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Disclaimer

Conformément au réglement (CEE, Euratom) n°® 354/83 du Conseil du 1er février 1983
concernant I'ouverture au public des archives historiques de la Communauté économique
européenne et de la Communauté européenne de I'énergie atomique (JO L 43 du 15.2.1983,
p. 1), tel que modifié par le réglement (CE, Euratom) n° 1700/2003 du 22 septembre 2003
(JO L 243 du 27.9.2003, p. 1), ce dossier est ouvert au public. Le cas échéant, les documents
classifies présents dans ce dossier ont été déclassifies conformément a I'article 5 dudit
reglement.

In accordance with Council Regulation (EEC, Euratom) No 354/83 of 1 February 1983
concerning the opening to the public of the historical archives of the European Economic
Community and the European Atomic Energy Community (OJ L 43, 15.2.1983, p. 1), as
amended by Regulation (EC, Euratom) No 1700/2003 of 22 September 2003 (OJ L 243,
27.9.2003, p. 1), this file is open to the public. Where necessary, classified documents in this
file have been declassified in conformity with Article 5 of the aforementioned regulation.

In Ubereinstimmung mit der Verordnung (EWG, Euratom) Nr. 354/83 des Rates vom 1.
Februar 1983 uber die Freigabe der historischen Archive der Europdaischen
Wirtschaftsgemeinschaft und der Europaischen Atomgemeinschaft (ABI. L 43 vom 15.2.1983,
S. 1), geandert durch die Verordnung (EG, Euratom) Nr. 1700/2003 vom 22. September 2003
(ABI. L 243 vom 27.9.2003, S. 1), ist diese Datei der Offentlichkeit zugénglich. Soweit
erforderlich, wurden die Verschlusssachen in dieser Datei in Ubereinstimmung mit Artikel 5
der genannten Verordnung freigegeben.
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Introductory comment

In its memorandum to the Council of 13 May 1977 entitled "The
Community and the international nuclear environment™ the Commission
announced its intention to address to the Council at a Later date
some additional memoranda concerning, in particular, lines to be.
followed by the Community with regard to the reprocessing, the
storage of radioactive waste, and the introduction of fast reactors

in the Community.

This memorandum puts‘forward some possible lines to be pursued by

the Community with regard to radioactive waste.

*COMIT7) 163 final



COMMUNICATION FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE COUNCIL
ON A COMMUNITY PLAN OF ACTION IN THE FIELD OF
RADIOACTIVE WASTES

Introduction

The devélopment of nuclear energy should enable the Community to meet an

" increasing proportion of its electricity needs, while at the same time

ensuring dependability of the Community's supplies by diversifying its

sources of fuel.

Like the majority of large industries the nuclear industry generates
by-products, some of which are useful1 and can be recovered. However,
there are other by-products which are not useful and and these include

a wide range of wastes.

These wastes are radioactive, and their radioactivity and resultant
harmfulness, together with the time needed for this harmfulness to

'disappearz, depend on the radioactive elements which they contain.

The volume of by-products is relatively low in relation to each unit of
energy fed into the electricity supply networks.

~ It has therefore been possible, up to the present time, to cope fairly

satisfactorily the problems raised by their existence. However, the

foreseeable increase in the generation of electricity from nuclear

energy in the Community during the next few decades has added a new
dimension to the problem, as is shown in the following table. .The
data assumes an expansion of reprocessing in the Community (Cf Doc.

COM(Z7) 331 - Points. for a Community strategy on the reprocessing of

" irradiated fuels = 13 July 1977)):

1 . s s
In the form of fuel, after recovery by reprocessing the irradiated

 fuels; also as sources of radiation therapeutic purposes etc.

