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PREFACE

Z years ago, when we were working out the idea of an International
Congress for the Anti-Nuclear Power Movement, 4ne thing was clear from
the start: we would publish a pamphlet for preperation-purpeses, with
contributions from people of the invited countries about the situwation of
the Radical Ant-Nuclear Power Movement, thei history, their troubles, re-
pression, the cooperation with less radical groups etc,etc...

That was what we intended. For a long time it looked like that plan would
not succeed. But in the last few months we got some articles wich are to
be found in this pamphlet. The contents and lenght are varied. One article
is about the situation of the Radical Anti-Nuclear Power Movement, others
are about nuclear power in general, or a part of the nuclear cycle, but
the resistance against it is hardly mentioned. From a number of countries
we didn‘t receive anything. It's a pity, but that's life.

Still, it's a nice pamphlet and it comes in handy at the congress. You can
use it as a starting point for Thursday, the day about the situation in
each country. But it's fun to read as well., It's stimulating to know that
there are so many people fighting for the same cause., In different ways,
but all with the same intention: the destruction of this society that can
only maitain itself bij oppressing it's own people, bij exploiting the
worldpopulation and by destroying nature.

The fact that we're all fighting nuclear power is more or less a coince-
dence. For some it's a well thought of-choice, for others it's just an-
other way of fighting against the concentration of power, the imperialist
large~scale thinking. For us, nuclear power isn't the only thing we're
fighting against. Militarism, imperialism, sexism, racism, fascism, the
shortage of houses/speculation and thedestruction of nature are all targ-
ets for our resistance.

This congress will be a big succes if it's stimulating this resistance.
We have to learn from cur experiences (and therefore exchans e them).And
from our defeats we shall have to draw our conclusions,

Protest is if i say: I don't like this or that!
Resistance is when I take care of it, that the things I don't like, will
no longer happen!
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THE NETHERLANDS.

Origin.
First of all you van hardly speak of the
anti nuclear er movement yse

the struggle against nuclear power has
beenwagded in many ways, )
These varied from political influencing
onto fire raising and anything in

tween.

At the end of the seventies the flrst
actions against nuclear power took
pla@glan the movement increased
rapidly. .
The re}éson this happened so fast was
because society began 1o realize that
the increasing prosperity had a
devastating impact on walfare and
Particularly nucl |

articularly nuclear ener e
experienogd as threaten%émuse it
became obvious that this "end solution
for the energ¥ tproblem" formed a
serious threal to the enviroment,
Because of many publications about
huclear energy and everythings that
cango \.!vror\ﬁi many peodple feared
accldents with reactors and
radio-actwn%.
Besldes, technological developments
went so fast that most peopile couldn™
Keep up.

Forms of resitance.
One of the first groups to undertake

direct action was "Breek Atoomketen
Nederland (BAN)" (Break the Atom

Chain). .
Thecharacteristics of the group was
the chain.
Entrance %_?tes to power plants were
locked with chaines and roads were
blocked to hold up radiactive
transports. o _
Other groups of this first period were
"Dodewaard gaat dicht” {Dodewaard
will close) and "Stop Borssele”, who
were particulari en%aged with actions
against the plants whoSe names they
erived from.
Thefirst actions ware blockades
mainty and more or less neon-violent.
Thegovernment however labeled the
groups as criminal and responded with
a lot of violence.
This quickly led to
character-differences between the
various groups. _
Some groups chose for vioclence
others had a firm non-violent attitude to
point out, that the violence was at the
overnments side exclusively.
or a ot of people it becameclear, that
the struggle was not only one against
nuclear power but impotant was also
to strive after another, smail-scale
society in which there should be more
Ettentl?fn fﬁ;.the mdgwcﬁa{. |
xcept fighting against things, e
also wanted tt:%:l sh%m positivge th?r?l?l%g

and many of them changed their way
of living, fike eating vegetarian and
economize much on energy and raw
materlals.

In the fields of energy many
developments proceeded.




Throughout the country )
energy-committees were established,
experimental windmills were build and
information was spread as broad as

Blossible.
eanwhilea lot of actions took place
and mobilizing some tens of thousands
of people fo a demonstration was done
easily.
Sometimes the actions were largescale
and announced in an early stage,
another time with only a few people
and prepared in secrét.
Often used forms were blockades and
gomtll?'les ac occupation of a building
r a site.
The goverment became reluctant in.
taking some strong action because it
had a\I nte;gatlve effect toward the
ulation.
ns‘t)ead, groups were infiltraded,
telephones were tapped, mail was
opened and there were efforts to deal
with the leaders because the grou
were still considered society-hostile.
Dealing with the leaders appeared to
be an Impossible job for there were no

leaders. Although there were
difference between the various

anti-nuclear r gmlt had all

incommon to work nP
"baslc-democracy”, an entirely new
phenomenon.

Basis-democracy

Basis-democracy implies that groups
have no leaders who define the groups
POI icy. And yet to outline a policy,
ollowing structure of consultation
arose.
Basisgroups were started throughout
the country. Within a basisgroup
everyonewas equal and there was a
strong group feeling.
Basisgroups had one or two
representatives in the national
consultation,tion where people would
meet on the same level terms.
Decisions were taken by consencus.
Thisimplies, in case of disagreements,
to search for a solution which has
no-one’s dlsalpproval. This is not the
same as looking for a compromise.
Basis-dermocracCy was considered to
be the only form of democracy which
is not gﬁ)presslng.
In practice it did not always work out

right because in really evéry grou
thgere are people whg like g 8 3
power.

aim
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Where it boiled down to was a small

group who worked basisdemocratic
among itself agﬂddyet_ being in a leaders
position In regard of the others.




Decline

That the preceeding is written in the
stis noaccidentior itisthe past.
here is not much left of the Dutch Anti
Nuclear Power Movement,
Various reasons can be pointed out.
*In 1983 thegovermenthada |
Br,otwque stunt: the "Broad Social
iscussion”. A ot of money was spend
toenable the “whole"popuiation to
Partlctpate in decision-taking about the
uture energy policy. )
The actiongroups, energy-committees
and others spotted the 1act that is was
ene big mockery to convince the
population of the necessity of nuclear
enerqy.
Inspi % of the fact it seemed a lost case
(stencils versus 4-colour printing).
many anti-nuclear activists rushed into
the fiey and suprisingly more than 80%
of the population sai@ "NG"to new
nuclear er plants. The struggle
seemed to be won.
Shorty after however the poverment
declared Itself in favour of bullding 3
more nuclear power plants, a plan
which disappeared immediately after
Chernobyls catastrophe.
*Baslsgroups began 1o occupy with

other issues, like nuclear weapons,
antl-militarlsm, squatting, homo- an
womens- fight. Nuclear energy was no
longer the onI%spo_ﬂi ht, while _
ad littié attention for this

peacegroups

subject. .
*The government n to economize
drastiCally on matters of welfare.
Society has become unsater for
younger people partucularly, through
wich It becomes more importend for
gople to settle their social position
before looking around to see the other
issues. o _

*|t smems as if politicians beqin to see
through that the soclal resistance
against nuclear er Is too strong. It
isa fair possibility all this is just
appearance and only waiting for more
favourable times, o
f-or this reason people lack motivation
to undertake anything yet.

