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    Notes of MRWS Steering Group meeting

Notes:  
The Gunson Room, Ingwell Hall, Westlakes – 9.30 to 2pm
Present:

Cllr Elaine Woodburn (CBC) Chair, Rhuari Bennett (3KQ), Steve Smith (CBC), Charles Holmes (ABC), Cllr Mike Davidson (ABC), Stewart Kemp (CCC), Paul Feehily (CCC),Chris Shaw (CALC), Guy Richardson (CALC), Cllr David Moore (WCSSG), Peter Kane (GMB), Paul Gardner (Osprey Communications),Gareth Powells (Wood Holmes), Sharon Walker (CBC Notes),
1. 
Apologies, Actions and updates from last meeting (Doc 125 )

1.1 Apologies from: Richard Harris (3KQ), Cllr Tim Knowles (CCC), Cllr Keith Hitchen (CALC)
Copies to Cllr G Smith, P Walker
	
	24th November - All Actions complete – matters arising

	
	O/S item from 10th November about the impact of elections and purdah.  We had a response from Charles Holmes.  Still require a view from CCC Monitoring Officer – SK to 

	
	


2. 
Updates

2.1 Keswick Film Festival (10-13 Feb) is showing the film Into Eternity with a possible chaired panel discussion afterwards.  Paul considering options with the hosts.  Paul Gardner said that we have been approached to have speakers after the film.  Greenpeace & NDA have been asked.  The showing of the film on 19th January is still going ahead for Partnership Members.
2.2 Newsletter has gone to print, and will be delivered w/c 17th Jan in West Cumbria.  This contains two articles from Prof David Smythe and the NDA on geological suitability.
2.3 Stakeholder Organisations Workshop is on 13th January: Tim, Elaine and Fred attending for the Partnership, although others are welcome as part of the wider outreach and engagement with West Cumbrian organisations. C Shaw asked about the numbers attending, RB would let him know.
2.4 Community Benefits advisors appointed.  Phil Richardson and John Hetherington from Galson Sciences.  They have met the sub-group and are helping with the development of a MoA with Government on benefits principles.
2.5 Regular comms meetings between John Dalton (NDA), Lewis Mortimer (DECC) and Paul Gardner.  Paul produced and update sheet (attached) and highlighted point 6 & 7 see 2.6 below
2.6 NDA consultation on national framework for MRWS Site Identification and Assessment.  The time of this consultation is uncertain given purdah period: it could be March or May.  The suggestion is that the Partnership submits a collective response because it is consulting directly on the MRWS process.  This could be done by asking Fred Barker to draft a submission based on the paper he has already done for the Partnership on the siting process: this would be circulated and signed off by the full Partnership before submission.  Following discussion it was decided to wait until the document is issued.
2.7 CoRWM are preparing a position paper on PSE within radwaste management, including a section on the PSE of other organisations such as the Partnership.  It is very positive and there are no concerns raised.
2.8 Feedback on Government & NDA support.  CoRWM are seeking a brief conversation with Steering Group members after the 19th January Partnership meeting – should only take 20 minutes.
3. 
Evaluation Plan
3.1 Gareth Powells of Wood Holmes tabled a draft Work Programme and asked for comments or questions the Steering Group might have.  It works to a timetable which has a final report due 14th April 2011with an Interim review in late January 2011.  Action: Agreed to bring back to Steering Group on 2nd February 2011.
3.2 There will be 2 workstreams, PSE2 activity and Partnership Review.  Core interviews with Steering Group will underpin this work.  
3.3 Gareth will contact Steering Group members to set up interview times.
3.4 Wood Holmes have set up a dedicated email address which is wcmrws@woodholmes.co.uk 

4. 
Geology Follow up
4.1 Working Draft paper tabled
4.2 Guy introduced the paper and asked for comments.
4.3 Rhuari highlighted Section 1 para 3 about informal comments given by CoRWM to NDA.  These comments meant that a more detailed report about the subject was requested. Action: RB to circulate CoRWM comments.
4.4 Points arising from the discussions were:

· Section 2 para 2.  Some of bullet points may be too much detail.
· Concerns that if this paper is put into the public domain it will be subject to press and public comments which may take the focus away from the process we are trying to go through.  
· We don’t want to fall into the position that we are constantly responding to criticism.
4.5 There was some clarification about the seminars that have taken place over the last few months.  In September CoRWM explained to a wider audience how they came to their decision to put forward a GDF to Government.  The November seminar was about Geology following BGS results and asking NDA to explain the situation with regard to NIREX process.

