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URANIUM MINER PALADIN 
ACCUSED OF BRIBERY – 
LEADING TO ACTIVIST'S 
DEATH IN MALAWI
Australian uranium mining company Paladin has been discredited yet again, and 
with shocking results. Student and activist Robert Chasowa was killed after 
having published a document in which he accused Paladin of bribing the President 
of Malawi. The President, facing serious protests by civilians and NGOs, is 
repressing civilians with increasing violence and threats. Paladin's connections to 
the President remain unclarified.
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(735.6178) WISE Amsterdam - Pala-
din Africa's uranium mine in Kayele-
kera, Northern Malawi, continues to 
give rise to alarming calls from NGOs. 
Human rights activists in Malawi have 
complained about intransparency and 
secrecy policies from the beginning of 
the mine's operations, and reported 
about being questioned and intimida-
ted by police forces while monitoring 
radioactive transports. Paladin received 
frequent negative media attention as 
labourers died in accidents at the mine 
and health and safety procedures pro-
ved below standard. 

International NGOs have accused Pala-
din of completely disregarding inter-
national industry practices concerning 
disclosure and transparency of practi-
ces and policies, including payments 
to national governments. Also, activists 
claim that international safety and 
environmental standards are neglected 
by the company. Company culture has 
been called 'neocolonialist' and 'incre-
dibly arrogant' towards those who are 
affected by mining operations.

Meanwhile, authoritarian President 
Bingu wa Mathurika, who was demo-
cratically elected a few years ago but 
whose rule has recently developed 
some dangerous characteristics of a 
dictatorship, is confronted with nation-
wide protests. Only 6% of people in 
Malawi have access to electricity, po-

verty remains high, and there have been 
serious fuel and currency shortages for 
a long period. The fact that Mathurika 
purchased a US$ 20 million presidential 
airplane and has spent millions of public 
dollars on private occasions such as his 
2010 wedding, have not done his public 
image much good. 

July 2011 protests ended up in nineteen 
protesters shot dead by the police. The 
President dismissed his entire Cabinet 
after the July demonstrations and im-
mediately formed a new Cabinet, which 
included his brother and his wife. Since 
then, activists have been accused, 
arrested, and beaten up. The violence 
and intimidation even included several 
cases of arson. 

The student who was found dead at 
the University of Malawi was the Vice-
President of the organisation Youth for 
Democracy and Freedom (YDF), who 
published a weekly political update. 
The update that caused policemen to 
enter university, arrest and question 
the YDF's President Black Moses and 
probably to kill Robert Chasowa a few 
days later, was addressed at President 
Mathurika and questioned his policies 
and money flows, warning him that he 
will one day be prosecuted for  multiple 
human rights abuses. In the update, 
the YDF asks Mathurika 'Mr President – 
why should Paladin Africa, a company 
which is mining uranium at Kayerekera 
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be banking US$100,000 every month to 
your personal account in Australia-when 
Malawi is experiencing a cute shortage 
of forex?'

A few days after, Robert Chasowa was 
found dead next to a tall university buil-
ding, his body intact but with a wound 

on his head. The police officially stated 
that Chasowa had committed suicide, 
claiming that he even left a suicide note, 
implying that he had gotten afraid of the 
political situation.

Government denies responsibility 
for Chasowa's death. Paladin denies 

paying money to an Australian private 
bank account of Mathurika. 

Sources: Nyasa Times, Malawi Voice, 
Face of Malawi, Nuclear Intelligence 
Weekly, Malawi Today
Contact: WISE Amsterdam

EPR CONSTRUCTION IN CHINA: SAME 
PROBLEMS
Finland’s English-language news desk, YlE , has obtained evidence of problems in the construction 
of a nuclear power plant being built in China by Areva. The French company is building a reactor 
of the same model as Finland's Olkiluoto, which has
experienced similar shortcomings. Meanwhile, costs of Olkiluoto are now estimated at 6.6 billion 
euro. The price mentioned (and decided on) in Finnish Parliament was 2,5 billion euro, the initial 
contract for Olkiluoto 3 was 3 billion euro

(735.6179) WISE Amsterdam - The 
first two European Pressurized Reactor 
(EPR) construction projects at Olkiluoto 
and in Flamanville, France, have been 
plagued by problems. 

Now it turns out that there have been 
similar setbacks with another EPR 
project, a double reactor in Taishan, 
southern China, near Hong Kong. YLE 
has obtained inspection reports from 
China's National Nuclear Safety Admi-
nistration based on visits in 2009, as 
construction was beginning there. The 
results are familiar to observers of the 
Finnish and French ventures. 

When building work began on the new, 
third reactor at Olkiluoto, the Finnish 
Radiation and Nuclear Safety Autho-
rity (STUK) detected quality-control 
shortcomings in areas such as concrete 
pouring. In 2005 and 2006, it also found 
that some subcontractors were inexpe-
rienced, documentation was incomplete 
and that there were linguistic difficulties 
among the workforce, 80 percent of 
whom are foreigners. 

Four years later, the list of problems at 
Taishan is very similar: concrete quality 
problems, unqualified or inexperienced 
subcontractors, shortcomings in docu-
mentation and language problems. 

Areva has not learned from its mistakes, 
according to Greenpeace. "There seem 
to be serious ongoing problems in the 
company's safety culture," says Green-
peace energy specialist Jehki Härkönen. 
"This is their third such project, and 
exactly the same mistakes are being 
made as in the past." 

