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1. Meeting of the Decommissioning Conduct Working Group

The Decommissioning Conduct Working Group (DC WG) meeting was held from 7 to 11
December 2009 in Bonn as part of the FaSa Project.

The purpose of this working group meeting was to perform a final review of the draft chapter 4
to consolidate:

- additional contribution;

- the approach developed to describe the evolution process of the safety assessments
and the related studies;

- the decision making process;
- the update of the “overarching safety report™.

It was also expected to identify issues to be addressed by the implementation of safety
assessment results working group.

The meeting was chaired by P. Francois (France).

2. Participants

16 participants followed the DC WG. Ten participants were from operating organisations and 5
participants from regulators and TSO/Consultants (5) including IAEA.

A list of the participants of this meeting is enclosed in Appendix A.

3. Review of the draft Chapter 4 of the FaSa report
3.1. Structure and content of the draft chapter 4

The structure of the Chapter 4 updated during the last meeting in April 2009 is as follow:
* Section 1: Phased approach in decommissioning,
* Section 2: Levels and evolution of the safety assessments,

* Section 3: Reasons to update safety assessments.

The structure of the draft chapter 4 has been reviewed in order to address the issues related to
the management of the modifications during the implementation of a decommissioning project.
The objective is to describe the decision making process implemented by many operators in
order to start dismantling operations when a detailed safety assessment is made available and to
manage the modifications (ie cutting techniques, minor events, etc.) which could occurred
during the operations. A new section (number 3) has been introduced “Management of
modifications during decommissioning™.

The section dealing with the “reasons to update safety assessments™ has been also reviewed to
enlarge its scope. It has been decided to address the reasons to update the safety assessments,
the overarching safety report and the final decommissioning plan. The new title of this updated
section (number 4) is “Reasons to update safety documentations”.




The new structure of the draft chapter 4 is the following:
* Section 1: Phased approach
* Section 2: Evolution of safety assessment
* Section 3: Management of modifications during decommissioning
* Internal approval process

* Section 4: Reasons to update safety documentations

3.2. Improvement of the chapter 4 on decommissioning conduct

Many examples have been collected from participants experience feedback in order to
developed each section of the draft chapter 4. The status of the examples is the following one:

* Section 1: Phased approach
Examples of phased approach have been provided for the following facilities:
* 10 examples have been collected:
* 3 examples for NPP
* 4 examples for fuel cycle facilities
» 2 examples for Research Reactors,
* 1 example for an underground laboratory

» 1 additional example for Mining is expected (Action: A. Cadden)

* Section 2: Evolution of safety assessment

4 examples have been collected to describe the evolution process of the safety assessments
associated to the implementation of a phased approach during decommissioning (one from Uk,
2 from France, one from Italy).

* Section 3: Management of modifications during decommissioning

3 examples have been collected to describe the decision making process (one from Uk, one
from France, one from Italy). One additional example from Bulgaria has been provided during
the meeting.

Additional contributions are expected from Canada and Germany.

* Section 4: Reasons to update safety documentations

The sub-sections dealing with the reasons to update the overarching safety report and the safety
assessments has been kept. In order to address the outcomes from the discussion held during
the plenary meeting, an additional sub-section dealing with the reasons to update the Final
Decommissioning Plan has been discussed.

Further work

= A new paragraph will be developed by the WG leader and V. Ljubenov (IAEA). This
paragraph will be submitted to the participants for review.



Nota: A new paragraph has been provided by V. Ljubenov the 18" of December 2009 and introduced in
the draft chapter 4.

4. Interfaces with WG on planning

Interface with WG on planning

Recommendations concerning the update of the key deliverables identified by the WG on
planning (Final decommissioning plan and the overarching safety report) have to be
checked. It is considered by the WG on conduct that the Final decommissioning plan and
the overarching safety report are live documents which need to be update during the
decommissioning project. The evolution of such documents has to be addressed by the
Planning WG and the update of such documents has to be addressed by the Conduct WG.

Interface with WG on implementation of safety assessments results

No specific recommendations have provided for the working group on implementation of
safety assessments results. It has been decided to address this issue during the meeting of
this working group (see the minutes of the WG on implementation, leader M. Pennington).

S. Work implementation

The following work implementation process has been agreed:

* send the minutes of the meeting and the new draft chapter 4 to all the
participants of the WG on decommissioning conduct and the WG leaders
within the end of the year 2009, (Action WG leader),

* contribution by participants of the WG on decommissioning conduct before
end of February 2010 (A/l participants),

* Issue a new draft of chapter 4 for the beginning/mid of March 2010
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