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FORATOM acts as the voice of the European nuclear industry in energy 

policy discussions with EU Institutions and other key stakeholders. It provides 

a bridge between its members and European policy-makers, thereby helping 

the industry to play leading role in the policy debate.

According to the it’s vision FORATOM wants to be recognised as the 

respected and credible voice of the European nuclear industry; an industry 

that is a driving force behind Europe’s efforts to achieve a sustainable and 

competitive low-carbon energy mix.

FORATOM – voice of nuclear industry
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• Acts as voice of nuclear energy industry in EU energy policy debate

• Enhances relations between nuclear industry and EU institutions

• Delivers information on nuclear energy to EU institutions, media and the 

public

• Informs members about developments emerging from EU institutions

• Interacts with intergovernmental organisations (like IAEA, OECD/NEA, 

IEA, and WANO)

• Communicates latest science and technology in co-operation with 

European Nuclear Society ENS.

What FORATOM does
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FORATOM is the Brussels-based association of nuclear industry in Europe

• 17 national nuclear associations active across Europe

• 3 corporate members (PGE Nuclear, CEZ, Slovenske Elektrárne)

• 800+ firms represented (vendors, utilities, nuclear fuel cycle, engineering, 

transport, waste storage, lawyers, consultants, insurers).

Who are we?
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FORATOM Membership



• Decommissioning

• Education and Training

• Environmental Issues  

• Financing

• Legal aspects

• Management Systems

• New Build

• Nuclear Communications

The coverage of FORATOM work for the members
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• Research and Development  
• Safety and Radiological Protection  
• Security of Energy Supply  
• Transport  
• Waste Management  



• Brings together decision-makers, operators and specialists from the nuclear 
industry with regulators on a European level in order to identify and possibly 
agree upon the scope and substance of harmonized safety standards.

• Provides the nuclear industry with the platform that it needs to exchange 
information on new national and European regulatory activities, to express its 
views and provide expert input on all aspects related to harmonization of 
safety standards.

• Establishes a common industry position with regards to the safety reference 
levels that WENRA has proposed.

• Contributed a lot to the “stress test” procedure, especially the definition of the 
“stress” test criteria.

ENISS - European Nuclear Installations Safety Standards
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• Initiated by European Council

• Stakeholder involvement (EU institutions, governments, industry, 

NGOs, consumer groups, etc.)

• 3 Working Groups (WGs):  Opportunities, Risks and Transparency
• Advises European policy-makers

• Works with Sustainable Nuclear Energy Technology Platform (SNETP) 

and European Nuclear Safety Regulator Group (ENSREG).

• ENEF plenary meeting took place from 14 to 15 May 2012 in 

Bratislava.

ENEF – European Nuclear Energy Forum
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Working groups

ENEF – European Nuclear Energy Forum
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• On 15 March 2011, four days after the Fukushima Daiichi accident, 

industry leaders met in Brussels, at the request of FORATOM, before 

proceeding to meet Energy Commissioner Günther Oettinger and 

agreeing to his proposal to launch the EU nuclear safety & risk 

reassessment process – the so-called “stress tests”. 

• Industry participated unreservedly and comprehensively in the carrying out 

and reporting of the tests to National Regulators, in accordance with the 

specifications and methodology agreed between WENRA, ENSREG and 

the European Commission. 

EU actions in response to Fukushima
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• We welcome the fact that no urgent actions, questioning the continued 

operation of nuclear power plants in Europe, have been identified as a 

result of the “stress tests”. This confirms our strongly held belief that 

nuclear power plants in the EU are robust and fully comply with current 

safety standards. 

• Industry commits to working with the National Regulators to implement 

recommendations that will further increase safety margins under extreme 

conditions. 

Nuclear industry Statement from ENEF plenary meeting
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• Map

Nuclear New Build Plans in Europe
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• The Netherlands: Borssele II has been postponed (2-3 years)

• Finland: 2 units planned

• Romania: two more units planned (Cernavoda 3 & 4) by 2017

• Slovenia: a second unit considered (Krško), 2020-2025

• Slovakia: government and CEZ considering a fifth reactor (Bohunice)

• Sweden: 10 new units to replace existing fleet by 2020

• UK: 8 sites identified (first  unit online by 2018)

• Croatia and Russia. 

