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 FORATOM: European Nuclear Industry‟s 

voice 

 Europe and Nuclear Energy or 

 EU vs. Member States 

 EU: reassessing nuclear safety, security 
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in a nutshell… 



o FORATOM is the Brussels-based trade association 

for the nuclear industry in Europe 

    Membership: 

o 17 national nuclear associations active across 

Europe 

o nearly 800 firms are represented - from Europe's 

(and the world's) largest nuclear utilities and nuclear 

fuel cycle companies to other undertakings engaged 

in the transport of nuclear materials and the 

management of radioactive waste 
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o act as voice of nuclear energy industry in EU energy policy 

debate 

o enhance relations between nuclear industry and EU 

institutions 

o deliver information on nuclear energy to EU institutions, 

media and the public 

o inform members about developments emerging from EU 

institutions 

o interact with intergovernmental organisations (IAEA, 

OECD/NEA, IEA, etc.) 

o communicate latest science and technology in co-operation 

with European Nuclear Society (ENS) 

FORATOM‟s Mission 

21/09/2011 4 



Europe: before and after Fukushima… 

 the most striking nuclear-related event since Chernobyl 

 a combination of natural and man-made events which questions our 

ability to accept and manage severe hazards and accidents 

 global impacts on the economy: in Japan, indirectly in Europe 

(Germany, others), worldwide 

 a contradictory humanitarian outcome: no direct casualties, but 

unprecedented human consequences 

 a wide set of political reactions: emotional - hysterical – short-minded – 

opportunistic - concerned – balanced – wise? 

 a demonstration of the deep influence of media in crisis situation 

(Germany vs. ROW) 

 a golden opportunity for industry to demonstrate its ability to learn from 

experience through a continuous improvement strategy 
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Europe: Germany phasing in the phase-out 

 the German decision: politically correct? economically sustainable? 

environmentally right? (www.guardian.co.uk, June 1) 

 “Germany's phase-out of nuclear power may compromise the security 

and sustainability of the European Union. Power will be more costly, and 

less secure, and even greater and more urgent investment in renewables 

is needed." Nobuo Tanaka, International Energy Agency (IEA) Executive 

Director, at the annual Eurelectric conference in Stockholm, June 13 

 “If [we don’t remain] competitive in comparison with other countries, a 

company of global stature like Bayer can think about moving its production 

to countries where energy costs are lower.” Marijn Dekkers, Head of 

German chemicals and drugs giant Bayer, August 6 (France24) 
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Europe: phasing out, phasing in? (1)  

 "Of course it's time to review and analyze [safety] carefully but it 

wouldn't be right to make a rash decision, a 180 degree turn. Poland is not 

at risk of earthquakes and tsunamis. The problem in Japan was not the 

power plants themselves, but the earthquake. We need to make a 

decision based on rational analysis and not emotions." Polish Treasury 

minister Aleksander Grad on 5 April 2011 (The Guardian) 

 "There hasn't been a strong debate after Japan (nuclear accident) that 

we should change our decision. I think Finns are very rational, pragmatic. 

We expect that in the existing plans, the security level is high. And also, on 

those which are under process, they will be. Security is an important 

factor but I'm not worried." Finnish Economy Affairs Minister, Jyri 

Hakamies, September 2 (Reuters) 
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 “The UK has everything to gain from becoming the number one 

destination to invest in new nuclear. Nuclear is the cheapest low-carbon 

source of electricity around, so it can keep bills down and the lights on. We 

are on the brink of the biggest nuclear renaissance since the 1950s ... We 

must go forward with new nuclear. We will be a darker, less 

prosperous nation without it.” Charles Hendry, British Energy Minister, 

on 5 July (Financial Times)  

 4/08/2011 - 68% of the public support nuclear as part of the UK’s 

energy mix UK Nuclear Industry Association‟s respected and long-running 

Ipsos-MORI polling 
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Europe: phasing out, phasing in? (2)  
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o EC: all 143 NPPs in the EU to be re-assessed using EU-

wide criteria 

o June 2011: EC and ENSREG (European Nuclear Safety 

Regulators Group) agree on the criteria and the way 

controls will be done [as recommended by WENRA 

(Western European Nuclear Regulators Association)] 

o a three-step process: pre-assessment by the operators – 

national reports by the regulators – peer review 

(multinational teams) 

o engaging on a multilateral level and with the IAEA a 

discussion for strong and common safety standards as 

well as international peer reviews 

EU‟s swift action  
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o June 1: start of self-assessment by licensees (questionnaire 

provided by national regulators) 

o Sept 15: finalization of the review by the national regulators 

o Oct 10-11: ENSREG meeting, discussion of preliminary 

results 

o Oct 31: results sent to EC, preparation of EC Report 

o Nov 30: completion of EC Report 

o Dec 9: EC report to the EU Council (MS) 

o April 30, 2012: end of peer review, completion of safety & 

risk re-assessment process 

21/09/2011 10 

EU: safety assessment timetable  



o FORATOM-ENISS (European Nuclear Industry Safety 

Standards): the view of nuclear industry on WENRA stress 

test specifications (May 2011) 

o ENISS worked side-by-side with other stakeholders (cf. 

ENEF) in drawing-up „Safety Terms of Reference” (STORE) 

i.e. Targeted Safety and Risk Reassessment applicable to 

NPPs in the EU in the light of the Fukushima events - which 

was presented to ENSREG / WENRA 

o ensuring a regular flow of reliable information on Fukushima 

accident from various nuclear industry bodies – FORATOM, 

ENS, WNA, NUCNET, WNN, etc. 

EU Industry: speaking with one voice 
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o European Nuclear Industry, National Regulators and 

European Commission: an exemplary team work on post-

Fukushima 

o a call for shared rules and assessments with countries 

bordering the EU 

o developing deeper cooperation between industry and IAEA: 

o greater involvement of industry in revision of IAEA safety 

standards 

o keeping nuclear equipment, material and technology under IAEA 

safeguards 

EU Industry: perspectives on cooperation 
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o the Fukushima-Daiichi accident represents an opportunity for 

the nuclear industry to demonstrate its ability to learn from 

experience through “a continuous improvement strategy” 

o inside the EU: which legal framework for nuclear safety - 

harmonisation of licensing procedures - EU-level reactor 

design clearance? 

o no way forward without public support: how to address, 

explain, convince? 

o greater cooperation between industry and international 

organizations: FORATOM available to contribute 

Conclusions 
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