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—  Supply chain develo
work regionally, natipment: Helping SMEs to make sure they are equipped to
and is responding toanally and internationally. Supply chain is being developed
November — so far 1 challenge. Supply chain conference to be held on 13"
300 people registered.
— Skills: Good facilitie:
make sure best use s down west coast of Gumbria and ETEC in Thurso. Need to
the future. NDA inteof these facilities to train young people for opportunities in
nd to revisit skills strategy shortly.
Socio Economics: p
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— Stakeholder and con
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— Future: Tough times al
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Councillor from Mancheste
Sellafield. 1 noted the shocking comparison between Bradwell and

David Flear welcomed ND:
Caithness. Steven Henwd\'s commitment to the National Nuclear Archives in
support their responsibilitieod responded that NDA knew what they needed to
there was potential to makes. Question back was what did the community want -
there was a will and fundinz it a regional archive (as well as holding NDA records) if
a certain point and believeg was sourced from other places. NDA obligations stop at
3 community has an opportunity.
Meil Baldwin (Magnox ltd) {
relation to competition the thanked everyone for positive feedback on site visit. In
like once competition was question he was frequently asked was what it would look
Dounreay and how that wacomplete. Steven Henwood suggested to look to
reference to handover of ths working. There had been an initial concern with
took it very seriously and ine site but it was undertaken very professionally. People
good, David Batters adde terms of professional behaviour handover was very
improvement in performaned that he would like to see, following competition,
At Dounreay the plans werze and clear plans being developed with robust financials.
e mature and financials robust.
Mational Skills Academy, b
the tree as far as NDA is cluclear: NDA has concerns around ECITB. NSAN top of
ancermned.
Presentation by Magnox or
1 The C&M Hub: see presentation (appendix 1).
MBWS update: see prese
ntation {appendix 2).



»  Overview of waste management (Adrian {
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around 2030. Take advantage of new:ould have been 'options do not start ur
assessing these options against techr2d at options. Alluilt, NDA have been Mil
issues, costs, disposability and comm reactors being bnsability, operability
policy — NDA will merely inform DECQical maturity, licen the end it will be DECC
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Safety & contingency response
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i \What happened next:
Policy Implications

= MAWS programme continues

= Government remains commilled o geological disposal

«  Conlidenl that MAWS is sound and NNDB can continue

*  Overseas programmes have taken lime lo overcome obslacles
*  Heflected on experience of sile selection process to date

= 13 May — 10 June 2013: Call for Evidence

= Consultation on updated proposals launched 12 September

?m K '
st K€Y Messages from Call for Evidence
Ran from 13 May to 10 June 2013; -200 respondents

Ten main themes:

Geology: more information about potential suitability, and sooner
Communily beneflits: more information on scale, nalure, liming

Hight of withdrawal: how would il operate, whal guarantees?

Technical information: independent peer review and ratification

Socio-economic { local impacts: more information on praclicaliies, sconer

Trust: building more Lust in the process and in the key players involved

Decision-tnaking: clarity needead on who, whan, whatl aboul?

Interim storage: explaining betler plans lor storage before GDF
Invenlory: whal exaclly goes into the GDF, control over changes?
Moluntarism: generally agreed to be the hast way forward
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T Decisio

A number of specified 'decision
points’ before each of the six
stages can commence
‘Expressions of interest’ sought
from the launch of the siting
process

Level of local decision making not
specilied — to be determined by
each paricipating area —which led
to contlict and confusion

Mo requirements on a local
decision making body lo consult
with its community before
commilling to host a GOF
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Limend.
of e
Chmale Change

Roles in the siting process

‘Govemment and RWMD's role
largely passive and reactive

Lack of clarity over the role of
locally-slected bodies

No formal maans of independant
vetificalion or peer review

Government and HWMD to cany
aut naticnal public awareness and
engagement programme. RWMD,
as the developer, to form part of
"Steering Group’ with local councils

District Council to be specified as
the local decision making body.
‘Consultative Parinership’ to
provide a role for Counties and
Parishes.

Governmenl to explore using
CoRWM, a pool of professional
peer reviewers and ( or & new
independent advisory body

.

Lrmpint
%
Cimata

Geological settings

Insulficient geological information
provided to councils at an early
stage

Government to publish information
an reglonal geology in advance of
any call for volunteers

Government to move quickly to
provide detalled, independent
gealegical report for areas
engaged in the 'Leaming’ phase
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Depaibment
of Energy &
CEmate Change

Planning and assessments

Government ‘mindod’ to apply the
nationally significant infrastruclure
planning regime to the construction
‘of the GDF

Government took no view on how
to consent intrusive investigations
{i.e. boreholas)

Government intended to carry out
a site spacific Strategic
Environmental Assessment, and
site specific Environmantal Impact
Assessments, in the latter stages
aof the siling procass

Government to commil to applying
this regime and bring forward
necessary amendments to
Planning Act 2008

Governmant to bring intrusive
investigations within definition of
nationally significant infrastructure
as well

Governmentio publish a generic
Malional Policy Statement,
specifically tor a GOF, garly in the
siting process which would be
subject lo an Appraisal of
Sustainability

]

aof

.  Inventory

Estimated inventory for disposal
axprassad in terms of wasle
volumes (m?)

Inclusion of new build waste ‘will
be taken forward in discussion with
host communities as the
programme procesds’

Inventary for disposal to be
communicated to potential
communities with a focus on waste
and material types and the safely
case (volume figures still available)

Be clear on inclusion of new
nuclear waste, of a specified
maximum size
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Deprienont

gmnt.,  Community Benefits

Government not clear on the Government o make cl
amount of eammunily benefits that  a revised siting process,
would be available potential scale of cornmu

benefils
Mo significant payment of Start paying fimited bene
community benefils until a potential host community

cammunity commits lo hosting a the ‘Focusing' phass
GDF

Mechanism for delivering long- Government create a co
term community benelits fund —anly able to retrie
unspecified funds if a GDF was not

canstructed in the communi

L
Department

&=t |essons and Challenges

* Measd o galisfy voluntesr communily sspirations and defiver s complele
for UK waste inventony

*  Project management necded lo deliver something on this scale needs io
balancad with fexibility o accommodata voluntaar communilias needs in
ke conlingsd progress logeiler

v Mead o match lechnical reouiremenis lor & safe, anvircnmenially sound
the voluntesr process

o Cionstant Beeat of chaltenge from anti-nuclearn lobby as GUE is seen as 2
requisite for now nuclaar build despite the necd o deal with the exisfing |
now rather Ihan leava the probtdem for Tulure ganarations

o Mary long imescalas (even In gite investigation and construction) are ba
most penple arg usad o

¢ Maad tocontings through many Instancas of poliflcal changa {local and n

+«  Meod tosccura leng-temm funding for facility development and defivery of
comminily benefils commiimants

«  Shearscalal!
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hitps://www.gov.uk/government/consultatio
ns/geological-disposal-facility-siting-
process-review

radioactivewaste @ decc.gsi.gov.uk
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