2In other words: that they rio Longer have any radiological effects

. on the environment within the mean1ng of the health protection rules

in the Member States, laid down in conformity with the Community's
radiation protection standards (Euratom).
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Est1mate of quantities of radioactive by-products accumulated
from 1975 to 1980, 1990 and 2000 for all of the Community

. 1980 1990 2000
. = high=activity . solidified less than some approximately
' and Long-lived waste 100 m3 thousands 545 g m3
by-products | of m
. used fuel 2 000 tonnes 10 000 to
elements - uranium 15 000 tonnes =
waiting for ~  contained uranium
reprocessing . contained .
- low;activity « processed some tens some : order of
" by-products . waste : 3  hundreds one million m
: _ of 1 000 m of 1 000 m3
%%

The Llow-activity wastes constitute the bulk of the volume produced ;
the treatment techniques are well known; their controlled storage, during
which the harmfulness of the waste dies away, does not pose any. particular

technical d1ff1cult1es and is a well-proven operation.

" The highly active and long-lived by-products (some thousands to hundneds
“of thousands of years), which account for a far lower volume, constitute
the main radioactive waste problem: they have to be treated and then
stored away from the biosphere for very long periods ("final" storage);
these by-products are made up, for the most part , of highly active wastes
which result from the reprocessing operations; when such operations are
not employed - either by choice or because of a delay in the commissioning
of reprocessing plants = the by-products are the used fuel elements
themselves. The final storage of these products will cause new problems,
few of which have been investigated to date.

* .
This estimate can only indicate orders of magnitude because the actual
production depends on the operation of the nuclear power plants, the
" commission dates of the reprocessing plants, the volume reduction
factors achieved by the waste treatment technologies,,etc.
**

This volume remains small compared to wastes produced by a conventional
electricity station where the ash production (in the case of a coal-
fired plant) is around 400 times as great.
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However, various processes for the treatment of high—activity waste exist
at the pilot stage in the Community (vitrification in particular) and
their industrial development is being studied. As to the matter of
storage, a solution will have to be found for the long-term isolation of

waste from the biosphere.

Some promising solutions are being studied (storage of waste in suitable
geological formations) and in some cases pilot facilities have already
been built (for example: exper1mental storage in salt format1ons)' long=
term experimental ver1f1cat10n is still necessary, however, before

irreversible decisions are taken in'this area.

The essential aim of a policy for the management and storage of radioactive
waste is to ensure the safety of the population and the protection of the
environment and it would be dangerous to Limit the problem to the technical

questions.

" The problem is highly complex and inextricably Llinked with the updating
of acquired technologies, with industrial development énd'uith‘legal,
administrative and financial questions, all of which must be solved in
order to guarantee the required level of safety for the public in the
Community and the protection of the environment.

This problem = which creates anxieties among the genera( public = is

today one of the major problems underlying the d1ff1cutt1es currently

encountered in_the development of nuclear energz.
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Necessity for Community action = a plan of action

In recent years the various Community institutions have recognized the need
for Community action on radioactive wastes.

On 14 May 1973, the Council approved a JRC multiannual research programme
including studies on radioactive waste and subsequently on 22 November 1973,
approved the principle of Commission action on radioactive wastes, as part

of the programme on protection of the environment. It confirmed the
necessity for such action in its Resolution of 7 November 1974 and felt

that it was incumbent upon the Community and the Member States to examine

the problems linked primarily with the development 6f nuclear energy and,

in particular, with active wastes. On 26 June 19752 (indirect action) and

18 July 1977 (URC action) the Council approved the Community research and
development prograﬁmeé on radioactive wastes which are currently in

progress.

Finally, in its Resolution of 17 May 1977 on the continuation of the
environment policy, the Council confiremd and added to the radioactive waste

projects included in the programme.

As far back as early 1973 the European Parliament had drawn attention to
the role of the Community institutions as regards radioactive waste and to
the advisability of setting up Community structures for the final storage
of such wastess. It confirmed the necessity for Community abtion in its

Opinions on the R&D programmes.

