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urgewald e.V.  Von Galen Str. 4  48336 Sassenberg  Germany

Commissioner Andris Piebalgs

European Commission

Directorate-General Energy

B-1049 Brussels 

BELGIUM











March 23, 2007
Dear Mr. Piebalgs, 
We, over 160 undersigned organizations from throughout Europe, are deeply concerned about possible EU financial assistance for the construction of the Belene nuclear power plant (NPP) in Northern Bulgaria.

When the catastrophe of Chernobyl took place in 1986, the plans for building two reactors of soviet design in Belene were already in place and construction work on the project began in 1987. However, after the fall of the communist regime, Belene was suspended due to public protests and economic, environmental and safety-related concerns put forward, among others, by the Bulgarian Academy of Sciences in a 421 page detailed critique. In 1997, the Bulgarian Cabinet deemed Belene to be “technically unsound and economically unviable” and terminated the project. 

In 2004, the Bulgarian Government inexplicably revived plans for building two reactors at the Belene site and in 2006, it awarded a construction contract to the Russian company “Atomstroyexport”, which had put forward a bid in cooperation with the French/German Areva NP. To date, attempts to secure financing from Western banks for Belene have, however, failed. After massive public protests in Germany and Italy, the project was deemed so controversial that Commerzbank, Deutsche Bank, HypoVereinsbank and UniCredit all declined to provide loans for Belene. To our knowledge, the project has also been refused by several U.S., French and Swiss banks. 

In this context, we were shocked to hear that the Bulgarian Government now intends to apply for a 300 million Euro loan from the EURATOM facility to launch the construction of the Belene NPP

There are many reasons why non-governmental organizations from throughout Europe are opposed to the financing and completion of the Belene nuclear facility. First and perhaps foremost, is the fact that the power plant will be erected in a region prone to earthquakes. During the last earthquake, some 200 people died only 12 km from the Belene site in the town of Svishtov. Building a nuclear power plant in close proximity to seismic fault lines is a recipe for disaster. This is one of the key reasons why the Bulgarian Academy of Sciences warned against completing Belene in its 1990 study.

The NPP design proposed for the Belene site is not a known reactor model and there are concerns, whether it will reach current Western safety standards. The planned Russian AES-92 is a customized VVER 1000/V-392 model known under many confusing abbreviations. This reactor type has not been licensed before in Europe or the USA and the licensing procedures of the only country where it is under construction, India, are kept strictly confidential. Although one very similar type was built in China (AES-91, also based on the VVER 1000/320 series), there is no operational experience with this AES reactor since the first unit went into full power operation only in January 2007. There is also no safety assessment available for this reactor. The European Commission should carefully consider whether a EURATOM loan should be granted for an unknown Russian reactor, for which there is little reliable information and no operational experience available.
Even though Atomstroyexport boasts that Belene will be a so called third generation design, it is in fact an upgraded version of the VVER 1000/320 reactor, and would not be granted a construction permit in Germany, as the case of the closed reactor in Stendal shows. Overall, the VVER-1000/320 model is considered to contain specific safety-related deficiencies. This has to do with the height of the containment boundary, the reliability of instrumentation and control systems, the vulnerability of safety systems and an increased tendency towards embrittlement of the reactor pressure vessel. Most recently on March 1, 2006, there was a serious incident at the Kosloduy 5 Reactor in Bulgaria, which is a VVER 1000-320 model. Georgi Kastchiev, former head of the Bulgarian Nuclear Safety Agency, who now works at the University of Vienna, reports that the central safety system of the reactor failed. Authorities first remained silent about this incident and rated it a 0 on the INES scale. Almost two months later they were forced to upgrade it to INES 2 and to confirm Dr. Kastchiev's description of the situation. Dr. Kastchiev himself judged the incident as "driving on a highway without brakes".