Present-day situation.

During the last yesr an ever decreasing
groupof peopié has tried to keep the
movement going. Large and smali
actions have been carried cn with a
reasonable respons but without the
result that more people want to bother
about the maintanace of the
movement.

At this time still some small groupfs.are
active, some of them towards politics,
others in a redicai way. .
Especially this last group want to give
many efforts to cause a strong Ani
Nugclear Power Movement in the
Netherlands again.




Switseriand
1. History

The origin of the A.N.M. in Swiss can
be traced back to a site-occupation in
_fﬁ:_)lrli "75 in Kaiseraugst near Basel.

e situation of Basél as a central point
for Wesy-Germany, France and Swiss
was the reason for international

cogrporation against the nuclear plant g™ o

in Fessanheim {France; now in B Tmk L

operation) and Wyhl (West-germany, & T e

because of massive resistance). HIER VERHINDERT DAY VOLK

in the following years the national SEIT 1975 - oo =

struggle against the nuclear plants in DEN BAU EINES : . Ay

Go@g?n (l)n oﬁéancéne)' l(eim a&} (In ATOMHRAFTWERNES -_.V

operation) and Graben (planned, T i e

nlgotlatlonsabout not bﬁlldlng) took GEURLTERSR ANTION HAERSUGTL 1983 \
ace. ¢ R . B

I?he main fight took place in the n — St

summer of 777 against nearly the _

complete Swiss poiiceforce, inan means, like law-suits, parliament and

attempttostop ento bs putin the typical Swiss possibility to demand

operation. Also in 1977 through the through so cailed "initiativen”, a poll.

whoie of Switserland people were The other one mainly based on

mobllized for the demonstration in mobilizing a lot of people and on direct

Malville {France). action.

The Gesamtschwelzerische Konferenz
fur die Stillegung de AKW) (The
national congress for the Ciosing down
of huclear plants) recently represents a
majority of "progressive”anda
minority of "moderale” organisations.
A part of the "moderale” groups calls

itseif AGEA.
3. The current situation
. After Tiernobyl in 1986 the then again

2. Political background founc_ie]ad natlgn.al congress organ%ed

the biggest anti-nuclear demonstration
Theoccupation of Kalserau]gst was of Swiss (30.000 people) demanding
initiated andprepared by reformists the intermediate closing down of all
(among others the young soclallsts) huclear plants. _
and came soon under the influenceof A year atter Tjernobyl ﬂ87 in the capital
of redical left (revolutionary Marxist Bérn a demonstration took place with
Maoist) groups. 15.000 peoFie who were brutall
Afetr thetermination of the occupation  harassed with teargas by the po 1ce.
the coorporation between these This demo was the start'of a campaign

rou isinteqrated andresuitedin2  for closing down the nuclear plan
grougz the "rehgoderate“ group and the Mi}hleberg near Bern, that hag drawn a

rogressive” grou p. lot of attention because of several
wogroups , also on a national accidents.
level, in turn led the movement. Beside this central campalgn, there

Onemalnly based on institutionalized  have been a number of action

®



campaigns organised or supported by
the national congress, against nuclear
waste storage and against the
construction of artificial lakes in the
Alps necessary for nuclear plants.

In 1988 the government finally decided
NO against the building of Kaiseraugst
and by doing that made the future o
the nuclear plants uncertain.

Br the way, this decision was bought

of the electricity compagnies for 350
million Swiss francs. ) _
Alsain the district Bern a big campaign
against the restart of the fast-breeding
reactor in Malville is going on. .
The natlonal anti-nuclear movement is
at the moment in one of her periodical
crises,

4. Perspective
The Gesammischweizerische

Konference (the national congress) is
discussing wether there shouid be a

poll about the payement of the 350
million Swiss francs claim to the
nuclear lobby.

Sporadic there will be small action
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against nuclear waste-storage. The
campaign against Malville and
Muhieberg will continue in a yet
unknownform, _
in 1990/91 there will be a national vote
about 2 “Initiativen" (law proposals
made by thepopulation). The one
launched by the "moderate ]
AGEA-group demands a moratorium
of 10 years on the building of new
nuclear plants.
The other, lounched by the Swiss
social democratic , is about the
’{grmmatlon of nuclear energy in due
ime.
In the district Bern there is gonnabe a
yote about the closing down of
Mihleberg. .
The nation congress is preparing a
long action campaign for the period
leading up to these votes.
For exampie under the device:
Moratorium: , 0|
Termination in due time: better
immidiate closing down; best,
A programme very much based on

unity.
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WEST GERMANY

The history of the Anti Nuclear energy Movement 1981

The big demonstration of february 28th.
at Brokdorf 1981 was the last high point
of the old anti-nuclear movement in the
Fed.Republic of Germany. This had begun
in 1974 by occuppying the site for the
planned nuclear center near Wyhl., By
such direct actions as by giving a lot of
informations to the people: by this
diversity of ocur ways of resistance we
had made curselves feared by the politi-
zens, greatly reduced the nuclear pro-
gramm, which had been much bigger be-
fore, effected a higher standard of
"security"” in the nuclear centers, pushed
these and other dangers into public
conscience, the Greens inta the parli-
ament and caused a various ecological
movement.,

Since 81 a lot of anti-nuclear activists
have became tired or changed their
activities into the house-sqatter-, the
peace- or other ecologic movements or
to the greens. At many places the old
local, regional and federal structures,
existing since about 75 or 77 dissolved
or only were used by very few people.
Now the nuclear industry easier could
enforce the building of new nuc. centers
(Lingen and Ohu 11, Neckarwestheim} and
once more propcese the one of a factory
for the retreatment/upworking of old
fuel rods (Such a one as at Windscale).
That had been stopped by the big resis—
tance in 1979 near Gorleben. Now again
the population around all the projected
sites protested on the B8treets. The
people of the region arcund Wackersdorf
seemed the most stupid one to the
nuclear mafia so it was chosen for site
of this "WAA" (Wiederaufbereitungs-
anlage}). But there the nuclear lobby had
been totally wrong :All the classes of
inhahitants of this region took part of
the protest an were supported by nuc.-
opponents of the whole republic. This
was the origin of the second anti-nuc.-
movement in our country: In 84/85 we
hindered the first transports of nuc.was-
tes to those deposites near Gorleben
which had only been enforced by means
of massive official violence. In 85/86 we
tock part of the "hut-villages” on the

1988

T

projected site of Wackersdorf. Peace-~
and house-movement had shrunk as
quickly as the had grown, but we now
renewed our structures, met again at
conferences where we for instance
decided also to fight more against the
nuc.power plants, already operating by
meams of mesuring independently the
radiation and informing the inhabtants
of the surrounding areas as the workers
of the nuc. centers,

We got into the headlines of the news-
papers again, when we together with a
brunch of regional people tried to held
the Wackersdorf-hut-villages nonviolently
against all this brutal copviolence in
summer 85, dec. 85 and dec/jan 85/6,
The natives who did not take part di-
rectly supportded the site~occupiers with
food ete. and encouraging and insulted
the brutal cops who had been brouhgt
there from all the parts of the F.R.G..

