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Dear Ing. Smrtnik,
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mail.

best regards from Vienna
Reinhard Uhrig
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Campaigner Energie/Atom

GLOBAL 2000 - Friends of the Earth Austria, Neustiftg. 36, A-1070 Wien
m: +43 699 14 2000 18

Stopp AKW Kr3ko!- Erdbeben-Reaktor abschalten
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UID SR Contact:  Mag. Agnes Zauner

Bajkalska 27 GLOBAL 2000 — Friends of the Earth Austria
P.O.Box 24 MNeustiftgasse 36
820 07 Bratislava 1070 Wien

via Email to Imrich.Smrinik@ujd.gov.sk

May 28" 2021

GLOBAL 2000 Appeal Against the First Degree Decision UJD 156/2021
Authorizing the Commissioning of Mochovce Nuclear Plant Unit 3

Dear Sir or Madam,

thank you for transmitting the decision No. 156/2021 in the administrative procedure in the matter
of commissioning of Mochovce unit 3. Three documents were published.

We appeal the decision No. 156/20212 on the following grounds and demand that it and all
related authorizations shall be suspended.

The basis for the decision in administrative proceedings no. 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3 concerning the
application of Slovenské elektrarne, a.s. for the issuance of a permit (i.e., PSR of MO3&4 on 2
November 2020 and the Draft Decision on the Application of Slovenské elektrdrne, as for the
issuance of a permit in administrative proceedings No. 2.1, No, 2.2 and No. 2.3 on 22 January
2021) was presented to the public for comments.

GLOBAL 2000 submitted a statement on February 23" 2021 and commented that the documents
and reports available to us do not prove that the Mochovce unit 3 would be in line with current
safety demands and highest safety culture, therefore we demanded that the NPP Mochovce 3 is
not granted a license and not operated.

Several points were raised in our statement that have not been answered in the UJD “reaction” to
our statements:

“fd 4" Drilling works for seismic reinforcement of Mochovece Units 3 and 4

A large number of drilling works have been undertaken by contractor InZinierské stavby Kosice
(ISKE) in both units 3 and 4 for the seismic reinforcement program. Severe doubts on the actual
execution of the drilling works and its documentation were raised by a former statics engineer of
the project who got into contact with GLOBAL 2000 and provided detailed information and
photography.

1 https:/fwww.uid.gov.skiuidfwww 1.nsf/5445d0bffB676fcacl 256f1¢002¢4740/

fabcd6cbed898778¢1 2686650024297870penDocument
2 hitps:/www.uid.qov.sk/uidiwww 1 .nsf/0/FABCA6CBCDRIB77BC1 2586650024E979/SFILE/R156_2021_Smim.pdf
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UID states under “Ad 4" on page 61 that it “has performed inspections of drilling works [...] from
the very beginning.” This is contrary to the witness statement ~ a large number of uncontrolled
drillings and faked documentations were witnessed, and photographs of this taken and published
by GLOBAL 2000% This is also contrary to statements by the company MBL who confirmed that
the company Solesi, S.p.A. from Syracusa / Sicily in charge of the documentation of the drillings
did not have expertise in this field and that the description of the execution of the drillings was so
inaccurate that works had to be repeated.®

UID states that “To address cases of potentially unreliable ISKE documentation, a detailed analysis
was prepared in 2018 by the author of the basic design”. It is unclear from this statement who the
author of the basic design is — presumably the Russian company Vniiaes that is not the successor
of the original designer and thus does not have the original designs from Soviet time.

UID claims that this analysis by the author of the basic design “demonstrates the static strength
and seismic resistance of individual load-bearing structures that could be potentially weakened by
reinforcement failure during ISKE work.” It is unclear a) what assumptions were taken for this
engineering estimate, and also b) what criteria were defined for the potential weakening of the
load-bearing structure, for example if a cut of every tenth or every fifth or every third rebar was
calculated. As the calculations are not submitted in a transparent manner, this statement is simply
an unproven claim and cannot be accepted.

This is furthermore underlined in light of numerous forged documentations in many parts of the
Mochovce 3 project, i. e. the metallurgical / piping components, but also in light of the track record
of this contractor InZinierské stavby Kosice and the investigations by the National Criminal Agency
(NAKA) against it, including a raid already on 20.7.2016 in its offices in Mochovce and Kosice,
related to poor quality construction work at the Mochovce nuclear project site.

UID claims that “in 2021 UID SR ordered a re-evaluation of the ISKE documentation in question
and the related addition of the analysis of the resistance of load-bearing structures to all cases in
which it is not possible to rule out reinforcement failure with complete certainty”. Whilst it is
positive that UJD takes this matter seriously, again the parameters of the "extended analysis” by
the designer are not laid open, and the “correctness of the methodology” confirmed by an
“independent expert organization” is supposed to be taken at face value, despite having no
information on the assumptions and criteria for this assessment.

Finally, UID claims that “sufficient strength” of the hermetic zone was also proven by a tightness
test and overpressurizing to 150 kPa against the atmosphere — this is insufficient for an accident
scenario of a VVER 440/213 primary circuit pipe rupture and ensuing steam blast in the hermetic
chambers, as calculations discussed in the framework of the IAEA showed that, depending on the
accompanying conditions, the design basis parameters for pressure and temperature of the

*  for easy reference, quotes from the UID decision No.156/2021. are taken from the English working

translation at https:/fwww.uid.qov.sk/uid/WebStore.nsfiviewKey/Decision_156_202 1/SFILE/Decision
%20156_2021.pdf: however, the official Slovak original decision text has been analysed for the GLOBAL
2000 submission.

4 httos: fwww flickr.com/photos/global 2000/50959474636/in/album-72157717066446637/

°  https:fwww.rtvs.skitelevizia/archiv/i16952/248996#762

2



hermetic zone {245 kPa, 127°C) were reached, and possibly slightly exceeded during the design
basis accident (break of the main coolant pipe 500 dy) under several accompanying conditions.®

To summarize, UID should provide a) the assumptions that were taken for the engineering
estimate, b) the criteria that were defined for the potential weakening of the load-bearing
structure and c} the calculations should be published in order to be able to assess their
consistency.

=ad 5" BID responses regarding Airplane Crash, Climate Change Effects

In relation to the Fulfillment of the Final Opinion No. 395/2010 —3.4/hp Nuclear Power Plant
Mochovce VVER 4x440 MW, project 3, issued by Ministry of Environment of Slovak Republic SR,
GLOBAL 2000 raised several peints regarding, among others, the ability of the Mochovee unit 3
structure to withstand the impact of a large airplane and regarding the availability of cooling water
due to the progressing climate crisis, already in our statement of April 15% 2020.

As the reaction of UID to our submission did not give adequate answers, GLOBAL 2000 again
raised these issues in its statement of February 23™ 2021.

D in “Ad 5" on page 61 simply states that

"UJD SR’s responses to the statement of GLOBAL 2000 are given in points Ad ¢}, Ad d.1),
Ad d.2, ad ), Ad f), Ad g), Ad h.1to h.5 , Ad h.6, Ad i} and Ad j) of the UJD SR response to
the statement of GLOBAL 2000 on the draft Decision, which was published on 15
February 2020"

i. e. no further information is given at all.

LD response to the GLOBAL 2000 submission of 2020 states under “Ad d.2, ad &” on page 49
that “in case of a threat to a power plant by an airliner, pursuant to Section 12 par. 1 (e) of Act No.
575/2001 Coll., under the competency of the Ministry of Defense of the Slovak Republic, quote:
'Ensuring the inviolability of the airspace of the Slovak Republic’. Further action by the armed
forces related to airspace disturbance is set out in Section 4 of Act No. 321/2002 Coll.", i. e. that
military action would be taken fo protect the Slovak airspace and nuclear plant.

This is obviously no adequate response to our 2020 submission:

“Again we have to recall that this EIA condition No. 1 {,Zmeny vybranych zariadeni ovplyvnujucich
jadrowd bezpeénost sa Ziadatel rozhodol vykonat na zdklade zmenenych legislativnych
poziadaviek platnych v dobe planovanej dostavby 3. a 4. bloku jadrovej elektrarne Mochovee."
{Rozhodnuti 266/2008)} demands fulfillment of legal provisions valid at the time the plant will be

®  htips:www.banktrack org/download/safety_issues_for_mochovee_3_4_nuclear_units/

070401, _agp_safety.pdf




completed; this is not the case, as explained earlier, because this would e.q. envolve the
robustness against impact of large commercial airliners.”

As UID fails to address this question also under “Ad f”, we must conclude that UID simply has
no answer to the scenario of a large airplane crash at the Mochovce 3 site. We strongly
recommend to reinforce the structure of the Mochovce unit in question to withstand airplane
impact of the types of airplanes currently traversing the plant and, if this is not technically
possible, not to issue a license for this unit as it is unfit to enter operations.