4.6 With regard to Workstream 2b.  “Subjective judgement that the results of the screening leave enough ‘possibly suitable’ land to make further progress worthwhile”.  Charles thought that the BGS survey ticked this box.  If we are being challenged further then perhaps a further piece of work is required.  Are the organisations represented comfortable that we have fulfilled this criteria.  Take some time to think about this.

4.7 It was agreed that a further piece of work needs to be done, although this draft may be too detailed or technical.  Action: Take this away and feed in comments to Guy Richardson & Richard. Further draft to be circulated.
5. 
International learning and site visits
5.1 At the last Partnership Meeting John Mathieson gave a presentation about overseas visits.  The discussions mirrored the Steering Group in that some were for and some thought it was too early.  Rhuari asked individuals for their support and the result was that there was not wide support to travel to the United States, however, there were 12 in favour of a virtual visit
5.2 There was split support between visit and virtual for the other options.
5.3 Ask for virtual visit with WIPP and leave the other countries.  Programme for February – comprising briefing in morning and patch in to site operating facility in the afternoon. 
5.4 Action: RB liaise with NDA and put together a draft Agenda and circulate.
6. 
Budget
6.1
Rhuari circulated the Draft Forecast Expenditure Profile 2011 – 12, highlighting the lines with regard to Local Authority cost and awareness survey.
6.2
Forecast LA costs are required by 7th January 2011. Action All LA Officers
6.3
Following input from Local Authorities, it will be sent in its draft form to DECC.
6.4
DECC will come back with questions and we need to be ready to respond to this.

6.5
Call for Timesheets & Invoices for Quarter 3 of this financial year. Action: ALL to   Sharon
7. 
Work Programme
7.1 
RB flagged up issues and bottlenecks
7.2
Generic Disposal System Safety Case – Work Programme Task 1b(i) - The timescales don’t allow this to be covered at the Partnership Meeting on 14th April 2011.  This means that we will be going into PSE3 without the issue of safety being discussed.  Proposal to have a specific short seminar.
7.3
M Davidson commented that there are a cluster of items on the Work Programme coming up which relate to safety and he asked about the requirement for these to be Peer Reviewed. Others commented that a peer review would be unnecessary unless the public expressed a lack of confidence in the Regulators.  Need some flexibility to be able to cover this eventuality.
7.6
Steve Smith looked at what was required of Work Programme Tasks 3c “Understand the vision for the future of West Cumbria and to what extent a repository may or may not fit into it” and 3d “Assessment of commitment to other new nuclear missions that will support employment and a clear prospect of major sustainable investments from other sectors that will provide sustainable employment.  
7.7
He was due to do a presentation at the 19th January 2011 Partnership Meeting but this has now moved to 3rd March 2011.
7.8
He looked at this as a result of the future of Britain’s Energy Coast West Cumbria in November and he has included extracts from the Masterplan, reflected on revised investment plan, other economic prospects including energy related, new nuclear and broaden it out to fit in to other economic development workstreams. 
7.9 
The 3 Local Authorities, Cumbria Tourism and BECWC should meet to scope and agree a presentation for 3rd March 2011.
7.10
Elaine Woodburn said that this may not cover all economic advantages and further work could be required.

7.11 
Charles Holmes said there may be some links and take care not to overlap with the work the Impacts sub group has contracted.

7.12 
Peter Kane asked what other benefits do multi-national firms bring to West Cumbria.

7.13
Action: Steve Smith to note comments and take the lead on this item.
8.
Any other business
8.1 
No other business
9. 
Actions
	
	ACTION
	WHO

	Agenda Item 2 - Updates
	

	
	No actions
	

	Agenda Item 3 – Evaluation Plan
	

	3.1
	Interim Review to 2/2/11 Steering Group meeting
	Gareth, Wood Holmes

	Agenda Item 4 – Geology Follow-up
	

	4.3
	Circulate CoRWM comments
	RB

	4.7
	Feed in comments to Guy Richardson & Richard Harris
	ALL

	Agenda Item 5 – International Visits
	

	5.4
	Liaise with NDA re: virtual visit to WIPP
	RB

	Agenda Item 6 – Budget

	6.4
	Local Authority Forecast by 7th January 2011
	All L.A. Officers

	6.6
	Timesheets & Invoices for Quarter 3 (Oct – Dec)
	ALL

	Agenda Item 7 – Work Programme

	7.13
	Steve Smith to note comments and take lead on this item
	SS
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