®



Now -~ like all the times when a fight
really gets known by the public - more
pecple follow the first ones: New anti-
nuc. groups were founded especially in
Bavaria. But at Wackersdorf the fight
became harder: At Carneval and much
more at Easter 86 there were "fence-
fightings" like in former times at Brok-
dorf, Grohnde and elsewhere. The offi~
cial reaction: Air-attacks by helicopters
with CN and CS - very dangerous poi-
son-gazes, forbidden by the Convention
of Genf! So even old native people
{right wing voting before may-be) lost
their last trust in the state beeing a
democracy. Now they helped to the
young left-wing stone throwing activists
came from more far away, clothed in
black leather by filling empty bottles
etc, to throw them, giving them places
to stay during th night etc.. The state
tried to divide us in "peaceful absused
citizens" and "violence-loving chactes”
but no one believed it here: It had be-
come too evident, of whom the violence
comes from here!

An then Tsherncobyl!: By the terrible fear
of this huge danger, by the mistrust ag-
ainst the politicians, who had themselves
unmasked as liars and fools, many new
people joined us, specially elders, spe-
cially mothers who feared for the future
of their children. This new movement we
often called "bequerel”-movement, be-
cause caunting the Bqgs of radiation first
was its chief-occupation like asking for
non-contaminated milk-powder and ex-
changing of the sand on the public play-
grounds for the kids, official publication
of the contamination mesurements, in-

stalling of new independent mesure-
apparates and so on. But we both every-
where organized demonstrationse and
other actions for the "immediate stop of
all nuclear power plants and nuc.fac-
tories!", where many people took part in.

repression

At Whitsuntide 86 more than 30000 peo~
Ple came at the site of Wackersdorf
throwing all their anguish and their rage
against the immense fence (which after-
wards was not quite so immense no more
.«.) The state was such surprised that he
couldn’t impeach this, but his vengeance
came over the demonstrators of june Tth
who were at Brokdorf and Wackersdorf:

Like there, beatening excesees and at-

tacks with poison- gazes - as out of the
so-called "water-throwers" as out of a
sort ¢f cop-pistols - , very many trials
with partly condemnations to high mon-
eyey-punishings or even prison-senten-
ces, crackdowns - all thes have become
normality for consquent nuc.,-opponers.
The worst it is - like usual - in Bavaria,
where for instance the antinuc.-journal
"Radiaktiv", made in Niirnberg, nearly
every 2nd time is confiscated and where
in automn 86, at Regensburg even a
whole federalwide antinuc.-conference
was forbidden. Those few, who came to—
gether nevertheless were persecuted by
the cops through all the pubs of the
region around - pretending that in that
conference we would call up to "criminel
actions". It’s true, that the immense fury
and desperation after Tsherncbyl came
out in a brunch of sabotage: lot of elec-
tricity-postes were sawed down, lot of
nuclear-businesses—-officed were bruled
a.s.0., but also nonviolent blockades are
called "criminel”"! Even a concerence of
biclogy-students taking place at the
same time in this region, who solidarish-
ly let the anti~nucs meet in its rooms
was forced to disperse! Reacting to this
shameless violation of the right for as-
sembly we looked for a lot of solidarity
for our next concerence in jan.87, that
we consisted to take place in Bavaria-
in Nirnberg this time - where at least
the commune {socialdemocrat/green) were
not against us that way. We asked left-
wing intelectuels, left-liberal and left-
church prominents for support, and we
were '"allowed" to meet with official
command not to discuss "criminel ac-
tions" put to impeach this by "leaders”
of our discuasion-groups (!). Of course,
we didn’t do this so that the conference
were forbidden too - when it almost had
been finished. We fulfilled it in Bielefeld
- Nordrhein-Westfalen (social-democrat-
government), where the repressen not is
as big as in right-wing governed coun-
tries - esp. Bavaria. Till now we always
have to ask for solidarity too seldom it
comes out spontaneocusly...

organisations

The Shock of Tchernobyl didn't stay
over the magses very long: Many of the
groups, founded afterwards, only existed
for several months or then became rath-
er little. These, who went on, organiged
their own structures in the the whole
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FRG, but new and old groups also meet
and work together. Sometimes even with

all the other organisations that after
Tsherncbyl have demanded the stop of
nuc. energy: Greenpeace, the association
for the protection of nature and envir-
cnement, the international one ofdoc-
tors against nuclear war (IPPNW), the
one for the protection of children,-
some groups of the trade unions {what
still is the biggest task and problem)
and some of the churches esp. the pro-
testant one. But zll these have a lot of
other work too; therefore our little
groups often really can’t do all the ac-
tionss they had and want to, because it
is too much. Concerning the parties:
The social-democrats, having declared to
want to "go out of nuc.energy as quick
as possible” don’t do this in Nordrhein-
Westfalen; and in Schleswig-Holstein
where they are now governers too, they
have declared, that at first there must
be researched, if the nuc.p.p.s there, are
really so much dangerous (!). The greens
who made prove scienttically that we
don’t need any nuc.en., lost a lot of
confidence of antinuc. people because
when they took part in the government
of Hessen, they did not do everything
they maybe had could, for the stop of
the n.p.p. in Biblis as for the stop of
the air-piste wept at the airport of
Frankfurt, against which is fought since
a long time by the people of the region
{cause of wood~destruction and noise)and
the same leftwing movement, that fights
against nuc., (cause of being a landing

place for US-Air-forces going to near
east etc.), - Elsewhere toco the greens
often are criticezed by the independent
antinucs, for instance at Lingen, where
they tried to take & court case against
the 2nd npp there, allone in their hands
swhile elsewhere they sometimes don't do
enough against nuc, anymore. But they
ought to there where no one else is
there to do it..,

movement in 88

We had a new revival, when in jan.88
the scandal of the of nuc.waste by the
firms Nukem/Alkem, Transnuklear and
others at Hanau with the ones of Mol in
Belgium came inte the medias, which
supposed conce more the socon end of
german nuc.industry. But really almost
nothing happend besides some change of
firms and firmnames in the task of
nuc.transports, We wanted to react
quicker and better as after Tshernobyl,
when in the beginning we nearly had
been paralysed or rather confused by
shock. We liked to have a big demon-
stration in Hanau, but the local group
refused to let us come there from
everywhere, because in nov.86 such a
demo. had finished with window-crack-
ing in the city by some fools - when we
others already had been on our ways
home. So the antinucs of Hanau still had
loat more of the few sympathy, they on~
Iy have in this town, with a lot of nuc.
workers and technocrats. We let them
have their demo. with a lot of other