Lastly, the Economic and Social Committee has repeatedly stated that a
satisfactory solution to the unsolved problems with regard to radioactive
wastes ought to be found soon if nuclear energy was to be developed as part

: 4
of the energy programmes drawn up by the Community and the Member States .

1OJ No L 153 of 9 June 1973.
2OJ No L 178/28 of 9 July 1975.

Interim report on behalf of the Committee on Energy, Research and Atomic
Problmes concerning the setting~up of Community facilities for the final

storage of radioactive wastes. Rapporteur Mr Ballardini. Document EP 29.700
final of 10 January 1973. - :

See, for example, ECS opinion on the memorandum from the Commission to the
Council entitled "Programme for the management and storage of radioactive

- wastes" Document ECS 617/75 of 29 May 1975; ECS study on a Community code

for nuclear safety, Doc. ECS 484/77 EP of 28 April 1977.
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The reasons justifying the merits and needs for Community action on
radioactive wastes are recapitulated below:

= most of the Community countries are affected by problem of radioactive

- wastes because of their present and future nuclear programmes;

= they - or at least most of them - have in common 3 high population
density which imposes upon them the same restrictions as Eegards the

choice of solutions (absence of desert regions for instance;

=~ the fundamental aim of the managément and storage of radioactive wastes
" is to ensure that the public and the environment are protected against
the radiological risks attached to such wastes - this is therefore a

public service;

= numerous problems linked with radioactive wastes, which are emerging

~in dndustriat, economic, ecological and social terms, extend beyond

national borders, so that the solutions must be sought in a wider context.

Such a procedure would avoid the premature and unilateral commitment of
each Member State to costly construction projects, together with the

multiplication of radioactive waste depositories within the Community,
would enable the cost of the associated public service to be reduced
and would subsequently facilitate the monitoring of the storage-site
network and reduce its costs.

= the solutions adopted could affect the development of nuclear energy
through their cost; ' it is necessary to ensure that they do not result

~in indirect distortions of competition, but will facilitate the harmonious

development of nuclear energy in all of the CommUnity'countries;

= finally, the reception given to these solutions by the public should
‘be eased‘by an approacﬁ at Community level; it would ensure that both
man and the environment will be equally protected, regardiess of the
technologies used at the national Levels and of the specific charac=
teristics of national grounds. '
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So far Community action has basically consisted of the research and
development programmes currently in progress in the Community. These
programmes are additional to and to an extent integrate those of the

Member States.
They represent an initial step which must nevertheless be followed by
others, with a suitable back-up, if we wish to meet the deadlines of

1990-2000.

The Commission therefore proposes a Community plan of action aimed at

organizing in the best manner possible the preparation of the long-term

solutions at Community level. This plan would cover all of the problems

raised by the various types of radioactive waste with emphasis, however,
on those relating to the management and storage of highly active and/or

long=lived wastes and would propose actions which aim at making possible

the setting-up of a Community network of storage sites. It would operate

from 1978 to 1990, since a shorter period would be inadequate for the
work to be achieved. The plan would be reviewed every three years in
order to take account of development in the situation.

The Community plan of action

The plan, which is the object of a Council resolution (see Annex 1)

revolves round the following six items:

(1) - a_continuous analysis of the situation within the Community

aimed at the adoption of the neceséary solutions

The outcome of the operations of the various nuclear instatlations1 in
the Community and the commissioning of new installations during the next
few years will generate wastes of various types, in various quantities,
at different times.

The aim of the analysis proposed is the joint forecasting and listing of
the various activities to be undertaken in order to enable waste to be
managed and stored, the plotting of their level of interdependence and
the provision of the timetable which governs the decisions and choices to

be made as a result of development in nuclear electricity in the Community.

1Nuclear power plants, reprocessing plants, etc.
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It must also enable areas of uncertainty to be isolated and ensure that

if necessary, alternative solutions will be available in time.

