreed upon by the Officers of the 7th CNS Review Meeting at the CNS Officers’ Meeting on 3-4 October 
2016.  

A Challenge is “a difficult issue for the Contracting Party and may be a demanding undertaking 
(beyond the day-to-day activities); or a weakness that needs to be remediated.” 

A Suggestion is “an area for improvement. It is an action needed to improve the implementation 
of the obligations of the CNS.” 

A Good Practice is “a new or revised practice, policy or programme that makes a significant 
contribution to nuclear safety. A Good Practice is one that has been tried and proven by at least one 
Contracting Party but has not been widely implemented by other Contracting Parties; and is applicable 
to other Contracting Parties with similar programmes.” 

An Area of Good Performance is “a practice, policy or programme that is worthwhile to commend and 
has been undertaken and implemented effectively. An Area of Good Performance is a significant 
accomplishment for the particular CP although it may have been implemented by other CPs.” 
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Executive Summary 

Greece has no nuclear power plants and no intention to build any in the foreseeable future. A nuclear 
research reactor exists, licensed for extended shutdown, as well as two sub-critical assemblies, one fully 
dismantled and one in operation. In Greece, the focus on activities considered by the Convention on 
Nuclear Safety is on the environmental and health consequences of nuclear accidents in nuclear power 
plants of neighbouring countries. 

The existing research reactor and two sub-critical assemblies are not defined as nuclear installations by 
the Convention.   

From the 6th Review Meeting four out of four challenges have been closed and two out of  two 
suggestions were closed. 

The Country Group highlights the following results of international peer review missions 
of Greece: 

 In 2016 an official request for the follow-up IRRS mission has been made to IAEA. The 
follow-up mission has been scheduled for the end of 2017 and is under preparation. 

The Country Group identified the following Challenges for Greece:  

 Challenge 1: Transposition and implementation of the new European Basic Safety Standards 
(Directive 2013/59/Euratom) will lead to extensive update of the present framework and 
demands considerable resources.  

 Challenge 2: EPR system update, including the hazard assessment and protection strategies 
(optimization), is considered as a challenging task in the short term. 

In addition the country group identified two Areas of Good Performance.  

The Country Group concluded that Greece: 

 Submitted a National Report, and therefore complies with Article 5 and in time following Rule 
39 of INFCIRC/573 Rev. 6. 

 Attended the 7th CNS Review Meeting, and therefore complies with Article 24.1 

 Held a national presentation and answered questions, and therefore complies with Article 20.3 
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1. Basic Information on Greece Nuclear Programme 

(P.3) Greece has no nuclear power plants and no intention to build any in the foreseeable future. A 
nuclear research reactor exists, licensed for extended shutdown, as well as two sub-critical assemblies, 
one fully dismantled and one in operation. In Greece, the focus on activities considered by the 
Convention on Nuclear Safety is on the environmental and health consequences of nuclear accidents in 
nuclear power plants of neighbouring countries 

(P.4) The existing research reactor and two sub-critical assemblies are not defined as nuclear 
installations by the Convention.   
2.  Follow-Up from previous CNS Review Meeting  

2.1 Challenges  

Greece provided the following updates on Challenges identified during the 6th CNS Review Meeting: 

Challenge 1: Further promotion of safety culture  
 
(P.4) EEAE makes a continuous effort to promote and improve safety culture. Since the last review 
meeting actions were taken to enhance safety culture within EEAE (internal survey, development of 
procedures and guidelines, policy statement, development of a new internal organizational scheme) or 
at national level through communication activities.  

Follow Up Status: Closed 

Challenge 2: Compliance of EEAE Integrated Management System with IAEA GS-R-3 Requirements  

(P.5) EEAE implements an integrated management system, certified since December 2013 in 
accordance with the requirements of ISO 9001:2008 standard, which incorporates all functions and 
accreditations of EEAE. Compliance with IAEA requirements on management system (IAEA GS-R-3) 
is a continuous effort, focused during the last years on implementation of a graded approach in the 
regulatory control of facilities or practices, enhancement of safety culture and management commitment 
and responsibilities.  

Follow Up Status: Closed  

Challenge 3. National Large Scale Project for population collective dose estimation  

(P.5) A national large scale project for population collective dose estimation from artificial and natural 
sources of radiation was completed at the end of 2015. The average annual dose for the Greek 
population was estimated to be equal to about 4.5 mSv, with 1.8 mSv and 2.7 mSv from medical and 
natural radiation exposure, respectively.  

Follow Up Status: Closed 

Challenge 4. Maintain appropriate level of nuclear safety expertise in a non NPP country  

(P.5) Nuclear safety in Greece is relevant in connection with severe nuclear accidents abroad. EEAE 
follows continuously the progress and developments in nuclear safety at European (e.g. active 
participation in ENSREG) and international level. EEAE also provides technical opinion on nuclear 
safety matters in other national authorities, for instance in the frame of environmental impact 
assessment studies for the international conventions (e.g. ESPOO convention). Moreover, in 2015 a 
study for assessing the potential radiological impact of hypothetical Fukushima-like accidents in 
relatively long distances, with interest for Greece, was carried out by EEAE staff.  

Significant progress has been made during the last years in further improving the regulatory framework 
for radiation protection and nuclear safety in the country and in addressing the issues identified by the 
IRRS mission of 2012. As mentioned previously a follow-up mission has been scheduled for 2017. 

Follow Up Status: Closed  

2.2 Suggestions  

The following two suggestions were identified during the 6th CNS Review Meeting:  
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Suggestion 1: Reflect the findings from the IRRS mission in the next CNS report, along with follow-up 
actions.  

Greece has included in the CNS report information addressing some important findings of the IRRS 
mission. Such information is provided in Section 8 (P. 13-14), Section 7 (P.8), Section 8 (P.11), Section 
D (P.22) of CNS Greece report.  

