NDA_

Nuclear

Decommissioning
Authority

UK Stakeholder
Engagement Initiatives
REDRT—IRINE—- T —D AV MER

AESJ-WINJ International Conference - Tokyo 30 January 2010
BERRFNFE-WIN-JapanEfE=E —20104F1H30H ER

Jay Redgrove Partnership Coordinator NDA
vrzA-Lykya—7 N—rF—yT-0—T1R—4%— NDA




Aim of this section

V.o 2y V=LY =
e Provide context to the UK situation:

REDHRZERBNT S

 The radioactive waste problem in the UK
& E DSt REYERE

e Historical overview
PE 58 i BL &R

« The UK consultative process
ZEOHmEITOER
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The NDA

FRFNELLfE

B

Non-Departmental Public Body

established in April 2005
200554 A IR IS =4 BB EE

Remit to clean up the existing civil
public sector nuclear wastes

BFORM-A#BMDORFHORENELET S

Sites and facilities built from 1940’s

onwards
1940F R LRI R IN =Y A ETES

Annual funding of ~£2.8Bn (410Bn JPY)
T R28ERUK (4,100(8F)
Based in West Cumbria, with regional

offices

BEHUTI)TERREL., EMICEEXFREEAD
Responsible for 19 former UKAEA and

BNFL sites & integrated waste
strategy
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The challenge

e The UK has been a nuclear nation since
1940s ZEX1040ERMSEE HERIALTLS

« We have higher activity wastes to manage
In long term. Also materials - spent fuel,
plutonium and uranium - may become

Wasles  guuy-emd EERAEEENERZ T, ERAF
WE . TILh =S L. 95 HEQOMELEEYELTYSS

 New build would generate further waste
FHRERICHEVEEMAEMT S

 Previous siting processes failed
HEEDIEE TOER LRIz K 1=
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History of faillure to find

sites 37 R E R D ES

* 1970’s . Geological disposal of High Level Waste

ELRNILEZEDOHELR S
e Sea disposal of Intermediate Level Waste

« 1980’s _ _ RLARIILEEYDBFLS
* (Nirex formed in 1982) (19824 Nirex#t 55 37)

e Near surface disposal of LLW and SLILW
ELRILVBEEPEEFHELRILVEEYDZRBENS

* Geological disposal of ILW  wmp~ L EsmothEmns

« 1987 Nirex began new search for deep repository
19874, Nirexft AN BN DIREZEFT=I<FIELT=

« 1989 Sellafield and Dounreay selected
e 1990’s 1989%F , 5 7/—ILRERY—U LA DB ESIND

« 1991 Concentrate on Sellafield
19914 #5714 —ILFIZHE L KBNS
e 1997 Investigations “wound up” following refusal of
Rock Characterisation Facility (RCF) planning
permission by Secretary of State
19974, BHKEICLDERFFEREMEE (RCF)
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History

 Planning application for rock

characterisation facility refused 1997
1997F AR FIERERER D ERFNNTEINS

e House of Lord’s review 1999 - stakeholder

engagement is key to moving forward

1999 N ERTHEE —RT—IHRINEF —-IT5—I A BEFZREHIBEE
THEDNHAHEDRELD

 UKCEED (UK centre for Economic and Environmental
Development) Conference - showed the public
could and wanted to engage with long-term
radioactive waste management

RERFRBFEZNE (UKCEED) B —TTRABAMEEZYVORAETEIC
5 TAHENAIRETHY. Tz E5LEVEEBATNSIEN TSNS
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Way forward S% DR

« Government launched new programme in 2001 to:
20014F, B X LA T ZBHIET SHFEtEICEFL

e achieve long-term protection of people and the
environment ]
AERBEDORPMGREZERT S

 do this in an open and transparent way that
Inspired public confidence

ERDOE#EEZ/ONDSLSILGF—TOTERMOE I AEELD
 be based on sound science
ReLGHPIZEDS
 ensure the effective use of public monies
AEOHMENFRAZMESES
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MRWS programme (1)

BETEREEYVR 2 EEETE (1)

Stage Work Timing

The MRWS consultation process, consideration of
1 responses, planning for stage 2 2001-02
MRWSIHE T AR RIEDEE . H2BEOFHE

e Establishment of CoRWM (Committee on Radioactive
Waste Management) MEH4EREEMEEE B S (CoRWM)ERIL

e Research and public debate, led by CoORWM,
involving option evaluation, using best public and
2 stakeholder engagement and the best available 2002-06
scientific knowledge
CoRWM®D = RIZLHIRE L LB RED/NNTYvY / AT—IkK
— I — I —OAVMNEREDHEMBEERALA T a6

e Government decision on the option(s) to implement

EWI AT av BT HBRFRE
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MRWS programme (2)

BETEREEYR 2 EEETE (2)

Stage Work Timing

Consultation on the Government's framework for
3 implementing its preferred option(s) 2007

BIENF=FT a0 OEREIZET SBFORMEAHZHS HIHE

_ _ 2008
4 Implementation of preferred option(s) onwards
BIENTF=-ATavDERE LU
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Aim of this section

