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As long as we have lips and voices 
wh ich are to kiss and sin~ with .... 

,.·ho cares if sor:1e one-eyed son of a bitch 
invents an instrur.Jc;;~ w measure Spring 'With 
c. e . cummjngs 

You have come to the 

Temelin Action Camp, 
to a society of i"'Ople ' 'ho pl~re nonviolence , peace and natural relations ac~ng people and 
tO\·ards ~ature abo,·e <atcri~l affluence. \'e ,·ould lile creativity, adaptivi :y, 
understanding and tolerance to loe o~r hi&hest authori ties here. llere, freedoo cczns ~harcd 
responsibility. 

\'e thi r.t frorJ ti~e to tire of various places o~ the globe; in cany of them, our 
effort \'Ould sec~ Jaughably uni•;:~~tznt to the J>c:Ople there. If \'t do not '·ant to Jose our 
' 'ay, ,.e shoul~ not be afr3id to doubt, for 3\'ucncs~ of cuntcxt is icpurtant above all. 

H~ut i DCII~ and the C<tp p<rt icipJnts 



GOALS OF THE CAMP 

- to help local people in their uneven fight against the plant 
- to enable locals to tale part in the decision on the plant's fate 
• to demand a stop to Temelin's construction if our arguments are not ansvered 
- to improve the public's kllOIIIedge of the problems of nuclear energy, especially Temelin 

NPP (and thereby counter the massive disinformation campaign of the government and CEZ) 
• to force the execution and public discu~sion of an Environmental Impact Assessment 

(EIA); to stop construction of the plant until :his is done and thus release the funds 
involved to North Bohemian plants 

• to offer and to shov to people that their exist alternatives to endless grovth of energy 
consumption 

• to express many people's vish to live ''ith<~ut :he risks of nuclear energy. 

MODERNE: MAN 

No:n.- V ·i. ole.nce Gu.:i. del :i.:n.e:s 

1) Our attitude vill he one of openness, friendliness and respect tovards all people •·e 
encounter 

2) Ve will use no violence, verbal or physical, tovards any person 
3) Ve will not damage any property 
4) Ve vill not bring tobacco, alcohol or non-medical drugs 
S) Ve vill not run during actions 
6) Ve will carry no veapons 

The non-violence guidelines are important becau~e they communicate both to our selves 
and to the authorities at the plant 1o'hat they can expect. Camp participants are asked to 
sign a copy of the non-violence guide! ines 1o'hen they arrive at the camp, so everyone is 
sure that ve are all starting fr011 the same assUlllptions. These guidelines can be 11odified 
and expanded by a consensus of the people paricipanting in the camp. People vho are not 
able to act vithin the~e (or modified) guidelines vill he asked to leave the camp. 



VHY VE ARE AGAINST TEMELfN 

SASIC rACTS 
Construction of the Temelin nuclear 

power plant (Temelin NPP) began in 1983 
about 2S km north of Ceske Budejovice 
(Budweis), in South Bohemia 
(southwestern Czech Republic). The 
original plan imagined the completion of 
four reactors, each with 1000 MV output. 

In 1989, the regional political 
representatives in South Bohemia did not 
extend the building permit, due to 
public protest. CEZ representatives 
tried, however, to reverse this 
decision. Thus in November 1990 it came 
to a plenary vote in the South Bohemian 
regional council. The majority of 
deputies voiced against the completion 
of the 3rd and 4th blocks - only their 
foundations had been laid. After many 
months' delay, the Czech government 
conferred on Temelin's completion on 11 
March 1993, and by an 18:0 vote (with 
one abstention), decided in its favor. 

The first reactor was to be started 
up by May 1994. Now it is expected for 
1996 (first reactor) and summer 1997 
(second reactor), although an 18-month 
delay cannot be excluded, meaning the 
start of operation in 1988 or 1989. This 
fact was also officially cited in the 
materials of the US Exlm Bank, which 
decided to support the project. 

The current plans count on building 
two Soviet VVER-1000/320 reactors. Each 
will have 2 1SS-meter-high cooling 
towers; these will each evaporate 0,4 
m3/sec of water. Since Soviet reactors 
are under current safety requirements, 
it ~o•as decided to "upgrade" Temelin with 
Vestern technologies. After a four-firm 
competition to complete this work, 
Vestinghouse Safety Systems was chosen. 