Finally, it must point up the quality, extent; and phasing of the-
resources needed to bring all these activities to a suitable conclusion.

More particularly the following should be drawn up:

(a) A list of technigues available for application to the processing

. . . . . .k
and conditioning of wastes with a view to their possible carriage and

storage, of the dates on which they.will be required, the dates on which

the corresponding installations will be placed in service, and of any

alternative solutions.

There are not a few solutions in several countries either at the
laboratory or pilot stage, but in many cases they are still to be

matched to the requirements of future management on an industr{al scale,
this being a function of the foreseeable deveiopment of nuclear energy in
the Community during the next few decades, and it is to be ensured that
this matching takes place in good time. The various consequences of the
choices made and the repercussions on the types of storage must also be

examined where there are several solutions to one and the same problem.

(b) The programme of activities to be carried out on the storage

of waste and the timetable for the construction and placing in service

- of storage installations while taking account of the nature-of the -

products to be stored.

L : ., . cer s .
". The table on nuclear materials transport is not dealt with in this
memorandum. The Commission proposes to take the appropriate measures.
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Work is being carried out in this field by all the Member States*, but to
different extents. Basically these activities relate to the disposal of

highly active and/or long-lived wastes in suitable geological formations.
Although some are currently restricting themselves to the acquisition of

fundamental scientifc date, they are all working along the same Llines,

j.e.:

- Listing of geological suitable regions in each country;

~ Choice of some locations among those most favourable for the disposal
of wastes after detailed geological studies both in laborator} and
in situ;

- Compilation of a dossier enabling an experimental storage site to be
prepared and the corresponding installation to be constructed (where
the waste could be recovered if necessary);

- After an operating period long enough, decisions on.the possible

provision of an industrial final storage site;

(c) A list of the management practices relating to the various

categories of waste, complying with thé_safety rulés, to be defined;

the dates on which they can be applied; and the compatibility of such

a timetable with those already drawn up for the industrial application

of the technologies concerned.

(d) Inventory of the procedures aimed at enabling radicactive
waste to be stored defintiwly, the timetable for their implementation
and the compatibility of this timetable with items a, b and ¢ above.

% _
With the exception of Luxembourg. These activities have been partially
incorporated in the Community's programme of indirect action.
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(2) - Measures aimed at creating a Community network of sites

for storing radicactive wastes

The very long=term, if not "final"” (hundreds of thousands of years),
storage éf long-lived radioactive wastes is basically intended to

protect the public and the environment from any radioactive contamination
during the time necessary for the wastes to become harmless1.

This one of the most important projects that must be implemented to
solve the problem presented by radioactive wastes as a whole. .

As the European Parliament stressed a number of years2 ago, it is most
desirable for this project to be studied and dealt with at Community

Level and the establishment of a Community network of storage sites

seems to be the best means of attaining the objective mentioned above,

while keeping expenditure to a minimum.

The facts are as follows:

A. On the technical level, experts are practically unanimous in considering

that the storage or such wastes at depth in suitable geological formations =
salt, clay and crystalline formations today seems to be the most promising =

should enable the abovementioned objective to be attained.
It should be noted however, that:

= The types of geological structure referred to do not exist in all the
Member States; ' ' o '

= Current knowledge of ‘these structures différ considerably from one to
another, thus preventing a selection of the best from being made;
in addition, the amount of information avaflabte js still too restricted
" in certain cases for there to be any certainty that all the structures

will live up to expectations regarding their suitabilities.

1The radioactive elements contained in the wastes d1sappear gradually
through natural radioactive decay.

“Interim report drawn up on behalf of the Committee on Energy, Research

- and Atomic Questions on the establishment of Community facilities for
the final storage of radioactive wastes (Rapporteur: Mr Ballardini)

Doc. EP 29.700 final of 10 January 1973, -previously mentioned.
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= Not all of the structures that are promising from the geological point
of view are suitable for the setting-up of storage sites, since they
have to comply with a certain number of techmical and socio~economic
criteria.

