[image: image1.jpg]


Environmentalists For Nuclear Energy

http://www.ecolo.org/index.html


Domenico Galardo 

Viale A. Lincoln N. 207

81100 - Caserta 

starmansirio@yahoo.it

23th May 2007

Dear Sir Vespa,




I am writing representing the organisation ‘Environmentalists for Nuclear Energy’ (EFN). We are an independent environmental, not-for-profit association with 9,000 members on five continents, supported by Prof James Lovelock. 

The aims and objectives of EFN are as follows:

· Providing complete and straightforward information to the public on energy and the environment;

· Promoting the benefits of nuclear energy for a cleaner world; and

· Uniting people in favour of clean nuclear energy.

The case for nuclear energy is simply that it produces much less carbon dioxide than fossil fuels and is the only low-emissions source at present capable of generating the quantities of energy required for the major industrial and industrialising countries of the north. Recent research has been considering the possibilities and constraints on a large-scale expansion in nuclear energy, particularly in the UK, China and the United States as in Italy too. 

I am writing to correct a misleading informations that always Greens say in Italy like ones gived by the minister Pecorario Scanio at “Porta a Porta” Tv Show of the 2/5/2007  the Chernobyl incident, the use of Nuclear Power Plants in French and the unresolved questions about nuclear. The minister said that Hiroshima, Chernobyl and Nuclear Waste are unresolved questions. This is untrue for three reasons:

1) Hiroshima was consequence of nuclear weapon use and not clean nuclear energy production. Usually nuclear fuel for civic use cannot be used to do nuclear weapons and even so they usually be repocessed so they cannot be used to make nuclear weapons and can be reused as nuclear fuel increasing his productivity at lower use of resources and money.

2) The instable and bad realized Chernobyl reactor instead was buil meanly to produce nuclear material for nuclear weapons for the Comunist Soviet Regime. This was not the alone in URSS, Mayak which nobody talk about was even worse about the double of Chernobyl. Al that 'cause URSS payed always too low attention to the security. Chernobyl infact shoud be rated a Soviet Incident rather than Nuclear. A good making of a Nuclear Power Station as the Three Miles Island (U.S.A.) that in 1979 experimented even the fusion of reactor without any consequence for anyone and for anything except the losses of the reactor itself demostrate how secure is a well designed nuclear power plant as just at the standard today project design.

3) The nuclear waste is a false concern, 'cause toxic and chemical wast spread over sea and atmosphere are very bigger concern than few g or kg of uranium for barrel enclosed in the cement or in the glass hundrens of meters in the underground. Same way is false to say that French make nuclear weapon 'cause is one of the main country in the reprocessing of nuclear fuel that sell around the world.

The minister avoided to say that French take about 80% of their electricity and 40% of their primary energy from Nuclear Power, 17% if you take in consideration not the primary energy produced but the energy consumed by the end user, but even with this manner of counting which is not in favor of nuclear power, it is still considerably more than ours actual nothing mainly considering the build and maintaining cost/energy production rapport. This rapport already good can be more greatly reduced building up new kind of Nuclear Power Stations as the sodium fast neutron reactors (example : Monju in Japan, BN300 and BN600 in Russia, Phenix and Superphenix in France ).

Just a couple of example of how many energy can be produced with nuclear power plant:

1 Kg of wood produce   

2 kWh

1 Kg of coal   produce           

4 kWh

1 Kg of oil     produce 
           6 kWh

1 Kg of gas    produce  
           6 kWh

1 Kg of Uranium produce                  50.000 kWh ( centrale elettrica PWR *)

                                                           2.500.000 kWh (centrale elettrica FBR**)

* PWR: Reattore ad acqua pressurizzata ( standard Nuclear Power Plant )

** FBR: Reattore autofertilizzante a neutroni veloci ( new Nuclear Power Plant )

On our homesite you will find all and more informations and documents  about these and other things concerning Nuclear Energy. English pages are more documented. Anyway don't hesitate to ask for anything you want or looking for.

In addition, we also wondered if you might be interested in becoming part of the Honorary Committee of EFN. As Professor Lovelock in the UK, and Patrick Moore (founder of Greenpeace in 1971) in Canada and the USA you would become our figurehead in Italy. I believe someone with your weight and influence in Italy and across the world could make a huge difference in encouraging moves towards a serious political reconsideration of Nuclear Energy in Italy. This implies no obligation to participate in any meetings as we know your time is precious, and is just moral support from your part to our organization, if you think our aims are worth supporting. If you accept, just send us a short email or letter mentioning that you accept to join the Honorary Committee of EFN.

 




Yours Sincerely,

Domenico Galardo
Environmentalists for Nuclear Energy (EFN)


