Recommendation 15

The recommendation was that intergenerational equity lends some weight to the preference for leaving the reactor compartment intact and this should be taken into account.  The commentary before the recommendation outlined both views of intergenerational equity.  Whilst MOD noted the recommendation for further consideration, it is being taken into account in the consultation process and will be one of the factors considered in making a decision.  This recommendation has therefore been accepted.

Recommendation 22

This recommendation was shown as rejected because it proposed that no metals with very low levels of radiation should enter the scrap metal market.  As almost all metals/materials are radioactive to some degree, this is an unrealistic aspiration.  No materials will be released into the re-cycling market unless they comply with free release criteria set by the relevant independent environmental regulators.  They are the Environment Agency (EA) in England and Wales, and the Scottish Environment Protection Agency (SEPA) in Scotland.

Recommendation 44

This recommendation was originally rejected on the grounds that it sought to draw MOD activity generally into civil regulation.  However, there is no problem with civil regulation of the ISOLUS Project.  The cut-up of the submarine will be under the control of a contractor and, regardless of whether the activity takes place on a civil or MOD site, it will be subject to civil regulation under the auspices of the Nuclear Installations Act 1965 (NIA 65), which is regulated by the Nuclear Installations Inspectorate (NII).  Any discharges from the site would come under the auspices of the Radioactive Substances Act 1993 (RSA 93), which is regulated by the Environment Agency (EA) and Scottish Environment Protection Agency (SEPA).  In the context of ISOLUS this recommendation is therefore accepted.

Recommendation 55

Funding has been made available for travel and subsistence for all participants who are not funded as part of their work.  Payment has also been made available to members of the Project Consultation Steering Group (PCSG), and members of the public and Non-Government Organisations (NGO’s) attending the Citizen’s Panel and the National Forum who are not funded through their work.  This recommendation has therefore been implemented.

Recommendation 47

This recommendation refers to the inclusion of counter experts in future stages of consultation.  It has been accepted that for the next phase of consultation a counter expert will be engaged following a MOD competitive tendering exercise.  Nominations will be sought from the ISOLUS Project Consultation Steering Group (PCSG).  As the current proposals are only in outline, they provide insufficient detail to benefit from a counter expert view.

Recommendation 50

This recommendation refers to the establishment of an independent advisory group and a technical advisory group.  MOD retains responsibility and accountability for Project ISOLUS and within that for the evaluation and assessment of industry’s proposals.  Whilst the MOD cannot accept this recommendation in full, in undertaking this task, we will seek the views of those with appropriate technical knowledge, including the counter expert referred to in Recommendation 47.

Recommendation 57

As was made clear in the original response, subject only to commercial and security constraints where the reasons for non-disclosure will be made clear, information will be publicly available.  This recommendation is therefore accepted.

