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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 8 The UK nuclear industry should review the dependency 

of nuclear safety on off-site infrastructure in extreme 
conditions, and consider whether enhancements are 
necessary to sites’ self sufficiency given the reliability of 
the grid under such extreme circumstances 

 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 The recommendation applies to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a nuclear 
power station at their site in West Cumbria. The recommendation will form 
one of the issues to consider in the design of the project 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
These dependencies will be considered as part of the design and consenting 
process. Due consideration will be given to the timescales for recovery of 
external infrastructure from extreme natural events. This will include on a 
non exhaustive basis: 
 

- a study of the logistics for getting essential supplies and equipment 
to the site; 

- a study of the differing reactors on-site power supply needs; 
- a study of the differing power supply technologies such as diesels 

generators and batteries in order to reduce the dependence on the 
off-site provisions. 
 

The above activities will be reviewed as NuGeneration progress through the 
development process but with the objective that the steps to mitigate the 
risk of such an event fulfil the regulatory requirements 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 3 of 37 

5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 9 Once further relevant information becomes available, 

the nuclear industry should review what lessons can be 
learnt from the comparison of the events at the 
Fukushima-1 (Fukushima Dai-ichi) and Fukushima-2 
(Fukushima Dai-ni) sites 

 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
The recommendation applies to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a nuclear 
power station at their site in West Cumbria. The recommendation will form 
one of the issues to consider in the design of the project 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 NuGeneration will work closely with the different UK and international 
agencies and organizations (IAEA, WANO, INPO …) to secure the information 
to inform NuGeneration development plans. This will include information to 
understand the differences between Fukushima-1 (Fukushima Dai-ichi) and 
Fukushima-2 (Fukushima Dai-ni) sites and also between the units in 
Fukushima-1 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 

5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 
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6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 10 The UK nuclear industry should initiate a review of 

flooding studies, including from tsunamis, in light of the 
Japanese experience, to confirm the design basis and 
margins for flooding at UK nuclear sites, and whether 
there is a need to improve further site-specific flood 
risk assessments as part of the periodic safety review 
programme, and for any new reactors. This should 
include sea-level protection 

 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
The recommendation applies to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a nuclear 
power station at their site in West Cumbria since it is situated in a coastal 
location. NuGeneration will conduct an external flood risk assessment for its 
site as part of the development phase works including external events, such 
as tidal, and surge waves 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
External flooding information needs to be informed by historical data at the 
site and by studies to be undertaken as part of the consenting process.  
NuGeneration will review the reactor design as part of their Technology 
Selection process and will design site protection measures, including sea-
level protection, if needed, based on international best practices and best 
available solutions to withstand these effects 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 
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5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 11 The UK nuclear industry should ensure that safety 

cases for new sites for multiple reactors adequately 
demonstrate the capability for dealing with multiple 
serious concurrent events induced by extreme off site 
hazards 

 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
The recommendation applies to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a nuclear 
power station at their site in West Cumbria because it is proposed to be a 
multi-plant site. The recommendation will form one of the issues to 
consider in the design of the project 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will gather the information needed to enable an informed 
decision through their participation with the vendors in the GDA process 
together with working with the two vendors in NuGeneration technology 
selection process. 
 
NuGeneration will also access the national and international experience in 
this area to learn and bring the best practices to the project. Ultimately 
with the objective of adequately demonstrating in a multi-reactor site 
safety case that the risk of an accident in one reactor unit having adverse 
consequences on a neighbouring unit are acceptably remote 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 
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5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 12 The UK nuclear industry should ensure the adequacy of 

any new spent fuel strategies compared with the 
expectations in the Safety Assessment Principles of 
passive safety and good engineering practice 

 
 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power plant at NuGeneration site in West Cumbria because the 
development envisages reactors with spent fuel storage capability 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the existing spent fuel strategies available in the 
UK and internationally, including those of NuGeneration’s parent 
companies. 
 
