Nuclear justification:

There isn’t one

Green Party response to government consultation on the justification of nuclear new build

25 March 2009

Contact Dr Spencer Fitz-Gibbon

press@greenparty.org.uk, 020 7561 0282

No justification for new nuclear power stations

1. The Green Party of England & Wales believes there is no justification whatsoever for the building of new nuclear power stations in the UK.

2. It would be possible to mount a long and detailed argument to support this position, but the following points alone are sufficient:

a. Nuclear power certainly does not constitute a large enough part of the UK energy mix for it to be considered indispensable.

b. The potential risks to health are unacceptable.

c. The risks associated with nuclear power make it far too expensive to be considered a viable part of a future energy mix.

d. Although there would be a limited amount of jobs creation and carbon avoided if there were nuclear new build such a programme would simply take too long to bring online to have any useful impact..

There is no reasonable future need for nuclear power

3. Nuclear power provides just 6.2 % of UK energy 
 and has been referred to as an: “illusion of a solution to the problems of global warming”  
 Reports such as the Centre for Alternative Technology’s Zero Carbon Britain illustrate potential UK energy mixes that would meet the country’s needs that do not involve nuclear power.

Nuclear power poses unacceptable health risks

4. There is an associated cancer risk with even microscopic amounts of radioactivity.

Nuclear power is far too expensive

5. The risks presented by today’s nuclear industry are far too costly for us to cope with – as is demonstrated by the Sellafield site – which is not able to fund critically important safety upgrades (see Appendix Two below).

6. Nuclear new build would also be extremely dangerous – and it has recently been reported that the commercial market would be unwilling to insure new nuclear power stations. 

Nuclear power cannot deliver either CO2 reductions or employment fast enough

7. Investments in new nuclear power stations would not deliver new generating capacity within the next decade and therefore would not will not help as a response to the urgent need to cut CO2 emissions. Furthermore it would not act as means of tackling the current recession through delivering the urgent delivery of jobs that is required.

8. In contrast, an approach to climate change that is based on enewable energy technologogies combined with energy efficiency measure would be able to do so. Thus, potential investment in nuclear should be urgently redirected towards these too measures.

Specific response to consultation question six

Do you have any suggestions about the way in which the Government proposes to engage with the public in the later stage of the consultation process?

9. The Green Party suggests that given the unique and extremely important considerations surrounding nuclear power, a consultation of this kind is not in fact an adequate way of engaging with the public.

10. Therefore the Green Party calls for a public inquiry into the justification process for nuclear new build.

APPENDIX ONE

Proportion of UK Energy Demand

Supplied by Nuclear Electricity

Using Figures from “Dukes” (2008)

“Digest of United Kingdom Energy Statistics” 
 
 (2008)

Table 1.1  (page 27)

Total demand 

(Thousands tonnes of Oil Equivalent)

(2007)

= 235,768 

Less non-energy use

-9,730

=226,008 Thousand tonnes of oil equivalent

Table 5.4  (page 134)

Fuel Used in Electricity Generation

(Thousand tonnes of Oil Equivalent)

(2007)

Nuclear 

= 14,036

THEREFORE

Proportion of Energy Demand Supplied by Nuclear

=14,036 / 226,008

 = 6.21%

APPENDIX TWO

Lack of Funding for Key Safety Upgrades

at Sellafield

2009 
(March)

The Nuclear Inspectorate release into the Public Domain,  correspondence with the Nuclear Industry, which indicates that they are extremely concerned by the industry’s failure to fund Key Safety Projects. 
  Specifically they state:

“how surprised and concerned we are about recent funding decisions    …The more so, since we thought you were aware of the safety drivers and the critical importance of timely delivery”

�	 See Appendix One


�	   Source: Professor Andrew Blowers of the Open University, and former member of the Government’s Committee on Radioactive Waste Management (CoRWM) 	Nuclear or Not ?: Does Nuclear Power Have a Place in a Sustainable Energy Future? David Elliott (Editor) [Palgrave, 2007] Preface (page xviii)


�	    “Report of the Committee Examining Radiation Risks of Internal Emitters”     (CERRIE)  October 2004 � HYPERLINK "http://www.cerrie.org/"��www.cerrie.org�  ISBN 0-85951-545-1�� HYPERLINK "http://www.cerrie.org/pdfs/cerrie_report_e-book.pdf"��http://www.cerrie.org/pdfs/cerrie_report_e-book.pdf�  (pp 18,19)


�	 “2017 deadline at risk as draft regulations to deal with liability problems are put on ice”
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�	 Department for Business, Enterprise and Regulatory Reform http://stats.berr.gov.uk/energystats/dukes08.pdf


�	 Thanks to DECC for help with statistical analysis
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