Similarly, in the GLOBAL 2000 submission in 2020 and in our 2018 statement, we raised the issue
that the scenario concerning the Hron water temperatures as demanded by the EIA conclusions is
missing and the data provided are only up to 1982 {}) instead of providing an outlook for the next
at least 60 years. Again, UJD fails to answer this question in “Ad 5” on page 61, but also in "Ad g”
on page 49 that this refers to — the reduced “relatively low" cooling water consumption is no
response to the question raised.

Again, we must conclude that obviously UJD has no answer to the question raised, the nuclear
plant is proposed to be operated for 60 years, i. e. a time span up to 100 years from the data
provided, in a massively changing climate without any scenarios for this provided, which is in
breach of the EIA conditions.

Piping materials / metallurgical components and methodology of verifying
compliance

In the paragraph on page 62 summarizing the results of the "Final Report on the evaluation of
materials/metallurgical components used in Unit 3" by SE, UJD claims:

“This Report states that the methodology accepted by UJID SR was followed in verifying
the quality of metallurgical components.”

and a total of 3410 checks with 61 cases of material exchange, 293 cases of deviations from the
standard and 12 replacements are summarized.

The fact that this methodology did not involve a complete check of all metallurgical
components, but just a randomized sample check, is not mentioned at all in the decision. No
explanation is given for this proceeding, and the decision gives the impression of a complete
test.

The information that just a randomized sample check was decided upon as the method is only
provided in a separate document “Sdhrnnd sprava - Overovanie kvality vybranych dodévok
potrubnych dielov pouzitych na vybranéh zariadeniach na 3. bloku Mochoviec” not related to



the decision documents, and is not included at all in the decision” — this raises serious
questions about the reliability of the entire decision text and the statements made in it by UiD.

The additional document states under 15) that the risk cannot be excluded that qualitatively
inadequate pipes have not been detected, that therefore an assessment of probabilities of material
exchange has been conducted. This probabilistic approach is highly irregular for the central part of
a nuclear power plant with known deficiencies.

This methodology clearly condones the fact that at least some inadequate pipes in, amongst
others, the primary drcuit are overiooked, with potential catastrophic consequences during the

proposed operation.

GLOBAL 2000 demands that all measurements and data on the materials / metallurgical
component evaluation program are published in full, that detailed assessments of which parts

were and which parts were not checked are published.

Legal provisions regarding documentation of the drillings in the hermetic
zone

in its statement of February 20" 2021 to the proceedings, the company MBL stated that part of
the documentation related to the seismic resistance of Units 3 and 4 of MO34 is subject to the
retention right applied by MBL to it, and therefore this documentation cannot be disposed of by
the applicant for issuance of a permit -~ Slovenské elektrarne, as.

UID confirms this in its answer in the decision on page 59 — its

"inspection confirmed that part of the documentation on the drillings performed by MBL,
which is kept on the premises of Slovenské elektrrne, a.s., is only in copies confirmed by
the author's supervision. For the drilling protocols carried out by MBL at Unit 3, for which
MBL exercises a retention right, the attached statement from Solesi, S.p.A. states that the
originals were created by a subcontractor - MBL and those that are not part of the
accompanying technical documentation, Solesi, S.p.A. does not have at its disposal
because MBL retained them.”

However, UID still claims that these copies are adequate for assessing the seismic resistance of
the structures “thereby fulfilling the legal requirements”.

This is an example for the very relaxed approach to safety culture of UID, since the UID
chairwoman M. Ziakovd already announced that this procedure was not correct and would not be

accepted for commissioning of unit 4.2

7 httpsifwww.uid.gov.sk/uid/WebStore.nsfiviewKey/Suhrnna_sprava_kontrola_materialov/$FILE/Suhrnna
%20sprava_kontrola%20materialov.pdf
®  https:fwww.rtvs.skftelevizia/archiv/16952/248996#498 at minute 9 54.
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ceneral considerations on the 03D statements in the decision

In addition we would like to comment on the following statements UID made in its decision
156/2021 and which we consider of importance. UID has been answering our statements, but in
the same manner as the entire communication with the pubiic during this ongoing administrative
procedure has taken place. The goal was not to provide open and transparent information about
the actual status of the project and the applied rules and regulations, but rather the contrary in an
attempt to obscure the simple fact of an outdated nuclear power plant built in line with the 2008
decision to be put into operation in 2021 or [ater.

“In carrying out the construction, the general technical requirements for construction were
respected. The project is implemented according to the design documentation verified in
the building procedure for the modification of the building before completion for Mochovce
Nuclear Power Plant WWER 4x440 MW, Project 3, in which UJD SR Decision No.
246/2008 of 14 August 2008 was issued and confirmed by the second instance UID SR
Decision No. 221/2014 of 23 May 2014. It can be concluded that the early use of the
building will not endanger the life and health of persons, nor the interests of society and
the environment, therefore UJD SR decided as stated in the operative part of this Decision.”
{Page 33} femphasis added]
Obviously, the final legally binding modifications to the plant design were made in 2008,
confirmed in 2014. Therefore we again question the safety level of the units 3,4 which ¥]]»]
publicly claims to be of highest current standards, while as we see in the following analyses,
careful reading reveals that of course Mochovee 3 and 4 are far from reaching current safety
standards for new plants {WENRA Safety Objectives for New Reactors} or Generation Il reactors
which . We would therefore ask UID to inform the public correctly.

“Ad a) As for the statement made by the Regional Government of L.ower Austria, UID SR
as an administrative authority states that the original design of the reactor WWER
440/2013 does not indeed belong to nuclear reactors of generation 3. A number of safety
improvements have been made to reactors of Units 3&4, which significantly increase their
safety. Reactors of Units 3&4 fully comply with the applicable Slovak legislation, which
incorporated the IAEA requirements and reference levels of the Western European Nuclear
Regulators Association {(hereinafter referred to as “WENRA")." (Page 39)

As of 2020, Slovakia has not transposed 20 out of the 342 WENRA Reference Levels 2014 into

the regulatory framework in 2020°,

“Ad c.4) Mochovce Nuclear Power Plants (Units 3&4) are secured against the impact of a
small aircraft by a separate construction project, as well as documentation describing the
activities of personnel in the event of an initiating event - the impact of a small aircraft on a
nuclear installation of MO3&4,

Securing of power plant against the impact of a small aircraft was implemented at the

?®  Lessons not Learned from the Fukushima Accident Risks of the European NPPs 10 years later.

Becker/Lorenz 2021



request of the Commission of the European Community pursuant to Article 43 of the Treaty
establishing the European Atomic Energy Community (Euratom), cited in the Final Opinion
of the EIA of MO3&4 on the proposed activity Mochovce Nuclear Power Plant WWER 4 x
440 MW, Project 3. Dealing with the situation of endangering the power plant by an
airliner, according to Section 12 par. 1 (g} of Act No. 575/2001 Coll. on organization of
government activities and organization of the central government, as amended (hereinafter
the “Act No. 575/2001 Coll.}, is under the responsibility of the Ministry of Defence of the
Slovak Republic, quote: “Ensuring the inviolability of the airspace of the Slovak Republic®.
Further action by the armed forces related to airspace violation is mentioned in Section 4 of
Act No. 321/2002 Coll. on the armed forces of the Slovak Republic as amended
(hereinafter only as "Act No. 321/2002 Coll."). The design documentation on securing
MO3&4 against the impact of a small aircraft is subject to the regime established by Act
No. 215/2004 Coll., therefore it has not been disclosed to the public.
Ad c.5) Mochaovee Nuclear Power Plant (Units 3&4) like other operating nuclear units in the
Slovak Republic, is equipped with facilities and systems for managing severe accidents.
Information on these facilities and their functionality is available on the website of UiD SR,
e.g. in Stress Test Reports or the PSR of MO3&4 - summary of basic data. Nuclear Units of
nuclear power plants in the Slovak Republic have implemented regulations for managing
severe accidents, and there are specialists for managing severe accidents. In managing
severe accidents, a strategy for maintaining and cooling molten khorium in the reactor
pressure vessel, which has been validated experimentally, is applied.” {Page 40} [emphasis
added]
Behind this is hiding the fact that an NPP which is to be licensed for operation in 2021 is not
adequately protected against the high number of commercial aircraft regularly crossing over the
Mochovce 3 plant. The minimum measures which seem to be consisting of some kind of nets also
relies on the correct actions taken by the personnel, which is rather unlikely when taking into
account the constantly incoming reports about safety cultures at the plant (OSART, WANO). The
other measure referring to government activity and the airspace protection is an attempt to make
the public believe that the army would hinder a plane (part of high numbers of planes flying
regularly above the plant) from crashing into Mochovce without any kind of warning during a few
minutes.
Severe accidents which are the result from e.g. terror acts or natural impact etc. are largely to be
contained by personnel either at the plant or by the army, which is exactly the contrary of the
Lessons Learned from Fukushima, where improved reliable passive safety systems should be
installed rather than mobile equipment and personnel.