NuGeneration will also consider the national and international best 
practices in this area. This will include working with the reactor vendors as 
part of the technology selection process. Ultimately the aim is to implement 
the best available fuel strategy that will match the expectations in the SAPs 
on passive safety and good engineering practices, together with the ALARP 
approach 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 
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5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 13 The UK nuclear industry should review the plant and 

site layouts of existing plants and any proposed new 
designs to ensure that safety systems and their 
essential supplies and controls have adequate 
robustness against severe flooding and other extreme 
external events 

 
 
 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plan to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. NuGeneration’s plant 
layouts are still under development but NuGeneration will ensure that this 
recommendation will be taken into account when proposing the plant 
layouts to ensure safety systems and essential supplies (if needed) have 
adequate robustness against flooding and other extreme external events 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will gather information through the flooding studies that will 
be conducted at NuGeneration’s site in West Cumbria.  In terms of safety 
systems and essential supplies robustness, NuGeneration will review all the 
reactor designer’s information and any international solution to withstand 
these effects adequately if required 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 
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5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 14 The UK nuclear industry should ensure that the design 

of new spent fuel ponds close to reactors minimises 
the need for bottom penetrations and lines that are 
prone to siphoning faults. Any that are necessary 
should be as robust to faults as are the ponds 
themselves 

 
 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. In particular it is 
directly applicable to the technology selection process that NuGeneration is 
undertaking 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will gather information through its participation in the GDA 
process where the design of the spent fuel ponds has been proposed by the 
vendors to the ONR and is being assessed by the ONR inspectors. 
 
NuGeneration will also work directly with the vendors during the technology 
selection process for each of the designs and the recommended outcomes, 
which are more those resulting from the GDA, if any, will be implemented 
into the design as a safety requirement, subject to ALARP considerations 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 
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5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 15 Once detailed information becomes available on the 

performance of concrete, other structures and 
equipment, the UK nuclear industry should consider 
any implications for improved understanding of the 
relevant design and analyses 

 
1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. In particular it is 
directly applicable to the technology selection process that NuGeneration is 
undertaking 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will gather information through its participation in the GDA 
process and the direct work with the vendors during the technology 
selection process to understand the implications of this recommendation on 
each of the designs under study. 
 
In conjunction NuGeneration will seek to extract as many lessons as possible 
from the Fukushima-1 accident on this area. NuGeneration will consider any 
relevant new information that the nuclear industry makes available 
regarding the behaviour of structures due to seismic events and subsequent 
thermal and explosive loading from hydrogen events occurred at 
Fukushima-1. The implications such new information might have on the 
codes and available analysis methodologies will also be considered 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 
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5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 
 

The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 16 When considering the recommendations in this report 

the UK nuclear industry should consider them in the 
light of all extreme hazards, particularly for plant 
layout and design of safety related plant 

 
 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 

This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. It will be taken into 
account when performing site External Hazards Analysis and the 
implications on the availability of off-site and on-site safety related 
electrical supplies (if needed) will be considered. 
 
Possible common cause effects will need to be analysed as part of these 
studies to inform NuGeneration’s layout design and technology selection 
process.  Vulnerability assessments to determine suitable barriers to protect 
against terrorist attack will be also taken into account in those studies if 
required 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 

NuGeneration will gather information through its participation in the GDA 
process and the direct work with the vendors during the technology 
selection process to see the implications of this recommendation on each of 
the designs under study.  Site specific hazards will also be analysed and 
taken into account to inform NuGeneration’s decisions in this area. 
 
National and international experience, including that of the parent 
companies of NuGeneration, on this matter will also be sought to inform 
NuGeneration’s decisions 
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4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 

5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 17 The UK nuclear industry should undertake further work 

with the National Grid to establish the robustness and 
potential unavailability of off-site electrical supplies 
under severe hazard conditions 

 
 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation will be taken into account by NuGeneration when 
developing its site in West Cumbria and particularly during NuGeneration’s 
engagement with National Grid. NuGeneration will incorporate this 
recommendation into the technology selection process and project 
development phase to establish what provisions, if any, could be made to 
address grid reliability under severe hazard conditions 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the national and international best practices in 
this area. This will include working with the reactor vendors and National 
Grid in order to analyse the robustness and reliability of the local and 
national grid network under severe hazards conditions. 
 