Mean~o·hile, 30 billion crowns has 
been spent thus a little more than half 
of the planned investment (69 billion). 

According to current plans, 
Tcmelin's completion should cost 38 
billion crowns. However, the total cost 
has grown several times in the past 
years; more growth can be expected. Some 
estimates speak of even 80 to 120 
billion still needed to complete it. 

FACTS SPEAKING 

AGAINST COMPLETION 

Temelin, the most expensive project 
in national history, is also a very 
debatable project. Numerous arguments 
run against the decision for its 
completion. But these facts have so far 
been ignored, and Temelin's opponents 
have not been provided a chance to 
participate in the kind of democratic 
discussions which should precede such 
a decision. 

Ve can divide the arguments in this 
vay: 

1) Political problems: 

No public partiCipation in the 
decision vas made possible. No 
discussion between opponents and 
advocates took place; the arguments 
against Temelin have not been refuted; 
nobody asked the opinion of those living 
by the plant. These are all basic 
democratic steps in Vestern countries • 
decision-making - the government ignored 
basic democratic principles. 

The Association of Towns and 
Villages of the Temelin Region (SMOR) 
represents 94 communities, from which 
65 officially registered disagreement 
vith construction (7 communities 
agreed). More than SO 000 inhabitants 
signed petitions against Temelin. This 
fact too has been ignored and 
unconsidered by the government (e.g. 
Vaclav Klaus declared that nobody around 
Temelin is against completion, and that 
signing petitions is demagoguery ... ?!). 



2) Insufficjen~ legal s~ructure: 

The decision to complete Temelin 
vas taken even though we lack an atomic 
law and law on radioactive wastes. These 
Jaws have not been passed to this day. 

Construction vork is currently 
progressing at the plant, even though 
the construction permit is invalid. That 
is, it only relates to the original 
Soviet project, which has been markedly 
changed. It follows from construction 
law that the authorization process 
should be repeated, including all 
phases: an environmental impact 
assessment (EIA), background and 
constructions proceedings. The 
often-heard objections, that the ETA law 
cannot retroactively apply to this 
already-existing project, are therefore 
false. Unfortunately, according to 
current legislation, only tvo entities 
can call for a new process: the pover 
plant (CEZO and the Regional Council in 
Ceske Budejovice - both organs are 
however satisfied and keep silent; 
nobody else has the legal right to 
intervene in the process. 

The validity of several permits is 
also doubtful (e.g. for using surface 
water, guidelines for waste management), 
because the necessary licenses were also 
given to ~he original, now markedly 
changed project. 

3) The need for Temelin NPP: 

- It has not been shovn that 
consumption growth vill make 
Temelin's completion necessary. The 
studies of numerous experts (Vorld 
Bank, European Bank for Reconstruction 
and Development, Tractebel) show we 
will not need Temelin for 10-15 years 
at the earliest. The stance of the 
G-7 countries (the seven richest in 
the world) is rather antinuclear. Many 
alternatives can be safer, more 
appropriate, less devastating, and 
cheaper. The government has not 
however taken stock of them. 

- A chapter of the Tractebel firm's 
study, dedicated to conservation 
possibilities, states that by 2010, 
3000 HV can economically be saved, and 
realistically 1200 more (this arises 
from the inhospitable state politics). 
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'Ill 
- Contrary to the Czech government's 
claims, Temelin NPP does not solve the 
problem of North Bohemian pollution. 
Temelin NPP, whose output will be at 
mos~ 1500 HV, can replace at best 
1000 MV in North Bohemia (500 MV will 
be exported to repay loans). That 
would mean a 20% reduction of S02 
emissions, which vouldn't solve the 
problem. Above all, Temelin will start 
production after the time vhen, by 
lav, all North Bohemian po .. •er plants 
should be equipped with modern 
cleaning equipment. 

It is also important to note that 
Temelin's inauguration (midsummer 
1997) vill not affect the timetable 
for desulphurization (according to the 
law on atmospheric protection, it must 
be finished by 1997). Additionally, 
more delays compared to the official 
date can be expected. 

- As, among others, Vaclav Klaus's 
speech before the Vorld Bank (October 



1993) has proven, the Czech government 
has already exhausted its 
possibilities for providing guarantees 
on foreign loans (among these loans is 
the completion of Temelln). From this 
reason it ~o•as necessary to interrupt 
Vorld Bank funded activities for 
desulphurization and recultivation of 
North Bohemia (a total of 370 million 
USD). 

