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Dear Chainnan Klein,

1 wish o thank yeu for the kind reception that you, the other Commissioners and the staff of the NRC
pravided during my visit on 31 August. The information that was provided was rnost benzficial 1o me
in understanding your and your Agency's vision for the future; addjtionally, the wonderful lunch that
we had together allowed for an open and productive sharing of ideas.

As we agread, [ have prepared a summary of my view conceming Stage 2 of the Multinational Design
Approval Process (MDAP). In addirian to the development process by which this project histarically
evolved, the propesed Terms of Reference (which are suppased 1o bc approved at the upcoming
meeting of the core group countries) provids numeraus supporting peints for my thoughts. Therefore, [
would like to offer thc services of the JAEA as a co-Secrstariat for Phases 2 and 3 of the MDAP. Bath
organizations thould be fully coordinated and supportive of each others felds of expertise; lik=wise,
bath should be fully-endorsed participants in the MDAP process. Upon my rstum to Vienna, I
received 3 lelicr from DG Echévarsi inviting us to participate in the upcoining mesting of the core
counties associated with MDAP. As we discussed, however, this invitation reiterated our ex-officio
status in this mesting: sdditionally, both the agenda and the proposed Terms of Reference were
develeped without our substantive pardcipation.

This is especially important, given the fact that the Progranimie. has been expanded 1o include two new
countries, the People's Republic of China and the Russian Federation, as well a5 addressing the needs
of developing countriss, in ganeral. The consequences of this smatepic outreach, as well as the recent
revitalization of interest from countries around the warld to consider the nuclsar option a¢ a part of
their national energy strategics, has resultad in the Goals and Objectives of Stage 2 of MDAP now

being much mare aligned to the Stage 3 vision.

As we conducted our initial review of the proposed Terms of Referance, it szemed that the earlier
premises - 10 conduct a multi-lateral licensing initiziive for the European Pressurized Reactor (Stage
1), to be followed by a more multi-lateral injtiative that again focused an. sharing technical expertise
during licemsing initialives (Stage 2), and then 10 extract the lessons-learnzd and ‘develop an
intemmadional design review process — have become iniertwined. Examples include:

. OLJec{xve 1 - “Ensble 2nd encourage globel use of smndardized reacior desi igns". While this
is cartainly an issue f interest 1o the OECD countries, the global promulgation of safery
standards and the assurance of their application is 2 s1antery iesponsibility of the IAEA, thus,
this abjective would be best ssrved by the [ull involvemnent of the IAEA.

* Objectve 2 - “Facilitate the desiym reviews of reciors in many countries, inchuding developing
countries™, The inclusien of developing countries in this cbjective will require new modes of
cocperation that the JAEA is well “"h-*nsncwi in providing.



s Objective 3 = “Further public understanding of regulatory safety goals on an intermational
basis”. This abjectve is directly tied to the JAEA's rc<pon;1‘mhty i<} pramulgate safaty
standards, especially with raspect te the development, issuance, and apphu.ancn of ihe Safery
Fundamentals and Safety R=qu_xemsms. Proactive IAEA participation in meeting can only
help in =fficiently achieving this.

he 1AEA is the organizatien through which such broad-based objectives can be achieved. Our
international Safety Standards are the globally aceepted tools for rzferznce by which adequate level of
safety are considered, especizlly in developing counnies. Our intemational peer review missions have
a history of bringing intzrnational experis together to share insights en the application of the Safety
Stzndards. Our emphasis on field activities allows for an active sharing of experi¢nces and insights, as
oppossd 1o those gleaned from meztings and warkshops. Over the past several decades, we have had
sivmificant success with our design review effons, most notably these assaciated with the safecy
assessment of WWER and RBMK designs and the variery of designs being built in China. i

A

ecently, the JAEA has recejved requests from many countrizs to provide them guidance 2s to how
best to consider whether or not (o pursue nuclear power a3 parm of their energy srategiss. No mater
how this focus an intemnational applications has evolved, it is a reality. The expediency by which thess
requests are coming and the complexiry of the issues associated with them makes it essemtial that we
devote the necessary time now io assure that the MDAP programme is carefully developed and does
not have la be reconfigured in the fumre, Such discussions would, 1 believe, be best served in 2
cooperative and mutually supportive environment that includes the NEA, the IAEA and the MDAP
care colinfies.

In developing countries, the perceptual difference between multi-naticnal 2nd intemariopal proposals
i3 not insignificant. & is far better, therefore, to develop an initiative as important as this with 3l] of the
major coneerned parties; in this way, the long-term goals of a warld-wide convergence an acceprable
regulatary practices, a global use of standardized reactor designs, and a public understanding of
regulatory safety gaals on an international basis can be embraced and zchieved. This is the oveniding
benefit of bringing the two intergovernmental international organizarions with nuclear intersss, ie.,
the NEA and the 1AEA, into a munually supporlive relationship in the MDAP project at this ime.

Thug, I belicve that MDAP will be best served if the Secretariat's responsibilities for Stage 1 be
equal]y chargcd to the NEA and the TAEA’s Department of Nuclear Safety and Seeurity. Both of these
organizations have vested interests in the success of the project. Neither of these organizations has
exclusive deminion or autherity over the tasks being considersd. More imporntantly, 1 would suggsst
that we proceed slowly, so that the Terms of Reference and the associated implementation activities
are pursued after an appropriate period of deliberetion and reflection.

With a vision fe the future and with the interests of a great number of countmies comsidering
implementing nuclear power as part of their energy strategies in mind, it seems only logical and proper
lo actively intcgrate the resources and talents of the NEA and TAEA, and for all parties to proceed ina
considered 2nd thorough manner, The most effective and efficicnt of solutions cant then be achieved.
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our further discussion during the General Confersnce in Vienna and to the support af
the 24 September meeting of the cors couniies® group in Pezis. :

Y ours sinceraly,

Head, Departrment of Nuclear Safery and Securily
Head of the Depariment of Nuclear Szfery and Secunty
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