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Revision 2 of the NPP Krško Decommissioning 
Program Is Stalled

Revision 2 of the joint Slovenian-Croatian Program of NPP Krško Decom
missioning and SF & LILW Disposal was scheduled to be finished and 
formally approved by the end of 2009, in accordance with the bilateral 
Agreement on the NPP. Slightly behind the schedule, the Project team 
completed the entire document during spring of 2010, and in June 2010 
drafted a proposal for a peer review of the Program by a dedicated IAEA 
expert mission. This procedure was agreed upon at the last session (May 
2010) of the Intergovernmental Commission for implementation of the 
Agreement, when the Commission was acquainted with the five scenarios 
of the Revision 2 and with the estimates of their costs/financing.
It was expected that the peer review would be performed soon, and that 
formal adoption of the Revision 2 would follow. Although in this process 
of approval some decisions remained to be made by the stakeholders, the 
Project team did select and recommend one scenario to be used for cost
ing purposes, in order to ensure that most necessary corrections in Pro
gram financing would be timely adopted.
However, the planned IAEA review was cancelled by the Advisory board, 
the body nominated by the Commission “to supervise the activities and 
resolve the issues raised by the Project team” By this cancellation, the 
process of Program revision was effectively stalled, because the Advisory 

board could not clearly define further course of action:
• Differing views between the Slovenian and the Croatian part of the Advisory board appeared, in 

particular regarding the set of Program scenarios and regarding the appropriateness of the Revision
2 document for the IAEA review.

• Nonetheless, the Advisory board sent to the Project team a compilation of requests to modify Revi
sion 2 document.

The Project team determined that some minor requests were easy to fulfill, but other modifications could 
only be carried out after changes in the boundary conditions (approved by the Commission), or changes 
in national regulations, or new supporting studies. Therefore, the Project team undertook limited modi
fication of the Revision 2 document, consistent with the approved boundary conditions, and the Revision
2, Text version 2 was completed in January 2011.
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Although the Text version 2 modestly reduced scenario costs (which was a repeated concern of the Advi
sory board requests), and the Project team pointed out some legal options for more significant additional 
reductions, the Advisory board did not agree on any further course of action. This means that the annui
ties to the national decommissioning funds remain well underestimated, which will require their even 
greater increase in future.
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