There are extensive debates on whether VVER plants can reach a western standard by backfitting, but the simple fact of what happened to the only VVERs that came under the supervision of a Western State illustrate how grave the problems are. After German reunification, the units of Greifswald 6-8 as well as Stendal 1 and 2,, second generation VVERs in varying stages of construction, were scrapped. Both safety and economic considerations were given for these decisions, with safety concerns, however, predominant.
 

In addition to the seismic risks, the site for Belene is close to the Danube, a river that shows an increasing incidence of heavy flooding. Flooding can have a severe impact upon nuclear power operation. In the case of Belene, flooding could for example destabilize the underground on which the power station rests. Recent flooding in 2005 and 2006 already affected the communication and transport networks around the plant site. Such effects would jeopardize the implementation of safety related measures by operators and isolate the plant site in a possible emergency, with consequent difficulties in communication and supply. Flooding can also contribute to the dispersion of radioactive material in the event of an accident. On April 14, 2006 the BBC reported: “The Danube reached record-high levels and Bulgarian authorities declared a state of emergency in all 22 communities along the country's 450 km stretch of the river. Vidin, a city of 50,000, is ready for possible evacuation.”

The scenario that emerges of an unknown Russian reactor type set in an area that is prone to earthquakes and flooding in a country where nuclear safety concerns are paid little heed
, is indeed frightening. All the more so, if one considers that the storage problems for Belene’s radioactive waste have not been solved, that no emergency plan exists and that the environmental impact assessment (EIA) does not seriously consider the seismic and flooding risks nor the risk of a major nuclear accident.

In the wider context of Bulgaria’s energy policy, we fear that the construction of the Belene NPP would force Bulgaria's investment policy in the energy sector onto an unsustainable path. First of all, it solidifies Bulgaria's dependency on energy resources from Russia (nuclear technology and fuel). Secondly, it diverts investment capital from the least-cost alternative indicated by the EBRD: energy efficiency. According to Eurostat, Bulgaria is by far the least efficient EU member country and requires10 times as much energy as the EU average to produce 1 Euro of gross domestic product. The 4+ billion Euro investment that is required for Belene is therefore in stark contrast to the 200 Million Euro energy efficiency project that Bulgaria is currently carrying out with finances from the EBRD. Investment for Belene would also divert capital from the development of renewable energy sources. In spite of the huge untapped potential for renewable energy sources in the SEE Region, Bulgaria only has an extremely modest programme in this field - one of the most modest in Europe. In this context, it would be hard to understand, why public European money should now be used to support the nuclear option and its inherent risks for the entire SEE region.

In closing, we would like to add that there is a great deal of opposition to the Belene NPP both in the Belene region, but also across the border in Romania, where municipality leaders representing hundreds of thousands of citizens have declared their opposition to the project, in F.Y.R. of Macedonia, where citizens have charged Bulgaria with violating the Espoo Convention on cross-boundary impacts and in Greece, where a broad coalition of environmental organizations has spoken out against the project.
In the past few years, the European Commission has time and again articulated its commitment to environmental issues. Supporting a dangerous nuclear power plant that would not be granted a construction permit in countries like Germany or the U.S. and that has not been seen fit for financing by private banks, would call these commitments into question. 

As representatives of civil society from all EU member states, we therefore urgently call upon you to show concern for the safety of European citizens and safeguard the rights of future generations: do not risk a second Chernobyl by financing a nuclear power plant in an earthquake zone, say No to the Belene project! European public money must not be used to back a venture that will endanger the safety of European citizens.

We look forward to your reply and would very much appreciate the opportunity of presenting our concerns to you in a personal meeting.

Sincerely,

Heffa Schücking, urgewald e.V.

