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To the members of Parliament

of the  Eduskunta


Berne, 21st April 2002

Dear Sirs

Full of consternation we have read that Teollisuuden Voima Oy (TVO) wants to move for a fifth Finnish nuclear reactor and that your government has already made a positive decision of general principle. It is well known all over Europe that Finland is a modern and highly technicalized country. Therefore we cannot understand why your government wants to cling to this hazardous and unprofitable technology. Bearing in mind that since 1993, when your parliament dismissed an analogous decision of principle regarding the construction of another nuclear plant no further findings in favour of atomic energy could be gained, therefore, your decision is even more surprising. On the contrary, there has been a discernible change in Europe regarding nuclear power: Austria and Italy have not operated any reactors for some time and Germany and Belgium have recently decided to back out.

We are a Swiss organization called „Aktion Mühleberg stilllegen Amüs“ and have been critically watching new technologies within the social development since 1985 and have been dealing with the security service and the legislators concerning the precision of technical control ever since the nuclear disaster of Tschernobyl. As a consequence we vote for the shut down of old reactors, especially the Swiss reactors in Mühleberg and Beznau. Furthermore we throw light upon the accidents and their consequences, the hazards and shortcomings of nuclear technology and are in permanent contact with international research centres and competent Swiss lawyers.

We urge you to reject the government’s petition for the following reasons:

· Finland has been deeply affected by the radiation which leaked out of the meltdown in Tschernoby in 1986. In view of alternative technological possibilities this sort of danger is no longer acceptable. Not only is there a danger of a possible catastrophical accident but the mining of uranium itself causes contamination to man and environment equally. 95 % of radioactive material consists of not usable nuclear waste; only very small residues can be used to make fuel elements. This process produces in its turn sulphuric acid and radioactive waste. Every new atomic reactor represents an acceptance and an increase of that contamination.

· The demands of reactor security have increased from generation to generation resulting from the knowledge gained from accidents and experience from other risk and security systems. This development is reflected in the requirements of the international atomic energy agency (IAEA) which demands a considerably smaller probability of an accident for new than for older reactors (1/100'000/year instead of 1/10‘000/year). The plans of the fifth Finnish reactor do not respond to the requirements of the radiation and nuclear safety authority Finland (STUK) (see http://www.stuk.fi). Structural as well as technical complementation would have to be made. The fact that a supplier ignores the regulation of a country even at an early stage shows how poor the architects’ understanding of safety is.

· Your security service demands a thorough training on safety issues by the operating authority. Experts all over Europe have recognized this problem. Unfortunately liberalization causes pressure on the market, which again causes pressure on safety regulations. The employees in the Swiss nuclear power station in Leibstadt are not able to stand up to this pressure any longer. There has been an increase in notices, which means that every time fewer employees have to take over more and more functions. Because of insufficient safety and several incidents at the nuclear power station in Leibstadt (www.sonntagszeitung.ch, 13.01.2002) the experts of the consulting safety committee of the Swiss government, the Swiss Federal Nuclear Safety Commission (KSA), even decided last December, in contrast to the main department security board (Swiss Federal Nuclear Safety Inspectorate HSK) to turn against the power increase, which had been decided on long before.

· There has been a change in thinking throughout Europe. The European Union is deviating from its course by stopping any kind of research support in the field of new reactors. Instead it provides a total of 810 Million Euro for the research of renewable energy technologies. Yet, in the field of storing contaminated material there is a lot more to be explored and realised. This is the real historical challenge in atomic energy and has to be tackled by mankind.

· We have notice of the undecided opinions in the Finnish parliament Eduskunta, which is a clear indication for the fact that atomic energy is a very controversive subject. In Switzerland too, the majority of the population is against the construction of new reactors. For the Swiss population the building of new reactors is inconceivable. In the democratic point of view a technology which does not meet with general approval would have to be rejected in the first place. Railways, cars, telephones, internet - none of these technologies had to be put through against the will of the population. Therefore, we declare the behaviour of the supporter of atomic energy to be politically immoral and unworthy of a state based on the principle of freedom.

Dear Sirs, these are the reasons why we urge you to decide  a g a i n s t  a new atomic reactor and  a g a i n s t  an increase of danger caused by nuclear energy.

Yours faithfully

Aktion Mühleberg stilllegen AMüs