~ Certain structures may prove to be best suited to the storage of a
certain category of waste and less suited to the storage of other

categories.

A national choice of structures and storage sites, taking into account

all the accumulated knowledge and experience and providing for one and

the same standard of safety for the public throughout the Community,
would therefore best be effective within a wider than merely national

context.

B. More generally, very long~term storage of wastes inevitably involves

the responsibility of the public authorities and can only benefit from
being studied and dealt with at Community level.

Such a procedure would avoid the prehature and unilateral commitment of
each Member State to costly construction projects, together with the

-multiplication of radioactive waste depositories within the Community, -
would enable the cost of the associated public service to be reduced and

would subsequently facilitate the monitoring of the storage-site network
and reduce its cost. '

A joint project along these lines has already been implemented as part
of the Community's indirect action programme on the management and
storage of radioactive wastes which commenced in 1975. It must, however,
be accepted that this Community cooperative = Level has so far been
essentially restrited to technological problems forming the subject of

research contracts under the aforementioned programme.

Accordingly, it is now being proposed that the necessary measures be
taken to eanble a Community storage network to be set up.

) ' A
The Llist of these measures is to be found in Annex I.
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(3) -~ Gradual harmonization and standardization of practices

concerning the management of waste, the quality and

properties of conditioned wastes and the conditions

governing the disposal of wastes

The management of radioactive wastes has so far been dealt with by the
competent authorities exclusively in national terms*. The gradual
industrial application of the operations associated with the nuclear

fuel cycle will soon make it nécessary for practices and policies still
being drawn up to be adopted on the basis of a common apbfoach for the
acceptance criteria respecting the storage of conditioned wastes to be
defined and for the requisite conditions to be laid down so that the storage
of wastes can be undertaken.

‘The industrial development of the nuclear fuel cycle = its final step being
the management and storage of readioactive waste = would benefit from a
common discussion in this field; it would make possible to arr%ve at a
better assessment of the costs of the measures to be observed and to ensure
that decisions taken unilaterally by national safety authorities do not

result in indirect distortions of -competition within the Community.

(4) = The continuity of the Community Research and Development

work for the duration of the plan

Chapter I of the EAEC Treaty Limits to a maximum of five years the

duration of Community programmes. In the present case, such a ddration is

a handicap for the satisfactory progress of the work, certain aspects of

- which (for example those toncerning the final storage of wastes in geological

formations) require continuous efforts over one or two decades.

This handicap affects both the Commission in implementing its programmes
and the nat1onal laboratories whose activities are financed in part by the
Commun1ty programme., )

It seems necessary to implement a procedure, which depends on a good
management ensuring the continuity of the Research and Development effort
for the duration of the plan.

* . . . . .
With the exception of certain ad’hoc arrangements put in hand by the
Nuclear Energy Agency of the OECD and governing the disposal of low-
and medium—activity wastes in the sea.
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(5) - The study of ways in which the Community can participate

financially in certain costs, and contingency appropriations

" in respect of the disposal of waste

As already pointed out, the final storage of radioactive waste presents a
number of very special problems, since it involves long-term commitments

on the part of the responsible authorities.

The implementation and the success of such an operation towards. 1990
necessitates the provision of considerable finance by the responsible
authorities: ‘ ‘ ,
= for research and development and the setting-up of the first storage

sites;

- for coping with unforseen additional costs for the disposal operations;
and to contribute to the expenditure which could not be covered by the
application of the "polluter pays" principte to the electricity producers
without eVentuaLLy endangering their work;

= to guard against the financial consequénce of any changes in storége
policy‘in the light of the experience required in operating the initial
storage sites and of the additional processing of the waste that could

*
- result from these changes. .

