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Roundtable No I "Are the advocates of nuclear power and 6

adversaries listening to each other?
(Does dialogue have a chance?)"

WHAT DO WE WANT TO TALK ABOUT by P. Lehmann

Preliminary_note This position paper expresses the opinion of

its author and does not engage the anti-nuclear

movement.

I would like to thank Mr. FEUZ for having agreed to make last-

minute arrangements for a minimal participation of representatives

of the anti-nuclear movement. I would also like to thank the repre-

sentatives of this movement for having accepted to join the meeting

on a very short notice. The question to be dealt with at this round-

table canhardlybe discussed meaningfully if only the advocates of
nuclear power are present as speakers and in the room.

Let me remind you first that Montreux is in the swiss state of

(Canton de) Vaud, which has repeatedly opposed nuclear energy in

the polls and has turned dow a radioactive waste storage on its
land, in Ollon, by 70 of the votes. In spite of this, the nuclear

industry and the utilities want to impose this storage to the people

of Ollon. Federal and cantonal authorities don't seem to support the

people's decision. So a situation could arise where a storage for ra-
dioactive wastes is forced upon the people against their will.

This is but one of the many unpleasant aspects of nuclear energy.

But lets start at the beginning.Nuclear energy has been developped.
because our society has somehow become convinced that it couldn't
do without an ever increasing supply of energy, particularly electri-

city. So we have to question why this is so. This means we have to
discuss energy policy first.

I suggest that a reasonable energy policy must take the long term

into account. How will our energy requirements be satisfied in 50,

100, 200 or even 1000 years from now? Historical times extend over

thousands of years not just a few tens of years. In the longer term

we will have to he contend with whatever energy amounts can he provi-

ded by the renewable ressources alone. All the non-renewables : oil,

natural gaz, coal, uranium, lithium and what not will be gone. If

some of these are l4ft it will be because humanity has realized that
it makes no sense to base an energy future on non-renewables. At any

rate the non-renewables won't be used anymore in a not very distant
future.

Renewable ressources are mainly of solar origin. They are supplied

by life itself. They are decentralized. Centralization I consider a
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Nuclear energy is used to perpetuate this sorry state of
affairs. It helps in keeping us addicted to energy consumption
so as to keep us worshipping the myth of economic epansion.
The very fact that man can agree to produce energy in such a
cumbersome and dangerous way indicates that we are confronting a
mythical issue. How else can we understand that man has accepted
to get the electricity for his appliances and gadgets out of a
nuclear plant that generates more than 100 ALI's (annual limit
of intake) for'every kWh produced? A french familiy that uses
say 5000 kWh/year of electricity is obliged today to generate
about 5001000 ALI's per year. If the nuclear power plants were
shut down today there would still remain 5000 of these ALI's in
a hundred years from now. And the amount of ALI's for each kWh of
electricity produced is going to increase with time as more plu-
tonium enters into the fuel cycle. The total radioactive inventory
in this world has already grown beyond sanity. A single nuclear
power station of about 1000 Me ontains some 1000 billions ALI's
not to mention the radioactive waste that it has already produced
and that nobody knows how to get rid off. That brings me back to
Ollon from where I started.

In short the nuclear option symbolises the fact that in his
quest for power society has lost its common sense and respect for
the biosphere. But common sense and respect for the biosphere are
needed for survival. Our choice is thus between nuclear energy
and survival. We can't have both. I consequently suggest that we
discuss how to phase out nuclear energy in a smooth way with a
minimum of social disturbances. This will require a lot of techni-
cal know how because the problems will be enormous. The competence
of all the specialists of nuclear energy will be extremely valuable
to achieve this goal. It will also require cooperation and love
between people who to this date have opposed each other. We are all
in the same oat and we will make it all together or not at all.
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