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v/ RSRL to implement planned improvements to the Winfrith Segmented Gamma Scanner v/ Magnox to review how Project Waste Management Plans (PWMP) are used at sites, identify how to close gaps against best practice and roll out PWMP across sites
v/ Sellafield Ltd to work with LLWR to re-engineer SL consignment approach to enable LLW to be consigned under the revised WAC v/ RSRL to critically review application of the WH on key decommissioning projects during implementation of the Independent Assessment Programme for 2014/15
v/ LLWR to review orphan waste database to identify opportunity to complete feasibility study for one waste SL to work with LLWR to develop a bespoke contract under Lot 7 to further progress the management of legacy oil stocks'
v/ Magnox to to review waste assay requirements, identify gaps, develop action plan v/ LLWR to carry out feasibility study for a solution to one orphan waste population
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