Annex B: Response Form
You may respond to this consultation by email or by post.
Please note that if you accessing this document electronically you will only be able to enter text in the response fields. 

	Respondent Details
 

	
	
	Please return by 18th June 2010 to:

	Name:


	F McMorrow
	
	
	Consultation on the Financing of Nuclear Decommissioning and Waste Handling Regulations
Office for Nuclear Development
Department of Energy and Climate Change
3 Whitehall Place

London

SW1A 2AW
You can also submit this form by email:

decomguidance@decc.gsi.gov.uk 


	Organisation:


	Copeland BC
	
	
	

	Address:


	Copeland Centre

Catherine Street

	
	
	

	Town/ City:


	Whitehaven
	
	
	

	County/ Postcode:


	CA28 7SJ
	
	
	

	Telephone:


	01946 598321
	
	
	

	E-mail:


	fmcmcorrow@copeland bc.gov.uk
	
	
	

	Fax:


	     
	
	
	


Tick this box if you are requesting non-disclosure of your response.   FORMCHECKBOX 

	No.
	Question

	Section  2: Cost recovery

	Question 1



	Do the proposals create a transparent and effective means of recovering the costs incurred by the Secretary of State in relation to the matters described in Table 1?
Could the cost proposals be improved to enhance their transparency and effectiveness?

Is the proposed maximum fee set at a suitable level?

In answering these questions please give your reasons.


	Response
	yes

	No.
	Question

	Section 3: Independent third party verification

	Question 2
	Do the proposals create an effective framework for verification to take place?  

Are the responsibilities and requirements clear? 

Is it clear how the Secretary of State would expect the verification to take place?  

In answering these questions please give your reasons.



	Response
	no comment

	No.
	Question

	Section 4: Modifications to an approved programme

	Question 3
	It is Government’s intention that only changes that meet the definition of the materiality threshold should require the Secretary of State’s prior approval.  

Given the checks and balances in place,(annual and quinquennial reviews, independent verification, and in extremis, the Secretary of State’s power to modify), is the proposed materiality threshold set at a level that will capture strategic changes to the FDP but still protect the taxpayer?

Is the proposed approach for the notification of modifications to a FDP that are below the materiality threshold a reasonable one?

Does the definition of the content of a funded decommissioning programme in draft regulation 3 accurately define the liabilities to be captured by the modification?

In answering these questions please give your reasons.



	Response
	Local Authorities within which sites are located should be statutory consultees for both the FDP and any modifications. This would bring these private sector sites in line  with the consulltation requirements for NDA sites 

	No.
	Question

	Section 5: Designated technical matters

	Question 4
	Do the proposed designations strike the right balance between protecting the taxpayer on the one hand whilst avoiding undue administrative burdens on the operator?  

In answering these questions please give your reasons.

	Response
	no comment

	No.
	Question

	Section 6: Reporting requirements



	Question 5
	Is an annual and quinquennial reporting period appropriate?

Are the timescales for submitting the reports adequate? 

Is there any additional information that should be included in either report?

Given the nature of the liabilities and the content of the quinquennial report, should the in-depth quinquennial review be undertaken on a more frequent basis?  If yes, what are your reasons  for undertaking a more  frequent review and when should they take place?

	Response
	What is proposed should be sufficient provided the annual reports adeqautely cover progress and modifications go through the consultation and approval process


Please select the category below which best describes who you are responding on behalf of.

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Business representative organisation/trade body
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Central Government
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Charity or social enterprise
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 
Individual
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 
Large business ( over 250 staff)
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 
Legal representative
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 
Local Government
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 
Medium business (50 to 250 staff)
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 
Small business (10 to 49 staff)
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 
Micro business (up to 9 staff)
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 
Trade union or staff association
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Other (please describe):
Thank you for taking the time to let us have your views.  The Government does not intend to acknowledge receipt of individual responses unless you tick the box.  FORMCHECKBOX 
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