STUK, the Finnish nuclear safety 
watchdog, declines to draw conclusi-
ons about Areva based on the Chinese 
report, as Areva is just a subcontractor 
in Taishan. However when STUK was 
shown the report by YLE, it immedia-
tely requested further details from the 
Chinese. STUK Director Petteri Tiippana 
says that the allegations are serious. 
"If there are insufficient language skills, 
there can be problems," he told YLE. 
"If builders are not qualified, it can lead 
to shortcomings in quality. The Chinese 
authorities are drawing attention to 
exactly the right issues." 

The success of Areva's projects is a 
crucial question in Finland, as it is one 
of the main contenders to build the 
planned Fennovoima reactor in Py-
häjoki.

Further delays Olkiluoto
Finnish nuclear company Teollisuuden 
voima (TVO) announced officially that 
the Olkiluoto 3 EPR cannot achieve grid 
connection before 2014. At that point, 
OL3 would be five years late from the 
original four year planned construction 
time and it would have taken twelve 
years years from gaining license to 
operation. However, further delays are 
still possible.

TVO cites problems with the I&C system 
as the main reason and delays with 
wiring and piping as secondary reasons.

Areva has yet to comment on the issue. 
On October 10 CEO Luc Oursel was still 
boasting his plan to build new nukes 
in Finland. TVO has asked Areva to 
come up with new timeline for finishing 
the project. The delay announcements 

are usually followed by increased cost 
estimates, which currently is at 5.9 bil-
lion euros. And indeed, on October 12, 
the French daily Les Echos was citing 
a report stating the costs for Areva are 
expected to 6.6 billion euro (US$ 9.1 
billion). 

But this number can still be an unde-
restimation of the real price conside-
ring the evidence that cheap labour is 
being employed at the construction 
site. At worst, some Polish workers are 
paid less than two euros an hour. The 
roughly 250 euro monthly salary is prin-
ted on pay slips obtained by YLE. The 
Finnish Electrical Workers' Union says 
this is not an isolated case, but TVO 
says it has no evidence of pay irregulari-
ties. But it plans to look into its sub-
contractors. The Finnish Construction 
Trade Union previously voiced concerns 
regarding subcontracting chains at Olki-
luoto that are difficult to trace.

Areva appealed to the Finnish utility 
firm TVO for "intense cooperation and 
mutual commitment" during the testing 
phase for Okliuoto 3. In a statement 
it said that commissioning the reactor 
would require "significant efforts from all 
parties" after TVO earlier on the same 
day (Oct. 12) blamed Areva for further 
delays to the construction of the nuclear 
plant.

Source: YLE (www.yle.fi), 23 September 
& 11 October 2011 / Jehki Härkönen, 
climate & energy campaigner Green-
peace Nordic, Helsinki, Finland, 12 Oc-
tober 2011 / Reuters, 12 October 2011
Contact: Jehki Harkonen, Greenpeace 
Finland.
Email: jehki.harkonen[at]greenpeace.org
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UK NUCLEAR PROGRAM: COMPANIES 
RECONSIDER INVESTMENTS
When, six years ago, Tony Blair announced that nuclear power was ‘back with a vengeance’, the 
endorsement it gave the so-called ‘Nuclear Renaissance’ was powerful. In part, this was because 
uK still had prestige in this area as one of the pioneers of nuclear and one that seemed to have 
turned away from new nuclear. In addition, the British government’s confidence in the new nuclear 
designs that were meant to fire the Renaissance was so strong, it promised that no public 
subsidies would be needed or offered to new nuclear orders.

(735.6180) Steve Thomas - Six years 
on, when construction on the first 
units should be starting, it is clear that 
orders are still at least two years away 
from being placed. The government 
has abandoned the promise of 
no subsidies, the credibility of 
the new technologies is weak 
and the potential suppliers and 
buyers of new nuclear orders are 
abandoning the British market.

The government planned to 
expedite the process of ordering 
by requiring the safety regulator 
to carry out a Generic Design As-
sessment (GDA) for several of the 
new designs. This would mean 
buyers could choose between 
several designs, all of which were 
ready to order with only site-
specific design issues to resolve. 
The GDA would be completed in 
2011. It was promised that more 
than one electricity company 
would build new nuclear so that 
there would not be an effective 
monopoly.

The promise of no subsidies 
was assumed to mean that new 
reactors would survive purely 
from the income from selling their 
power into the competitive elec-
tricity market. Many doubted this 
claim. Indeed, the Liberal Demo-
crat, Chris Huhne, now Energy 
Minister and an enthusiastic 
supporter of the nuclear pro-
gram wrote in 2006: ‘The reality 
is that nuclear is a tried, tested 
and failed technology. Investors 
have taken a shrewd view of the 
risk, and have decided not to 
build. The operating and running 
costs of nuclear power are far 
from attractive and these costs 
do not include the unknown 
future costs of decommissioning 
reactors and storing waste that 
remains radioactive for thousands of 
years.’ Under Huhne, the cracks in the 
‘no subsidies’ policy that were apparent 
under the previous government are now 

clear. The promise of no subsidies has 
become no subsidies that are not also 
offered to other forms of low carbon 
electricity. Britain has experience of 
such subsidies. From 1990-96, the Fos-

sil Fuel Levy raised about BP 6 billion 
(in 1996 BP and US$ had about the 
same exchange rates as currently, so 
US$ 9.5bn; the euro did not exist, but 1 

BP was about 2.3 German Marks)  from 
consumers for non fossil fuel gene-
ration. More than 95 per cent of the 
proceeds went to nuclear and, to add 
insult to injury, much of this was spent 

building a new reactor, Sizewell 
B, which a year after its comple-
tion was effectively given away.

