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Nr. Party Line Actio Current Text Proposed Amendment Explanation/Comment
1 MP 

Sweden
13 add As mentioned in the resolution adopted at the 

EGP Council in Antwerp (18-20 May 2018) 
referring to “nuclear phase-out in Belgium without 
delay”, people in many European countries are 
very worried about extending the lifespan of 
nuclear plants because of the many major 
incidents which have previously occurred in such 
facilities.

As mentioned in the resolution adopted at the EGP 
Council in Antwerp (18-20 May 2018) referring to 
“nuclear phase-out in Belgium without delay”, people in 
many European countries are very worried about 
extending the lifespan of nuclear plants because of the 
many major incidents which have previously occurred in 
such facilities, and the risks involved in all links of the 
nuclear chain from uranium mining to waste disposal.

Friendly amendment: there are different 
issues in different countries, but they all 
point in the same direction: less nuclear.

2 GGEP 22 - 
23

replac
e

are responding to the safety standards of the 
Kozloduy and Belene nuclear power  plants.

are responding to the safety threats posed by the 
Kozloduy NPPand the planned construction of the 
Belene nuclear power  plants.

“responding to safety standards” is not very 
clear. suggested rewording to safety threats.
The Belene NPP is planned for construction, 
not yet constructed. The text should reflect 
this (also further on in the text)

3 GGEP 30 - 
31

add As regards extending the lifespan of reactors 5 
and 6 and increasing capacity

As regards extending the lifespan of reactors 5 and 6 
and increasing capacity of the Kozloduy NPP

4 Vihreät- 
De 
Gröna

34 add A recent landmark decision by the Aarhus convention 
states that the extension of the lifespan of nuclear 
power plants always has to go through public 
consultancy, like an EIA, since there is no guarantee 
that there won’t be an impact on the environment. 
Therefore the lifespan extension can’t be unilaterally 
decided.

Aarhus convention ought to be mentioned.

5 GGEP 36 - 
37

replac
e

were implicated in the EU officials' request to 
Bulgaria

were the main reasons for EU’s official request to 
Bulgaria

Proposal for clearer text

6 GGEP 38 - 
39

delete The expired  reactors 5 and 6 work on the same 
Chernobyl technology.

The reactors in Bulgaria  are of different 
type than in Chernobyl  with different 
security issues, they are so called  VVER 
type  (Chernobyl had RBMK, the same type 
as in Ignalina, Lithuania).

7 GGEP 42 - 
43

replac
e

Pre-SALTO expert team evaluations  for  reactor 5 
(in 2017)  show safety  concerns due  to “reactor 
and components aging”.

The evaluations from the expert of the International 
Atomic Energy Agency (Pre-SALTO expert team) for 
reactor 5 have reported in 2017 safety  concerns due  to 
“reactor and components aging”.

No substantial change. Clarifying what is 
“pre-salto” expert team to non-insiders 
readers
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8 GGEP 45 add The Bulgarian Government, supported by the National 

Assembly on 7th June 2018, decided to suspend the 
2012 moratorium on the construction of Belene nuclear 
power plant (NPP).
In 2012, the construction of  Belene NPP was put on 
hold because of “the apprehensions of seismic risk on 
the site upon which Belene NPP is located, especially 
following the nuclear disaster in Fukushima”. As 
attested by the European-Mediterranean Seismic 
Hazard Map developed by the European Seismological 
Commission in 2003, the site Belene NPP is a zone with 
high seismic risk. The earthquake of 4 March 1977 in 
Vrancea (Romania) killed 120 people and damaged one 
third of the buildings in Svishtov, which is less than 10 
km from the Belene NPP site. In the 1980s the Soviet 
partners proposed to “abandon the site of Belene due to 
the high seismic risk”. In 1990, the Bulgarian Academy 
of Sciences also concluded that the construction of 
Belene NPP is not justified and unacceptable.
As these risks and the well-founded arguments still hold 
true today the construction of Belene NPP would 
represent an unacceptable nuclear adventurism and 
significant life-threatening risk, for not only Bulgarian 
citizens, but also all EU citizens and those of the 
neighboring regions. A severe accident in Belene NPP, 
caused by a destructive earthquake, would lead to 
tremendous environmental, health and economic 
consequences for Bulgaria and the Member States of 

Elements explaining problems of Belene 
NPP to be added to the background and 
substantiate point 2 of the appeal.

In line with the Tilt campaign.

9 GGEP 51 replac
e

the  old abandoned the abandoned project of constructing Clarification. It seems to talk about an old 
abandoned power plant, while the power 
plant is not built (yet).

10 Vihreät- 
De 
Gröna

68 add The European Green party stands for a democratic, 
clean, transparent, decentralized and safe energy 
system. Nuclear power plants cause too many 
problems and delay, rather than help the energy 
transition in the European Union.

In line with resolution guidelines, ending 
with stating a political goal.