“Ad f) As for this statement made by the Regicnal Government of Lower Austria, D SR
as an administrative authority states that the Slovak Government approved by its
Resolution No. 387/2015, the draft National Policy and National Program for the
management of SNF and RAW in the Slovak Republic. This document addresses, inter alia,
the method how to ensure the safe and sustainable management of SNF and intermediate
level radioactive waste (hereinafter referred to as "IM-RAW?) that are not acceptable for
surface storage in the National Repository of RAW in Mochovce. The long-term strategy



foresees a so called dual pathway, i.e. research and preparation of a deep geological
repository for SNF and IM-RAW on the territory of Slovakia, and paralfel monitoring of the
development of an international repository, and participation in related international
projects. Based on geological surveys and planned works in the field of R&D, the final site
is expected to be selected in 2030. Between 2030 and 2045, an envirenmental impact
assessment process for the deep geological repository is expected to be carried out. The
operation of the deep geological repository itself is foreseen between 2065 and 2115. The
possibility of a future reprocessing of SNF remains also open. There is no doubt that the
deep geological repository program will not be resolved before the scheduled
commissioning of MO3&4, however, until a suitable alternative for storage of SNF and M-
RAW is available, Slovakia will apply a strategy for the long-term safe storage of these
materials, for which the technical conditions have been created (expanded storage capacity
of the Interim Storage Facility for SNF for the safe long-term storage of SNF and new
storage capacity in the Integral RAW storage facility for the safe long-term storage of
RAW that cannot be disposed in a surface type of repository), and institutional
assumptions in the form of an existing state agency responsible for the operation of those
facilities, as well as for activities in the implementation of the deep geoclogical repository
program. The situation for the Slovak Republic in the field of deep geological repository is
comparable in terms of approach and timetable to many EU countries, including Austria,
e.g. in the implementation of the Austrian program for the management of institutional
RAW, or of SNF from the operation of research reactors. The Slovak national policy and
national program for the management of SNF and RAW, have been duly notified to the
European Commission in accordance with the relevant provision of Council Directive
2011/70/ Euratom of 19 July 2011, establishing a Community framework for the
responsible and safe management of spent fuel and radicactive waste.” (Page 41)
There is no activity in the Slovak Republic concerning the search for a Deep Geological Repository.
The international cooperation mentioned is referring to the ERDO praoject, which is highly unlikely
to succeed, because none of the countries is ready to take in other countries’ waste, The issue of
long-term liability for the other countries’ waste stored is most likely unsolvable, Slovakia has a
strategy for spent fuel and radioactive waste from 2008, which was updated in 2014. In 2015,
another update was conducted to align with the requirements of Directive 2011/70/Euratom.
While the first version of the strategy was subjected to a transboundary SEA in 2008, this did not
happen with the updated version from 2015. Therefore the public could not participate properly in
the preparation of the national programme and facts went unchallenged.

“e} In its statement, GLOBAL. 2000 further commented on two other documents
supporting the draft decision, the Evaluation of the method of fulfilment of the
recommended conditions set out in the Final Opinion on EIA MO3&4 (“Evaluation of the
method of fulfilment of the conditions") of 12 December 2012, and Chapter 13 of PSR of
MO38&4 concerning environmental impacts of 14 September 2018. According to GLOBAL
2000, this is a failure to provide precise and specific information on how condition 3.4 of
the Final Opinion on EIA MO3&4 was met, which reflects the requirements of the European
Commission {development of a reference deterministic scenario for external source, e.g.



impact of an aircraft, in line with the best international practice). The account of
fulfilment of the requirements from the Final Opinion on EIA MO3&4 only indicates that the
tests and analyses have been carried out and the safety has been proven. However, since
this information is classified in SR as sensitive information, the details were not made
available to the public.” {Page 42) [emphasis added]
We understand that in this crucial point UJD and the Slovak Republic chose to hide behind the
possibility of classifying information. However, best international practice in 2021 certainly refers
at least to stress tests, where no small aircraft is mentioned, as the following ENSREG demands

confirm:
in response to the 2011 Fukushima nuclear accident, risk and safely assess-

ments {'strass tests') were carried cut on all nuclear power planis in Euratomn
Member States. "The aim of the assessments was fo check whether the safety
standards used when Specific power plants received their ficences were suff-
cient to cover unexpected extreme events. Specifically, the fasfs measured the
abifity of nuclear faciities io withstand damege from hazards such as earth-
quakes. flooding. terorist attacks or aircraft collisions.”'® 0

Another issue learned from Fukushima is higher protection for spent fuel pools, while Mochovce 3
still has its spent fuel pool outside the containment. This information is of course nowhere to be
found in a comprehensible and comparative manner, There is no clear overview for the safety level
reached for Mochovce 3 compared to the safety standards foreseen for new reactors in the EU in
2021. How the need for independent and diverse heat removal means has been solved for the
Mochovee units has not been explained and in our assessment does not exist,

“The UID SR published on its website the PSR — a summary of the basic data provided to
the public on 189 pages describing the nuclear installation of MO3&4, its area and the
surroundings. This document also includes infermation on the severe accident
management systems, including relevant photos. This document contains data on the
environmental impact of the operation of MO38&4 nuclear installation. For the reasons set
out above, the UID SR disagrees with the argument of GLOBAL 2000, that the public
does not have information on Mochovce Nuclear Power Plant and how it differs from
older type of power plants, and how it meets the current safety requirements for
mitigating the environmental impact of operations and severe accidents. The UID SR
confronts the MO3&4 Project with the applicable legislative requirements.” (Page 48)
femphasis added]
This document {PpBS MO34 zhrnutie zakladnych ddajov.pdf)™* is a textbook on reactors on a very
general fevel and far from explaining the issues such as severe accident management at Mochovce
3,4 compared to current standards, compared to concrete requirements and safety goals as
defined e.g. by WENRA RL for new reactors or very concrete the questions on how e.g. the
alternative heat sink was introduced for Mochovce 3 or similar measures. Another example can be
found in the report “Lessons not Learned” which stated that for Mochovce 1&2 “Only limited
measures - the use of mobile equipment — are planned to prevent the total loss of power and/or

1o httgs:[[www.umweEtbundesamt.a;[ﬁleadmin[site[gublikationen[regOSSS.gdf
" httos:fwww.uid.qov.skiuid/WebStore.nsfiviewKey/ PpBS_MO34/$FILE/PpRS%20MO34%20zhmutie

%207%C3%A1kladn%C3%BDch%20%C3%BAdajov.ndf
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heat removal. Compared to the installation of new bunkered safety systems (e. 9. An independent
alternate ultimate heat sink (UHS)} mobile equipment is {ess reliable. The issue of severe accidents
will remain open because no guarantees are in place to prove that the most important modification
{the invessel retention {IVR) concept) can reliably prevent major radioactive releases. A measure
commonly installed to prevent major radioactive releases in case of a severe accident — a filtered
containment venting system - will not be implemented.”"?

During the ongeing procedure it was not possible for find information whether for Mochovee 3
those measures have been taken, OQur statement in our 2021 submission that the “public does
not have information on Mochovce Nuclear Power Plant and how it differs from older type of
power plants,” remains valid, since again we were not provided with this information.

“Ad g) As for this statement made by GLOBAL 2000, UID SR states the following: MO3&4
has a closed circuit of cooling system with cooling towers. The consumption of coeling
water, pumped from the river Hron, is relatively low for such a cooling system. The
Mochovce NPP has procedures for operating personnel in case of reduction in the amount
of water taken from the River Hron, replenishment of water to cooling circuits can be
provided from back-up sources to fulfil their safety function. For this purpose, the
Mochovce NPP has established procedures that have been tested on Units 1&2 and 3 of
Mochovce as part of Stress Tests following the Fukushima accident.” {Page 49)
Of course no closed circuit exists, water is discharged into the Hron and new water pumped into
the system. However, this was not the issue raised by GLOBAL 2000, but rather {Stanovisko
GLOBAL 2000 k dokumentu {bez ndzvu, zadinajicf 3.1) o plnéni podminek EIA Mochovce 34,
14.9,2018}) the following:
We also would like to make clear that our statement dated September 14, 2018 has not been
answered concerning the climate impact on the River Hron’s water flow leading to higher water
temperatures {,Chybf jak ve Spravé EIA tak v predlozeném dokumentu (bez ndzvu, zadinajici 3.1)
popis podminek a postup(l za dnesnich podminek a progndza budouciho vyvoje pfedeviim
vodnatosti Hronu za aktudinich podminek a o&ekdvanych klimatickych zmén (+2° a vice}, neni ani
uvedena maximalni povolend teplota Hronu a vliv na biotop atd." A déle: V podmince se uvadi
pokles pritoku Hronu za dvacet let (1980-2000) o 20%, ale v odpovédi se zadné nové udaje
nenajdou, presto Ze jiZz uplynulo skoro dalich dvacet let. Také chybi ddaje o dalSim vyvoji, scénéfe
pro zdsobovani elektrdrny a daldich odbérateld vody z Hronu atd. )
In this document we raised issues which we mostly have raised in the past steps of the

administrative proceedings, but which have not been dealt with accordingly. We ask UID 1o
either respond adequately or acknowledge clearly the facts that Mochovce unit 3 is nota
nuclear power plant fulfilling current safety standards for new reactors (WENRA RL for new
reactors) and that UID licenses a NPP which is even on paper robust only against the crash of
smalt aircraft and that the WENRA RL for new reactors is not fulfilled. This exercise should also
include outlining the differences in nuclear safety reached versus nuclear safety currently
envisaged in the EU for new reactors in consequence of the stress tests after Fukushima.