New nuclear reactors will now 
be offered a long term contract, 
perhaps 20 years, at prices that 
will have no link to any market 
prices and the government has 
put a floor on the European 
Carbon market price of €36/ton, 
far above any level the market 
has produced so that nuclear is 
guaranteed extra income above 
the contract price. Even this may 
not guarantee that the income to 
nuclear power plant owners will 
cover their expenses sufficiently 
for banks to be willing to offer the 
necessary finance.

On the technology side, four 
vendors entered their designs 
into the GDA, but two of these, a 
Canadian design, ACR, and the 
GE-Hitachi ESBWR, exited within 
a year. This left the French Euro-
pean Pressurised water Reactor 
(EPR) supplied by Areva and the 
Westinghouse AP1000. By mid-
2010, the regulator had acknow-
ledged that it would not be able 
to give generic design approval 
in July 2011 as originally plan-
ned. Interim acceptance would 
be given with a list of issues still 
to be resolved. The Fukushima 
disaster caused a further delay 
and interim approval is not now 
expected until December 2011. 
Westinghouse, which has no 
customers for the AP1000 in 
UK (or the rest of Europe) has 
stopped work on resolving these 
issues and will not resume work 

unless a firm customer appears. The 
regulator, the Office of Nuclear Regu-
lation (ONR) has targeted the end of 
2012 for resolution of the remaining 

KPMG: carbon floor price not enough, more 
needed. Due to the huge costs and risks 
associated with nuclear construction plants will only 
be built with public support in the form of long-term 
power purchase agreements, according to David 
Simpson, global head of mergers and acquisitions 
at finance firm KPMG. But such contracts – 
Simpson expects the UK government to offer 
35-year deals – could be illegal state aid under 
European Union competition rules. There has been 
no formal ruling. He said that, even if the law did 
not exclude those contracts, utilities’ shareholders 
would have to pay for their first nuclear plants, as 
investors would see the risks as too high to provide 
debt. 
Yet Simpson said that if the consortia bidding to 
build plants in the UK used shareholder cash 
(assuming a €4,000/kW cost for 1,600MW plants), 
the net debt of all consortia member firms but one 
would exceed their market capitalisations. Utilities 
would also receive no income for years, until plants 
begin operating. It is also unclear whether utilities 
would have enough equity to begin follow-on plants 
– at a rate that would satisfy governments – well 
before initial projects were completed and 
generating income.
KPMG last year concluded that "Britain's new 
generation of nuclear power stations will not be built 
if the Government refuses them any more support." 
The study, commissioned by RWE npower, said it is 
still uneconomic for utility companies to invest 
billions of pounds in nuclear power and a carbon 
"floor price" is not enough for the big utilities to 
commit large capital investments. (WISE 
Amsterdam)
The Telegraph (uK), 17 July 2010 / PE, 
Professional Engineering, 3 October 2011
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(735.6181) WISE Amsterdam- Negotia-
tions on the Mongolian nuclear projects 
started when US Deputy Secretary of 
Energy Daniel B. Poneman visited Mon-
golia in September, 2010. Officials of 
Japan, the United States and Mongolia 
held their first round of talks on the 
projects in Washington in February this 
year. Then, the United Arab Emirates 
(UAE), which wants to procure nuclear 
fuel from Mongolia, joined in the nego-
tiations. In early July, Poneman sent a 
draft of an intergovernmental memoran-
dum of understanding (MOU) to then-
Economy, Trade and Industry Minister 
Banri Kaieda in an effort to secure a 
deal by the end of this year.

The Japanese daily Mainichi reported 
on the secret talks between the three 

countries in May, but the Mongolian 
government has officially denied the 
existence of such negotiations. After 
the Mainichi's report, Mongolian citi-
zens harshly reacted to the envisioned 
projects and demanded the govern-
ment withdraw the plans and disclose 
information.

Following such developments, Mongo-
lian President Tsakhia Elbegdorj issued 
a presidential order on September 
13 banning negotiating with foreign 
governments or international organizati-
ons such as the IAEA on nuclear waste 
storage plans in Mongolia and fired  
government officials who had attended 
trilateral talks with the United States 
and Japan in Washington from February 
3 to 4 as representatives of Mongolia.

It seems that the Mongolian govern-
ment was considering processing ura-
nium into nuclear fuel and exporting it in 
an attempt to make "good use" of the 
uranium resources. For this purpose, 
Mongolia was exploring the idea of in-
troducing "nuclear fuel lease contracts" 
in which Mongolia would receive spent 
nuclear fuel from countries that buy 
uranium nuclear fuel from Mongolia. The 
US Department of Energy took the idea 
and came up with a proposal that Mon-
golia collect, store and dispose of spent 
nuclear fuel from other countries. Since 
then, the United States and Japan had 
been negotiating with Mongolia on the 
project.