If a review of the UK grid’s reliability under severe hazard conditions is 
conducted, NuGeneration would collaborate with the UK nuclear industry 
due to the similarity of requirements across all UK nuclear sites 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 
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5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 18 The UK nuclear industry should review any need for the 

provision of additional, diverse means of providing 
robust sufficiently long term independent electrical 
supplies on sites, reflecting the loss of availability of 
off-site electrical supplies under severe conditions 

 
 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. NuGeneration will 
incorporate this recommendation into the technology selection process and 
project development phase to establish what diverse provisions, if any, 
could be made to provide adequate robustness for long term supplies if off-
site electrical supplies were unavailable due to severe external conditions 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the national and international best practices in 
this area. This will include information from the GDA process and working 
with the reactor vendors on NuGeneration’s technology selection process to 
analyse this recommendation and the implications in project design 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 

In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 
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5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 19 

 
The UK nuclear industry should review the need for, 
and if required, the ability to provide longer-term 
coolant supplies to nuclear sites in the UK in the event 
of severe off-site disruption, considering whether 
further on-site supplies or greater off-site capability is 
needed. This relates to both carbon dioxide and fresh 
water supplies, and for existing and proposed new 
plants 

 
1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. NuGeneration will 
incorporate this recommendation into the technology selection process and 
will consider what has been agreed under the GDA process to analyse if new 
provisions are needed 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the national and international best practices in 
this area. This will include information from the GDA process and working 
with the reactor vendors on NuGeneration’s technology selection process to 
analyse this recommendation and the implications in project design. 
 
NuGeneration will specifically consider the resolution plan dealing with the 
Fukushima-1 issue to be agreed between the vendors and the regulator as 
part of the GDA process 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 25 of 37 

5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 20 The nuclear industry should review site contingency 

plans for pond water make up under severe accident 
conditions to see whether they can and should be 
enhanced given the experience at Fukushima 

 
1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. NuGeneration will 
incorporate this recommendation into the technology selection process and 
will consider what has been agreed under the GDA process to analyse if new 
provisions are needed for these contingencies under severe accident 
conditions. NuGeneration will also incorporate this recommendation into its 
fuel strategy definition 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the national and international best practices in 
this area. This will include information from the GDA process and working 
with the reactor vendors on NuGeneration’s technology selection process to 
analyse this recommendation and the implications in project design. 
 
NuGeneration will also consider the national and international best 
practices on fuel strategies, including NuGeneration’s Shareholders 
practices to gather the information needed for NuGeneration’s decision on 
fuel route 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 21 The UK nuclear industry should review the ventilation 

and venting routes for nuclear facilities where 
significant concentrations of combustible gases may 
be flowing or accumulating to determine whether 
more should be done to protect them 

 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria.  NuGeneration will 
incorporate this recommendation into the technology selection process and 
will consider what has been agreed under the GDA process between the 
regulator and the reactor vendors to analyse if new provisions are needed 
for this issue 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the national and international best practices in 
this area. This will include information from the GDA process and working 
with the reactor vendors on NuGeneration’s technology selection process to 
analyse this recommendation and the implications in the design of the 
nuclear island for the project. 
 
Additional ALARP safety analyses to those conducted under the GDA process 
will inform NuGeneration’s decisions both on the containment building and 
spent fuel ponds design and design changes, if required 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 22 The UK nuclear industry should review the provision 

of on-site emergency control, instrumentation and 
communications in light of the circumstances of the 
Fukushima accident including long timescales, wide 
spread on and off-site disruption, and the 
environment on-site associated with a severe accident 

 
1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. NuGeneration will 
incorporate this recommendation into the technology selection process and 
consider what has been agreed under the GDA process between the 
regulator and the reactor vendors to analyse if new provisions are needed 
for this issue. 
 