Tomasz Terlecki, CEE Bankwatch Network
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on behalf of:

AUSTRIA:

Elvira Pöschko
ANTIATOM SZENE

Roland Egger

ATOMSTOPP

Silva Herrmann

Global 2000 / Friends of the Earth Austria

Antonia Wenisch

Österreichisches Ökologie Institut

Heinz Stockinger 

Salzburger Plattform gegen Atomgefahren  (PLAGE - Platform Against Nuclear Dangers), 

BELGIUM:

Koen Cornelis

Friends of the Earth Flanders & Brussels

Christophe Scheire 

Netwerk Vlaanderen

Jan Cappelle

Proyecto Gato

BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA:

Dzemila Agic 

The Center for Ecology and Energy

Miodrag Dakic

Center for Environment

BULGARIA:

Petko Kovachev

National Coalition "No to Belene NPP"

Svetla Nikolova

Agrolink

Daniel Popov

Centre for Environmental Information and Education

Alexander Kodjabashev

Centre for Environmental Law,

Ginka Mincheva

Citizens Alternative Association - Elin Pelin

Mark Bossanyi

Climate Action Bulgaria Coalition

Nikola Yankov

Committee for Ecological and Economic Defence of Svishtov Region

Todor Todorov

EA Demetra

Ivaylo Hlebarov

EA For the Earth!

Rossen Alexov

EA Tetida, Blagoevgrad

Mihaela Beshkova

ECO-CLUB 2000

Boryana Hrissimova

Elmtree

Georgi Yordanov,

Environmental Association (EA) Earth Forever - Svishtov

Albena Simeonova

Foundation for Environment and Agriculture

Kamelia Djanabetska

GeoEcoClub Academika - Veliko Tarnovo

Denitza Petrova

Green Policy Institute 

Maria Moleshka

InfoEKOClub - Vratza

Ognyan Chipev

Novi Han - European Settlement Association

Ivan Sungarski

NM Ecoglasnost

Peter Penchev

NM Ecoglasnost – Montana

Vanya Angelova

NM "Friends of the Earth" - Bulgaria

Kalin Anastasov

Regional Movement Eco South-West, Blagoevgrad

Viktor Savchin

Regional Union of Farmers - Vulchedrum

Maria Samardjieva

Union of Parks and Landscape Specialists

Fidanka Bacheva McGrath

Za Zemiata, Bulgaria

CZECH REPUBLIC:

Martin Skalsky

Arnika

Petr Hlobil

Centre for Transport and Energy

Karel Polanecky

Hnuti Duha, Friends of the Earth

DENMARK

Henning Bo Madsen

NOAH – Friends of the Earth Denmark
ESTONIA:

Peep Mardiste

Estonian Green Movement – FOE Estonia

FINLAND:

Ulla Klötzer

Women Against Nuclear Power – Finland

Lea Launokari
Women for Peace in Finland
FRANCE:

Olivier Louchard

Claimte Action Network France

Frédéric Marillier

Greenpeace France

Helene Connor 

Helio International

Sébastien Godinot

Les Amis de la Terre - Friends of the Earth France

Jean-Yvon Landrac 

Réseau Sortir du Nucléaire

GEORGIA:

Manana Kochladze

Green Alternative

GERMANY:

Theodor Rathgeber

Adivasi-Koordination in Deutschland e.V.

Matthias Eickhoff

Aktionsbündnis Münsterland gegen Atomanlagen

Jürgen Wolters

Arbeitsgemeinschaft Regenwald und Artenschutz – ARA

Chris Methmann

AG Globalisierung und Ökologie, Attac Deutschland

Stefan Scheloske

atomplenum Hannover

Jochen Stay

.ausgestrahlt

Wolfram Scheffbuch

Bund der Bürgerinitiativen Mittlerer Neckar e.V. (BBMN)

Angelika Zahrnt

BUND – Freunde der Erde

Francis Althoff

Bürgerinitiative Lüchow-Dannenberg

Gina Gillig

Bürger gegen Atomreaktor Garching  e.V.

Stefan Knoll

Christliche Demokraten gegen Atomkraft (CDAK)

Hubert Weinzierl 

Deutscher Naturschutzring (DNR)

Dipl.-Ing. Johann J. Fonfara

Deutsche Umwelt- und Gesundheits-Initiative e.V. (DUGI e.V.)