N :
It shougd be recalled here that an opportunity of recovering the stored
wastes is provided for during the experimental phase of site operation.
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(6) - Periodically informing the public at Community level

The problem of radioactive waste is one of the major problems forming an
obstacle to public acceptance of nuclear energy. For this reason an
efficacious information policy is essential.

Although the question of the acceptance of nuclear energy in each Member
State comes under the responsibility of the State concerned, the Community

can however contribute to objective public information.

In particular, the public must be acquainted with R&D efforts in the
Community to deal with radioactive waste and kept abreast of progress made

in the development of solutions and the timescale of the relevant decisions.

The plan would be implemented by the Commission, assisted by a high-level
expert panel responsible for advising it on the performance of the
activities covered by the plan and on the drawing-up of suitable proposals
to be put to the Council. ' ‘
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Conclusion

The adoption of such a plan would represent an extension of Community
action to cover the entire problem of radioactive wastes, a problem

which cannot be broken down into its component parts.

It would ensure continuity in the Community's activities in this area and
would strengthen the cooperation between the Member States within the

Community.

It would also demonstrate the importance attached by the Community and
the Member States to maintaining public safety and the protection of

the environment.

Finatly, as is already the case at a lower level as regards the Community
research and development programmes under way on radioactive wastes, the
plan would actively promote farily extensive international cooperation in
this sphere and in the forging of increasingly fruitful international
cooperation with non-member states = and more particularly European
neighbours = and also with interested international organizations (IAEA,

OECD) whose programmes it would complement and strenghten.
The Commission therefore invites the Council:

= to adopt the Resolution set out in Annex I on a Commun1ty ptan of

action relating to radioactive wastes;

= to reach a decision on the setting-up of a high-level committee
of experts responsible for assisting the Commission on the implementation
of the various activities provided for in the plan and also on the
drawing up of appropriate proposals to be put to the Council -
(Cf. draft decision set out in Annex II).



Annex 1

- DRAFT COUNCIL RESOLUTION ON A COMMUNITY PLAN
- OF ACTION RELATING TO RADIOACTIVE WASTES

o,

The Council of the European Communities, .

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European Atomic Energy =

Community;
Having regard to the draft from the Commissdion;

Whereas the Commission has addressed to the Council a memorandum on a

Community plan of action in the . field of radicactive wastes;

Whereas the development of nuclear energy is intended to enable the

- Community to meet an increasing proportion of its electricity needs

while at the same. time achieving dependability in its supplies as a -

result of diversification of its sources of fuel;

Whereas the foreseeable growth in the generation of electricity by

- nuclear means during the next decades will involve corresponding

“ waste production;

Whereas the achievement of this growth must be accompanied by complete .
respect for the safety:of workers and of the public and for the

protection of the environment;

Whereas to this end the problems raised by the management and

storage of radioactive wastes must be solved;

Whereas the Council has already acknowledged the need for action at

Community level of the management and storage of radioactive wastes by

approving the Community environment and research and development programmes

currently in pfogress.in this  field;
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= Whereas the problems raised by radioactive wastes nevertheless
constitute an indivigible complex of questions relating to the
final development of the technologies acquired and‘to questions of
a legal, administrative and financial nature which must be resolved

" in the same context;

= Whereas the Community activities in progress on research and

development must therefore be backed up by other measures;

= Whereas, finally, collaboration with non-member countries and
organizations in the field of radioactive waste management and

storage can only benefit from an expansion of Community activities;

APPROVES the plan of action which forms an integral part of this
resolution; '

NOTES that the Commission will put forward proposals relevant to the
apprppriate implementation of this plan. s '
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(2) Measures aimed at creating a Community network of sites for storing

radioactive wastes

The measures under consideration are:

- of a technical nature: © the intensification and extension, as

regards all national programmes dealing with storage sites, of the
present coordination and exchange of information effort, through
the current R&D programme; study and discussion by the High-Level
Committee of Experts* of the technical options and the programmes
concerning the demonstration sites in the various Member States,
the site at this stage being under the responsibility of fhe

State concerned;

0 the experimental exchange between Member
States of wastes arising from different processes for interim storage

on demonstration sites in different geological formations;

© technical study, from the standpoint of
public safety throughout the Community, of the advantages of a

Community network of storage sites.

