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Abstract. In the review process of Safety Conventions, JNES supports the regulatory body making use of its expertise. JNES accumulates its experience and knowledge through the cooperative work with the regulatory body. This contributes to achieving the objectives of Safety Conventions.

1. Introduction
Japan is a contracting party of the Convention on Nuclear Safety, the Joint Convention on the Safety of Spent Fuel Management and on the Safety of Radioactive Waste Management (Safety Conventions). Contracting parties shall submit National Reports and attend Review Meetings in accordance with the provisions of the Safety Conventions. The National Report shall address the measures taken to implement the obligations of the Safety Convention as well as its safety policy and practices. At each Review Meeting, Contracting Parties discuss reports submitted by other Contracting Parties based on questions and answers exchanged in advance of the meeting. The Review Meetings of each Safety Convention are held in  intervals of three years. These activities are called the review process.

The National Report of Japan is submitted by the government of Japan. The Nuclear and Industrial Safety Agency (NISA), a regulatory body for nuclear power for the utilization of energy, is a competent authority of the review process including preparation of the National Report and participation in the Review Meeting. The Japan Nuclear Energy Safety Organization (JNES) supports NISA as a technical support organization in the entire review process.

The second Review Meeting of the Joint Convention on the Safety of Spent Fuel Management and on the Safety of Radioactive Waste Management was held in May 2006 and the fourth Review Meeting of the Convention on Nuclear Safety is scheduled to be in April 2008.

2. Review process of the Safety Conventions

Contracting parties established some subsidiary rules in order to operate the review process efficiently under each Convention. Those rules define administrative procedures, operation of the Review Meetings, the forms and structure of National Reports and so on.

2.1. Preparation of the National Reports
(a) The National Report shall address the measures taken to implement the obligations of the Safety Convention as well as the safety policy and practices. According to recent practices, the following subjects are addressed by most Contracting Parties to be included in the future National Report;

- solutions of challenges identified at the last Review Meeting,

- recent developments and accomplishments to improve safety.

(b) The National Report should be written to illustrate how the objectives of the Convention have been achieved compiling matters in paragraph (a). The National Report is originally written in Japanese  and then translated into English.

2.2. Review of other Contracting Parties’ National Reports

Contacting Parties should review other Contracting Parties’ National Reports thoroughly. Based on this review, questions are posed in an individual National Report in writing prior to the Review Meeting.

2.3 Preparation of answers to questions

Contracting Parties should provide answers to the written questions in its National Report prior to the Review Meeting.

2.4. Participation in the Review Meeting

Contracting Parties have two obligations at the Review Meeting. One is presentation of a report based on its National Report and the ensuing questions for the review discussion with other Contracting Parties. The other is participation in the discussion of other Contracting Parties. Several Contacting Parties contribute to the Review Meeting providing officers as well.

3. Roles of JNES in the review process
JNES, as a technical support organization, cooperates with NISA in the review process making use of its expertise.

3.1. Scheme of cooperation with NISA

NISA and JNES share roles as described in TableⅠaccording to their original missions.
3.2. Cooperative system

NISA and JNES organize a cooperative system for the coordination among concerned domestic parties and experts. NISA coordinates within NISA and the government and with academic sectors. On the other hand, JNES coordinates within JNES and with licensees. This cooperative system has functioned well in order to reflect a wide variety of domestic activities to the National Report comprehensively.

3.3. Work schedule
Review Meetings are held with three years intervals. During intervals, concerned works proceed steadily as follows; (Mo. denotes Months)

-18 Mo.: Starts developing basic outline of National Report, 

-16 Mo.: Starts drafting National Report,

-10Mo.: Finalize National Report, Starts translation, 

- 7Mo.: Submit National Report, Starts other National Reports review

- 3Mo.: Submit questions, 

- 1Mo.: Submit answers,

- 0Mo.: Review Meeting

4. Achievements of cooperation

JNES accumulates its experience and knowledge through the cooperative work with NISA. This would be beneficial for activities of JNES as well as achieving objectives of  Safety Conventions. Major achievements of cooperation are summarized as follows.

- Accumulation of know-how to cope with the review process. This could be succeeded in the future for the sake of sustainable evolution of Safety Conventions.

- Cultivation of international human relationship. In the Review Meeting, regulators and safety experts meet each other, exchange views and make human relationships. This could be helpful for the international activities of JNES.

- Dissemination of international safety trends. Review Meetings are unique fields for nuclear safety and regulation, and safety trends are shown there. JNES reports these trends domestically on all occasions.
5. Future challenges
JNES could contribute to the improvement of the review process with its accumulated experience and knowledge domestically and internationally.

5.1. Domestic challenges

Present cooperation process requires much effort and time. JNES would propose and implement measures to improve the domestic process efficiently for the sustainable commitment to the Safety Conventions.

5.2. International challenge
There are needs to improve the review process among Contracting Parties. JNES could participate in the international discussions for improvement. Major subjects for improvement are as follows;

- the question and answer process,

- use of international safety standards,

- enhance efficiency of the review process,

- improve transparency between Contracting Parties.
Table Ⅰ. Role sharing between NISA and JNES
	Review Process
	NISA
	JNES

	National Report
	- develop basic outline

- coordinate within government
- consult with advisory committees *
- approve the draft report
	- collect information

- draft a report

- coordinate with licensees

	Review Other National Reports
	- draft questions

- approve questions
	- analyze other National Reports

- draft questions

- follow-up progress

	Prepare Answers
	- draft answers

- approve answers
	- draft answers

- follow-up progress

	Review Meeting
	- present own report

- respond discussion
	- support discussion

- provide officers


* Advisory committees with persons of knowledge and experience are established by NISA to review the National Report drafts.
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