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1 - Background

The West Cumbria MRWS Partnership exists to "make recommendations to Copeland BC and Allerdale BC on whether or not they should participate in the geological disposal facility siting process, without commitment to eventually host a facility". The Partnership is therefore predominantly concerned with the process up to a "Decision to Participate" as defined in the Government White Paper
, and not beyond.

This paper outlines draft criteria that the Partnership will use when recommending whether to participate or not. The criteria will also:

· be subject to a round of wider stakeholder organisation comments

· be recommended to the Decision Making Bodies as the criteria they could use for making their final decision on whether to participate or not

2 – Draft Criteria

	Name
	Full Criteria
	What we will look for

	Safety, Security, Environment and Planning
	· Satisfied that suitable regulatory and planning processes are in place or being developed to protect residents, workforce and the environment
 


	· Acceptable regulatory bodies and processes exist or are being developed

· Adequate communication links between regulators and community are present and working

· Acceptability of the planning aspects of the siting process

	Geology
	· Whether the Partnership is confident in the integrity of the BGS screening work/report



· Sufficient areas remaining in West Cumbria after initial screening to make further progress worthwhile
	· Acceptable peer review process

· Broad stakeholder confidence in BGS study


· Subjective judgement that the results of the screening leave enough "possibly suitable" land to make further progress worthwhile

	Community Benefits


	· Whether the Partnership is confident that an appropriate community benefit package can be developed

· Whether the Partnership is confident that appropriate possibilities exist to assess and mitigate blight if it occurs


· Whether the Partnership is confident that the possibility of a repository fits appropriately with the overall direction of the relevant community/ies

	· Acceptable process in place to secure additional benefits  - beyond those which derive directly from the construction and operation of the facility


· Acceptable process is in place to assess any negative impacts and mitigate them

· Support for the possibility of a repository in relation to other documented long term priorities

	Design and Engineering
	· Satisfied that the design concepts being developed are appropriate


· Satisfied with the proposed inventory to be managed in a facility
	· Acceptable design concept and flexibility thereof

· Reassurance that reversibility/retrieveability is an option, and flexibility to confirm this later


· Knowledge of what the inventory is, and acceptable process for how the inventory would be changed, including how the community can influence this

	Process
	· Whether the Partnership is confident that the siting process is sufficiently robust and flexible to meet their needs
	· Acceptable process of moving from 'possibly suitable areas' to specific potential host sites

· Provision for 'pause points' to allow more work to be undertaken at the Partnership's request

· Acceptable nature of (and limitations to) the Right of Withdrawal

· Government commitment to sustain the process

	Public and stakeholder views
	· Whether the Partnership's recommendations are credible given public and stakeholder views 

(note: the word 'credibility' here is used to reference the criterion in the White Paper, para 6.22)
	This is a subjective judgement but any recommendation might require at least the following to indicate credibility:

· Broad support from the stakeholder organisations in the area, including those that are likely to form a Community Siting Partnership if a DtP was taken (again, words taken from WP para 6.22)

· An increasing level of confidence in the Partnership held over time by those engaged

· Evidence that concerns raised have been, or will be, addressed where appropriate










































































� Managing Radioactive Waste Safely: A Framework for Implementing Geological Disposal, June 2008
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