Public opposition against the interna-
tional waste storage plans was large. 
When US vice-president Joe Biden, 

NO INTERNATIONAL SPENT FUEL 
STORAGE IN MONGOLIA!
The Mongolian government told Japan government officials and others concerned in late 
September that it had decided to abandon its plans to cooperate with Japan and the uS and build 
facilities to store and dispose of spent fuel, it was learned on October 14. Mongolia appears to 
have judged the plan unfeasible because of opposition movements in the country.

items on the EPR but this seems highly 
optimistic. The ONR finds itself in the 
uncomfortable position of being the first 
regulator to complete a generic review 
of the EPR. The US regulator is proba-
bly a year behind the UK regulator, while 
the three countries already building 
EPRs, Finland, France and China, have 
all chosen to resolve detailed design 
issues as they go. This seems to be 
one of the factors behind the appalling 
delays and cost overruns at the Finnish 
and French sites. Both are now running 
at least four years late and expected 
construction costs are nearly double the 
original forecasts.

In addition, the Finnish, French and 
Chinese designs all have significant 
differences because regulatory issues 
raised during construction have come 
too late for the agreed solution to be 
incorporated in part-built plants. So 
the UK design will differ from the three 
designs already under construction. As 
a result of the problems in Finland and 
France, the French nuclear industry led 
by the utility, EDF and the vendor, Areva 
embarked this summer on a program of 
design rationalization to reduce costs 
and improve buildability. The results of 
this exercise are expected to come too 
late to be embodied in any UK orders 
and if they are extensive enough to 
make a significant dent in costs, they 

are also likely to require regulators in 
UK and USA to re-open their generic 
reviews.

On the utility side, the expectation 
that subsidies would be offered led to 
a large number of European utilities 
expressing an interest so that if the sub-
sidies offered were large enough, they 
would be at the front of the queue to 
receive them. The four European utilities 
with a strong presence in the UK (EDF, 
RWE, EON and Iberdrola) and the two 
UK owned companies (Scottish & Sou-
thern Energy (SSE) and Centrica) plus 
GDF Suez and Vattenfall all took positi-
ons. EDF (80 per cent) and Centrica (20 
per cent) teamed up to buy the existing 
owner of some of the nuclear power 
plants in the UK, British Energy, giving 
them access to their existing sites. The 
German companies, EON and RWE, 
formed a consortium, Horizon, which 
bought options on land at existing 
nuclear sites, while SSE, GDF Suez and 
Iberdrola did likewise to form the NuGen 
consortium. However, by summer 2011, 
the consortia were cracking. RWE ap-
pointed consultants to look at selling all 
its UK assets in June and in October, it 
acknowledged that it was carrying out 
an internal review of whether to conti-
nue in the Horizon consortium. Given 
the firm policy to phase out nuclear in 
Germany by around 2020, it would be 

surprising if EON was not having similar 
thoughts. In September, SSE confirmed 
its withdrawal from the NuGen consor-
tium.This leaves only EDF (Centrica has 
also been reported to have doubts) but 
given the shattered reputation of the 
EPR and ongoing attempts to redesign 
it, even EDF must be having second 
thoughts about building in the UK.

It would be nice to think that the gover-
nment would belatedly see its policy 
was doomed and abandon it in favour 
of the German policy of energy effici-
ency and renewable but all the signs 
are that it will keep making concessions 
to shift the investment risk for nuclear 
away from plant owners on to consu-
mers. The latest ‘rabbit from the hat’ 
was a claim by one of Huhne’s junior 
ministers, Charles Hendry that sove-
reign wealth funds from the Middle East 
and other oil-rich areas are "queuing 
up" to invest in UK nuclear power.

Source and contact: Steve Thomas, 
Professor of Energy Policy and Director 
of Research
Public Services International Research 
Unit (PSIRU), Business School, Univer-
sity of Greenwich, 30 Park Row London 
SE10 9LS, UK
Tel: +44 208 331 9056
Email: Stephen.Thomas[at]greenwich.
ac.uk
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visited Ulaanbataar in August this year, 
several demonstrations organised by 
many groups like the Green Coalition 
and the Khmalag Mongol Movement 
took place. 

When in the mid 1980's China deve-
loped plans to store spent fuel from 
abroad in the Gobi desert, Mongolia 
protested sharply, citing serious risks of 
contamination of Mongolian as well as 
Chinese territory, through seepage of 
radioactive material in the groundwater. 
In 1990 public opposition and gras-
sroots activism was aimed at the Rus-
sian uranium mine Mardai in northeast 
Mongolia, near the Siberian border. The 

Russian mine was seen by many as 
the symbol of 60 years of Soviet neo-
colonialism. 

Sources: Mainichi (Japan), 15 October 
2011 / Mongolia-web, 20 August 2011 / 
Svenska Dagbladet (Sweden), 28 March 
1990 / Nature, 14 June 1984
'No to spent nuclear waste in Mongolia' 
on Facebook: http://www.facebook.
com/nonuclearwaste?sk=wall

STATUS OF STRESS TESTS NUCLEAR 
POWER PLANTS IN EU
In reaction to the Fukushima nuclear disaster the European union decided to start a process to 
make sure whether European union nuclear power plants are safe and events like in Japan can 
be excluded in Europe. Stress tests are defined as: 'Reassessment of safety margins of nuclear 
power plants in the light of the events at Fukushima: extreme natural events challenging the plant 
safety functions and leading to severe accidents".

