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These are the comments made by TERRA Mileniul III following the publication of the 

National Progress Report on the Implementation of the Stress Tests on the national regulator’s 

webpage - http://www.cncan.ro/assets/ROMANIA-National-Progress-Report-on-NPP-Stress-

Tests.pdf.  

Stress tests are defined as: "Reassessment of safety margins of nuclear power plants in the light 

of the events at Fukushima: extreme natural events challenging the plant safety functions and 

leading to severe accidents.” The European Nuclear Safety Regulators Group ENSREG 

initiated this process and intends to assess events such as earthquakes, flooding, extreme cold, 

extreme heat, snow, ice, storms, tornados, heavy rain and other extreme natural conditions and 

all man-made failures and actions. 

This submission draws the attention onto five controversial issues and deficiencies regarding 

the contents of the Progress Report: 

1. Lack of an adequate public process, including the failure to provide complete versions 

of the Report in Romanian, i.e. to the Romanian interested public. 

On the National Nuclear Regulator’s website there’s a press release issued on September 16th 

(one day after the submission of progress reports’ deadline) which summarizes in a few 

paragraphs the contents of a 50-page report. The whole report is only available in English. It 

was surprising to find the following disclaimer in the report: Due to security reasons and 

property rights, the licensee’s detailed report cannot be made publicly available. Instead, a 

summary containing all the information relevant for the public is included in this report.  

This disclaimer raises a series of questions regarding the truthfullness of the report and makes 

us wonder about the guarantees that the report does indeed present „relevant information for 

the public”. We consider that the public is the only one able to decide what is relevant, based 

on free will and personal information filters. Moreover, not presenting the Romanian version of 

the report is a blunt breach of „access to information” legislation, thus restricting the non-

English speaker public’s access to the contents of the report. 
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2. Failure to disclose details of nuclear emergency plans. 

The report passes a lot of responsibilities to the local authorities, i.e. Off-site emergency 

response is under the responsibility of the local, county and national authorities. We have to 

observe the fact that local authorities have repeatedly complained that they don’t have in their 

local budgets a special fund for training or simulation exercises. The Government even planned 

to close down the hospital in Cernavoda earlier this year, but there was quite an impressive 

media campaign on the topic and the Government eventually dropped these plans. Also, in 

chapter 4.2 Organisation of the off-site emergency response, the report lists practically all the 

actors that have responsibilities in emergency situations, but it’s not particularized in any way 

for a nuclear emergency situation.  

It is imperative, in our opinion, that accident consequences associated with operation of the 

Cernavoda NPP be fully disclosed in the final Report, in order that the full extent of the 

potential negative effects on human health, the environment and the economy may be 

understood by the public and decision-makers. Low probability or chance of occurrence is not 

a valid reason for failure to review and assess the consequences of severe nuclear accidents. 

Risk is the mathematical product of probability and consequences, so low-probability and high-

consequence accidents, by definition, have a high risk. 

 

3. Failure to assess the security provisions at the Cernavoda nuclear plant regarding the 

ability to defend against a terrorist attack. 

The report fails to describe any “human-induced” events and their potential effects. Following 

the attacks on the World Trade Center in New York and the U.S. Pentagon in Washington on 

September 11, 2001, there is little doubt that nuclear stations could not survive similar suicide 

attacks using commercial jumbo-jets loaded with fuel. 

Antiterrorist site security features should be defined and assessed, including anti-sabotage 

measures, and on-site air, marine and ground defenses capable of securing the Cernavoda site. 

We consider that the general security scenarios and the cost of implementation should be made 

public, as these should be an integral part of the station operating costs paid by the utility. 

 

4. Failure to disclose the complete nature of seismic risks near the site and the ability of 

Cernavoda NPP to withstand these risks. 

We fear that the whole evaluation was made entirely based on the documents available in 

Cernavoda NPP’s archives, with the initial technical specifications of the reactor, and 

references to the design basis earthquake, without any field research, no taking into account 

reactor ageing, maintenance etc. In the conclusions, the report presents what appears to be 

some sort of reassurance that the data are valid: “The information provided in the report covered 

both the analysis of unmitigated severe accident scenarios and the mitigation strategies addressed 

by the plant specific SAMGs. The claims made in the report are supported by a vast set of refences,  



 

 

 

most of them relating to severe accident analyses and accident management guidelines developed 

by COG based on more than 30 years of research.” 

 

5. Failure to define the hazards that may have resulted from past labor practices and 

faulty equipment at the nuclear reactors. 

It’s a well known fact that construction of the reactors at Cernavoda began in 1980 and the 

plans were abandoned in 1989 when President Ceausescu was deposed. Ceausescu used forced 

labor for construction at Cernavoda, with outrageous living conditions for workers. Defects in 

construction and the use of Romanian-manufactured components were widespread. Because of 

these known problems, a thorough review should be provided of the quality of construction 

The report should include a review of actions taken to correct defects in construction and 

component manufacture, as well as a safety review of design changes and modifications to the 
reactor and auxiliary buildings and equipment for Cernavoda NPP. 

As a general final remark, we have to note that the (unknown) authors of this Report do not 

refer to any studies that are publicly accessible. The only reference to “potential authors” is this 

sentence we found in the Report: The licensee created a dedicated team of plant specialists, 

supplemented with experts from the plant designers (AECL and ANSALDO Nucleare) in order 

to perform the safety reassessment in compliance with the ENSREG specifications. There is no 

reference quoted in the whole 50-page report. The first 30 pages, which present in detail how 

the CANDU-6 reactor is built and what “features” it has, this seems like a catalogue 

presentation.  
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