@



local groups there allone and organized
other ones at Gorleben, Regensburg,
Essen - centralsite of the biggest of
our regional energy monopole "RWE",
and Frankfurt, centralsite of Degussa,
the firm who had got the tasks of the
discreditated ones by the government.
Going to_ the firm~-residences we want
to show which system is behind all this

destruction. To explain it better, we
organize campaigpns: One against the

"KWU", (Kraftwerk-Union} and its own-
er, Siemens, which, has constructed
nearly all nuc.centers here and tries to
export them in the third world, as more
as they cannnot sell them here. During
this campaign there were information
actions and -evenings and - in may 87-
demonstrations in front of the XKWU-
residences at Berlin, Miihlheim, Frank-
furt and Erlangen with about 20000
people, Not s0 much as in former times,
although now, much more are against
nuc.en. (70X say the enquiries). But the
most lost their hope; to change anything
by going on the streets. And other ac-
tions, like paying alltogether irregularly
for the electricity ,for inst., aren’t or-
ganized encugh till now, cause the left-
wing antinucs don’t care enough of
them.

What we care of, are these cam-—
paigns, that put several movements to-

gether: For inst. in the "uranium cam- MR

paign: Groups and organisations that
help to
danger by the search for uranium in
their homeregions, as aboriginals and
indians, invited their representants to
speak on evenings organized by anti-
nuc.groups and 3.world-groups together.
Together too we took part in the pro-
test and resist against the meeting of
IMF (Internat.money foundation) in
Berlin last sept.. First we informed the
masses with lot of little actions a.s.o. in
many towns, then - based on the succes
of this campaign - in Berlin we uproared
with many uncalculated spectaculous and
some militant actions and demos. This
time the journalists didn't denounce us
as "riot-makers" because the cops had
beaten them tco so hard that they liked
more to take over our critic on IMF,

Qur biggest new task since more than 1
year is hindering the nuc,trangports. The
commune of Niirnberg had ordered a
scientic study about their dangers, which
we've published a lot. In sept.87 the

little peoples and tribes in |

transport of old nuc.combustibles mixed
out of uranium and plutonium (MOX)
were hindererd by antinucse of Lilbeck
near the port, when the were to be put
on ship to Sveden. After the "transport~
scandal" this grew out in a very popular
resistance, wherein in Liibeck thousande
took part. Now the commune forbade
such transports through her port! Even
the - at this time still right-wing-
govcernment of Schleswig-Holstein had
to stop the transports through this
whole country, fearing the peoples fury.
At Emden (Niedersachsen} where the
nuc.wastes to Sveden then were put on
ship, then, Greenpeace and many others
protested and resisted too. Other trans-
ports through the FRG are watched-
precondition for beeing hindered - by
good organised groups. Till now, there is
not enough frontier-overlapping orga-~
nisation in this stuff, besides with

Sveden. - We are going to inform the
travelling people on railroads and high-
ways as the railroad-workers and truck-
drivers who alle are involved in these
transports. Everyone from everywhere is
asked to tell us all he/she knows of this
transports!

®



regions

These are the flashlights of our struggle,
its normality is to have a lot of work
with few people. For instance the group
of Gronau against the factory for "rich-
ing on" natural uranium to its form for
npp (and A-bombs?!) does lot of frontier
overlapping meetings and actions in this
region, which is full of nuc.installa~

)

% o
.e.."'do uﬂ'”

tions. At Kalkar, where had been the big
international demos, now the groups only
do a little, the german ones hope that
the government of Nordrhein-Westfalen
will not follow to a possible "command"
by the federal-government in Bonn to
let go in operating the "gquick breeding
reactor" (type like Dounray), which now
isn’t liked no more even by those who
accept other reactors. Therefore the an-
tinuc. membera of the christian~demo-
crats{!) organized there, last june, their
first dmonstration, wherein they begged
their party, not to let the environement-
struggle only be the greens case. - In
the next frontier-region: NL/B/D the
belgians and south~-netherlanders nearly
de nothing no more against the belgish
npps at Tihange near Luik/Liége and the
german nuc.scientific center (with a lot
of dangerous installations) at Jiilich,
although of our side something is done
all the time. The D/Lux/F region be-
came famous by the protests in 86 ag-
ainst the french nuc.centers of Cattenom
;against which the {socialdem.) govern-
ment of Saarland and several communes
went to court in Strafburg. But never
here the movement stepped out of pro-
testt to real resistance. Not so known
but rather active; The region round
Neckarwestheim: There, antinucs, preten~
ding to be a "vigitors group"occupied the
2nd reactor in construction. The famous
oldest antinuc. region: D/F/CH with the
stopped nuc center of Wyhl(D) and the
chemic factory of Marckolsheim (F) now
only struggles without sensations, to
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stop the nuc.center of Fessenheim (F)
and new plans for nuc.waste deposites in
nothern Switzerland. In the struggie
against WAA Wackersdorf, also antinucs
of Austria take part, even politicans, for
instance the whole community of Salz-
burg. This nuc.factory evidently could
be used for building bombs too, that’s
one reason for Austria to be against-
and one for several politiciane and mili-
ticians here to be for it. (The peace-
movement too takes part of the resis-
tance, it’s not the only place for paci-
fists and antinucs teo go together.)
Last summer, there took place an offi-
cial hearing abcocut the WAA, but the ar-
guments, which had been written down
by more than 800000 opponents (one
of them the environement ministress of
Austria}) were simply cut off, because
they could not been falsified. Then the
hearing, which had taken place in a too
little room for all interested people)
simply was stopped. Now, in autumn
over 15000 demonstrated at the fence of
the site, and the cops let them there-
for the first time since Whitsuntide 86.
Although Wackersdorf is near to the
frontier of Tchechoslovakia, we nearly
don’t know anything of resistance there.
But it has begun in the GDR: With the
famous environement-library of the pro-
testant church in East-Berlin, with pro-
testdeclaratione against nuc.centers in
Stendsl by groups, who belong to the
church too, (there they can't be con~-
troled as much as elsewhere) but also
with solidarity-letters that we've got
from independent groups against nuc.en.
in east and west. Maybe someone of
them had read the antinuc.postcards,
that had hung at the air-balloons, that
the antinucs of Gorleben had let fly
over the terrible frontier...
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international

Our nothern neighbour, Denmark, who
could stop every nuc.en. at home, has
helped all the time to stop Brokdorf
a.s8.0. too. In this nothern region - like
in the one around Gorleben - a lot of
sabotage has happened. In spring 87 big
blocades on the drives to the old scrab
reactor of Stade should give the chance
to more people to take part in formes of
resistance that effect more than demon-
strations. But it weren’t so much, who
came, Nevertheless: No npp, no uranium-
mine no salt-mine, projected for nuc-
.wast deposite, in our country stays
unattacked: Once by going to court, for
instance against the "provisional" nuc.de-
posite of Ahaus, once also by militant
actions, for instance against the salt-

mines of "Schacht Konrad" in automn 82.