Ao DBE

e Provide an overview of the current UK

programme. KEORTOHEOHEERYT
« The consultative process BE7OEx
« Method of site selection IR TE DF R
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Purpose of the White Paper

BHEDB/M

« Provides Government’s framework for
managing higher activity radioactive
waste through geological disposal

=S EREYE B ILS(CL-TE
BY B OREAZRYT

« Communities invited to open without
commitment discussions with

Government gt ot BFENERE
YAV E TRt ]

« Implementation by the NDA
NDA[Z &S EE

« Strong independent regulation
B RAMILITIN
 Independent scrutiny by new CoRWM

4 CoRWMIZ LB L-AE




Who does what? (1)

ZERDEEANZA(L)

« Government - policy makers and will take
final decisions on site location etc

BUFF —BURZAEL, IMBRELGEICET AREREETT

« NDA - implementing organisation, planning
and delivering the geological disposal
facility through the supply chain

NDA—HTSAFz— % EBL THEN S MR DKL - 51iE -
REEEITT S
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Who does what? (2)

BERDEERNA(2)

 Local Govt - engaged in partnership and

local decision making 5 Bk — s S— b —S oy S
HEBRECAIDD

« Communities - work in partnership with NDA
£ Hhigitt & —NDAED/A—rF—2 9T ICRYARD

« Regulators - ensure robust independent
regulation 3L B — AT T RERES 5

« CoRWM - independent scrutiny and advice
CoRWM—MIILI-EAELBIEZITO
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Some key elements

EEGER

« Government to invite communities to express an
interest

B A et (TR0 ZERATHEI5KRDS

« Partnership approach with communities including
right of withdrawal and benefits package

IE DIEF PR RGE ., gt REDN—bF—vTFEEESD

e BGS (British Geological Survey) tO screen out unsuitable
sites after expressions of interest

REHEFER (BGS) L, M DEALDRADETHLFERT
HNIERNT S
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Stages In the site selection

Process TR SO R DS R

Stage 1:
Invitation issued and Expressions

of Interest from communities —> : : .
Advise Community not suitable

?EH%@%BE:‘:F&EW:I:‘%?&\BGJEEI'D BA FTEE ESn s H RICBIEZEITS

|

Stage 2:

Consistently applied ‘sub-surface Stage 3:

LRSSy U= Community consideration leading to Decision to
thTREMES HEZ—ELCER »| Participate  SINREICDOHEHA DB ETORE

Stage 4.
Desk-based studies in participating areas

Stage 5:
Surface investigations on remaining candidates )
Final Community Right of Withdrawal BRUDEMm DR FE
gt £ DR LE DHEF =
Stage 6:

N)! Underground operations HhTEE




Site selection 37 R E

e Two key early decision points:
2DDEELANHOEBRERA S

 Expression of Interest — local communities
register interest in “without commitment”

discussions with Government

Eﬂé%ﬁ% — B SHNBFEDTBEH L FOLEV IHEADEDERET

 Decision to Participate - Decision Making
Body/ies make a formal commitment to
participate iIn facility siting process, but still

“without commitment” to host

SIRTE —ERREBBEAEROIIMBESOLRIZSNT S5, K
RELTZIHAND BB EDLEWNCEEERXICHETS
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Site selection - Key elements

MHETE —ERIGER

« Community Siting Partnership
ittt SO BE S F—PvT

Right of Withdrawal th 1k DHEF]

Engagement Package 5

« Community Benefits Package Hhishit & A DRIFE
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Engagement package

B 5

Funding might cover Partnership running costs, including:
. salaries @ B EICKY. UTEEC/N— M —yTBEEBEHN—TDLFE
- operational costs EAaXk
- expenses RE
- specialist advice EMROME
- public information LR
- consultation and engagement BBl S
- process evaluation PR F i
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Community benefits package (1)

Mottt A~ DFEFTE (1)

« To develop social and economic wellbeing of community
fulfilling essential national service

FRAIRGEREXRZETI St OHEN - BFENGTELORREZERET
 Could cover: UTEHN—FBF5%

- Local training/skills development/education investment
g TOIIE -RENFEE - BHE~DIRE

- Support for local service industries
MDY —ERXEEEMRELE-ZIE

- Public services/infrastructure/housing
NHEY—ER-1075-FE#IG
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Community benefits package (2)

Hutgitt A DG T & (2)

- Highways, transport and travel schemes
BRRRIERS ., WX - BEFER

- Local healthcare
Hh g5 =

- Environmental improvement
RIEWE

- Recreational facilities
Lo IT— 3 iesk

« Government also acknowledges that this is an
intergenerational issue with impacts many decades

Into the future g KEASEESIChE>TREBERIFY

HAROERETHLH_LLBHEL TS




Current situation B4R

« Two Borough Councils (Allerdale and
Copeland) and one County Council

(Cumbria) have formally expressed an

Interest 2D EARBE (FS—F—ILEa—FSUR) 10D
WS (T 7) MERIEIDER BT

A local partnership has been formed
Hhigh/ S—kF—vTHRW RS-

« Memorandum of Agreement signed
BENZHShT-
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Work 1n 2009/10