2 lessons not Learned from the Fukushima Accident Risks of the European NPPs 10 years later.

Becker/Lorenz 2021
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The documents and reports available to us do not prove that the Mochovce unit 2 would be in
line with current safety demands and highest safety culture, therefore we appeal decision U]}
No. 156/2021 for NPP Mochovce 3.

Yours sincerely

Mag. Agnes Zauner
[electronic signature]

Signiert von: AGnes Zauner

Datum: 27.05.2021 131443
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od "Reinhard Uhrig” <reinhard.vhrig@globat2000.at>

Uvatelov: imrich.smrnik@uid.gov.sk

Képa mikulas.furner@uid.gov.sk, “Zauner, Agnes" <agnes.zauner@qlobal2000.at>

Gaum:  28.05. 2021 08:19 )

Bradmat: Odvolanie organizacie GLOBAL 2000 proti prvostupfiovému rozhodnutiu UJD 156/2021 o povoleni uvedenia bloku 3

atomovej elekirdme Mochovee do prevadzky

VézZeny pan Ing. Smrtnik,
Znovu vam d’'akujem za odkazy k dokumentom.

V prilobe néjdete odvolanie organizacie GLOBAL 2000 proti prvostupfiovému rozhodnutiu
UJD 156/2021 o povoleni uvedenia bloku 3 atémovej elektrarne Mochovce do prevadzky s
elektronickym podpisom Agnesy Zaunerovej, riaditel’ky GLOBAL 2000. Tento dokument
posleme aj registrovanou postou.

S pozdravom z Viedne

Reinhard Uhrig

Dr. Reinhard Uhrig

Leiter politische Abteilung und Presse / Riaditel politického a tladového
oddelenia

Campaigner Energie/Atom
GLOBAL 20300 - Friends of the Earth Austria, Neustiftg. 36, A~1070 Viedeii

m: +43 699 14 2000 18

Stopp AKW Kriko!- Erdbeben-Reaktor abschalten
www.global2000.at/stopp-akw-krsko



uJD SR Kontakt: Mag. Agnes Zauner

Bajkalska 27 GLOBAL 2000 - Friends of the Earth Austria
P.0.Box 24 Neustiftgasse 36
820 07 Bratislava 1070 Vieder

: E-mailom na

imrich.Smrtnik@uijd.gov.sk 28.m4 2021

| Odvolanie organizacie GLOBAL 2000 proti prvostupiovému rozhodnutiu UuJD
156/2021 o povoleni uvedenia bloku 3 atémovej elektrarne Mochovce do

- prevadzky
. vazené damy, vaZeni pani!

Dakujeme za poskytnutie rozhodnutia ¢. 156/2021 v spravnom konani vo veci uvedenia 3. bloku
Mochovce do prevadzky. Uverejnené boli tri dokumenty:.

Odvolavame sa proti rozhodnutiu & 156/20212na zaklade nasledujiicich dovodov a poZadujeme
odioZenie tohto rozhodnutia, ako aj vietkych stvisiacich opravneni.

Z4klad pre rozhodnutie v spravnom konani €. 2.1, 2.2 a 2.3 v stvislosti so Ziadostou spolodnosti
Slovenské elektrarne, a.s. o vydanie povolenia (t.j. PSR MO38&4 diia 2. novembra 2020 a navrh
rozhodnutia k Ziadosti spolotnosti Slovenské elekirarne o udelenie sthlasu v spravnom konani ¢.
2.4, & 2.2 aé. 2.3z 22. januara 2021) bol predloZeny verejnosti na pripomienkovanie.

Organizacia GLLOBAL 2000 odovzdala svoje stanovisko 23.februara2021 a uviedla, Ze dokumenty
a spravy, ktoré nam boli poskytnuté, nedokazujd, Ze 3. blok elekirarne Mochovce bude spinat’
sG&asné bezpetnostné poZiadavky a najvy$sie bezpednostné normy. Preto sme pozadovali, aby
atémovej elektrarni Mochovce 3 nebola udelena licencia a aby nebola uvedena do prevadzky.

V nadom stanovisku sme zdéraznili niekolko bodov, ku ktorym sa UJD vo svojej ,reakcii”
nevyjadril:

»Ad 4% Vrtanie pre seizmické vystuZenie 3. a 4. bloku Mochovce

Zhotovitel InZinierske stavby KoSice (ISKE) v 3. a 4. bloku vykonal velké mnoZstvo vitacich prac v
ramci programu seizmického vystuZenia. Byvaly statik projektu, ktory kontaktoval organizaciu

GLOBAL 2000 a poskytol podrobné informéacie a fotografie, vyslovil vazne pochybnosti o samotnej
realizacii vitacich prac a ich dokumentacii.

1 https://www.ujd.gov.sk/ujd/www1.nsf/5445d0bff8676fcac1256f1c002c4740/
fabc4BcbedB987780125686650024e97970penDocument
2 https:!/www.ujd.gov.sklujdlwww'l.nsflOlFAB&SCBCDBQBT?Bm2586650024E979/$FILE/R1 56_2021_Smlim.pdf




UJJD v Gasti ,Ad 4" na strane 61 uvadza, Ze ,od samého zadiatku vykonaval kontroly vftacich prac
[...].5 Toto vyjadrenie sa nezhoduje s prehladsenim svedka — bolo zistené velké mnozstvo
nekontrolovanych vitacich prac a sfal$ovanych dokumentécii, z éoho boli vyhotovené fotografie,
ktoré uverejnila organizacia GLOBAL 2000.. Okrem toho sa to nezhoduje s vyjadreniami
spolognosti MBL, ktora potvrdila, Ze spoloénost Solesi, S.p.A. zo Syrakiz/Sicilie, ktora bola
zodpovedna za dokumentéciu vitacich prac, nebola v tejto oblasti odborne spdsobila a opis
realizacie vitacich prac bol natolko nepresny, Ze bolo nutné prace zopakovat's

(1D uvadza, Ze ,autor zakladného navrhu pripravil v roku 2018 podrobnd analyzu, pomocou ktorej
sa mali riesit pripady potencialne nespolahlivej dokumentacie I1SKE®. Z tohto vyjadrenia nie je
zrejmé, kto je autorom zakladného navrhu - pravdepodobne ruska spoloénost Vniiaes, ktora nie je
nastupcom pdvodného projektanta, a teda nevlastni pbvodné navrhy zo sovietskeho obdobia.

UJD tvrdi, Ze tato analyza od autora zakladného navrhu preukazuje statickd pevnost a seizmicka
odolnost jednotlivych nosnych konstrukeii, ktoré by potencialne mohli byt’ oslabené pri zlyhani
vyystuZenia potas prac ISKE". Nie je zrejmé, a) na akych predpokladoch sa zaklada tento
inZiniersky odhad a b) aké kritéri& boli stanovené pre potencialne oslabenie nosnej konstrukcie,
napriklad & bol vo vypotte zahrnuty rez kazdej desiatej alebo kaZzdej piatej, alebo kazdej tretej
vystuze. KedZe vypotty neboli poskytnuté transparentne, toto vyhlasenie je jednoducho
neoverené vyjadrenie a nemozno ho akceptovat.

Je to zddraznené, okrem iného, aj vo svetle mnoZstva sfalSovanych dokumentacii v mnohych
gastiach projektu Mochovce 3, t.z. metalurgické/potrubné komponenty, ako aj vo svetle pozadia
zhotovitela InZinierske stavby Kosice a vySetrovani tohto zhotovitela Narodnou kriminalnou
agenturou (NAKA), vratane zasahu z 20.7.2016 v jeho kancelariach v Mochovciach a Kosiciach v
stivisiosti s nizkou kvalitou kondtrukénych prac na projektovom stavenisku atémovej elektrarne
Mochovce.

UJD uvadza, Ze ,v roku 2021 UJD SR poziadal 0 opatovné postdenie predmetnej dokumentacie
ISKE a s tym suvisiace dopinenie analyzy odoinosti nosnych konstrukcii pre vSetky pripady, v
ktorych nie je moZné s absolltnou istotou vyligit zlyhanie vystuzenia”. Hoci je pozitivne, Ze UJD
berie tito zaleZitost' vazne, opat’ nie s stanovené parametre ,rozsirensj analyzy“ projektanta a

© »spravnost’ metodiky” potvrdena ,nezavislou odbornou organizaciou” sa ma brat’ na vedomie ako
i fakt aj napriek chybajticim informaciam o predpokladoch a kritériach pre toto hodnotenie.