Bernhard Henselmann

EarthLink e.V. - The People & Nature Network

Christine Mößner

Friedensinitiative Nordost Nürnberg

Klaus Milke

GERMANWATCH e.V.

Dr. Sebastian Pflugbeil,

Gesellschaft für Strahlenschutz /Society for Radiation Protection 

Hedwig Tarner

Grassroots Foundation

Katrin Kusche

GRÜNE LIGA e.V. - Netzwerk Ökologischer Bewegungen

Hermann Graf Hatzfeldt 

Hatzfeldt Stiftung

Dietrich von Bodelschwingh

Heim-statt Tschernobyl e.V.

Prof..Dr.Rolf Bertram

IFB- Göttingen

Michael Schmid

Lebenshaus Schwäbische Alb 

Heinz Peter Vetten

Mandacaru

Cornelia Stadler

Mütter gegen Atomkraft e.V.

Regina Nebel

NaturFreunde Göttingen

Leif Miller

Naturschutzbund Deutschland

Hans-Günther Schramm

Ökumenisches Kirchenasylnetz Bayern

Trudel Meier-Staude

projekt 21+

Reinhard Behrend

Rettet den Regenwald e.V.

Bettina Dannheim

ROBIN WOOD

Christina Hacker

Umweltinstitut München e.V. 

Heffa Schücking and Regine Richter

Urgewald

Heike Drillisch

Weltwirtschaft, Ökologie & Entwicklung e.V. (WEED)

GREECE:

Despoina Mertzanidou

Aithria - Agro-Environmental Research and Action Team

Michalis Tzaberis

Association for the Protection of the Environment of the Island of Rhodes

Yoryakis Kostis

Biozo – Hellenic Consumers’ Association

Marina Tombrou

Civilizing Association of Horepiskopi

George Perdikes

Cyprus Green Party

Fanariotis Dimitris

ECO-CORFU

Dragoumani Theodosia

Ecology Group of Rodopi

Fotis Pontikakis

Ecological Initiative of Hania – Crete 

Tsikritzis Lazaros

Ecological Movement

Giannia Damalis

Ecological Movement of Drama

George Kanellis

Ecological Movement of Patras

Lazopoulos Christos

Ecological Society of Evros

Dr. Michalis Probonas

ECOTOPIA - Environmental Research and Awareness Society

Tsantilis Demosthenis

Environmental Society of Rethymnon

Maria Kadoglou

Hellenic Mining Watch

Kostas Karvounis

Hellenic Society for the Protection of the Environment and Cultural Heritage
Maria Arvaniti Sotiropoulou

Greek Affiliate of IPPNW 

Thanasis Anapolitanos

Mediterranean Anti- Nuclear Watch

Giannis Geropoulos

PAN-HELLENIC NETWORK OF ECOLOGICAL ORGANIZATIONS
Litsa Papathanassi

SKÅL INTERNATIONAL

Stathis Chalastaras

Wildlife First Aid Centre

HUNGARY:

András Lukács

Clean Air Action Group

Ada Amon

Energy Club

Gábor Priksz

E-misszió Association for Nature and Environment Protection

Zoltán Demeter

Green Action Association - Zöld Akció Egyesület

Attila Panovics

Green Circle of Pecs

J. Halasz Judit

Green Women

Istvan Farkas 

MTVSZ - National Society of Conservationists

F. Nagy Zsuzsanna

Zöld Kapcsolat Egyesület,

IRELAND:

Heike Vornhagen

Galway One World Centre

ITALY:

Laura Radiconcini 

Amici della Terra (FoE Italy)

Giovanna Antonia 

Bilancui di Giustizia Messina

Andrea Baranes and Antonio Tricarico

Campagna per la Riforma della Banca Mondiale - CRBM, Italy

Reti di Pace  

Laboratorio Monteverde

Andrea Pellegrini      

Legambiente Fidenza

LATVIA:

Ojars Balcers and Elita Kalnina

Environmental Protection Club
Janis Brizga

Green Liberty, Latvia 

Alda Ozola

Latvian Green Movement

LITHUANIA:

Saulius Piksris

Atgaja, Lithuania

F.Y.R. of MACEDONIA:

Ana Colovic

Eco-svest, Macedonia

Marija Jankovska

Eco-sense, Macedonia

THE NETHERLANDS:

Huub Scheele

Both ENDS

Roy Pullens

European Youth for Action (EYFA)

Donald Pols

Milieudefensie/ Friends of the Earth Netherlands

Peer de Rijk

World Information Service on Energy - WISE Amsterdam

NORWAY:

Solveig Firing Lunde

Natur og Ungdom – Nature and Youth

POLAND:

Andrzej Gula

Institute of Environmental Economics, Poland

Robert Ciglicki

Polish Green Network

PORTUGAL:

Hélder Spinola 

Quercus - National Association for Nature Conservation

ROMANIA:


Cristian Grecu

Actiunea Civica Directa

Eugen David

Alburnus Maior

Radu Mititean

Environmental Association CCN

Daniel Dinca

Fundatia TR Media Alexandria

Dan Mercea

Independent Centre for the Development of Environmental Resources (ICDER)

Ionut Apostol

TERRA Mileniul III

RUSSIA:

Vera Ponomareva 

Bellona.Ru Website

Prof. Alexey Yablokov

Center of Russian Environmental Policy and International Socio-Ecological Union. 

Vladimir Slivyak

Ecodefense

Andrey Rudomakha

Environmental Watch on North Caucasus

Dmitriy Lisitzin

Sakhalin Environmental Watch

SERBIA:

Zvezdan Kamar

CEKOR

SLOVAK REPUBLIC:

Ivan Lesay

Friends of the Earth - Center for Environmental Public Advocacy (FoE-CEPA)

SLOVENIA:

Lidija Zivcic

Focus Association for Sustainable Development

SPAIN:

Tom Kucharz

Ecologistas en Acción

Mónica Vargas

Observatorio de la Deuda en la Globalización

SWEDEN:

Eia Liljegren-Palmaer 

Folkkampanjen mot kärnkrat-kärnvapen (Swedish Anti Nuclear Movement) 

SWITZERLAND:

Andreas Missbach

Berne Declaration

TURKEY:

Dr. Derman Boztok

Turkish Affiliate of IPPNW 

UKRAINE:

Olexi Pasyuk

National Ecological Centre of Ukraine

UNITED KINGDOM:

Max Wallis     

Cyfeillion y Ddaear / Welsh groups Network

Jill Perry

Friends of the Earth West Cumbria and North Lakes 

Duncan McLaren

Friends of the Earth Scotland

Jo Brown
PCAH (Parents Concerned About Hinkley) 

Mika Minio-Paluello 

PLATFORM, England

Nicholas Hildyard

The Corner House

Mandy Haggith

worldforests Scotland

NETWORKS:

Soile Koskinen

A SEED Europe

Johan Frijns, 

BankTrack

Susanne McCrea

Boreal Forest Network

Tomasz Terlecki

CEE Bankwatch Network

Judith Neyer 

FERN

Jan Kowalzig

Friends of the Earth Europe

� In the Czech Republic, where the attempt was made to upgrade a VVER-1000 model with the help of Western technology, the results were not at all convincing: the two units at Temelin experienced 102 separate events and many outages in the past six years.


�  Bulgaria had to be pressured heavily by the EU to shut down the first 4 blocks of the Kosloduj nuclear power plant because of their inherent dangers. It would surely have not done so, if this had not been a condition for its accession to the EU. Recent continuous attempts to reopen blocks 3 and 4, show that the Government still does not understand the underlying safety concerns.