2009 H LU 2010F O HY #B A

« Support Government with the MRWS programme
MRWSETEI TBUFEXIET
« We developed our stakeholder engagement and

communications strategy
RT—IRINF— T —D AV MERBRDEIRERELT-

« Continue to develop NDA approach to partnerships
NDAD/IN—bF—yTFiEE5IEMERTET S

« Support communities as they consider setting up their
partnerships
gt S AN— VT EERTHEEEXETS

« Support RWMD staff as they undertake stakeholder
engagement on various topics

BEEEEMEER (RWMD) BREFEIFEFLET—ICBEALTRT—I7RIL
BT —O AT DEEERIETS
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What i1s the role of the
IN—FF—9TDRE

partnership

To recommend whether or not West
Cumbria should make a decision to

participate in the Government siting
process

BEAVIT)THABFDOILMREETOEIAD
BMERET NENEINMERET D
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Who Is on the partnershig ?

(Members) n~—rFr—970
(A18—)

« Founding Councils MREAER

« Neighbouring Councils #ERZ&8%
e Local associations Mg D
e Trade Unions HEES

* Nuclear Legacy Advisory Forum (NuLeAF)
RFHEHEMI+—FL (NuLeAF)
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Observing Members

AT HF—iN—

Committee on Radioactive Waste Management
BSEREEVERRZAR

Department of Energy and Climate Change
IRLF— [UEEENE

Environment Agency I=tEFr

Isle of Man Government 7 BB

Nuclear Decommissioning Authority EFEEL i
Nuclear Installations Inspectorate BERAGERER

Attend and observe meetings, as well as inform and
advise the group when requested Do not take part
In the Partnership's decision-making

LEBICHELTERL, ZEFICKRLCTYT IL—TIZEREIRLL.
N-.)\_ BhEZ1T5h. 1I\—bF—w T OERIRFEIZITS MU



NDA approach

« Open A—Tv
 Transparent BRAMEAEL
 Listening HE##E+3
e Responsive RIGHSRLY

« Working in Partnership IS—rF—S 9T ADERYIEH
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NDA role in Partnership

IN—FF—29FI2B [T ANDAD B Z

 Provide presentations ILELT—avE(TS
 Write briefing notes TU—D4 T EREERT S
« Undertake research MEERETD

Provide background information &s#E8ziEMHd3
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Others Invited oMK

- Greenpeace 7)—2E—R
* Friends of the Earth West Cumbria RO RAHYITYTZE

e CORE (Cumbrians Opposed to a Radioactive

Environment) IRIEDMSTREB IR T HHTY
F7HER®D% (CORE)

« Carlisle City Council H—SA LTSS

Members of the pubic can attend the meetings and
observe what happens and ask questions

—RSMENZFBICHEL., RYTSZHREL, BRI 52N TES
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Partnership key work areas

N—bFF—9TDEELHE

6 key areas of work: informing the recommendation
whether or not West Cumbria should participate in the

next stage: EONEENH BHLITUTHRDBEMITELRENESIHDIR
1. Safety, security af?ij—e%;wironment R4 FRHEE. B
2. Geology W
3. Community Benefits gt =~ D ftE
4. Design and Engineering LT O mTYLH
5. Process Jatx

6. Public and Stakeholder views (cross- Cuttlng) |
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Partnership public and

stakeholder engagement
IN—bF—=29TDINT)YY / RT—=IFRINF— T =D AV

Three rounds of engagement to: 3859VFDIVHF—T AR

 Provide a mix of engagement opportunities to
share information and ensure feedback
IT—DANDBEEFHEAEHE. BREXEBLTII—FN\VIEEFS

« ldentify the extent of support for a decision
whether to participate or not & any issues
EMDORIEICETHRELTOMDEEIH T HXIBEOHEEHFET S
« Demonstrate the credibility of the
Partnership's recommendations
N—brF—9T DREDEFEMEELT S
« Produce a report setting out the engagement
activities and the outcomes
IVF—OAMNEBIEEDRRICEATAHREEZEMTS
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Partnership ‘round one’ activities

(1) IR—hF—y T DT EISHUR EE (1)
« Website Web 41 k

 Leaflet to all Households SHTERRELI/MRF

« Partner publications IR—rF—DRE

« Work with schools S D15 71
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Partnership ‘round one’ activities

(2) IS—rF—y T DIEISHUR EE (2)

Attendance at Neighbourhood Forums

WRERESADSM
« Citizens Panel survey EREESOHE
* Residents Panel BEEEAR

Stakeholder Organisation Workshop
AT—IRIVE— 87— avT
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Overall conclusion

237 N oF
« The UK Is making progress: XEITERERT TN
« MRWS White Paper published MRWSE & D R1T

« Siting process based on voluntarism and
partnership approach EEEHL/ A—rF—LvTF
ERICEDGIHREETOER
« West Cumbria Partnership formed and

engaged BwHIVTI8S—bF—vTD
LR 5

« NDA is looking forward to working in
partnership with local community(ies)

NDA [thigitt & D /S —hF— v FIZH L TLNVS



Thank you

CREHYMNESITSLVELL

Any guestions?

BT
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