Zaverom, UJD tvrdi, Ze ,dostatoéna pevnost® hermetickej zony bola overena skuskou tesnosti a
- pretlakovanim na 150 kPa vodi atmosfére — tento postup nie je postacujici pre scenar havarie
- VVER 440213 pri prasknuti potrubia hlavného okruhu a zabezpetovani pradu pary v
hermetickych komorach, pretoZe vypoéty spominané v ramcovom dokumente IAEA ukazujyu, Ze v
zavislosti od sprievodnych podmienok boli dosiahnuté zakladné projektové parametre tlaku a
© teploty

3 Pre jednoduchsiu referenciu boli citacie rozhodnutia UJD &.156/2021 prevzaté z pracovného

E anglického prekladu na stranke

h_ﬁ&iflwww.ujd.gov.sk/ujd/WebStore.nsflviewKeleecision_1 56_2021/3FiLE/Decision
%20156_2021.pdf, aviak oficislny slovensky text pévedného rozhodnutia bol analyzovany pre podanie
organizacii GLOBAL 2000.

¢ hittps:/jwww flickr.com/photos/global2000/50059474636/in/album-721577 17066446637/

5 hitpsy/www.rtvs.skitelevizia/archivi16952/248996#762
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hermetickej zony (245 kPa, 127 °C) a mohli by byt mierne prekroené pri projektovej havarii
(prasknutie hlavného chiadiaceho potrubia 500 dy) za niekolkych sprievodnych podmienok.s

Aby sme to zhrnuli, UJD by mal poskytnut' a) predpoklady, na ktorych sa zaklada inziniersky
odhad, by kritéria, ktoré boli stanovené pre potencidine oslabenie nosnej konstrukcie, a ¢) vypocty
py mali byt zverejnené, aby bolo mozné posudit' ich ucelenost.

,Ad 5 UJD odpoveda v stvislosti s padom lietadla, ucinky na zmenu podnebia

V stvislosti s pinenim zévereCného stanoviska &. 395/2010 — 3.4/hp Atdmova elektraref:
Mochovece VVER 4x440 MW, projekt 3, vydaného Ministerstvom Zivotného prostredia SR,
organizacia GLOBAL 2000 uz v stanovisku z 15. aprila 2020 vyzdvihia niekolko bodov, kioré sa
okrem iného tykajl schopnosti konstrukcie 3. bloku Mochovce odolat narazu veikého lietadia a
dostupnosti chladiacej vody so zretelom na postupny klimatickd krizu.

Kede reakcia UJD na nase podanie neposkytla adekvatne odpovede, organizacia GLOBAL
2000 vo svojom stanovisku z 23. februara 2021 opét’ nastolia tdto problematiku.

(JD v Gasti ,Ad 5° na strane 61 jednoducho uvadza, Ze

_Reakcie UJD SR na stanovisko organizacie GLOBAL 2000 su uvedené v bodoch Ad c),
Add.1), Add.2, ad e), Adf), Ad g), Ad h.1 az h.5, Ad h.6, Ad i} a Ad j) reakcie UJD SR na
stanovisko organizacie GLOBAL 2000 k névrhu rozhodnutia, ktore bolo zverejnené 15.
februdra 2020°,

a teda nie su poskytnuté Ziadne dalSie informacie.

V reakcii UJD na poskytnuté stanovisko organizacie GLOBAL 2000 z roku 2020 sa v ¢asti ,,Ad
d.2, ad e na strane 49 uvadza, Ze ,v pripade ohrozenia elektrarne dopravnym prostriedkom podia
§ 12 ods. 1 pism. e) zakona &. 575/2001 Z. z. do pdsobnosti Ministerstva obrany Slovenske;j
republiky spada: ,Zabezpetenie nedotknutelnosti vzdusného priestoru Slovenskej republiky”.

: Dal3i postup ozbrojenych sil v stivislosti s narusenim vzdusného priestoru je stanoveny v § 4

:_ﬁ zékona & 321/2002 Z. z.," &o znamena, Ze armada podnikne kroky na ochranu slovenského

- vzdu$ného priestoru a jadrovej elektrarne.

Je zrejmg, Ze toto nie je primerana odpoved na nase stanovisko z roku 2020:

- »Opét musime pripoment, Ze tato podmienka EIA 8. 1 (,Zmeny vybranych zariadeni

~ ovplyviiyjucich jadrovi bezpeénost sa siadatel rozhodo! vykonat na zaklade zmenenych
legislativnych poZiadaviek platnych v dobe planovanej dostavby 3. a 4. bloku jadrovej elektrarne
.. Mochovee.” (Rozhodnutie 266/2008)) poZaduje spinenie zakonnych ustanoveni platnych v Case
. dokongenia elektrarne,

 —_—
|8 hit s:llwww.banktrack.org/downIoadlsafety_issues_for_mochovce_3_4h_nuciear_unitsl
070401_gp_safety.pdf




&o viak nebolo napineng, ako uz bolo vysvetlens, pretoZe inak by bola zahrnuta
odolnost proti narazu velkych komerénych listadiel.”

Kedze UJD sa k tejto otazke nevyjadril ani v bode ,Ad f*, musime konstatovat, Ze UJD
jednoducho nema odpoved na scenar havarie velkého lietadla v lokalite Mochovee 3. Dérazne
odporGiéame vystuZit’ konstrukeiu predmetného bloku Mochovce, aby odolala narazom takych
typov lietadiel, ktoré v sugasnosti prechadzajli ponad elektraren, a ak to nie je technicky mozné,
nevydéavat' pre tento blok licenciu, pretoZe nie je pripravena na uvedenie do prevadzky.
Podobne sme v dodanom dokumente organizacie GLOBAL 2000 z roku 2020 a v nasom

stanovisku v roku 2018 nastolili problém chybajlceho scenara v stvislosti s teplotou vody v rieke
Hron podia poZiadaviek v zaveroch EIA. Poskytnuté Gdaje siahaji navy$e iba do roku 1982 (!}, a

e

teda nie je k dispozicii vyhlad aspofi na najbliz3ich 60 rokov. Na tito otazku UJD znovu nedokéazal
odpovedat' v ,Ad 5* na strane 61, ale ani v ,Ad g" na strane 49, pretoZe tato Cast' sa tyka znizene],
_relativne nizkej“ spotreby chladiacej vody, o nie je odpovedou na poloZenu otazku.

Opét musime konstatovat,, Ze UJD zjavne neméa odpoved na polozen( otazku. Prevadzka
atémovej elekirarne je naplanovana na 60 rokov, t. z. na ¢asové rozpétie aZ 100 rokov od
poskytnutych Udajov vo vyrazne sa meniacom podnebi bez poskytnutia akychkolvek scenérov, &o

je v rozpore s podmienkami EIA.

Potrubné materialy/metalurgické komponenty a metodika overovania siladu

V odseku na strane 62, ktory sumarizuje vysledky ,Zaverecnej spravy o hodnoteni
materialov/metalurgickych komponentov pouzitych v 3. bloku® spolo¢nosti SE, UJD tvrdi:

WV tejto sprave sa uvadza, Ze pri overovani kvality metalurgickych komponentov sa
postupovalo podia metodiky prijatej UJD SR.*

- acelkovo je zhrnutych 3 410 kontrol so 61 pripadmi vymeny materialu, 293 pripadov odchylok od
normy a 12 nahrad.

Skutotnost, Ze tato metodika nezahffiala kompletnt kontrolu v3etkych metalurgickych

. komponentov, ale iba kontrolu nahodnym vyberom vzoriek, nie je v rozhodnuti vébec uvedena.

Tento postup nie je nijako vysvetleny a rozhodnutie vyvolava dojem kompletnej skusky.

Informacia o tom, Ze ako metéda bola zvolena kontrola nahodnych vzoriek, je uvedena iba v
Samostatnom dokumente ,Sthrnna sprava — Overovanie kvality vybranych dodavok potrubnych

dielov pouzitych na vybranych zariadeniach na 3. bloku Mochoviec®, ktory sa netyka




dokumentov k rozhodnutiu, a vébec nie je zahrnuty do rozhodnutiar — to vyvolava vazne otazky o

gpolahlivosti celého textu rozhodnutia a v fiom uvedenych vyjadreni UJD.

v dodatotnom dokumente sa v bode 15) uvadza, Ze nie je mozné vylugit' riziko nezistenia
kvalitativne nevhodného potrubia, a preto bolo vykonané hodnotenie pravdepodobnosti vymeny
materialu. Takyto pravdepodobnostny pristup je pre centralnu éast' atémovej elektrarne so
znamymi nedostatkami velmi nezvyéajny.

Tato metodika jasne obchadza skutoSnost, Ze s prehliadané aspof niektore nevhodné potrubia,

okrem iného v hiavnom okruhu, s moZnymi katastrofickymi nasledkami pogas navrhovanej
prevadzky.

Organizécia GLOBAL 2000 poZaduije, aby boli vietky merania a Gdaje o programe hodnotenia
materialovych/metalurgickych komponentov publikované v pinom rozsahu a aby boli zverejnené

podrobné hodnotenia o tom, ktoré &asti boli a ktoré Easti neboli skontrolované.