NuGeneration will also incorporate the decision into the Emergency plan 
design to enhance communications on-site as much as reasonably possible 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the national and international best practices 
including best practices of NuGeneration’s Parent Companies in this area.  
This will include information from the GDA process and working with the 
reactor vendors on NuGeneration’s technology selection process to analyse 
this recommendation and the implications in the design of the emergency 
control and indication centres for the project. ALARP safety analyses will 
inform NuGeneration’s decisions both on these facilities design and the 
means of communication on-site 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 23 The UK nuclear industry, in conjunction with other 

organisations as necessary, should review the 
robustness of necessary off-site communications for 
severe accidents involving widespread disruption 

 
 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. NuGeneration will 
incorporate this recommendation into its development process 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the national and international best practices 
including those of NuGeneration’s Parent Companies in this area.  
NuGeneration will also consider the lessons to be learnt from the 
Fukushima-1 accident regarding this recommendation and its implications, 
offering to participate in any initiative that the UK agencies together with 
other emergency arrangements groups propose to conduct 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 

In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 24 The UK nuclear industry should review existing severe 

accident contingency arrangements and training, giving 
particular consideration to the physical, organisational, 
behavioural, emotional and cultural aspects for workers 
having to take actions on site, especially over long 
periods. This should take account of the impact of using 
contractors for some aspects on site such as 
maintenance and their possible response 

 
1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. NuGeneration will 
incorporate this recommendation into its development process. Effective 
training and safety culture is essential for the individuals involved in coping 
with a major disaster 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the national and international best practices, 
including those of NuGeneration’s Parent Companies, in this area.  
NuGeneration will also consider the lessons to be learnt from the 
Fukushima-1 accident regarding this recommendation and its implications, 
offering to participate in any initiative that the UK agencies together with 
other emergency arrangements groups propose to conduct. 
 
NuGeneration will continue analysing the Fukushima-1 accident to extract 
other lessons that could be learned in this area, including physical, 
organisational, cultural and even emotional issues 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 35 of 37 

5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 25 The UK nuclear industry should review, and if 

necessary extend, analysis of accident sequences for 
long term severe accidents. This should identify 
appropriate repair and recovery strategies to the 
point at which a stable state is achieved, identifying 
any enhanced requirements for central stocks of 
equipment and logistical support. 

 
1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. NuGeneration will 
incorporate this recommendation into the technology selection process and 
will consider what has been agreed between the regulator and the reactor 
vendors and included in the Pre construction safety report under the GDA 
process to analyse if new provisions are needed for long term analysis of 
fault sequences 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the national and international best practices 
including those of NuGeneration’s Parent Companies in this area. This will 
include information from the GDA process and working with the reactor 
vendors on NuGeneration’s technology selection process to analyse this 
recommendation and the implications on the plant safety cases. ALARP 
safety analyses will inform NuGeneration’s decisions on this subject 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 
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Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 2 of 37 

Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 8 The UK nuclear industry should review the dependency 

of nuclear safety on off-site infrastructure in extreme 
conditions, and consider whether enhancements are 
necessary to sites’ self sufficiency given the reliability of 
the grid under such extreme circumstances 

 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 The recommendation applies to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a nuclear 
power station at their site in West Cumbria. The recommendation will form 
one of the issues to consider in the design of the project 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
These dependencies will be considered as part of the design and consenting 
process. Due consideration will be given to the timescales for recovery of 
external infrastructure from extreme natural events. This will include on a 
non exhaustive basis: 
 

- a study of the logistics for getting essential supplies and equipment 
to the site; 

- a study of the differing reactors on-site power supply needs; 
- a study of the differing power supply technologies such as diesels 

generators and batteries in order to reduce the dependence on the 
off-site provisions. 
 