- Temelin ~pp will in fact damage North 
Bohemia, in the sense that the CEZ 
monopoly (who control electricity 
production and distribution in the 
Czech Republic) sets aside the 
region's profits to finance Temelin. 
Privatization studies commissioned by 
the North Bohemian power plants show 
that their Olo'n profits would be enough 
for the cleanup. Temelin thus prevents 
an accelerated solution to the 
devestation of the North Bohemian coal 
basin. 

- The government and CEZ expect to pay 
back Temelin's loans with electricity 
exports abroad (about 500 MV a year 
for 10 years). In our situation- an 
apparent lack of clean energy sources 
- energy exports abroad is 
shortsighted and ecologically 
unacceptable politics. 

- Nuclear energy does not solve the lack 
of coal (our stocks are estimated to 
run out between 2020 and 2050). Vith 
both Dukovany (existing nuclear plant) 
and Temelin running, the stocks of 
uranium in the Czech Republic will 
last only to 2060 (Minister of 
Industry V. Dlouhy report for 
a meeting of the ministry of 
economics, January 1993). 

4) Safe-ty: 

Despite all the changes in the 
plant project, Temelin must have 
Soviet-type reactors. A number of 
experts (e.g. the head inspector of CEA, 
a French nuclear safety agency) doubts 
that any steps can be taken which would 
improve the safety of Temelin to the 
level of Vestern standards. 

Even though supporters of the plant 
often refer to the favorable opinions of 
the International Atomic Energy Agency 
(IAEA), the spokesperson of this 
institution, Hans Meyer, officially 
denied in ~arch 1994 that the IAEA ever 
claimed VVER-1000 reactors could obtain 
a license under Vestern requirements. 

Temelin NPP amounts to an 
experimental system, joining Soviet and 
US nuclear technology for the first 
time. The only other NPP combining 
Russian and Vestern technology is 
Finland's Loviisa NPP; this however 
involved a smaller reactor type 
(VVER-440), a Siemens safety system, and 
over 11 years of preparation (in our 
case, where the situation is more 
complicated due to 
a partially-completed reactor, the 
project is to be finished in under 2 
years!). It is not without interest that 
the Finns, in the start of the SO's, 
considered buying a Temelin-type reactor 
(VVER-1000), but from safety and 
technical reasons decided to avoid the 
order. 
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cracks - they were only discovered last 
year, but preliminary examina~ions have 
already found that reactors Jn France, 
Belgium, Switzerland, S"•eden and the US 
have been hit with them. Besides 
accident risk, this unexpected problem 
means financial drain. - it is estimated 
that repair costs will cost several 
billion dollars in France alone. 

From the safety vie .. ·point, steam 
generators are a very sensitive system. 
It must be pointed out that of the 64 
steam generators installed in 
VVER-lOOOs, 34 have had to be replaced 
early because of leakiness. 

The history and experience of the 
Vestinghouse firm is also important; 
this is covered in another chapter (see 
below). 

5) Vastes: 

- The radioactive wastes ~reated during 
the reactor's operatJon will be 
transported to the storage facility at 
Dukovany. But as geologic surveys have 
shown, this is located in 
unsatisfactory conditions, and 
contamination of surface and 
underground waters cannot be excluded 
in the case of an accident. 
Spent fuel presents us with one of the 
most dangerous substances on Earth. It 
remains dangerous to life for 90 000 
years, and must be isolated for this 
whole period. But so far, nobody has 
found a method for safely ensuring 
this isolation. The situation is 
therefore currently •solved" through 
the placement of spent fuel in interim 
storage sites. Because nobody can 
guarantee that a solution will finally 
successfully be found, the constant 
raising of the quantity of these 
wastes is a completely indefensible 
activity. Temelin NPP will produce 40 
tons a year. This problem is also 
known to JETE's supporters, and 
therefore e.g. ~inister Dlouhy regards 
one risk against completing Temelin as 
"the necessity of a permit stating how 
spent fuel will be treated, still 
before (Temelin's) startup (V. Dlouhy: 
Report for the meeting of economic 
ministers, January 1993). 

- interim storage sites! 
- The same problems apply to the 

decommissioning of Temel in after the 
end of its operation (25-30 years), 
which will of itself introduce 
a mountain of radioactive waste. Again 

A. 



this means a risk for Temelin of 
"a necessity of performing 
decommissioning studies before 
startup" (V. Dlouhy: Report for the 
meeting of economic ministers, January 
1993). 