(735.6182) Patricia lorenz - In a three 
step process all countries were to check 
their plants based on the ENSREG 
(European Nuclear Safety Regulators 
Group) criteria catalogue, which again is 
based mostly on WENRA (Western Eu-
ropean Nuclear Regulators' Association) 
criteria. While the first is a legitimate 
body of all 27 EU nuclear regulators, 
WENRA is a only the club of nuclear 
regulators. 

A major issue is transparency, often 
announced by the regulators and EU 
officials, but this did not trickle down to 
the regulators ye. WENRA did conduct 
an almost unnoticed public consulta-
tion on the criteria, but did not even 
acknowledge receiving contributions 
from the public, like e.g. fairly elaborate 
contributions by FOEE (Friends of the 
Earth Europe) or Greenpeace and other 
groups. Nothing was taken up, no rea-
son given why not.

The first part of the stress tests was 
finished in time, when in August all 
operators handed in the reports on their 
plants. Based on these, the regulator 
reports were made and published on 
the ENSREG homepage. The differen-
ces in methods, approaches and simply 
the number of pages of the reports, of 
course are substantial. 

One of the most important lessons 
learnt from Fukushima is that the 

probabilistic approach is not reliable; 
events unlikely to happen according to 
models and codes used during desig-
ning, licensing and safety checks, were 
obviously proven wrong. This is reflec-
ted in the ENSREG paper, urging states 
to look into extreme natural events, 
like seismicity and flooding and their 
combinations.

A good example for business as usual 
is the Romanian report. For assessing 
the seismic risk they apply very weak 
criteria which are contradicting interna-
tional practice. For earthquakes it would 
be necessary to look into a earthquake 
which have a return period of at least 
10 000 years and use this data to prove 
that an NPP resists an earthquake. 
Instead the Romanian reports sticks 
with the old data and uses the 1000 
years return period chosen as design 
basis. The Czech report with 7 pages 
only stands out by being of exceptio-
nally poor quality; however, there is an 
understanding they will come up with 
more complete one in the next few 
weeks. Similar though the situation in 
the Netherlands, where the regulator so 
far did not receive much more than the 
overview over what the Borssele opera-
tor will send until October 31.

The Slovak reports went into a lot more 
length, but the key questions are not 
answered:  In case of a station black-
out, when no emergency diesel genera-

tors are available, having time is a great 
advantage to restore power for starting 
up cooling pumps for removing residual 
heat from the reactor and cooling the 
spent fuel pool. The report does not 
show clearly, how long it is possible to 
keep the reactor in a safe state during 
severe accident measures without po-
wer. There is no prove provided on how 
external impacts like airplane crashes, 
fires, explosions can be excluded as 
direct hazards for the reactor buildings /
containment systems, which could lead 
to core melt. 

What is to happen next: The EU Com-
mission and ENSREG will produce 
the first progress report based on the 
individual country reports for the EU 
Council meeting on December 9. This 
phase is followed by a unique new pro-
cedure: EU peer review, when teams will 
evaluate the reports and are expected 
to even look at the nuclear power plant 
site. This is something very new in nu-
clear safety, which is the field of national 
competence only. The exact conduct of 
those peer review is of course an issue 
of discussions. Currently it seems that 
there will be 17 peer review teams. 14 
of them will be vertical (looking into all 
aspects - one per country) and 3 will be 
horizontal (looking at all countries but 
only one issue: earthquakes, floods, 
loss of power and ultimate heat sink). 
Coordination will be done by a supervi-
sory board.
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SURFACE CONTAMINATION HLW CASKS
Concerns are being raised in Japan about the raised radiation levels – above legal limits - 
discovered on the surface of some of the canisters of vitrified High level Waste (HlW) shipped 
recently from Sellafield, uK. In May 1998 a contamination affaire resulted in a ban on reprocessing 
transports in large parts of Europe

(735.6183) WISE Amsterdam – In Au-
gust, some 40 tons of HLW, contained 
in 76 canisters were shipped from Bar-
row docks onboard the Pacific Grebe, 
the newest ship in the nuclear fleet ope-
rated by Pacific Nuclear Transport Ltd 
(PNTL). Routed via the Panama Canal, 
the Pacific Grebe completed its maiden 
commercial voyage at the Mutsu-Oga-
wara port in Japan’s Aomori prefecture 
on September 15.

As reported in Japan’s Mainichi news-
paper mid-October, the Kyushu Electric 
utility that owns the HLW has confir-
med that, from a batch of 28 canisters 
being safety tested during transfer to 
the storage facility at Rokkasho-Mura, 
3 had been found to have surface 
levels of beta and gamma radiation that 
breached acceptance levels of 4 Be-
querels (Bq) per square centimeter – in 
one case almost 50 times over the limit.

Kyushu Electric, also confirmed that 
surface radiation levels were within 
the limits before leaving the UK. Japan 
Nuclear Fuel Ltd (JNFL) which operates 
the Rokkasho storage facility is carrying 
out an investigation into the breaches of 
acceptance levels.