HTR-export

We don't know how much we ar the
reason for the difficulties of the nu-
clearmafia and how much by there own
stupid miscalculations. But we have to be
careful: They aren’t out still. Now they
are going to export another type of re-
actor: the one of "high temperature'.
Here we have two of these: One with 15
Megawatt in Jiilich and a one with 300
in Hamm-Uentrop. Both already had
accidents, the last one several where a
lot of radioactivity has come out.-in
june 86 - Furious "peasants and con-
sumers" organized a demo with 7000
(june Tth, same day when other 1000s
were in Brokdorf and Wackersdorf, look
higher) and a blocade of several weeks.
But afterwards they’ve become rather
quiet and don’t like to cooperate with
more leftwing antinucs., like us from the
"anti-nuc.conference Nordrhein-Westfa-

en". = Now the reactor with high tem-

perature is to become the new export-
hit: in a little form of 100MW, that also
3.world countries - and the URSS - are
able to pay. In a new campaign we al-
ready have hindered their plan: to let a
lot of these little reactors be construc-
ted here as "models" without real chance
for the citizens to going to court ag-
ainst it. The courts and politicians often
work hand in hand with the nuc.mafia,
but we are too strong the way they
can’t do it all the time: Hamm-Uentrop
has been stopped by the government of
Nordrhein-Westfalen "until the accident-




reasons will have been remedied", Mii}~
heim-Kirlich, where is a lot of protest
since Tshernobyl has been stopped by
Jjudgement because of irregularities
during the authorization in 75. Biblis
they had to stop too, when the danger-
ocus accident, from one year before, was
unmasked by an american science-jour-
nal. - Accidents often are tried to be
hushed up!

revolutionary struggle

We cannot wait on offical decisions or
trials, but we think that our struggle
can push them to destroy less of our
world than they would otherwise. Only:

We want more: So let ug take part in

the international revolutionary movement
anQ_k&g_gmhg_gggggﬁgumxmk_ig_g
sharp weapon of it! Get up, stand u

- We shall overcome!
VENCEREMOS

Martina
12-12-88




France
war“u -winning in the

au e-'menne,'?gmousm.
Shortly after the 2nd World War the
exploitation of uranium started here, in
the granits of the low mountain range,
an embranchment of the Central
Massive. After 43 years of Cogma,s
activities in this region, the po ulation
does not know any better and Is
directly involved:everyone has sorme
Kind of relative working for this
company or who has so in the past.
Futhermore there is few other
employment: 2 months of tourism,
some agriculture; the villages become
empty and grow grey. Also, the
uranium-winning seems to run with
losses, the uranjiumconcentration is
very low. Cogma takes no new

personnel, deforest large terrains and
holes" (of 30 onto 80 m.) are being
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dug for the production at day-mining.
Also quite alot of underground mining
takes place - much moré hazardous for
the miners because of the radon gas
which is liberated during exploitation.
Although this gas is blown outside
nowadays with large ventilators, you
canregularly hear of miners being
glea in non-active for 6 months, for
ing ex too longtoa
radio-active rate wich was too high.
Detalls, names, quantities are not belng
mentioned. The workers really fear to
lose telr job at Cogma. Anothér
theatening danger is the storage of
radic-active waste in the old mines.
Has low-level radio-active waste
already been brought here? During the
night trucks driye regularly. Also cue to
Cogma,s large influence in the whole
enonomic situation in this region, one
can hardly speak of any resistance; the
farmers sell teir already bare grounds
easily. Cogma is obliged to re-establish
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tey ropes granitiques et fes usines de concentratiom se sont Instalites A pragimith. Mazle ta répartition des
permisr de recherche meontra yoe extension constdérahie des secteurs concermés. L* ® étoiles den txploitation
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exploitated terrains in a state that
reasonably fits to the surroundings.
This happens to a poor extent. Inan old
uraniummine, drowned with water

ple were swimming recently... The
arge hills of sand, stones, rocks, dug
upout of the mines and not confamlng
enough uranium to be worth
economically, are called "strifes", but
are not sterile at all. They have been
exposed to the air for yeéars, rain failing
in, water pouring from. Radio-active?
Samples are being taken, by Cogma
howsever. Not by anh independen
institution. {n France little over 35% of
the uranium for own needs is won.
There are regions where there is more
resistance, but |régeneral peogie are
not very interested and probabt - -
countyry will remain a "nation -
nuclare™for the time being.




Great Brittain

Overview

The Anti-Network was established ata
conferencein London in March 1987. It
is & grass roots national movement
campaigning against nuciear power.
Local groups are autonomous but are
linked informally through a network of
contacts and formally through our
newvsletter and conferences. We
support effective mass direct action
and canpaign for this in British
anti-nuclear movement.

At present we are opposing the
lanned building of at least six
ressurised Water Reactors in Britain.
One of these is already under
construction at Sizewell in Suffoik. The
second is at present the subject of a
ublic lnciui at Hinkley Pointin
omerset. Most of the British anti
-nuclear movement appears to be
Fumn much time, money and energy
nto this Inqulry. In contrast our most
recent newsleiter calls the inquiry a
"legal farce” and argues for a campalgn
of direct action to stop the building o
these PWR's.

The Thatcher goverment’s major
concern is to weaken the power of the
National Union of Mineworkers, who
were involved in a year-long strike in
1984/5. Consequently the forthcoming
privatisation of the electricity

generating industry includes plans to
safeguardthe nuclear power
programime. The cost of
decommissioning old plants,
reprocessing, ancG nuclear waste

dis fwil ut onto the consumer
in the form of a "nuclar tax".

There are many ageing Magnox
reaactorsin Britain, all over twenty
%roeehrs old, which are a constant danger
the public. Public protests in
February 1988 prevented an
experiment at one of these, at
Trawstynnydd in Wales, which could
have led to'a Chernobyl style disaster.

The Goverment also faces opposition

el Nuclear sites.

in Britain
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over the dumping of nuclear waste.
Since 1983 the National Union of
Seamen has prevented the dumping of
nuclear waste at sea. In 1987, public
protests, including direct actlon
prevented the dumping of low level
huclear waste at four pro

shallow burial sites, in the run-up to the
Cenaeral Election.

Since February 1988 dockers at
Liverpool have prevented the
movement of uranium hexatlouride
and uranium ore because of its origins
in Namibia and South Africa. The
antl-nuclear and antl -APartheld
movements are tryln%eo spread this
blockade to otherports. The

®



Anti-Nuclear Network is keen to
publicise the international links in the
nuclear chain and also the companies
involved in the trade, such as Rio Tinto
Zincand British Petroleum.

The curtaliment of civil liberties in
Britain effects our right to protest. The
Public Order Act 1884 makes many

demonstrations illegal. The continuing
attemt to criminalise protest,
particularly in Northern Ireland, has
widespredd impications for all
opposition groups in Britain. Only
mass defiance of the law can be
effective in present circumstances.

