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APPENDIX 1 23 June 1970

Report of the Ad hoc Subcommittee on Discrepancies in important Nuclear

Data including Standards.

The ad hoc subcommittee recommends that a separate standing commititee on
Standards be set up with as much overlap as possible with the EANDC sub-
committee on standards. The following participants in the meeting of the
INDC are suggested as members of the Standing Subcommittee on Standards:

Rae, Taschek, Lorenz, Havens, Aten, Jankov, Joly, Nishimura

The subcommittee requests the full committee to decide if a scientist
that is not a participant in the INDC committee meeting should be member
of the standing subcommittee.

The ad~hoc subcommittee recommends a standing sub-committee on
Discrepancies in important nuclear data and evaluations. The participants
in INDC meetings recommended as members of this standing sub-committee

are: Rae, Joly, Cierjacks, Jankov, Schmidt, Nishimura, and Taschek.

Respectfully submitted,

W.W. Havens
Chairman
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APPENDIX 2

DRAPT
26 June 1970

Observations and Recommendations of the Sub-Committee on

Nuclear Dsta for Safeguards

The Sub-Committee consisted of the following personss:

Also

R.F. Taschek (USA) - Chairman
7. Sujkowski (Poland)

M.D. Souza Santos (Brazil)
G.B. Jankov (USSR)

S. Cierjacks (FRG)

T,A, Byer (IAEA}

present as informal Observers were:

4, Stefanescu (IAEA)
S, Sanatani (IAEA)
XK. Nishimura (Japan)
T. Dragnev (IAEA)

RECOMMENDATIONS

11.

The Creation of a Standing Sub-Committe on Nuclear Data for
Safeguards Technical Development is considered as being
highly desirable, so as to provide a channel of continuous
liaison for the assessment and evaluation of the Safeguards

Nuclear Data Request List,

The Establishment of a Safeguards Nuclear Data BRequest List

embracing the entire Scope of the existing data requests

is necessary,

III. That the Agency actively encourages the Compilation of

Iv.

nuclear data for Safeguards.

That the steps be taken to further encourage and increase
the Collaboration between the Nuclear Data Section and the

Division of Doevelopment (Department of Safeguards and Inspecticn)
in those areas of common interest,



That those Safeguards Nuclear Data Requests in Categories
A and B (i.e. neutron induced) should also be Merged into
the existing Neutron Data Request Lists,

Due to the very wide Scope of the present Safeguards Nuclear
Data Requests,jpoblems of a somewhat new nature have been posed
to ensure the up-to-dateness and continuous monitoring of the
Status of individual requests, In this context, it is felt
necessary that, at this early stage, individual requestors
should be'responsible for maintaining and communicating to the

Nuclear Data Section information concerning the Status of each

Since Safeguards Systems Analysis is as yet not in a position
to provide well defined and quantitative criteria concerning
the relative importance of different strategic measurement
points in a fuel cycle, it is difficult to establish well
defined and quantitative criteria for assigning Priorities

to specific Safeguards Nuclear Data Requests, So as to arrive
at at least broad and qualitative criteria for the assignment

of Priorities, two possible courses of action were suggested:

A) That requestors be asked what were their criteria for

establishing the priorities associated with their requests.

B) That the well defined Priority criteria developed by the
European American Committee for Reactor Physics for requests
for nuclear data, be transmitted to the Safeguards Nuclear
Data Requestors, 80 as to provide them with qualitative
guidelines in establishing their Priorities.

finally established

v.
2, OBSERVATIONS
1.
of their requests.
11,
III,

That the Safeguards Nuclear Data Request List should be widely

distridbuted to experimentalists and to those actively engaged
in developing materials assay techniques for Safeguards, It
was also felt that the Safeguards Newsletter, presently being
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Iv,

VI,

compiled by the Department of Safeguards and Inépection,
should also be distributed to Safeguards Nuclear Data Requestors,

In considering the question of the Format of the Safeguards
Nuclear Data Request List, the Sub-Committee observed that the
Format of the photon and neutron induced requests presented in
INDC(NDS)-21/G (Draft) was acceptable, however, further consul-
tations were necessary in order to arrive at an agreed Format

for the decay scheme, fission yield and half-l§fe requests,

That the question of the Agency Funding some of those measurements,
appearing in the Safeguards Nuclear Data Request List and
considered to be of great importance, should only be examined

at a later stage when there is & greater degree of "feed-back"
betweep the data requestors, the designers and developers of

Safeguards instruments and the Safeguards Systems Analysts,

That the requestors should re-examine their requests and
supply, where necessary, further_information regarding such
items as the accuracy, priority, energy range of incident

particles and the status of each of their requests,