Under the contracts covering Sellafield’s 
reprocessing of Japanese spent fuel, 
around 1000 canisters of HLW are des-
tined to be returned to Japan over the 
next ten years. The latest shipment of 
76 HLW canisters was only the second 
to have been made from Sellafield to 
Japan. The first, undertaken in January 
2010, was itself mired in controversy 
when, on arrival in Japan, it was disco-
vered that the HLW within the transport 
flask did not fully tally with the official 
paperwork – a number of canisters 
being ‘out of position’ within the holding 
channels of the transport flask. 

Could these high surface contamination 
levels be the start of an affaire similar to 
the one that started in May 1998. Then, 
on May 6,1998, following the discovery 
of illegal levels of radioactive conta-
mination on the external surfaces of a 
number of flasks and railway wagons, 
the French railway company SNCF 
banned any further movements of flasks 
from Germany and Swiss nuclear power 
stations to the reprocessing plant at La 
Hague. In the following days excessive 
levels of Caesium 137 and Cobalt 60 
was measured on the surface of other 
casks and the Swiss,  German, Bel-
gian and Dutch governments banned 

transports to Sellafield and La Hague 
too. The German environmental Minister 
(Angela Merkel by the way!) confirmed 
levels of radioactivity 3000 times greater 
than the levels allowed (4 Bq/cm2). The 
French regulatory authority discovered 
that a quarter of the flasks and 35% of 
the rail wagons that arrived at Valognes 
rail terminal in 1997 were contaminated 
beyond the safety limit. These numbers 
were known by the nuclear industry but 
not reported to the authorities. Official 
explanation is that the contamination 
was caused because the flasks 'sweat' 
in transit. While they are loaded at the 
reprocessing plant, the paint and metal 
on their outsides absorb radioactivity 
that is difficult to remove. 
The transport ban was lifted in most 
countries late December the same year 

Sources: CORE Press release, 16 
October 2011 / CORE Briefing, 21 May 
1998 / New Scientist, 13 June 1998 / 
Volkskrant (Nl), 9 December 1998
Contact: Cumbrians Opposed to a Ra-
dioactive Environment (CORE). Dry Hall, 
Broughton Mills, Broughton-In-Furness, 
Cumbria LA20 6AZ, UK
Tel: +44 1229 716523
Email: info[at]corecumbria.co.uk
Web: www.corecumbria.co.uk

There are concerns about the role of Mr. 
Petr Krs from SUJB to head the peer re-
view process. This leading role given to 
the Czech regulator is met with a lot of 
distrust and criticism from NGO in this 
field. SUJB is acting openly pro-nuclear 
in the domestic energy debate and 
there is a lot of criticism about SUJB's 
role in the welding case around Temelin 
and the national stress report. 

Two major Fukushima issues are not 
looked into properly: the emergency 
preparedness in case of severe ac-
cidents in European plants and the 
security issues. While it is obvious, 
that evacuations are not possible in 
densely populated European countries, 
the issue of security threats like armed 
attacks and targeted airline crashes 
are hidden under the thick cover of 
confidentiality of interior ministries, 
secret services and similar institutions. 

Along those lines a European Council 
working group was formed and star-
ted its meetings:  The first meeting of 
this working group under the Atomic 
Question Group (ATO), called Group Ad 
Hoc on Nuclear Security (GAHNS) took 
place before the summer break. It can 
be seen as a success, that all EU Mem-
ber States participated in this group, 
including UK and Czech Republic. The 
European Commission participates as 
an observer. Some information from this 
group is expected to be taken up in the 
Commission Reports to the Council in 
December, April and June. The group 
has prepared a long list of issues and 
questions to be addressed.

The peer review will last until mid-2012. 
During this phase several evaluating 
events are expected to take place. On 
the one hand NGOs will demand semi-
nars to be held in their countries, which 
will be encouraged by the EU Com-

mission. The European Economic and 
Social Committee (EESC) is organizing 
a conference in December in Brussels 
and in the Summer of 2012 ANCLI (the 
National Association of Local Informa-
tion Committees) and the EU Commis-
sion will co-organize a major meeting on 
stress-tests and Aarhus Convention. 

For further information also concerning 
the broader context please read the 
article already published earlier in this 
publication.

Source: Patricia Lorenz (with informati-
on provided by Jan Haverkamp –Green-
peace International- and independent 
nuclear safety expert Antonia Wenisch, 
who contributed first evaluations of 
some of the country reports)
Contact: Patricia Lorenz
Mail: patricia.lorenz[at]foeeurope.org
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INDIA: PEOPLE'S POWER VS. NUKE POWER
If Prime Minister Manmohan Singh wanted to insult the people agitating against the Koodankulam 
nuclear reactors at India’s southern tip, he could have found no better way than agreeing to meet 
their delegation on October 7— only to have Department of Atomic Energy (DAE) Secretary 
Srikumar Banerjee lecture them on the virtues of nuclear power.

(735.6185) Praful Bidway - The mee-
ting was held to respond to the grass-
roots demand for scrapping the project. 
The demand’s moral force, expressed in 
a 12-day hunger strike by over 100 peo-
ple, impelled the Tamil Nadu cabinet to 
ask that project construction be halted.

The delegates had to suffer Mr. Ba-
nerjee, who recently disgraced India’s 
scientific community. Just as the 
Fukushima disaster turned nasty with 
the March 12-14 hydrogen explosions, 
he dismissed its gravity. He said the ex-
plosions — which indicated severe core 
damage and aggravated it — were "a 
purely chemical reaction, not a nuclear 
emergency!" Nothing could have been 
more delusional.

