





f ~, product1on that nuclear energy has taken 1ts place. ‘Fdr'nucleaf'%,
 energy is- primarlly -,and 1n the immedlate future will be almost

exclusxvelyf‘ g means of generatlng electricity. 31""

*fﬂffncﬂ rapﬂﬁly approachl,g N 

"a5f;fuels wlll be 1mpcrted.




© "In order to stimulate the initiative of persons and

:  1f3enterprises and to facilitate the coordinated development
St investment by them in- ‘the nuclear field, the Commissionl

'?fshall perlodically publish programmes indlcatlng, in
fpartlcular, the- production targets for nuclear anergy and

“the,varlJus types of 1nvestment requlred er thelr _‘H‘:‘ ”:~~
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”;;ffenergy too rose~0010ured.k; Neverthelesa, we were of the opiniqn
f that this fﬂrecast shnuld be'left unchanged. - ‘ ‘

jbeen cnmpletely ailenced by cﬁld

J ér plants,‘ h§ abcﬁf7€héir'éafe€y
hereyls & growing convictien that




Nonetheless, there are still obstacles to the optimum ;
“~utillzaticn cf this new and cheap source of energy.“ A target

f‘ff'",",—Progranme, withln the neaning ’f Article l"O of the. Eurat

 jTreaty, which“]ﬂf the basis uf erecaat nf nucloar energy

1dev“loﬁmént 1ndicates what auxlli_,‘ industries will b@ required o




: ‘PubliShed in 1962 are~ cheap energy shpply, éuregua.ding of the
_1;[supply, a free chrice of energy sources for the consumer and a
uégoint commercial policy."‘ The object of the proposals is in“f
Lthe long term to ensure that energy is aupplied as cheaply ‘as’
;possible undermch”dltluns affmrding maxlmum safeguarding of f_

ises from the s
ple processLLike

nuclear flSS




 '  ;t is true that frum the point of view of costs nuclear

?{' "power plants of the present type can stand comparison with coal=

!}iand 011 fired generatlng stationa. ,ﬁ awever, if ve were to uae

,aclei present in the uranium would be split i e. made

‘i: Thls would be a waste of nature s uranium




”fffrom the 1rradiated fuel but we have to haVe & certain quantity
M"ifgof 1t before we can supplj the nocessary 1nit*a1 charge fwr the ;“

Tl;breeder reactcrs. The breoders 1n turn W111 thpn sfop up *he x

';th se reactor tYPes, the ff ﬁ*f7VV*5

optmmum patto n;::;f ;f§f¢
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4 » The Commission ohose the second course, and there was no ,
frlack af~criticiam as a result. Nevertheless, it is still as firmly
‘V*_canvinced as ever of the" soundneas of its choice.‘,‘«,? ' s

\dvantages and
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' to store up “the plutoniuu obtained ‘and wait until the breeder
w*fﬁfreactor has attalned technical maturlty, 8o that we could ‘then

' fuse the plutonlum to produce nuclearf‘ ergy’in a manner which is -







”evelopment of fast reactore., This flexibility 15 nn impurtanf;g,j”‘

:aadltional advantage of the forecast. g

;I;previously mentioned that this model is closoly linked   §1
, . ‘ .esearch programme.’ For example, Euratom 15 -"i
’ 'f“a certain intermediate




Cawe

;-,framework of the OECD and in which Euratom is taking part on an
foct:i.ng with the UK e.nd, un the other hand, through an






industrial policy and to submit cnnerete propmsala to the COnnoil
of Miniaters ,n the subject.‘ You will appreciate that I oannot

‘antlcipate the tenor of theae prrpoaals., Howover, 1 ecan try
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'f" frequirements, 1t is sufficlent merely to refer tm an existing
1"standard. : In 1nternat10na1 practice, thls system is fcund to

' Q‘fcf unlfrrm Btandards

_ of course, with the existing natl
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‘__ f3ask whether it would not be desirable to formulate a more circum~: |
‘1',5 spect policy than the syatem of non~exclu51vity, which at first
Bight“appearsrso.objectlveJ"fa~' LI T S e :

q flcwity ia encountered,,;i,f :
ntal¢Europe, such as the

uclear ind“try possesses a nuclear
‘nce of the knowledge and“






This is all the more cogent aince, once auch a choice has’

rft{beenrmade, it will in all probability be neceaoary ‘to have more

“otyp‘iof a given kind. In thia connecticn, cooperation