The above activities will be reviewed as NuGeneration progress through the 
development process but with the objective that the steps to mitigate the 
risk of such an event fulfil the regulatory requirements 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 3 of 37 

5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 

 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 9 Once further relevant information becomes available, 

the nuclear industry should review what lessons can be 
learnt from the comparison of the events at the 
Fukushima-1 (Fukushima Dai-ichi) and Fukushima-2 
(Fukushima Dai-ni) sites 

 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
The recommendation applies to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a nuclear 
power station at their site in West Cumbria. The recommendation will form 
one of the issues to consider in the design of the project 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 NuGeneration will work closely with the different UK and international 
agencies and organizations (IAEA, WANO, INPO …) to secure the information 
to inform NuGeneration development plans. This will include information to 
understand the differences between Fukushima-1 (Fukushima Dai-ichi) and 
Fukushima-2 (Fukushima Dai-ni) sites and also between the units in 
Fukushima-1 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 

5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 5 of 37 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 6 of 37 

Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 10 The UK nuclear industry should initiate a review of 

flooding studies, including from tsunamis, in light of the 
Japanese experience, to confirm the design basis and 
margins for flooding at UK nuclear sites, and whether 
there is a need to improve further site-specific flood 
risk assessments as part of the periodic safety review 
programme, and for any new reactors. This should 
include sea-level protection 

 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
The recommendation applies to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a nuclear 
power station at their site in West Cumbria since it is situated in a coastal 
location. NuGeneration will conduct an external flood risk assessment for its 
site as part of the development phase works including external events, such 
as tidal, and surge waves 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
External flooding information needs to be informed by historical data at the 
site and by studies to be undertaken as part of the consenting process.  
NuGeneration will review the reactor design as part of their Technology 
Selection process and will design site protection measures, including sea-
level protection, if needed, based on international best practices and best 
available solutions to withstand these effects 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 7 of 37 

5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 8 of 37 

Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 11 The UK nuclear industry should ensure that safety 

cases for new sites for multiple reactors adequately 
demonstrate the capability for dealing with multiple 
serious concurrent events induced by extreme off site 
hazards 

 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
The recommendation applies to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a nuclear 
power station at their site in West Cumbria because it is proposed to be a 
multi-plant site. The recommendation will form one of the issues to 
consider in the design of the project 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will gather the information needed to enable an informed 
decision through their participation with the vendors in the GDA process 
together with working with the two vendors in NuGeneration technology 
selection process. 
 
NuGeneration will also access the national and international experience in 
this area to learn and bring the best practices to the project. Ultimately 
with the objective of adequately demonstrating in a multi-reactor site 
safety case that the risk of an accident in one reactor unit having adverse 
consequences on a neighbouring unit are acceptably remote 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 9 of 37 

5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 

 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 12 The UK nuclear industry should ensure the adequacy of 

any new spent fuel strategies compared with the 
expectations in the Safety Assessment Principles of 
passive safety and good engineering practice 

 
 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power plant at NuGeneration site in West Cumbria because the 
development envisages reactors with spent fuel storage capability 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the existing spent fuel strategies available in the 
UK and internationally, including those of NuGeneration’s parent 
companies. 
 
NuGeneration will also consider the national and international best 
practices in this area. This will include working with the reactor vendors as 
part of the technology selection process. Ultimately the aim is to implement 
the best available fuel strategy that will match the expectations in the SAPs 
on passive safety and good engineering practices, together with the ALARP 
approach 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 11 of 37 

5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 13 The UK nuclear industry should review the plant and 

site layouts of existing plants and any proposed new 
designs to ensure that safety systems and their 
essential supplies and controls have adequate 
robustness against severe flooding and other extreme 
external events 

 
 
 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plan to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. NuGeneration’s plant 
layouts are still under development but NuGeneration will ensure that this 
recommendation will be taken into account when proposing the plant 
layouts to ensure safety systems and essential supplies (if needed) have 
adequate robustness against flooding and other extreme external events 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will gather information through the flooding studies that will 
be conducted at NuGeneration’s site in West Cumbria.  In terms of safety 
systems and essential supplies robustness, NuGeneration will review all the 
reactor designer’s information and any international solution to withstand 
these effects adequately if required 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 13 of 37 

5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 14 of 37 

Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 14 The UK nuclear industry should ensure that the design 

of new spent fuel ponds close to reactors minimises 
the need for bottom penetrations and lines that are 
prone to siphoning faults. Any that are necessary 
should be as robust to faults as are the ponds 
themselves 

 
 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. In particular it is 
directly applicable to the technology selection process that NuGeneration is 
undertaking 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will gather information through its participation in the GDA 
process where the design of the spent fuel ponds has been proposed by the 
vendors to the ONR and is being assessed by the ONR inspectors. 
 