- Problems can also arrive vi th the 
release of radioacthe substances 
during operation, especially tritium. 
In the surroundings of Dukovany NPP, 
the quantity of tritium is already at 
90% of the permitted limit and slovly, 
constantly rises. Tritium is, 
meanvhile, a substance of 1o1hich the 
danger for living organisms is so far 
not exactly kno\ln, Since it 
accumulates in nucleonic acids, one 
can assume that it can easily cause 
cancer and hereditary deformations and 
leukemia in children. 
Fev kno\1 the problem of radioactive 
.. ·astes created during the mining and 
processing of uranium on:s. In 
classical mining techniques, 1 ton of 
tailings (waste rock) must be mined 
and poured into heaps to obtain 1 kg 
of uranium fuel. This ton howeveJ' 
contains SS% of the original quantity 
of radioactivity. Radioactive dust and 
radon gas escape from these heaps in 
great quantity. Today in our country 
we use the so-called "leaching" mining 
technique, based on pumping sulfuric 
acid to the ground, 1o1here it dissolves 
uranium. Strafi pod Ralskem. vhere 
this goes on. is threatened not only 
by acidification of the soil but also 
contamination of underground ~o•aters 
~ith caustic uranium solution. The 
only measure against further seepage 
costs 600 million crovns yearly, vhile 
nobody knows hov to solve the 
situation in the long term. In 
subsequent uranium processing, further 
radioactive vastes vill arise, 
especially sludge. The risk of the 
sludge-storage area dams 1o1earing dovn 
is knovn, because this has happened 
several times in our country, bringing 
contamination of surface ~o·aters 
aftervards (e.g. in Dolni Roiinka and 
in Mydlovary}. 
Besides radioactive vastes, a nuclear 
plant also burdens the environment 
vith chemical vastes. These 1o1astes, to 
be precise various salts, are an 
established problem around Dukovany 
NPP - the plant releases more than SO 
tons of them daily to the river 
J ihlava! (In the last 4 years, this 
quantity has grovn by 2,5 times.) The 

Although Temelin's electricity may 
seem the cheapest according to official 
studies, in reality that's not 
necessarily so. There are several risks: 

- Unexpected operation costs: because 
Temelin is an one-of-a-kind experiment 
of connecting a Soviet VVER-1000 
reactor vith Vestern technology, it 
can be expected, as \lith any 
prototype, that troubles vill be 
discovered 1o1hich nobody 1o1as counting 
on; disposing of them could cost large 
extra sums. 

- The cost estimate for completion and 
modernization of the same reactor type 
in Germany (Stendhal-A NPP), vhich 1o1as 
completed to the same degree as 
Temelin NPP, reached 3,7 - 4,S billion 
DM for one reactor. In our country, 
the same measures are supposed to o:.:ost 
only 2 billion for both rea<.:tors. 
Either they are not preparing all 
safety measures requested in Germany, 
or the current budget is significantly 
underestimated. 
unreliable operation: the 
profitability of a nuclear pm.·er plant 
depends primarily on the percentage of 
maximum capacity 1o1hich can be used; 
Temelin can be profitable at the 
optimal 80% use, but if used only at 
e.g. 65%, costs can be 75% higher 
(France's experience). 
Temelin's economic risks are also 
pointed out by the fact that large 
international banks have not been 
villing to participate in its finances 
(Vorld Bank, EBRD, European Investment 
Bank). (V. Dlouhy: Report for 
a meeting of economic ministers, 
January 1993). 

- unclear long-term costs: among them 
belong, for example, costs of storing 
radioactive 1o1aste or decommissioning 
the plant; these can reach substantial 
sums, for example according to 
Minister Dlouhy, the costs for the 
spent fuel storage site are estimated 
at 130 billion cro~o"ns over the course 



of 20 years (V. Dlouhy: Report for the 
Meeting of Economic Ministers, January 
1993). Likewise the cost of 
decommissioning the plant is highly 
unknown. Although part of the profits 
will be laid into the so-called 
liquidation fund during operation, 
there's no guarantee that the 
necessary sum was correctly estimated. 
For example, in the USA, where there 
are more than 100 reactors, 3,3 
billion dollars have been collected. 
Experiences have sh1~n that the 
estimate does not reflect reality 
- the decommissioning of only 3 
reactors (Cook and Cooper NPP's) cost 
2,25 billion dollars so far (C. 
Komanoff: Fiscal Fission The 
Economic Failure of Nuclear Power, 
December 1992). 