Dr. Singh promised to halt work on two 
Russian-made reactors at Koodanku-
lam, but immediately went back on his 
word. The protestors started another 
fast and 10,000 people besieged the 
plant site.

The protestors shouldn’t be treated like 
ignorant and misguided children to be 
coached and disciplined by a nanny 
state. Their leaders are well-informed 
professionals, including S.P. Udayaku-
mar, who has taught at a US university, 
M. Pushparayan, a lawyer, and Tutico-
rin’s Bishop.

Their case is compelling. The two 1,000 
MW reactors under construction were 
never subjected to an Environment 
Impact Assessment. They were cleared 
by the environment ministry five years 
before the EIA process started — wit-
hout considering the intrinsic hazards of 
nuclear reactors.

The reactors will daily draw in millions 
of liters of freshwater, and release it 
at a high temperature into the sea, af-
fecting the fish catch on which lakhs of 
livelihoods depend. They are being built 
within a one-kilometer radius of major 
population-centres, violating the 1.6-km 
"nil-population" zone stipulation.

The reactors will routinely release efflu-
ents and emissions containing radio-
activity, a poison you can’t see, touch 
or smell. Scientific studies covering 
136 nuclear sites in seven countries 

show abnormally high leukemia rates 
among children, and higher incidence 
of cancers, congenital deformities, and 
immunity and organ damage.

All nuclear activities produce wastes, 
which remain hazardous for thousands 
of years. Science hasn’t yet found a 
safe way of storing wastes. Catas-
trophic accidents are possible in every 
nuclear reactor in the world, inclu-
ding a Chernobyl or Fukushima-style 
core meltdown. Twenty-five years on, 
300,000 people cannot go back home 
because of radioactive contamination 
around Chernobyl. The Fukushima 
disaster still hasn’t ended, but the 
station operator is already paying out 
US$50 billion in damages.

A reactor is a barely controlled nuclear 
bomb, where a runaway chain reaction 
is prevented by circulating water and 
some safety devices. But these can fail. 
Lack of cooling can produce a catas-
trophe as the fuel gets relentlessly hea-
ted. That’s what happened at Fukushi-
ma. The reactors couldn’t withstand the 
Magnitude 9 earthquake, belying the 
operator’s claim. The tsunami knocked 
out the backup, precipitating a station 
blackout, causing a loss-of-coolant ac-
cident and meltdown.

A station blackout can occur because 
of any number of factors in any reactor, 
with unpredictable but uncontrollable 
consequences, including a meltdown.

PMANE activists understand this 
hazard. They probably know a lot more 
about the problems of Russian reactors 
than DAE bureaucrats who have failed 
to master nuclear technology.

Bellona, a Norwegian group has revea-
led a special report by Russian nuclear 
safety experts in June, which says  
Russian reactors are grievously under-
prepared for disasters. (see Checks 
of Russian nuclear reactors fail safety 
hopes - and worse, leaked report re-
veals: bellona.org/articles/articles_2011/
rosatom_report). 
These disclosures are damning. Rosa-
tom chief Sergei Kiriyenko hasn’t denied 
them, but merely claimed that more 
money would fix the flaws. The report 
contradicts the

official Russian statement that a 
Fukushima-type meltdown could never 
happen in
Russia.

The DAE makes identical claims about 
India — as baselessly. Confronted with 
an informed opposition, it has stooped 
to maligning the broad-based multi-re-
ligious PMANE as a Church-dominated 
group.

The DAE also sees "the foreign hand" 
behind the movement. This is a bit rich 
coming from a department whose very 
survival now depends on the "foreign 
hand": importing reactors from Russia, 
France and the US — without scrutiny.

Similarly, in Jaitapur in Maharashtra, the 
DAE is slinging mud at the opposition, 
while telling people "radiation is your 
friend." The French-designed European 
Pressurised Reactors to be installed 
there are as problem-ridden as and 
even more expensive than Koodanku-
lam’s VVERs.

It would be suicidal for India to build 
such nuclear projects. They will bank-
rupt the electricity sector and impose 
terrible health risks. There are perfectly 
sound, safe, cost-competitive rene-
wable energy alternatives to nuclear 
power. That’s where the future lies.

Source: Praful Bidway is an eminent 
Indian columnist. Published on the 
South Asian Citizens Web on October 
18, 2011: www.sacw.net
Contact: S.P. Udayakumar at WISE 
India.
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 IN BRIEF
France: Thousands of activists take the streets to demand ending the nuclear age. On October 15, some 25,000 people 
took part in several anti-nuclear rallies, organized by the Reseau Sortir du nucléaire (Nuclear phase-out) federation, the largest one 
in Rennes with almost 20.000 participants. The demonstrators called on the government to halt all its military and civilian nuclear 
activities, and criticized Paris for continuing its nuclear policy. The protesters particularly called for the closure of Bugey nuclear 
plant in eastern France, which they say is susceptible to high risks of earthquake and flood. They also held a minute of silence in 
honor of the victims of Fukushima nuclear disaster in eastern Japan, and urged the French government to take lessons from 
Japan's tragedy and turn to renewable energies. 
Website: Reseau Sortir du nucleaire.