NuGeneration will also work directly with the vendors during the technology 
selection process for each of the designs and the recommended outcomes, 
which are more those resulting from the GDA, if any, will be implemented 
into the design as a safety requirement, subject to ALARP considerations 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 15 of 37 

5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 16 of 37 

Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 15 Once detailed information becomes available on the 

performance of concrete, other structures and 
equipment, the UK nuclear industry should consider 
any implications for improved understanding of the 
relevant design and analyses 

 
1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. In particular it is 
directly applicable to the technology selection process that NuGeneration is 
undertaking 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will gather information through its participation in the GDA 
process and the direct work with the vendors during the technology 
selection process to understand the implications of this recommendation on 
each of the designs under study. 
 
In conjunction NuGeneration will seek to extract as many lessons as possible 
from the Fukushima-1 accident on this area. NuGeneration will consider any 
relevant new information that the nuclear industry makes available 
regarding the behaviour of structures due to seismic events and subsequent 
thermal and explosive loading from hydrogen events occurred at 
Fukushima-1. The implications such new information might have on the 
codes and available analysis methodologies will also be considered 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 17 of 37 

5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 
 

The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 

 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 18 of 37 

Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 16 When considering the recommendations in this report 

the UK nuclear industry should consider them in the 
light of all extreme hazards, particularly for plant 
layout and design of safety related plant 

 
 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 

This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. It will be taken into 
account when performing site External Hazards Analysis and the 
implications on the availability of off-site and on-site safety related 
electrical supplies (if needed) will be considered. 
 
Possible common cause effects will need to be analysed as part of these 
studies to inform NuGeneration’s layout design and technology selection 
process.  Vulnerability assessments to determine suitable barriers to protect 
against terrorist attack will be also taken into account in those studies if 
required 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 

NuGeneration will gather information through its participation in the GDA 
process and the direct work with the vendors during the technology 
selection process to see the implications of this recommendation on each of 
the designs under study.  Site specific hazards will also be analysed and 
taken into account to inform NuGeneration’s decisions in this area. 
 
National and international experience, including that of the parent 
companies of NuGeneration, on this matter will also be sought to inform 
NuGeneration’s decisions 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 19 of 37 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 

5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 
 

The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 17 The UK nuclear industry should undertake further work 

with the National Grid to establish the robustness and 
potential unavailability of off-site electrical supplies 
under severe hazard conditions 

 
 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation will be taken into account by NuGeneration when 
developing its site in West Cumbria and particularly during NuGeneration’s 
engagement with National Grid. NuGeneration will incorporate this 
recommendation into the technology selection process and project 
development phase to establish what provisions, if any, could be made to 
address grid reliability under severe hazard conditions 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the national and international best practices in 
this area. This will include working with the reactor vendors and National 
Grid in order to analyse the robustness and reliability of the local and 
national grid network under severe hazards conditions. 
 