Follow Up Status: Closed  

Suggestion 2: Include dose data and dose limits in the next CNS report.  

Greece has included information about the dose data and dose limits. More specifically in Article 15 
“Radiation Protection”(P. 18) it is provided that “At present the applicable dose limits in Greece in 
terms of effective dose are 1 mSv/year for the public and 20 mSv/year for the occupational exposure (or 
100 mSv in five consecutive years). More stringent effective dose limits are provided for specific groups 
(e.g. pregnant women). Equivalent dose limits for specific organs are provided in the regulations, as 
well. As mentioned earlier, EEAE keeps the national dose registry. The average collective dose for 
occupational exposure in Greece in years 2013, 2014 and 2015 has been estimated to be equal to 7.75 
personSv.” 

Follow Up Status: Closed  

3. Measures to improve safety 

3.1 Changes to the regulatory framework and the national nuclear programme  

Since the last Review Meeting, the Country Group took note of the following changes to the 
regulatory framework and the national nuclear programme  

(P.4) Developments since the last review meeting could be summarized as follows:  

• A new law was issued in 2014, including significant improvements regarding the 
regulatory role and power of EEAE (Greek Atomic Energy Commission).  

• EEAE action plan for fulfilling the findings of the IRRS mission is an ongoing process. 
More information on the progress in addressing significant findings of the mission, 
pertinent to the issues discussed in this report, is provided throughout this report in 
relevant parts of the text. The full text of the IRRS mission report is publicly available 
at the EEAE website.  

• In 2016 an official request for the follow-up IRRS mission has been made to IAEA. 
The follow-up mission has been scheduled for the end of 2017 and is under preparation. 
The Greek research reactor (GRR-1), which was out of the scope of the first mission, 
will be included within the follow-up mission scope.  

• An extended shutdown license for the GRR-1 was issued by EEAE in 2014.  

• Actions have been taken for strengthening transparency and openness of the regulatory 
body, as well as international cooperation.  

• EEAE completed a 3-year project for the assessment of the radiation doses to the 
population from all exposure categories.  

• The transposition of the new European Basic Safety Standards (EC Directive 
2013/59/Euratom) is in progress, leading to extensive update of the current regulatory 
and legislative framework.  

3.2 Safety improvements for existing nuclear power plants  

Greece has no nuclear power reactor unit; therefore, this section is not applicable. 

3.3 Response to international peer review missions   

(P.4) In 2016 an official request for the follow-up IRRS mission has been made to IAEA. The follow-
up mission has been scheduled for the end of 2017 and is under preparation. The Greek research reactor 
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(GRR-1), which was out of the scope of the first mission, will not be included within the follow-up 
mission scope.  

4. Implementation of the Vienna Declaration on Nuclear Safety (VDNS) 

Greece has no nuclear installations and no plan for their construction therefore it did not provide 
information on the implementation of the VDNS. 

5. Results of the Review 

5.1 General Quality of the National Report 

Contracting Parties and officers were invited to provide general comments on the Greece´s  
implementation of the obligations of the CNS (e.g., report submitted on time), addressed all articles, 
addressed the Vienna Declaration on Nuclear Safety, and addressed all Challenges and Fukushima 
lessons learned, the general quality of its National Report, transparency issues, and the compliance with 
the CNS guidance documents and special peer review topics identified in the previous CNS Review 
Meeting or specified by the President of the CNS. 

With regards to the general quality of the National Report and transparency issues, the members of the 
Country Group made the following observations:   

 The report is qualified to be comprehensive and reader-friendly  

  The report was generally in a good quality 

 Articles 17 and 18 are not applicable  

With regards to the compliance with the requirements of the CNS and its Guidelines, the members 
of the Country Group made the following observations: 

 The Report was submitted before  the deadline of 15 August 2016 on 2 August 2016  

 The content and structure of Greece National Report complies with the CNS guidance. 

 The directions of the Summary Report of 6th Review Meeting were taken into consideration. 

 The directions given by the President of the 7th Review Meeting were not applicable 

5.2 Participation in the Review Process 

With regards to Greece´s participation in the Review process, the members of the Country Group made 
the following observations. Greece: 

 posted questions to Contracting Parties .  

 delivered answers to the questions of Contracting Parties on time.  

 delivered its national presentation.  

5.3 Challenges 

The Country Group identified the following two Challenges for Greece  

 Challenge 1: Transposition and implementation of the new European Basic Safety Standards 
(Directive 2013/59/Euratom) will lead to extensive update of the present framework and 
demands considerable resources.  

 Challenge 2: EPR system update, including the hazard assessment and protection strategies 
(optimization), is considered as a challenging task in the short term.  

5.4 Suggestions 

 The Country Group did not identify any suggestion.  

5.5 Good Practices and Area of Good Performance 

During the peer review of Greece´s National Report, the Contracting Parties were invited to recommend 
Good Practices and to highlight Area of Good Performance. 
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The following two Areas of Good Performance of Greece were commended by the Country Group: 

 Area of Good Performance 1: A study for the assessment of the potential radiological 
hypothetical nuclear accident in relatively long distances, extending out of the typical 
planning zones, has been performed and published. 

 Area of Good Performance 2:  A major update of the EEAE website by its own 
means and personnel was completed in 2015. Extensive data and information of the 
national radiation protection database has been made available to the public.  

6 Fulfilment of CNS Review Requirements  

The Country Group concluded that Greece  

 Submitted a National Report, and therefore complies with Article 5 and in time following Rule 
39 of INFCIRC/573 Rev. 6. 

 Attended the 7th CNS Review Meeting, and therefore complies with Article 24.1 

 Held a national presentation and answered questions, and therefore complies with Article 20.3 
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