= of a Legal and financial nature: © study of the form which a Community

network would take and 6f the Community rules intended to govern its

operation; the statute of common enterprise may be an adequate frame
for this purpose;

© study of the problems of respon=-

sibility presented by Community storage, taking into account their
long-term aspects; '

° study of the compensation

measures to be taken in the event of storage of non-national wastes.

* . R
See draft Decision in Annex II.
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(3) Gradual harmonization and standardization cf practices concerning

(4)

the management of waste, the guality and properties of conditioned

wastes and the conditions governing the disposal of wastes

It seems necessary for regular consultation to be organizedvbetween

the responsible national authorities.

This would make it possible:

- to facilitate checking as to whether the rules governing safety

‘and the protection of the environment are being observed in the
management of wastes, particularly where such management involves

several Member States;

- to arrive at a better assessment of the costs of the measures to |,

be observed and to ensure that they .do not result in indirect

-distortions of competition within the Community;

= to promote jointly adopted standpoints and, where approp}iate, to
put them foruard in international organizations such as the IAEA _
and the IS0, which can only further the subsequent relations of the
Member States of the Community with neighbouring European countries

and with third coyntries in general.

Continuity of the Community Research and Development work for the

" duration of the plan

The Council would commit itself to act on the new five~year Research

and Development proposals (indirect action) presented by the Commission

within six months.

The Commission would commit itself to present these proposals one year

at the latest before completion of the preceding five~year programme.

In particular, before 31 Decelber 1978, the Commission would present

a second Research and Development programme for 1980~84 to follow

" immediately after the 1975-79 programme currently underway, and the

Council would undertake to act on this proposal before 30 June 1979
so that, in the event of an affirmative decision, the requisite budget

‘would be available in 1980.
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{5) The study of ways in which the Community could participate financially

in certain costs, and contingency appropriations in respect of the

disposal of waste

(6) Periodically informing the public at Community level

It is proposed:

-~ that the results of the analysis described in item (1) above be
published periodically in the Official Journal of the European

Communities;

= that other measures capable of making a positive contribution be
studied by the High-Level Committee of Experts*.

* . . e
See draft Decision in Annex II.
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- DRAFT COUNCIL DECISION OH THE TSTABLISIIMENT OF A HIGH-LEVEL

J'Ji1CdﬁMITTE370F TXPTRTS TQ ASSIST TIE COMMISSION ON MATTERS CONCERNING

THE IMPLEMENTATION OF A PLAN OF ACTION ON RADIOACTIVE WASTES

The Council of the Furopean Commumities,

- Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European Atomio Energy
Community; '

~ Having regard to the draft irom the Commigsion;

- Having regard to its Resolution ofeesees concerning the impiementation
of the plan of aotion on radiocactive wastes;

HAS DECIIED AS FOLLOVS &

" Article 1

An Advisory Committee of high-level experts, hereinafter ocalled
"The Committee™, is set up. ' ' » '

Articls 2

The Committes, which shall remain in office for the entire duration of
“the plan, is charged with the task of assisting the Commission in the
implementation of the varioué projects covered by the Comrmnity plan
on radioactive wastes; it may be consulted by the Commission during

the elaboration of Commission's proposals,

Article 3

"The Committee shall be formed of representatives of the Member States,

a maximun of three members to be nominated by each Government, and of
representatives of the Commission. At least one member per delegation
shall be & member of the Advisory Commitice on Programme Hanagement for
Conmunity Programmeés concerning the management and storage of radiocactive
wastes,

Article 4

The Committee shall elect its Chaiiman ancngst its members; its secretariat
shall be provided by the Commission.

& -

Done at Brussels,



