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Energy Background for NPP2

Structure of production sources for electricity in 
Slovenia in 2005



Electricity market: Europe



Continental Europe Electricity Blocks



Referernce flows UCTE, peak of 
1.17.07



NPP2 not needed for Slovenia

Coal scenario, IRNE, IBE, 2005



New power plants w/o NPP2 

Coal scenario + some gas and hydro >10MW



NPP2 (Krško) is an immature idea

From an energy study 2005 (IRNES, IBE 2005)
No mention of NPP2, only life extension for #1



Main study for NEP 2004: IJS 2003

Analysis of energy
strategies and long-
term energy balances
up to 2020



Proposed #1: Energy efficiency



Less power plants in EE strategy (JSI)

Excess power in 2020



Why NPP2 ?

NPP2 was declared as one of the major long-
term projects for development Slovenia by 
the government (decision of October 12th 2006)

No feasibility study released to the public
A back-of-the-envelope calculation?

No compelling power supply arguments
NP is not a commercially competitive technology

What are the driving powers behind the 
NPP2 idea?



Actors in favour of NPP2

Who are the actors
Nuclear experts
Nuclear industry
Politics

Relative power
Experts: not a very powerful lobbying group
Nuclear industry: none in Slovenia
Politics - yes!!

Local (Lower Sava Region, Minster Vizjak)
National (SDS)



Why is the “project” urgent?

Cash flow
NPP#1 soon to be fully paid-off
Electricity prices high

What is the tune?
2.5 TWh x 20 Euro (price-cost) difference
= 50 million Euro/year

This cash flow is to be “secured”



Natural owner of the rent?

People of Slovenia should seize the rent
The rent should be used as best needed

For budgetary needs (?)
Deposited in long-term funds (pension funds)
Other

The rent is not to be controlled by the power sector 
or politics in a non-transparent manner.

Coupling of GEN-Energija with Istrabenz-Gorenje is a non 
transparent transaction that involves the public rent
Many other sponsorship channels prepared

Faculty of Energy, Krško
Lower Sava Project

If NPP2, than it should be a private investment



Public opinion – Eurobarometer 2006



EU countries above average for NP



EU countries least in favour of NP



Victories for NP in Slovenia

No electricity without Nuclear Power, 1992
staged brownout on February 5-6, 1992

dispatchers did not request support from A or I !

immediate shift of public opinion
“Is a referendum on NPP closure necessary?”
37% “yes” 48 % “no”, February 14. 1992

Replacement of steam generators, 1995-
1999

a low-profile government decision 1996
transport of the  steam generators through Slovenia 
1998: event of the year”



Persuasive power of power

DELO, February 7th 1992: “Slovenia without nuclear power due to a fault”,
The NPP was down for app.. 24 hours due to a minor defect on a turbine. 
Household customers were on a rotating brownout during most of the day.



February 1992 brownout effects 

“The Greens are 
proposing a referendum 
on early closure of NPP 
Krško. Do you think the 
referendum is 
necessary?”

A week later a poll 
showed that 48.3% of the 
sample was against a 
referendum. 
There was no further 
action of the government 
in this direction.



Politics for the masses

Andrej Klemenc, Slovenian E-forum, Salzburg 
2000, Analysis:

STORY 1 ( 1970’s): Politics of “We”
NPP is development

STORY 2  ( 1980’s): “Us against them”
NPP viewed as a communist project

STORY 3 ( 1990’s): “They against us
Croatia, Austria …



Recommendations

NPP2 only as a private project
Not a proposition that general public will understand

No NPP2 w/o solution of the spent fuel storage 
problem

Avoided everywhere, also in EU (EURATOM)
Irresponsible to the future generations

What is the opinion on NPP2 in Croatia and other 
countries? First get a consent!

The site (Krško) is not good
Irresponsible to our neighbours

Is export of electricity from NPP2 and/or Slovenia 
sensible?

New transmission capacity also needed


