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제 2 장 OECD/NEA 운영 현황





1) (출처) NEA (2011), 제123차 NEA 운영위원회 의제

2) (출처) 원자력국제협력재단(KONICOF) (2012), 제124차 NEA 운영위원회 준비자료

3) (출처) NEA 웹사이트 (http://www.oecd-nea.org)
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4) (출처) NEA 웹사이트 (http://www.oecd-nea.org)











5) (출처) 원자력국제협력재단(KONICOF), (2012) 제124차 NEA 운영위원회 준비자료



6) (출처) OECD/NEA (2007a: 57), Main Lines of the NEA Programme of Work for 2007 - 

2008, NEA/NE 2007(3), for NEA Steering Committee for Nuclear Energy, 02-Apr-2007.
7) (출처) OECD/NEA (2007), Draft Budget Committee Decision Concerning the Scales of 

Contributions by the Member Countries to the Budget of the Organization for the Finance 

Year 2007, BC(2006)20Rev1, 08-Feb-2007.





2012 NEA Data Bank ( )



8)

8) (출처) Janice Dunn Lee (‘11.11.29), Estimate Assessed Contributions NEA Main Secretariat 

and Data Bank 2010 vs 2012 ZNG and Not adding the New Member's Contributions to the 

envelop, NEA Document.
9) (출처) OECD/NEA (2007a: 57), Main Lines of the NEA Programme of Work for 2007 - 

2008, NEA/NE 2007(3), for NEA Steering Committee for Nuclear Energy, 02-Apr-2007.



2012 NEA Data Bank ( )







11) 산정방법은 상대적 경제 규모(지불능력)와 회원국의 원자력정책 변화(신규원전건설, 가동원전, 원

자로해체 등)를 함께 고려함 





12) (출처) Advisory Group on the NEA Sustainable Budget (AG-SB) Progress Report 

(‘12.3.19)









13) (출처) The Strategic Plan of the Nuclear Energy Agency 2011-2016 (OECD/NEA)



14) (출처) 제124차 NEA 운영위원회 준비자료















15) (출처) 원자력국제협력통합정보시스템 (http://www.icons.or.kr)

































제 3 장 우리나라 활동 현황 및 성과

NEA Data Bank

Total Contributions 

by Member Countries
10,406,800€ 2,954,300€ 13,361,100€

2.586% 3.784% 2.820%

264,943€ 111,795€ 376,738€
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제 5 장  참고문헌



 주요 약어 정리



OECD/NEA 회의 참가보고서 

Ⅰ. 보고자 인적사항

Ⅱ. 회의개요

Ⅲ. 주요 결과 (별첨 참조)

Ⅳ. 관찰 및 평가 (별첨 참조)





『OECD/NEA ~ 위원회 2011년 실적 및 2012년 계획



『OECD/NEA 기술위원회/작업반/전문가그룹/공동연구 참가현황』
(참가 전문가용) 





฀ 

⟶ 











A Sustainable NEA budget: 17)

- The United States has indicated some flexibility in terms of how to achieve a 

sustainable budget. Until such a time when an agreement on how to achieve a 

sustainable budget may be achieved at NEA, our policy still remains as ZNG 

for the budget envelope. 

- The current proposal from the Secretariat does not meet our requirements and 

we cannot join consensus on its approval. It incorporates the supplementary 

budget into the core, does not note the process for pre-approval of the projects 

and other related activities by the Steering Committee and how it will be 

coordinated with the respective Standing Technical Committees, and merely 

expands current core work. 

- U.S. budgetary policy has been consistent for many years: supplemental 

funding may not be applied to ongoing core work of an agency. Doing so 

essentially artificially increases the baseline funding for the agency, creating 

an even bigger potential problem when the subsequent budget is negotiated 

and the discussion must incorporate the lower "true" baseline. When the USG 

considers the use of supplemental/surplus funding for purposes other than 

being returned to member states, such use is considered only for one-time, 

non-recurring expenses. 

- The U.S. does not support adding Poland's member country contribution or that 

of any other new member to the Fukishima fund. In fact, our policy is that 

for the Part II bodies which have not implemented a pathway for achieving a 

sustainable budget, the budget envelope should remain – at ZNG – independent 

of a new member joining. 

- We do not see the addition of a new member as a justification to increase the 

budget envelope if the additional cost to the organization due to absorbing a 

new member is negligible. The new member contributions should be 

redistributed to members as surplus income (or a rebate on next year’s 

payment), rather than increase the budget of the organization. In order to 

consider expanding the budget envelope, the Secretariat should outline the real 

costs associated with the new members. 



Fukushima Dai Ichi 

- Nevertheless, we recognize the immediate need to not only reprioritize some of 

the existing work, but also the temporary addition of some new work, 

considering the recent events at Japan’s Fukushima Dai Ichi nuclear power 

station. 

- We support the creation of a one-time, three-year fund to deal specifically 

with the “new demands brought forth by this special situation.” This fund 

would have to be separate from the core budget. The 2010 carryover from the 

NEA Databank and the 2010 surplus publications revenue could be transferred 

to this fund. The projects and related activities of the use of the fund would 

have to be approved by the Steering Committee. 

- At the end of three years, Members should consider the status of the fund and 

the work related to Fukushima to determine whether or not an extension of 

the fund is needed. 

- We believe that the Standing Technical Committees should submit their views 

for Fukushima Dai Ichi projects and activities, including anticipated required 

resources. 

- The U.S. cautions NEA as to the potential for duplication and/or an overlap in 

other international organizations, in particular the IAEA. 