Zakonné ustanovenia tykajice sa dokumentacie vftacich prac v hermetickej zone

Spoloénost MBL vo svojom stanovisku z 20. februara 2021 k uvedenému konaniu uviedla, Ze
gast’ dokumentacie tykajlce]j sa seizmickej odolnosti blokov 3 a 4 MO34 podlieha zadrZnému
pravuy, ktoré si uplatnila spoloénost’ MBL, a preto Ziadatel o vydanie sthlasu, spolo&nost
Slovenské elektrarne, a.s., tito dokumentaciu nemdze zlikvidovat, o

JD potvrdzuje vo svojej odpovedi v rozhodnuti na strane 59 — jeho

.inSpekcia potvrdila, Ze ast’ dokumentacie o vitacich pracach vykonanych spolocnostiou
MBL, ktora je uschovana v priestoroch spolotnosti Slovenské elektrarne, a.s., je k
dispozicii iba ako kdpie potvrdené dozorom autora. Pre protokoly o vitani, ktore vykonala
spolognost MBL na 3. bloku, na ktoré si spoloénost MBL uplatfiuje zadrzné pravo, sa v
priloZenom vyhlaseni spoloénosti Solesi, S.p.A. uvadza, Ze originaly vytvoril subdodavatel,
teda MBL, a dokumenty, ktoré nie st stGcastou sprievodnej technickej dokumentacie,
nema spoloénost’ Solesi, S.p.A. k dispozicii, pretoZe ich spolo€nost’ MBL. zadrzala.”

UJD vsak nadalej tvrdi, Ze tieto kopie st dostatotné na posUdenie seizmickej odolnosti
kongtrukeif, ,&im si1 splnené zakonné poZiadavky".

~E’oto je priklad velmi uvolneného pristupu UJD k bezpetnosti, kedZe predsednicka UJD M.
Ziakova uz avizovala, Ze tento postup nebol spravny a nebude akceptovany pre uvedenie 4. bloku
. do prevadzky.e

L

(I i:tt s:/fwww.ujd.gov.sk/udeVebStore.nsflviewKeylSuhrnna_sprava_kontroia_materianv!$FILE!Suhrnna
. 220sprava_kontrola%20materialov.pdf

. © hitosifwww.rtvs.skitelevizia/archiv/16952/248996#498 mindta 9 54.




Vieobecné tvahy k stanoviskam UJD v rozhodnuti

Balej by sme chceli komentovat’ nasledujlice stanoviska UJD v rozhodnuti 156/2021, ktore
povaZujeme za dolezité. UJD na nade vyjadrenia odpovedal, ale rovnakym spdsobom ako )

" prebehla cela komunikacia s verejnostou poéas tohto prebiehajliceho spravneho konania. Cielom
" nebolo poskytnit otvorené a transparentné informacie o skutocnom stave projekiu a uplatnenych
. pravidlach a predpisoch, skér naopak, snahou zakryt' jednoduchi skutognost, ktorou je zastarany
. gtav jadrovej elektrarne v stlade s rozhodnutim z roku 2008 o uvedeni do prevadzky v roku 2021

- alebo neskor.

Pri realizacii stavby boli dodrzané vieobecné technické poZiadavky na stavbu. Projekt sa
realizuje podia projektovej dokumentacie overenej v stavebnom konani na Gpravu objektu
pred dokoncenim pre Atémovl elektrarefi Mochovce VVER 4x440 MW, Projekt 3, v
ktorom bolo rozhodnutie UJD SR &.

246/2008 zo 14. augusta 2008 vydané a potvrdené druhostupfiovym rozhodnutim UJD SR
&. 291/2014 z 23. méja 2014. MdZeme konstatovat, Ze predasné uzivanie budovy nebude
mat' nepriaznivy vplyv na Zivot a zdravie osdb, ani na zaujmy spoloénosti a zivotneho
prostredia, preto UJD SR rozhodol tak, ako je uvedené vo vyrokovej &asti tohto

: rozhodnutia.” (strana 33) {zvyraznenie doplnené]

: Je zrejmé, Ze posledné pravne zavazné Gpravy navrhu elektrarne boli vykonané v roku 2008 a

© potvrdené v roku 2014. Preto opét spochybiiujeme Grovefi bezpe€nosti blokov 3 a 4, o ktorych

" JJD verejne tvrdi, Ze spliiaju najvyssie stidasné standardy, zatial Go sa pri pozornom &itani

:; ukazuje, ako je zrejmé z nasledujicich analyz, Ze bloky 3 a 4 Mochovce, samozrejme, ani

* zdaleka nedosahujl siéasné bezpeénostné Standardy pre nové elekirarne (WENRA

. Bezpecdnostné ciele pre nové reaktory) alebo Reaklory lll. generdcie. Preto Ziadame UJDo

- spravne informovanie verejnosti.

,Ad a) Pokial ide o vyjadrenie regiondinej viady Dolného Rakuska, UJD SR ako spravny
organ uvadza, Ze povodna konstrukcia reaktora VVER 440/2013 skutoCne nepatri k
jadrovym reaktorom 3. generacie. V reaktoroch blokov 3 a 4 bolo vykonanych niekolko
bezpeénostnych zlepseni, ktoré vyznamne zvySuju ich bezpeénost'. Reaktory blokov 3 a 4
pine vyhovuiji platnym slovenskym pravnym predpisom, ktoré obsahovali pozZiadavky IAEA
a referenéné urovne ZdruZenia zapadoeuropskych regulaénych organov v oblasti jadrovej
energie (dalej len ,WENRA").” (strana 39)

- Od roku 2020 Slovensko nezaGlenilo 20 z 342 referendnych Grovni WENRA 2014 do regulaéného

© ramca pre rok 2020s.

Ad ¢.4) Jadrové elektrarne Mochovce (3. a 4. blok) st zabezpegené proti narazu maiého
lietadla samostatnym stavebnym projektom, ako aj dokumentéciou opisujlicou &innost
personalu v pripade iniciatnej udalosti — narazu malého lietadla do jadrového zariadenia
MO 3 a4,

Zabezpedenie jadrovej elekirarne proti narazu malého lietadla bolo zaglenené

20 Lessons not Learned from the Fukushima Accident Risks of the European NPPs 10 years
later. Becker/Lorenz 2021



na zaklade Ziadosti Komisie Eurépskeho spolocenstva podia &léanku 43 Dohovoru o
zalozeni Eurépskeho spologenstva pre atémovi energiu {Euratom), ako je uvedené v
zavereénom stanovisku EIA k MO 3 a 4 v ramci navrhovanej Cinnosti Jadrovej elekirarne
Mochovce VVER 4 x 440 MW, projekt 3. RieSenie situacie, v ktorej hrozi ohrozenie
elektrarne lietadlom, podia § 12 ods. 1 pism. &) zakona &. 575/2001 Z. z. o organizacii
ginnosti vlady a organizacii tstredne] $tatnej spravy v zneni neskorsich predpisov (d'alej len
zakon €. 575/2001 Z. z.) patri do rozsahu zodpovednosti Ministerstva obrany Slovenskej
republiky, citat: ,Zabezpelenie nedotknuteinosti vzdusného priestoru Slovenskej republiky®.
Dalsi postup ozbrojenych sil v stvislosti s naruSenim vzdusného priestoru je uvedeny v § 4
zakona €. 321/2002 Z. z. o ozbrojenych silach Slovenskej republiky v zneni neskorSich
predpisov (dalej len zékon &. 321/2002 Z. z.). Projektova dokumentéacia zabezpecCenia MO
3 a 4 proti narazu malého lietadla podlieha rezimu ustanovenému zékonom €. 215/2004 Z.
z., preto nebola zverejnena.
Ad c.5) Jadrova elektrarent Mochovce (3. a 4. blok) je rovnako ako ostatné prevadzkované
jadrové bloky v Slovenskej republike vybavena zariadeniami a systémami na manazovanie
vaznych havarii.
Informacie o tychto zariadeniach a ich funk&nosti st dostupné na internetovom sidle UJD
SR,
napr. v spravach o zat'azovej skiiSke alebo v PSR MO 3 a 4 - stthrn zakiadnych adajov.
Jadrové bloky jadrovych elektrami v Slovenskej republike maja zavedené predpisy na
manazovanie vaznych havarii a existuji Specialisti na manazovanie vaznych havarii. Pri
manazovani t'azkych havarii sa uplatiiuje stratégia udrZiavania a chladenia roztaveného
koria v tlakovej nadobe reaktora, kiora bola experimentaine overena.” (strana 40)
[zvyraznenie doplnené]

~ Za tym sa skryva skutoCnost,, ze JE, ktorej sa méa v roku 2021 udelit’ opravnenie na prevadzku, nie

- je primerane chranena proti vysokému poétu komerénych lietadiel, ktoré pravidelne premavaju

ponad elektraren Mochovce 3. Minimalne opatrenia, ktoré sa javia ako akysi subor sieti, zavisia aj

© od spravnych opatreni prijatych personalom, ¢o je dost’ nepravdepodobné, ak zvazime neustale

- prichadzajlce spravy o bezpecnostnych Standardoch v elektrarni (OSART, WANO). Dalsim

opatrenim, kioré sa tyka Cinnosti viady a ochrany vzdudného priestoru, je pokus o presvedCenie

- verejnosti, Ze armada bude branit lietadiu (Cast’ vysokého pottu lietadiel pravidelne lietajucich nad

. elekirarfiou) v tom, aby narazilo do Mochoviec bez varovania v priebehu niekolkych mindt.

| Vazne nehody, kioré st vysledkom napr. teroristickych &inov alebo prirodnych vplyvov atd., musi

§f do velkej miery zvladnut' bud' persondl v elektrarni, alebo armada, o je presne v rozpore s

. poznatkami z FukuSimy, kde by sa namiesto mobilného vybavenia a personalu mali inStalovat

- vylepSené spolahlivé systémy pasivnej bezpednosti.