Anti-Nuclear Network

NUCLEAR
WASTE

A present
for our
childrens
children’s
children




SWEDEN

Introduction

Following is a short description of
the nuclear situation in Sweden. It
is far from comprehensive. Readers
wanting more information are
recomimended to order a copy of
"NUCLEAR WASTE IN
SWEDEN-The Problem Is Not
Solved!”, from which the foilowing
text has been summarized.
Asummary of the entire booklet
preceeds these few pages.

The Swedish Nuclear Strategy

reactors (that do not require
enriched fuel) and reprocessing.
The official reason given for the
strategy was energy )
self-sufficiency. THe Swedish
nuclear industry boasted that there
was more uranium in Sweden (in
low-grade shades) than in any
other nation in the world. The
reactors were to be built by, amon
others, the then Swedish-Controll
ASEA-ATOM. Towards the end of
the 1960’s the attempt at nuclear
self-sufficiency was abandoned on
favor of light water reactor
tecbnolog?y (requiring imported
enriched tuel). As late as 1974, not

During the 1950 and 1960’s,
advocates of nuclear erin
Sweden promoted a technical
straqegy Involving domestic
uranium mining, neavy water

less than 24 reactors were
sceduled at Brodalen, Ringhald,
Barseback, Oskarshamm,
Sédermaniand and at Forsmark. At

the beginning of 1870’s, the waste
problem was still "non-existent”,




and eventual rep_rooessmgg,
perhaps domestic, was a foregone
conclusion. The rationale for
reprocessing was the high cost of
Furchasmg yranium abroad, and
he fear that Swedish uranjum
supplies would be insufficient. In
theiong run, the aim was proba
also to establish breeder reactors,
which are fueled with plutonium.

The Swedish Bomb

After an intensive debate in 1958
the Swedish Parliament deferred
any decision about nuclear
weapons {o the future. However,
from 1957 it was government
policy not to allow research on
construction and testing of nuciear
weapons, including research on
construction of the' necessary
factories. Then in 1968, largély due
to the efforts of a small group of
waomen politicans, Parliament took
a definte decision against
rocurement of nuciear weapons.
his desicion was disregarded by
the proponents of nuclear
weapons, even after 1970 when
Sweden signed the proliferation
Treaty. in April 1885, the Swedish
nuclear strategy was finally
revealed by the newspapeér N ge
Teknlk (New Technology) to be a
nuclear weapons program in
civillan disgulse. For more than two
decades, an inner circle ot
politicians, techniclans, and ,
members of the miilitary, kept their
preparation for the production of
nuclear weapons a closely guarden
secret, The research was planned
so that anuclear weapon could be
made with as little asvance notice
as possible, if the goverment
changed telr policy. Te first goal
was production of ten
Nagasakliclass bombs per year.
Even after publication of the N
Teknik articles, and a follow-u
investigation by the Government,
the past plans for the Swedeish
bomb are not well known in
Sweden.

e hi or¥|of

ppositio
O ition to nuclear er in
Sv%gggn, had changed from large,

structured , demonstrations wit
people marching and holding
placards, to smadil action groups
getting arrested for blockades and
occupattions. in some cases,

sabotage of machinery has taken
place, such as putting gravei in
iling drii

drilling machines an
holes with gravel.

The Re:. "endum

OnMarch 28, 1979, the Three Mile
Istand accident at Harrisburg,
U.S.A. occured. The outcry in
Sweden resulted in a sudden
overnment acceptance of the old
emand from the environmentali
movement for an advisory
referendum on nuclear powver, The
Social Democrats, with their sights
set on the September general
election, changed teir minds
overnight, from not sugportmg to
suPpo ing the referendum. In‘spite
of the referendum being postponed
until March 23, 1980, the Social
Democrats lost the eTeption by a
hair, and a new short-lived
three-party coalition took over. The
referendum turned into yet another
demonstration of political
nanipulation and lack of honest?.
Voters were given three aiternafives
Spboriod by one o1 o political
su one or two ca
pa?t%e repre!aented in thepo




Parliament. All three aiternatives
called for an eventual end to
nuclear power, though the number
of reactors and time frame differed.
Line 3 yvas called the "quick
stop"alternative, and lines 1 and 2
were Galled "slovwy stop" choices.
Doubling the number of nuclear
reactorsand an eighfold increase in
the operating time was
unashamedly described as
"decommissioning" and named line
1, and line 2, belng a minor
variation of line 1, was named
“decommissioning with common
sense”. Even the Conservatives,
who didn’t want to decommission
at all,called line 1

decommissioning. In the beginning
there were two cnoices:a "siow
stop“and a "guick stop”. All over the
world, people found it hard to

understand why three alternatives
were needed in a referendum, After
all, the basic thought behind any
referendum is to vote yes or no.

West German Spent
MOXFuel To Sweden

Amids huge controversy, the
Swedish Government attempted to
send 728 tonnes of sPent fuel to
France for reprocessing, but
manageed soO send a total o1 57
tonnes. In 1885, after France had
already received the Swedish
spent fuel, the Swedish

overnment trled to get it back.
The official reason was that the

spent fuel would be easier to store
without being repro . But, the
importance ot public oppaesition to
reprocessing, and any trade in
nuclear materials with France,
cannot be denled. Meanwhile, the
West German Government
maintained a policy of _
reprocesslnq. However, the first
genaration of epent MOX fuel
produced by West German
reactors is not possible to
reprocess. The Swedish
Government had to deal with the
massive public protest, and the
West German Government had no
place to store its first generation
spent MOX fuel. Thus, inJune
1986, Sweden, France, and West
Germany made a {rade agresment.
inexchange for the 57 tonnes of
Swedish spent fuel sent to France,
Sweden accepted 24 tonnes of
West German I?Kent MOX fuel (to
be stored in CLAB). The financial
aspects of the trade deal are not
Knowrn. The Swedish spent fuel
stayed in France to be reprocessed
under West German ownership,
Waest German¥ has atrade
agreement with France where West
erman spent fuel is sent to La
Hague, for reprocessing and the
plutonium, depleted uranium,and
reprocessing wastes are sent to
Hanau, West Germany. Thers,
plutonfum fuel rods are made. In
another agresment between
France an'West Germany, 11% ot
the plutonium fuel for thé French
Superphenix breeder reactor Is
provided by West Germany, which
recelves in return an equivalent
amount of plutonium produced by
the SeléFerphenjx. West Germany
geined by trad mq
non-reprocessable spent fuel that
presented a storage problem, for
reprocessable spent fuel. On the
Swedish side the orgé%am was
relleving political presstre a%*_z:unst
trade in nuclear materials wi
Fra;n?e. T;Re ts'ﬁf’e% arr%ngemte%ﬂ (iild
notstop the isch spent fue
from bglnq repr , hor the
resulting plutonium from being




used by the French. Further, the
plutonium and reprocessing
wastes are not less dangerous
when owned by West German
rather than France. On July 9, 1987
the first eight shipments o the West
German spent MOX fuel was takem
c_}y SlGYNtfroSr{t LUbeck, Swed
ermany to Simpevar en.
The shlp)r’nent oo%gis e% of one
container from the
Gundremmingen-A reactor, SIGYN
was met by demonstrators in both
Germany and Sweden. In Sweden,
& coalition called NIX-MOX was
specially formed to erotest a;?amst
the shipments The
ooa tt:on, is made up of The
les MovementA ainst
Nuc ear Power And Weapons
("Folkkampanjen mot karnkraft
ochkarnva n" FMK K}, The
Non- wolen etwork
“lckeva ldsnatet‘) and Women for
eace ("Kvinnor for fred“) Protests
and arrests occured
Germanyand Sweden almost
eve tlme SIGYN went to port.
Finally ,in a victory for the
anti-nuclear movement on
February 18, 1988 SIGYN was

refused permission by the West
German reglonal government of
Schieswig-Holstein to load the