- All related projects and activities in the Fukushima fund should be coordinated 

with the IAEA. 

- Standing Technical Committee recommendations on projects and related 

activities should be circulated for review and approval by the Steering 

Committee. A written (or silence) procedure may be used for approval. The 

related project and activities should also be updated and reported to Member 

States at each biannual Steering Committee meeting. 

- The United States understands the importance of voluntary contributions with 

respect to NEA Fukushima activities. 

- To that end we are immediately reprogramming the U.S. $80,000 voluntary 

contribution, originally pledged to the update of the “Nuclear Energy Outlook” 

(now postponed) as a contribution to the Fukushima Fund. 

- We urge other States to also consider a voluntary contribution to the 

Fukushima Fund. 

- Finally, the above points recommend short-term solutions to the NEA budget 

situation. The United States continues to believe that under the current 

conditions, the NEA financial situation is not sustainable. It is time to consider 

different approaches which would be sensitive to the needs of all the 

stakeholders and which reflect the value of the NEA to each of those 

stakeholders. 





-----Original Message-----

(From) : <Janice.DUNNLEE@oecd.org>

(To) : undisclosed-recipients:;

(Sent) : 2011-07-02

(Subject) : Secretariat Response to the U.S. non-paper on the NEA 

Budget 

Message sent on behalf of Ms. Janice Dunn Lee, NEA Deputy 
Director-General

Dear Advisory Group Members,

In response to the U.S. non-paper on the NEA budget (attached), submitted on 
16 June 2011,the Secretariat, in consultation with Sándor Simon, Chairman of 
the Advisory Group for a Sustainable NEA Budget, has the following comments:

1. As proposed, a one-time, three-year Special Fund for Fukushima related 
activities, can be created, initially utilizing the 2010 carryover from the Data 
Bank and the 2010 surplus publications revenues, in addition to the 
reprogrammed U.S. voluntary contribution of $80,000, and any othr voluntary 
contributions offered for this purpose.

2. The Secretariat anticipates receipt of proposed projects and costs for 
Fukushima related activities from the Standing Technical Committees.

3. The Secretariat will coordinate proposed projects and activities with other 
international organizations to avoid duplication and overlap.

4. Projects and activities to be covered by the Special Fund will be submitted to 
the Steering Committee for approval in the normal biannual meetings.

5. The written procedure for approvals will be used for any projects or activities 
considered urgent.

Unless otherwise notified, by cob 8 July 2011, we will consider these 
understandings accepted, and communicate them to the Steering Committee.

With best regards 

 
Janice Dunn Lee 
Deputy Director-General 
OECDNuclearEnergyAgency(NEA)
Tel.:+;33(0)145241002





붙임 1 한국 운영위원회 부의장국 추진 현황











제124차(‘12.4월)운영위원회 NEA 예산자문그룹 의장 보고 및 회원국 반응

























균형적 시각에서 본 방사성폐기물 

OECD/NEA (2011), Radioactive Waste in Perspective, 
Radiological Protection and Radioactive Waste Management. 
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수행기관보고서번호 위탁기관보고서번호 표준보고서번호 INIS 주제코드

KAERI/RR-3485/2011

제목 / 부제 OECD/NEA 협력활성화 방안 연구

연구책임자 및 부서명 이태준 (원자력교육센터)

연 구 자 및 부 서 명

이영준, 이종희, 서유림 (정책연구부), 김현진, 김현기, 박주영(원자력교육센터)

출 판 지 발행기관 한국원자력연구원 발행년 2012

페 이 지 182p. 도  표 있음( O ), 없음( ) 크  기 Cm.

참고사항

공개여부 공개( O ), 비공개( )
보고서종류  연구보고서

비밀여부 대외비 ( ), __ 급비밀

연구위탁기관 계약  번호

초록 (15-20줄내외)

○ NEA와의 협력활성화 체계 구축․운영

- 우리나라와 관련된 OECD/NEA 현안 상시 파악 및 대응 체계 구축․운영

- NEA 협력활성화 및 활용 제고 방안 제시

○ NEA 상설위원회 및 사무국 조직 및 업무체계 조사․분석

- 조직: 운영위원회-상설위원회-작업반-전문가그룹; 사무국

- 업무: 전략계획 - 운영/상설/작업반/전문가 그룹 업무계획 (Programme of Work, POW)

○ NEA 사무국과 위원회 참여 대표단/전문가 활동 현황, 결과 파악 및 성과 증진 방안 도

출

- 참여 업무/과제/회의 핵심내용과 대표단/전문가 활동 파악

- 국내 업무와의 연계성 파악

○ 우리나라의 OECD/NEA 활동 백서 작성

주제명키워드

(10단어내외)
OECD/NEA, 한국, 원자력, 국제협력, 정책연구



◯ Setting-up and running a systematic process for investigating and analyzing the status 

and issues and offering effective ways for improving the performance of the 

Korea-OECD/NEA cooperation

   - Establishing and operating a systematic process, implementing the gradual 

strategies

   - Analyzing the organizational as well as operational characteristics of OECD/NEA

   - Analyzing activities and performance of Korean delegations and participants, and 

studying the ways to improve their performance 

   - Publishing an annual report

○ The committee for the selection of candidates joining in the two schools selected 

nine candidates for the WNU RT School and five candidates for the IAEA Nuclear 

Energy Management School. Thereafter, the project will support expense for joining 

in the schools such as tuition, flight cost, accommodation, meals, etc. 
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