.Ad f) Pokial ide o toto vyjadrenie regionalnej viady Doiného Rakiska, UJD SR ako spravny
organ uvadza, Ze vlada SR nariadenim €. 387/2015 schvalila navrh VnutroStatnej politiky a
Vnitrostatneho programu riadenia VJP a RAO v Slovenske] republike. Tento dokument sa
okrem iného venuje spbsobu zabezpedenia bezpedného a udrzatelného nakladania s VJP
a stredne aktivhym radioaktivnym odpadom (d'alej len ,SA RAO"), ktory nie je pripustny pre
povrchové skiadovanie v Republikovom tloZisku RAO v Mochovciach. Dlhodoba stratégia



predpokiadé tzv. dualnu cestu, t. j. vyskum a pripravu hibinného dloZiska pre VJP a SA
RAO na Uzemi Slovenska a slbezné sledovanie vyvoja medzinarodného UloZiska a Gcast
na suvisiacich medzinarodnych projektoch. Na zaklade geologickych prieskumov a
planovanych prac v oblasti vyskumu a vyvoja sa predpoklada, Ze kone€né miesto bude
vybrané v roku 2030. Ocakava sa, Ze v rokoch 2030 az 2045 sa uskutocni proces
posudzovania vpiyvov hibinného geologického UloZiska na Zivotné prostredie. Samotna
prevadzka hlbinného UloZiska sa predpoklada v rakoch 2065 aZ 2115. Otvorena ostava aj
moznost’ budliceho spracovania VJP. Niet pochyb o tom, Ze program hibinneho uloZiska
nebude vyrieeny pred planovanym uvedenim MO 3 a 4 do prevadzky, avak kym nebude
k dispozicii vhodna alternativa na skiadovanie VJP a SA RAO, bude Slovensko uplatiovat’
stratégiu dihodobého bezpe&ného skladovania tychto materialov, pre ktoré su vytvorene
technické podmienky (rozsirena skladovacia kapacita Medziskladu pre VJP na bezpecné
dihodobé skladovanie VJP a nova skladovacia kapacita v Integralnom sklade RAC na
bezpetné dlhodobé skladovanie RAO, ktoré nemozno skladovat v povrchovom type
dloziska) a indtitucionalne predpoklady v podobe existujice] statnej agentiry zodpovednej
za prevadzku tychto zariadeni, ako aj za &innosti pri implementacii programu hibinného
dloZiska. Situacia Slovenskej republiky v oblasti hibinného GloZiska je so zretelom na
pristup a ¢as porovnatelna s mnohymi krajinami EU vratane Rakaska,

napr. pokial ide o implementaciu rakiskeho programu pre nakladanie s institucionalnym
RAO alebo VJP z prevadzky vyskumnych reaktorov, Vnitrostatna politika a vnutrostatny
program pre nakladanie s VJP a RAO v Slovenskej republike boli riadne oznamené
Europskej komisii v sulade s prisiusnym ustanovenim smernice Rady 2011/70/Euratom z
19. jula 2011, ktorou sa ustanovuje ramec SpoloSenstva pre zodpovedné a bezpecné

; nakladanie s vyhorenym palivom a radioaktivnym odpadom.” (strana 41)

-V Slovenskej republike neexistuje ¢innost stivisiaca s hiadanim hibinného GioZiska. Uvedena

" medzinarodna spolupraca sa tyka projektu ERDO, ktorého tspech je vysoko nepravdepodobny,

- pretoZe Ziadna z krajin nie je pripravena prevziat odpad z inych krajin. Otézka dihodobej

. zodpovednosti za skladovany odpad z inych krajin je s najvaéSou pravdepodobnostou
neriesitelna. Slovensko ma od roku 2008 stratégiu pre vyhorené palivo a radioaktivny odpad, ktora
. bola aktualizovana v roku 2014. V roku 2015 bola vykonana dalSia aktualizacia na zostladenie s
poziadavkami smernice 2011/70/Euratom.

. Zatial &o prva verzia stratégie bola v roku 2008 podrobend cezhraniénému hodnoteniu SEA, pri
f__; aktualizovanej verzii z roku 2015 sa tak nestalo. Verejnost sa preto nemohla spravne podielat' na
priprave vnUtro3tatneho programu a fakty ostali nespochybnené.

,€) Organizacia GLOBAL 2000 sa vo svojom stanovisku dalej vyjadrila k dvom dalsim
dokumentom podporujdcim navrh rozhodnutia, a to k hodnoteniu spdsobu pinenia
odporGiéanych podmienok stanovenych v zaveregnom stanovisku k EIAMO 3 a 4
(-Hodnotenie spdsobu plnenia podmienok®) z 12. decembra 2019 a kapitole 13 PSR MO 3
a 4 o vplyvoch na Zivotné prostredie zo 14. septembra 2018. Podia organizacie GLOBAL
2000 ide o neposkytnutie presnych a konkrétnych informacii o tom, ako bola spinena
podmienka 3.4 Zaveretného stanoviska k EIA MO 3 a 4, ktora odraza poZiadavky
Eurépskej komisie (vypracovanie referenéného deterministického scenara pre externy
zdroj, napr.



naraz lietadla, v sulade s najlepSou medzinarodnou praxou). Vysledok spinenia
poziadaviek vyplyvajucich zo zavereéného stanoviska k EIAMO 3 a 4 iba naznacuje, ze
boli vykonané testy a analyzy a bola preukazana bezpeénost. Aviak podrobnosti neboli
spristupnené verejnosti, pretoZe tieto informacie st v SR klasifikované ako citlivé.” (strana
42) [zvyraznenie doplnené]
Chéapeme, Ze v tomto rozhodujlicom bode sa UJD a Slovenska republika rozhodli schovat za
moznost utajenia informacii. NajlepSia medzinarodna prax v roku 2021 sa vsak urcite tyka
pringjmensom zataZovych testov, pri ktorych sa neuvadza Ziadne malé lietadlo, ¢o potvrdzujt
nasledujtice poZiadavky ENSREG:

V reakcii na jadrovil havariu vo Fukusime v roku 2011 sa vo vSetkych jadrovych

elektramach v ¢lenskych statoch Euroatom-u vykonalo hodnotenie rizika a bezpeénosti
(,zataZové testy"). ,Cielom hodnoteni bolo overit, &i bezpecnostné normy pouZité pri ziskanf
licencif konkrétnych elektrarni stacia na pokrytie neoCakavanych extrémnych udalosti. Testy
gpecificky hodnotili schopnost fadrovych elekitrarni odoldvat’ skoddm spdsobenym

nebezpecenstvami, ako su zemelrasenia, zaplavy, teroristické Utoky alebo kolizie
10

~ Dalsou problematikou vyplyvajicou zo skiisenosti z Fukusimy je vy$sia ochrana bazénov s

_ vyhorenym palivom, zatial o Mochovce 3 ma bazén s vyhorenym palivom stale mimo
kontajnmentu. Tieto informéacie, samozrejme, nie sd nikde spristupnené zrozumitelnym a
porovnatelnym spasobom. Neexistuje zretelny prehiad trovne bezpeénosti dosiahnutej pre
Mochovce 3 v porovnani s bezpetnostnymi normami pléanovanymi pre nové reaktory v EU v roku

~ 2021. Nie je vysvetleny spdsob rieSenia potreby samostatnych a rozliénych prostriedkov na odvod

. tepla pre bloky Mochovce a podia nasho usudku takéto rieSenie ani neexistuje.