If a review of the UK grid’s reliability under severe hazard conditions is 
conducted, NuGeneration would collaborate with the UK nuclear industry 
due to the similarity of requirements across all UK nuclear sites 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 22 of 37 

Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 18 The UK nuclear industry should review any need for the 

provision of additional, diverse means of providing 
robust sufficiently long term independent electrical 
supplies on sites, reflecting the loss of availability of 
off-site electrical supplies under severe conditions 

 
 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. NuGeneration will 
incorporate this recommendation into the technology selection process and 
project development phase to establish what diverse provisions, if any, 
could be made to provide adequate robustness for long term supplies if off-
site electrical supplies were unavailable due to severe external conditions 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the national and international best practices in 
this area. This will include information from the GDA process and working 
with the reactor vendors on NuGeneration’s technology selection process to 
analyse this recommendation and the implications in project design 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 

In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 23 of 37 

5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 24 of 37 

Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 19 

 
The UK nuclear industry should review the need for, 
and if required, the ability to provide longer-term 
coolant supplies to nuclear sites in the UK in the event 
of severe off-site disruption, considering whether 
further on-site supplies or greater off-site capability is 
needed. This relates to both carbon dioxide and fresh 
water supplies, and for existing and proposed new 
plants 

 
1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. NuGeneration will 
incorporate this recommendation into the technology selection process and 
will consider what has been agreed under the GDA process to analyse if new 
provisions are needed 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the national and international best practices in 
this area. This will include information from the GDA process and working 
with the reactor vendors on NuGeneration’s technology selection process to 
analyse this recommendation and the implications in project design. 
 
NuGeneration will specifically consider the resolution plan dealing with the 
Fukushima-1 issue to be agreed between the vendors and the regulator as 
part of the GDA process 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 25 of 37 

5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 26 of 37 

Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 20 The nuclear industry should review site contingency 

plans for pond water make up under severe accident 
conditions to see whether they can and should be 
enhanced given the experience at Fukushima 

 
1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. NuGeneration will 
incorporate this recommendation into the technology selection process and 
will consider what has been agreed under the GDA process to analyse if new 
provisions are needed for these contingencies under severe accident 
conditions. NuGeneration will also incorporate this recommendation into its 
fuel strategy definition 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the national and international best practices in 
this area. This will include information from the GDA process and working 
with the reactor vendors on NuGeneration’s technology selection process to 
analyse this recommendation and the implications in project design. 
 
NuGeneration will also consider the national and international best 
practices on fuel strategies, including NuGeneration’s Shareholders 
practices to gather the information needed for NuGeneration’s decision on 
fuel route 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 27 of 37 

5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 28 of 37 

Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 21 The UK nuclear industry should review the ventilation 

and venting routes for nuclear facilities where 
significant concentrations of combustible gases may 
be flowing or accumulating to determine whether 
more should be done to protect them 

 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria.  NuGeneration will 
incorporate this recommendation into the technology selection process and 
will consider what has been agreed under the GDA process between the 
regulator and the reactor vendors to analyse if new provisions are needed 
for this issue 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the national and international best practices in 
this area. This will include information from the GDA process and working 
with the reactor vendors on NuGeneration’s technology selection process to 
analyse this recommendation and the implications in the design of the 
nuclear island for the project. 
 
Additional ALARP safety analyses to those conducted under the GDA process 
will inform NuGeneration’s decisions both on the containment building and 
spent fuel ponds design and design changes, if required 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 29 of 37 

5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 30 of 37 

Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 22 The UK nuclear industry should review the provision 

of on-site emergency control, instrumentation and 
communications in light of the circumstances of the 
Fukushima accident including long timescales, wide 
spread on and off-site disruption, and the 
environment on-site associated with a severe accident 

 
1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. NuGeneration will 
incorporate this recommendation into the technology selection process and 
consider what has been agreed under the GDA process between the 
regulator and the reactor vendors to analyse if new provisions are needed 
for this issue. 
 
NuGeneration will also incorporate the decision into the Emergency plan 
design to enhance communications on-site as much as reasonably possible 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the national and international best practices 
including best practices of NuGeneration’s Parent Companies in this area.  
This will include information from the GDA process and working with the 
reactor vendors on NuGeneration’s technology selection process to analyse 
this recommendation and the implications in the design of the emergency 
control and indication centres for the project. ALARP safety analyses will 
inform NuGeneration’s decisions both on these facilities design and the 
means of communication on-site 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 23 The UK nuclear industry, in conjunction with other 

organisations as necessary, should review the 
robustness of necessary off-site communications for 
severe accidents involving widespread disruption 

