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Name Dlsn:ggt(lzlr:]% 103; itles management management

ISDC 05 ISDC 08 + 06
PWR José Cabrera - 160 MWWe ES-P1 75.1 12.8 136.7
PWR Generic P (ES) - 1 066 MWe ES-P2 178.9 226 185.0
PWR Generic (CH) -1 000 MWe CH-P1 143.2 116.9 3939
PWR Generic (FR) - 3 600 M\We FR-P1 T24.4 276.0 2056
BWR SM Garona - 466 MWe ES-B1 924 18.6 176.4
BWR Generic B (ES) - 1 092 MWe ES-B2 1842 34.0 176.0
BWR Oskarshamn - 2 576 MWe SE-B1 501.0 785 188.5
VVER Loviisa - 976 MWe FI-V1 2105 39.9 252
VVER Bohunice - 880 M\We SK-V1 439.0 431.0 435.0
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PM = Project management; D&D = Decontamination and dismantling.
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Country Contingency — method Average
Czech Republic Using computational models and partially based on experience Not provided

Finland Ejj;d on experience. 10% reservation is used to cover unexpected 9% 0.08:9.1
Slovak Republic Using risk analysis and risk assessment. Based on costing % 02165

methodology

Spain Contingency factors are considered for the different phases of the Not provided
P project taking into account uncertainties related to specific activities P

Syitzerland 30%‘_requwreq in the new or(_iinance Numbers presented in this study 0%
are without this general contingency

Combination of computational modelling (Monte Carlo simulation
United Kingdom using 3-point estimates) and management judgement based on 17% 1-243
experience of previous projects
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- In “2012 EUR” without contingency | In “2012 EUR” with 10% contingency

1987 EUR 278 793 k EUR 306 672 k
1993 EUR 261 752 k EUR 287 928 k
1998 EUR 258 801 k EUR 284 681 k
2003 EUR 263 131 k EUR 288 444 k
2008 EUR 312424 k EUR 343 666 k
2012 EUR 326 437 k EUR 359 081 k

Source: Finland case study.
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Decommissioning costs PWR1 BWR1 PWR2 | BWR2 | ;{E“v}p;ﬁ;‘;e}
Cost Study 2011, price basis 2011 809 487 663 920 95 2974
Cost Study 2006, price basis 2011 631 440 605 835 31 2 541
Difference absolute 178 47 59 86 64 433
Difference (%) 28% 11% 10% 10% 204% 17%

Source: Swiss case study.
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