&l hth an Iast shtpment of spent
X-fuel. Im the West
German MOX fuel Is a dev!atton
from the fundamental Swedish
Prl nciple of not Importlng any
oreignwaste. ecP ecedent has
beenestablished that may later be
used to make Sweden accept
nuciear waste from other countries,
as part of future "exchange
affairs"in other circumstances

grPtest At Test Drilliltg

In order 1o find suitable site for a
high-level waste storage facility,
eological investigations have
Ken place at a number of
locations, At the time of this writing,
test drliting has been carried out a
1 sltes, seven extensively.

According to SKB’s current
schedule, shafts will be excavated
at one or two sites in 1993 and an
rational site will be chosen in
98. Most of the protest groups
are independent of large
environmental organizations,
though informal cooperation os
common. The Waste Network was
formed in May 1981 to facilitate
cooperation among the groups, Itis
not an organization by the usual
definition. Cooperation os not
formalized with a board of
directors, regulations,etc. Each
group has its own lndependent
Pe pective and activities. To knit
hings t ether thereisa
ooordin grouP in Gothenburg.
hIS glro%p as gath
eans explnence about
hlgh level nuclear waste
management in Sweden,
Accordingly, the group "s main task
is to serve as a know ed?e bank.
Foliowing is a brief men
grotests at Kynnefjall
vartboberget and Klipperas.
Test drilting was attempted at
Kynnefjall in the Northern part of
Bohuslan in April 1880, immidiately
after the referendum on nuciear
er.
esistance against the nuclear




industry there had already begun.
Plans ifi the area for nucléar
reactors (at Brodalen) and a
reprocessing plant (at Sannas)
were both strongly opposed and
eventuall?/ stopped. .
To organize against the test drilling,
the local peolg e formed a group
called Save Kynnefiall ("Radda
Kynnefjall). .
BY peacefull demonstrations and
establishing a 24 hour watch over
the roadways, they prevented
drillln? from inn ng. The action
quickly received broad support
from the local people.
The 24 hout watch by Save ,
Kynnefjali over the roadway leading
to the intended drill site started in
April 1880, Eventually, a smali three
meter by five meter cabin was
gléagfd at a strategic croasrcad and
mea permanent "guard hut",

The cabin soon was granted a
building permit fromthe _
municipality, a telephone and its
own postal address, At the time of
this writing the uninterrupted watch
from the cabin Is in itg ninth year.
Theaction at Kynnefigli is one of the
longest, non-stop antinuciear

rotest in the world.

he next site targeted for drillin
was the Syartbo%eﬁ‘et in Ovanakér
municipality. Here {he nuclear
compagny eastablished public
relations tactics which were used
for several years. After giving a
minimal of Information fo the
?ubllc, the drilling oom?agmes

rted to creep In without attracting
notice. The plans were leaked at a
late stage and the locais acted in
the migwinter cold of 1981 to stop
the drilling. About 30 protestors
blocked the road leacing to the
drilling machine. The water tank
needed to operate the machine
was prevented from reaching the
drilling site. The blockade was
maintained for 2 days, until the
golioe cleared the réad by arresting

5 people. These were the firat
arrests in Sweden in an anti-nuclear
protestand the first civil
disobedience trial since the ealry

1900’s followed.

There have been a number of cases
of destruction of property at test
drilling sites. _ '
Thefirst known action was in 1984
at Klipperds. There, 40 meters of
drill core weighting several
hundreds kilos mysteriously
disappeared frorm a locker
confainer. . .
Further, at several locations drill
holes were plugged with gravel.
These types of actions had not
been used in Sweden since the
Syndicalist workers” movement in
the 1820's.

SFR

FINAL REPOSITORY FOR REACTOR WASTE

Phate 1 Phaza? Total
$tart of consirection: 1583 1995
Start ol aperation: 1984 2000
Tots! wazte volums: BOOOC M J0000m'  90000m?
of which in silorepssitery: 17000m®  16000m?  33000m’
and in reCk CaVRINE: 42000m  14000m*  57000m?
Excavsiad rockvslume:  430000m’ 170000m’ 6OGQO0m’

Length of ertrance tusnals: 1000 m
Reck cover up ta taabad: atleast 50 metres
Scope phars 1: Four rock vaulls ang one Silo

The waste to be stared in the SFR consists pnmarily of 1on exchangeresing,
but also warking cigihes, tools and simitae types ol refuse tromradiog:-
oalty controlied areas. Al wasta 1s packaged belore being Laken to Lhe SFR.

The SFR consists of 2 tunnel systam down 10 the ynderground storage
ateas. which are customezsd for the ditterent typas of waste Atotal ofeight
rock caverns and sorne si0s will bo built.




Hhefoasigmaaton,
form of gtglsaye sea )
umping.

The final storage for reactor waste
{SFR-1) Is an under seabed low-
and medium-level nuclear waste
storage facility located at the
Forsmark nuclear reactors 120 km
north of Steckholm. The Swedish
parliament approved construction
of the facility in June 1983 and a
month later'excavation of the
tunnels began.
SFR-1 was approved without any
public environmental impact
assessement process. The first
containers of waste were put in
FR-1 in spring 1988.
SKB manages and operates the
project. it is intended to be the final
storage area for all the operational
low- and medium-level nuclear
waste (90,000) cubic meters) from
the 12 nuclear rectors in Sweden.
"Operatlonal" waste is ion
exchange resins, cloth, tools etc. In
addition, SKB Infends to store
medical and industrial radicactive
waste in SFR-1. SKB pians to buiid
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100% safe rock may only be tound
in the brains of the KBS men.

SFR-2and SFR-3 1o hold other
wastes such as nuclear reactor core
components and parts of the
reactor buirdingzs. Applications to
construct SFR-2 and SFR-3 have
not yet been made.

ggtl!_io%vmg are some facts about

1. Permission to aliow the project is
based on assumptions about
dilution in the Baitic Sea. The
function of the barriers is to delay
the flow of radioactivity into the
Baltic Sea, not to stop it completely.
SKI has calculated the rate of inflow
of some huclides over a period of
100,000 years.