 
 

1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. NuGeneration will 
incorporate this recommendation into its development process 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the national and international best practices 
including those of NuGeneration’s Parent Companies in this area.  
NuGeneration will also consider the lessons to be learnt from the 
Fukushima-1 accident regarding this recommendation and its implications, 
offering to participate in any initiative that the UK agencies together with 
other emergency arrangements groups propose to conduct 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 

In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 

Page 33 of 37 

5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 
 

The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 24 The UK nuclear industry should review existing severe 

accident contingency arrangements and training, giving 
particular consideration to the physical, organisational, 
behavioural, emotional and cultural aspects for workers 
having to take actions on site, especially over long 
periods. This should take account of the impact of using 
contractors for some aspects on site such as 
maintenance and their possible response 

 
1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. NuGeneration will 
incorporate this recommendation into its development process. Effective 
training and safety culture is essential for the individuals involved in coping 
with a major disaster 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the national and international best practices, 
including those of NuGeneration’s Parent Companies, in this area.  
NuGeneration will also consider the lessons to be learnt from the 
Fukushima-1 accident regarding this recommendation and its implications, 
offering to participate in any initiative that the UK agencies together with 
other emergency arrangements groups propose to conduct. 
 
NuGeneration will continue analysing the Fukushima-1 accident to extract 
other lessons that could be learned in this area, including physical, 
organisational, cultural and even emotional issues 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 
 

The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 



Response to the Interim Weightman Report 

 
 
Not Protectively Marked 
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Response to recommendations contained within ONR Report:  
“Japanese Earthquake and tsunami: implications for the UK Nuclear Industry – 

Interim Report, 18 May 2011” 
 

Recommendation No. Recommendation Text 

 
Recommendation 25 The UK nuclear industry should review, and if 

necessary extend, analysis of accident sequences for 
long term severe accidents. This should identify 
appropriate repair and recovery strategies to the 
point at which a stable state is achieved, identifying 
any enhanced requirements for central stocks of 
equipment and logistical support 

 
1 Does the Submitting Body agree with the recommendation?  

 Yes 

2 How does this apply to the Submitting Body? Describe level of relevance 

 
This recommendation is applicable to NuGeneration’s plans to develop a 
nuclear power station at their site in West Cumbria. NuGeneration will 
incorporate this recommendation into the technology selection process and 
will consider what has been agreed between the regulator and the reactor 
vendors and included in the Pre construction safety report under the GDA 
process to analyse if new provisions are needed for long term analysis of 
fault sequences 

3 Outline the process to gather the information to enable an informed decision. 
(Include key dates/timescales) 

 
NuGeneration will consider the national and international best practices 
including those of NuGeneration’s Parent Companies in this area. This will 
include information from the GDA process and working with the reactor 
vendors on NuGeneration’s technology selection process to analyse this 
recommendation and the implications on the plant safety cases. ALARP 
safety analyses will inform NuGeneration’s decisions on this subject 

4 Outline the process to enable a decision (if required) for any improvements 
resulting from the recommendations. (Include key dates/timescales) 

 
In view of the stage that NuGeneration has reached in its development 
process there is no immediate improvement or decision resulting from this 
recommendation. Instead the recommendation and the relevant results will 
be incorporated into NuGeneration development process 
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Not Protectively Marked 
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5 Key date(s) to revert to ONR on this recommendation with forward plan of 
actions/timescales 

 
In recognition of the status of NuGeneration’s development it is not possible 
to provide a key date for this issue in isolation. Instead NuGeneration would 
envisage that this issue and associated actions and timescales will form part 
of the application process for a site licence 

6 Process to ensure effective delivery of any actions to be completed 

 
The effective delivery of any actions, including dates/timescales, derived 
from this recommendation will be assured by NuGeneration through its 
involvement in the regulatory process during the coming years. 
 
It is expected that the actions will be agreed in advance with the regulator 
and then recorded and proactively managed by NuGeneration 

 