,UJD SR na svojom internetovom sidie uverejnil PSR - suhrn zakladnych Gdajov pre
vergjnost na 189 stranach opisujicich jadrové zariadenie MO 3 a 4, jeho Uzemie a okolie.
Tento dokument obsahuje aj informacie o systémoch manaZmentu vaznych havarii
vratane prisludnych fotografii. Tento dokument obsahuje Udaje o dopadoch prevadzky
jadrového zariadenia MO 3 a 4 na Zivotné prostredie. Z uvedenych dovodov

UJD SR nesthiasi s argumentom organizacie GLOBAL 2000, Zze verejnost nema
informacie o atémovej elektrarni Mochovce a o tom, ako sa lisi od starSieho typu
elektrarnl a ako spifia stiasné bezpe&nostné poZiadavky na

zmierfiovanie environmentainych dopadov prevadzok a vaznych havarii. UJD SR
konfrontuje projekt MO 3 a 4 s platnymi legislativnymi poZiadavkami.” (strana 48)

i [zvyraznenie dopinené]

- Tento dokument (PpBS MO34 zhrnutie zakladnych tdajov.pdf)« je velmi vSeobecna prirucka o

; reaktoroch a anj zd'aleka nevysvetiuje problémy, ako je manazovanie vaznych havarii v
Mochoyciach 3, 4 v porovnani so stigasnymi normami, v porovnani s konkrétnymi poZiadavkami a
beZpecnostnymi cielmi, ktoré st stanovené napr. vo WENRA referenénych Grovniach pre nové

¢ reaktory, a nevenuje sa ani velmi konkrétnym otézkam, napr. o tom, ako bolo zavedené

alternativne chladenie pre Mochovce 3 alebo podobné opatrenia. Dali priklad je mozné néjst' v




] gprave ,Lessons Not Learned” (,Lekcie, z ktorych sme sa nepoudili*), v ktorej sa uvadza, Ze pre
. Mochovee 122,88 planuju iba obmedzené opatrenia — pouZitie mobilnych zariadeni — na
sabranenie pinej straty energie afalebo

L TTT——

R :tt si/iwww.umweltbundesamt.at/fileadmin/site/publikationen/rep0686.pdf

PN : P i

:;_: tt si/fwww.ujd.gov.sk/ujd/WebStore.nsfiviewKey/_PpBS_MO34/$FILE/PpBS%20M034%20zhrnutie

%202%C3%A1kladn%C3%BDch%20%C3%BAdajov.pdf
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. ne
~ problematika vaznych havarii zostane otvorena, pretoZe neexistujl nijaké zaruky, ktoré by

5_ odberu tepla. V porovnani s indtalaciou novych zasobnikovych bezpeénostnych systémov (napr.

zavislé alternativne, konecné chladenie (UHS)) s mobilné zariadenia menej spolahlivé.

ara

preukazovali, Ze najddleZitejSia Uprava (koncepcia zadriavania v nadrzi (IVR)) mbze spolahlivo
 zabranit velkym radioaktivnym anikom. Opatrenie bezne instalované na zabranenie velkym

. radioaktivnym Gnikom v pripade vaZnej havarie - filtrovany ventilacny systém kontajnmentu —

* nebude zavedené."z

podas prebiehajlceho konania nebolo moZné zistit' informéacie o tom, ¢i pre Mochovce 3 boli tieto
opatrenia prijaté. NaSe stanovisko v naSom prispevku z roku 2021 o tom, Ze ,verejnost
nema informacie o jadrovej elekirarni Mochovce a o tom, ako sa liSi od starSieho typu elektrarni,”

zostava v platnosti, pretoZe opat’ nam tieto informéacie neboli poskytnuté,

,Ad g) Pokial ide o toto stanovisko GLOBAL 2000, UJD SR uvadza nasledovné: MO 3 a 4
mé uzavrety okruh chladiaceho systému s chladiacimi vezami. Spotreba chladiace] vody
¢erpanej z rieky Hron je pre takyto chiadiaci systém pomerne nizka. JE Mochovce ma
postupy pre obsluhujici personal v pripade znizenia mnoZstva vody odvedenej z rieky
Hron, doplnenie vody do chladiacich okruhov je mozZné zabezpeéit’ zo zaloZnych zdrojov
na splnenie ich bezpeénostnej funkcie. Z tohto dévodu JE Mochovcee stanovila postupy,
ktoré boli testované na blokoch 1, 2 a 3 v Mochovciach ako su€ast’ zataZzovych testov po
havarii vo Fukusime.” (strana 49)
Ziadny uzavrety okruh samozrejme neexistuje, voda sa vypUsta do Hrona a nova voda sa &erpa
do systému. To vSak nebol problém, na ktory organizacia GLOBAL 2000 poukazala, ale iSlo skor
(Stanovisko GLOBAL 2000 k dokumentu (bez nazvu, zacinajici 3.1} o plnéni podminek EIA
Mochovce 34, 14.9.2018) o nasledujlci bod:

Okrem toho by sme chceli objasnit, Ze k nadmu stanovisku zo 14. septembra 2018 nebola

poskytnuta Ziadna odpoved, pokial ide o vplyv klimy na prietok vody v Hrone, ktory spdsobuje
vySsie teploty vody (,Chybi jak ve Sprave EIA tak v pFedloZzeném dokumentu (bez nazvu,
zacinajici 3.1) popis podminek a postupl za dnesnich podminek a prognoza budouciho vyvoje

predevaim vodnatosti Hronu za aktualnich podminek a o&ekavanych klimatickych zmén (+2° a
vice), neni ani uvedena maximalni povolena teplota Hronu a vliv na bictop atd.” A dale: V
podmince se uvadi pokles prutoku Hronu za dvacet let (1980-2000) o 20%, ale v odpovédi se
. Zadné nové Udaje nenaidou, presto Ze jiz uplynuio skoro dalSich dvacet let. Také chybi udaje o
- dalsim vyvoji, scénafe pro zasobovani elekirarny a dal$ich odbérateld vody z Hronu atd.)

"V tomto dokumente sme sa venovali problémom, na ktoré sme vaé$inou upozorfiovali v minulych

krokoch spravneho konania, ale ktoré neboli zodpovedajticim sposobom rieSené. Ziadame UJD,

aby adekvatne reagoval alebo jasne uznal skutoénosti, Ze 3. blok Mochovce nie je jadrova
i elektraren spifajica sutasné bezpetnostné normy pre nové reaktory (WENRA referentné trovne

Pre nové reaktory) a ze UJD udeluje licenciu na JE, ktora je dokonca aj na papieri odolna iba proti

narazy malych lietadiel a Ze podmienka WENRA referenénych urovni pre nové reaktory nie je

Splnena. Tento Gkon by mal zahffiat' aj nacrinutie rozdielov v dosiahnutej jadrovej bezpetnosti v

Porovnani s jadrovou bezpetnostou, ktord sa v stéasnosti predpoklada v EU pre nové reaktory v

11
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dosledku zatazovych skaSok po udalosti vo Fukusime.

S
» Lessons not Learned from the Fukushima Accident Risks of the European NPPs 10 years

jater. Becker/Lorenz 2021
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Dokumenty a sprévy, ktoré mame k dispozicil, nepreukazujii, Ze by bol 3. biok Mochovee v
silade so stU¢asnymi poZiadavkami na bezpetnost’ a najvy$simi Standardmi bezpeénosti, preto

sa odvoldvame proti rozhodnutiu UJD &. 156/2021 pre JE Mochovce 3.

S pozdravom
Mag. Agnes

Zaunerova
[elektronicky podpis]
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Prekladatel’ska dolozka:

Preklad som vypracovala ako prekladatel’ka zapisana v zozname znalcov, tlmoénikov
a prekladatel'ov, ktory vedie Ministerstvo spravodlivosti Slovenskej republiky v odbore
anglicky a slovensky jazyk pod evidentnym &islom 971053.

Preklad je v denniku zapisany pod &islom 455 /974

Prekladané listiny sghlasia s prelozenymi listinami.

Zaroven vyhlasujem, Ze som si vedoma nasledkov vedome nepravdivého prekladu.

V Bratislave, dita 4.6 2041

Uradna peciatka Podpis prekladatel'a
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Translator’s clause:

I produced the above translation as a translator listed in the Register of Experts,
Interpreters and Translators maintained by the Ministry of Justice of the Slovak Republic,

discipline Slovak and English languages, under registration no. 971053,

This translation is registered in the translator’s diary under no. 454 /404/ .

The original documents agree with the translated documents.

At the same time I declare that I am aware of the consequences of knowingly untrue
translation.

In Bratislava on 4 6 dga

Official stamp Translator's signature
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Prekladatel'ska doloZka:

Preklad som vypracovala ako prekladatelka zapisand v zozname znalcov, timodnikov a
prekladatel'ov, ktory vedie Ministerstvo spravodlivosti Slovenskej republiky v odbore
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Ubersetzeridausel:

Die Ubersetzung habe ich als Ubersetzerin, eingetragen im Verzeichnis der Gutachter,
Dolmetscher und Ubersetzer, gefiihrt vom Justizministerium der Slowakischen Republik im
Bereich slowakische Sprache und deutsche Sprache, angefertigt, Evidenznummer des
Ubersetzers 970841,

Die Ubersetzung ist im Tagebuch unter der Nummer /) 5§  J2021 eingetragen.

Ich bin mir der Folgen einer absichtlich unwahren Ubersetzung bewusst.

Die ﬂbersetzung stimmt mit der {bersetzten Urkunde iiberein.