However, according fo SKB the
inflow of nuclides will start two to
ten years after the storage area has
been sealed. ,

2.1n an SKB glossy, color, lndustgr
brochure it is claimed that after 500
years the radiactivity in the waste
storage will have dropped to that of
“common agricultural soil".
However, calculations using the
industry’s own figures show this
*common agricuitural soll" will
contain about one million Bg/liter
after 500 years, including a deadly
dose of plutonium.

Ata maximum, SFR-1 is stated to
contain a total of 181,000 curies

6,697,000 bililon Bg).

.Accordin? to SKi's own expert,
Frofessor of Mining Mechanins Ove
Stephansson, the rock where the
storage area s bulid does not
constitute a barrier.
itIs fllled with fractures and

eological fauits.

. The storage area will be sealed
by filling with concrete, then left to
it& fate - the sea Is the final barrier. It
is intended that no control of the
}s&ct:&?e area will be required in the
. SSI states that even if there was
an accident and all the waste
entered the sea, a radiological
catastrophe would not occur.

By "catastrophe” the mean only
acute deaths, not long term
contaminations.

6. There will be seven long-lived




nuclides in the storage area,
including 250 grams of plutonium,
All this as times goes by, will flow
into the Baltic sea.
7.As a result of inadequate
legislation, no authority has
examined the long-term, future
environmental effects of the
storage area, i.e, distribution and
oonoelgtr,atlon of radioactivity in the
chain.
8. Production of gas from chemical
processes in the waste and its
containers was not taken into full
consideration when the project was
approved. ,
9. When leakes uccur in the future
control and clean up measures will
be extremely difficult. People living
nearby will have to carry out control
measUrements themselves on fish
and water forever.
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Opposition

O itionto SFR-1 by local
e an in 1982. However, it

wasn't untll July 1987 that the

Actlon Group Against SFR-1 was
formed. Twelve members of the
Action GrouP occupled SFR-1 In
the spring of 1987. They went
along on a guided bus four, and
when the bus stop
underground for sightseelng', the

rgtgs ors refused 16 go back on

us.

mong the reasons for the protest
was the fact that the nuclear
incdustry is distributing false and
misiea !n%ln‘formaﬂon about
SFR-1.In their statements to the
mass media the protestors focused
on the false "common agricultural
soll" analogy noted above, and on
the fact, that the radicactivity will

gventual ly leak out into the Baltic

ea.
After about three hours and having
painted radicactive warning
symbols on the underground
tunnel wails, the protestors were
arrested, taken to the local police
stationand rel after
uestioning. Some months later
the Action Group was found guifty
and fines for "painting the inside of
a garbage can®, as one of those
arrested put it.
SKB quickly removed from
circulation the offending brochure
containing the agricultural soil
analogy and within a couple of
montns printed a new brochure
with revised analogy.
The Swedish Licensing Board For
Environmental Protection
approved SFR-1 in mid-Septembwer
| §7' The decision was aPPea
in October by 60 local res
the Island of Gréaso, separa
only ten km of sea water from the -
Forsmark reactors and SFR-1.
itis the Graso geoples’ position that
the Licencing Board has approved
a slow, long-term leakage of
radloactivily into the Ballic Sea
which is Inconsistent with the Baitic
Seaioonvemtlgln al"!d Syrvl?glsh I
environmen icy. Thisa
was not aoceptggl gthe Pped
Government.
On March 30, 1988, SSI granted
thelast re?ulatory approval needed
for nuclear waste to put down in
SFR-1. SK| gave its final approval
March 24. This triggered a new
campaign of civil disobedience b
Beo leopposed to SFR. On Marg
8,a ?rou ot 26 protestors were
arrested after biocking the road Into
the SFR site.
About the half the 50 SFR workers
were stopped for about three hours
from reaching thelir work place untii
the blockade was cleared by the

lice.,
R%lmilar action took place with 15
people arrested when the first
containers of waste were driven
down into SFR-1 on April 27, 1988.
Further, three of the 16 returned to

led
ents on
ted b




be arrested again after managing to
security guards and lay in
ront of the waste truck as if moved
towards the entrance to the under
seabed facility. .
The Action Group Against SFR
intends to maintain ifs civil
disobedience campaign.
Under seabed storage of low- and
medium-level waste does not
satisfy the moral and qual
responsibility of the nuclear
industry. SFR-1 is a gigantic
experiment that threatens to poliute
the Baltic Sea. SFR-1 isin facta
form of delayed sea dumping and
is against the Baltic Sea
Convention.

A storage facility should be
controllableso that itis ible to
move the waste and definitely stop
the spread of radicactivity.

The Government must conduct an
independent investigation of a
storage area on land, where the
barriers can be reinforced even
after sealing.

Operation of SFR-1 will be a death
blowy to the local area.

The contamination will never go
away. Still a number of nations
havé shown an interest in adoptin
the SFR system. Sweden must no
export this technique of delayed
sea dumping to other countries.




Finland
Nuclear power plants

There are 4 nuclear power plants in
Finland, 2 in Lovlisa and 2 in Oikluoto.
At the moment they are
Sth nuclear er plant, in sP te Of the
fact, that 63% of the c’Eopulat onis
against and only 16% is in favour of
nuclear power.

The governement s formed b

social-democrats and the ri h¥est party

of Finland and both the parties are in

favour of nuclear power.
Therightest ﬁaty, because the?r are
linked with the Auclear er lobby

and the nuclear power iIndustry should
need a new project to keep thé
kKnowledge on level. The
social-democrats talk about
emplyment and cheap power.

Trans_.ports

Nuclear fuel bars are transported by
train from the Sovjet-Union to Loviisa
and by trucks 3 km to the nuclear
er plants.

sed fuel bars go the same way back.
Nuclear fuel bars for the Olkiluoto
reactor 1 come from Asea-atom in
Vster is Sweden. Nuclear fuel bars for
the second reactor come from RBU In
Karlstein in West-Germany. They arrive
on a ship calied Transgermania.

trylng to push a

This shitp %3:9 every week to Finland,
only not aiways with radio-active cargo.
Uséd fuel bars from Olkiluoto 1 and

are storaged somewhere in Finland, it
is not clear where. -

Middle- and low- radio-active watse
will be storaged under the nuclear
powaer plants, the holes are not yet
made, but they will be like the ones in

eden.
Radio-active material from Finland is
only golng to the Sovjet-Union, as far
as one knows.

Resistance

The resistance against nuclear power
only started when there was already
onhe plants.

Radical resistance started after

Tsjernobyl.

The coorporation with less radical
roups as EVY and the greens is good.
adical resistance is difficult in Finland,

so far there were only demonstrations

andsoon.

Future

It seems unilkely there will come a 5th
P%céear power plant, in spite of the
obby.

Lots )c')f people are against nuciear

power,
A possibility is the impotations of
nuclear power from the Sovjet-Union.
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