lithuania Formally Submits Visaginas Plans To EC. The Lithuanian government has formally notified the European Commission 
of plans for a new nuclear power plant at Visaginas to be developed with Estonia, Latvia and Poland. This means that the 
coordination of the Project with the EU institutions starts. The 1,350-megawatt advanced boiling water reactor is scheduled to 
begin commercial operation around 2020, Lithuania's energy ministry said. According to the ministry the Visaginas unit is intended 
to help replace generation from the two 1,300-MW Ignalina reactors that have been shut down as part of Lithuania's European 
Union membership agreement.
"Visaginas NPP project  is a strong step towards long term objectives of strengthening
the security of supply and full integration of the Baltic States into European Energy
market", according to the Visaginas press release. The information on Visaginas NPP was submitted according to European 
Atomic Energy Community (EURATOM) treaty (Article 41). This ensures that the developers of new nuclear facilities must notify the 
European Commission not later than three months before the first  contracts are concluded with the suppliers or, if the work is to 
be carried out by the undertaking  with its own resources, three months before the work begins.
NucNet, 14 October 2010 / Visaginas nuclear power plant project, press release, 10 October 2011

Indonesia: reactor plan delayed by Fukushima. 
Indonesia’s National Nuclear Energy Agency (Batan) head Hudi Hastowo told journalists that the 11 March Fukushima nuclear 
disaster in Japan had impacted government plans to construct the country’s first nuclear power plant in Tanjung Ular Muntok 
Cape region, West Bangka, stating, "After the major earthquake in Japan that hit Fukushima Nuclear Power Plant caused some 
radioactive leakage, the plan is now delayed whereas it was previously accepted by the public," Jakarta’s government-owned 
Antara news agency reported. Experts noted that the proposed Tanjung Ular Muntok nuclear power plant is situated in a 
seismically active region and that a repeat of the December 2004 tsunami that devastated the country could cause a catastrophic 
disaster. Indonesia currently has three nuclear research reactors – Kartini, Siwabessy and the Triga Mark II nuclear research facility. 
Plans for a nuclear power plant date back from the 1970s.
www.Oilprice.com, 18 October 2011

Atomic radiation is more harmful to women. Women as a group suffer significantly more from the impact of ionizing radiation 
than do men. Today Nuclear Information and Resource Service published a Briefing Paper that focuses on a dramatic fifty-percent 
greater incidence of cancer and fifty-percent greater rate of death from cancer among women, compared to the same radiation 
dose level to men. To be clear: males suffer cancer and cancer death from exposure to ionizing radiation; but gender difference in 
the level of harm has been to date under-reported.
The data leading to this conclusion originally was reported in the National Academy of Sciences 2006 report, "BEIR VII" which is 
the seventh report in a series on the Biological Effects of Ionizing Radiation. The greater vulnerability of females was not the focal 
point of that publication, and the concern has until now escaped notice. 
NIRS is co-releasing the paper with activist groups in global "hot spots" including Japan (Green Action), Ukraine (Ecoclub) and 
Pennsylvania (Three Mile Island Alert). The paper is posted at: 
NIRS, 18 October 2011

Growth wind capacity vs nuclear. 2010 was a turning point in the global race to develop clean technology. It marked the first 
time that more new wind power generating capacity was installed in developing countries than in the rich world. China led the 
way, according to the Global Wind Energy Council (GWEC), and now has the most wind generating capacity in the world, thanks 
to favorable government policies. A record capacity of 19 gigawatts (1 GW = 1000MW) was added in China last year, taking the 
total to more than 42GW. India also showed strong growth, in line with the government target of adding more than 10GW of new 
capacity by 2012, and there are industry estimates that 100GW is possible.
According to the IAEA PRIS reactor database in 2010 3720MW was connected and 130MW disconnected to the grid from nuclear 
reactors worldwide. So, just in China about 5times as much wind was connected to the grid as nuclear worldwide.
Guardian (uK), 18 October 2011 / PRIS: www.iaea.org/programmes/a2/
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WISE/NIRS NUCLEAR MONITOR

The Nuclear Information & Resource Service was founded in 1978 and is based in 
Washington, US. The World Information Service on Energy was set up in the same year 
and houses in Amsterdam, Netherlands. NIRS and WISE Amsterdam joined forces in 
2000, creating a worldwide network of information and resource centers for citizens and 
environmental organizations concerned about nuclear power, radioactive waste, 
radiation, and sustainable energy issues.

The WISE/NIRS Nuclear Monitor publishes international information in English 20 
times a year. A Spanish translation of this newsletter is available on the WISE Amsterdam 
website (www.antenna.nl/wise/esp). A Russian version is published by WISE Russia and 
a Ukrainian version is published by WISE Ukraine. The WISE/NIRS Nuclear Monitor 
can be obtained both on paper and in an email version (pdf format). Old issues are (after 
two months) available through the WISE Amsterdam homepage: www.antenna.nl/wise.

Receiving the WISE/NIRS Nuclear Monitor

US and Canada based readers should contact NIRS for details of how to receive the 
Nuclear Monitor (address see page 11). Others receive the Nuclear Monitor through 
WISE Amsterdam.
For individuals and NGOs we ask a minimum annual donation of 100 Euros (50 Euros 
for the email version). Institutions and industry should contact us for details of 
subscription prices.
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