Units under consideration or planned in Europe
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• The Netherlands: Borssele (10 years)

• Spain: Garoña (4 years), Cofrentes (10 years); legal reference to the 

40-year lifetime of nuclear reactors recently removed

• Belgium: Doel et Tihange (10 years) government decision pending

The average operational duration of a NPP is up to  

60 years.

And let’s not forget…long-term operation
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• In the rest of the world there are 60 units under construction > India, 

Brazil, Argentina, China, Iran, South Korea, USA, Taiwan, Japan, Russia 

and Ukraine.

New build worldwide
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• Nuclear industry welcomes the confirmation by 14 EU Member State 

Governments since Fukushima that nuclear power continues to be an 

important component of their national energy policy. 

Nuclear industry Statement from ENEF plenary meeting
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No (significant) change in nuclear policies across 15 countries:

Nuclear developments
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Change in some countries:

Nuclear developments
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New Belgium government maintains 2003 decision (law) to start the phase-out of nuclear
power beginning in 2015; decided to raise a tax imposed on the nuclear industry of
550 M€/year

Immediate closure of eight NPPs that started operating before 1980; Germany becomes a
net importer of electricity; industrial giant Siemens closes its nuclear business

Italy voted in a national referendum (June 2011) against a return to nuclear power, repealing
a regulation that would have allowed for the construction of new reactors

Swiss government announced that it would not replace the country’s five NPPs after they
reached their lifetimes between 2019 and 2034 and phase-out by 2035



Before Fukushima
• 56% of EU citizens wanted nuclear energy to be maintained or increased 

(Eurobarometer on Nuclear Safety, April 2010) 

After Fukushima
• Impact country specific

• Germany, Switzerland and Belgium: opposition to nuclear has risen 
• Other countries like UK, France, Sweden, Poland: support for nuclear held up well

• In 9 (Belgium, France, Germany, UK, Hungary, Italy, Poland, Spain and 
Sweden) out of the 27 EU Member States less than 1/5 of those opposed to 
nuclear have been influenced by the accident (Ipsos MORI, May 2011).

Public acceptance: support for nuclear industry
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In a number of countries like the UK, public acceptance of nuclear has 

recovered.

Public acceptance recovery in a number of EU countries
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UK: support for nuclear new build
Source: Ipsos MORI, 2012



• EC: DG Energy, DG RTD, DG Climate Change

• EP: Political groups, ITRE and ENVI Committees, 

• Council:  Atomic Questions Group

• European Economic and Social Committee (EESC)

• Permanent Representations to EU  

• Think-tanks: Friends of Europe, CEPS, Brueghel Institute

• NGOs: Greenpeace, Friends of the Earth, WWF etc.

Political landscape in Europe: Major players
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• Risk and safety assessments, “Stress tests”

• Nuclear Safety Directive

• Basic Safety Standards Directive

• Radioactivity in drinking water

• Radioactive Waste Directive

• Horizon 2020

• Energy Roadmap 2050 and Low-carbon Roadmap 2050

• PINC 54 (Commission’s Illustrative Nuclear Programme)

• Eurobarometer on Radioactive Waste and Nuclear Safety

• Radioactive materials carriers’ Regulation

• Harmonisation of design licensing 

• NPP Long-term Operation.

EU Policy Developments Expected in 2012
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EC considering:

• Minimum technical requirements (safety margins, siting, design, 

construction, operation)

• Independence of the national regulators

• Frequency and scope of peer reviews

• Cross-border emergency response

• 3rd party nuclear liability (e.g. min. insurance levels, claims handling, 

harmonisation)

Possible proposal for revision of 2009 EU Nuclear Safety Directive by 2013

Review of safety legislation
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Why nuclear?
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• Low carbon, low total externalities

• Electricity supply security

• Competitive prices

• Stable output

• Guaranteed long term fuel supply

• Manageable waste problem

• Safe and secure.  



• Every human activity involves some risk (transport, medical treatment…)

• No-one can guarantee that accidents will never occur.  The industry’s duty 

and commitment is to ensure safety, to reduce the possibility of an 

accident and mitigate its consequences. 

• Stringent, independent nuclear safety regulation is essential

• We cannot afford to lose nuclear energy in Europe – it is a cost effective 

and low carbon energy source

• Electricity production and distribution doesn’t stop at EU’s borders - need 

to promote a common pan-European energy market.

Conclusions
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Thank you for your attention
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