- The experience of Vest ern countries: 
... herever nations have decided to build 
nuclear po ... er plants, they are now 
retreating, primarily for economic 
reasons. Even numerous articles 
published in 1992 in the Economist and 
the Financial Times point to this 
fact. In the United States, which have 
by far the highest count of nuclear 
plants, no new reactor has been 
ordered for 20 years without the 
contract subsequently being cancelled. 

- Foteign loans: the offer of state 
guarantees (30 billion crowns) on 
foreign loans for the completion of 
Temelin NPP amounts to a long-term 
threat for the state budget. 

- The CEZ ~onopoly: Since a monopoly 
magages our energy net, the net's 
modernization (decentralization, the 
construction of smaller sources, the 
introduction of energy savings, the 
development of alternative sources) is 
almost excluded. Temelin will preserve 
this monopoly another 30 years. In the 
case of Temelin's startup, you see, 
the government expects to have to deal 
with these "risks for constructing 
Temelin NPP": 

"pressure in parliament and in 
government for the destruction of 
the energy monopoly" 

• "support of energy decentralization" 
• "an attempt to create an energy 

market" 
• "competition with foreign energy 

suppliers" 
• "foreign in\'estors' interest in 

independent energy sources" 
• "governmental support for local 

energy sources and source 

diver.sification" 
• "competitive influences and the 

search for a J'eplacement product ion 
program• 
"programs using waste materials for 
energy production" 

(V. Dlouhy: Report for the meeting of 
economic ministers, January 1993) 

- Experiences with the \.'estinghouse 
firm: They built 52 reactors overall in 
the US. The average cost overrun ... as 
42096 and the a\'erage delay ... as S years. 
Vestinghouse has been accused by a 
number of companies of negligence, fraud 
and corruption. The legal suits 
especially concern low-quality steam 
generators. 

7) Legislative Problems: 

The completion of the plant ~o·as 
decided upon even though necessary 
legislation was lacking. These include, 
for example, an atomic law, a law on 
atomic ~o·astes, and conducting an 
environmental impact assessment (EIA). 

It is obvious that until these gaps 
are dealt vith, no responsible decision 
about the plant can be made. That is, 
the government decided irresponsibly. 



THE QUALITY OF TEMELiN'S CONSTRUCTION - ALL TAKEN CARE OF 

The cons~ruction of the Temelin NPP 
reactor buildings, initiated in 1986, 
has progressed do"'n the years "'i th 
a socialis~ IJOrk philosophy. These 
plants, vith their unique costs and 
hidden risks, vere also not exempt from 
the typical problems of the age: lov 
vork interest, poor management, material 
~heft and "savings• on essential items. 

Af~er ~he political changes, 
representa~ives of CEZ and the 
government had to, during their 
reintegration to Europe. allov an 
on-site check-up by the International 
Atomic Energy Agency. This agency, 
during its two visits in 1990 and 1991. 
officially referred to many problems. 
Besides ~echnical improvements, they 
also recommended paying more attention 
to building supervision and quality 
control, blatantly insufficient for 
nuclear equipment. 

The CEZ, a.s. directors vere 
required to take measures to repair 
their tarnished image. Despite a number 
of famous proclamations, these IJere 
a matter of public relations, vhich did 
not at all affect bad construction 
quality. 

As the recently publicly released 
report of the National Nuclear Safety 
Office (S0JB) establishes, in 1993 more 
violations of technological regulations 
occurred. Quality assurance programs 
vere not respectred, CEZ did not presnt 
safety documentation and the reactor 
managers even ignored the repeated ban 
against IJork on certain equipment (in 
the end they had to pay S0JB 500.000 Kc 
for this). 



"Lies have short legs" (Czech saying) 
CEZ's main step to put aside the 

lacks found by the IAEA was an 
independent audit by the 
Halliburton-NUS firm in 1992, which put 
together a detai 1 ed overv i eww of 
construction problems and on the basis 
of their analysis recommended an "action 
plan" to deal with them. 

In its report, the audit stated, 
among other problems, that: 
- the technical and financial 

coordination of construction at the 
time did not meet requirements 

- the plant's management does not have 
abundant technical information from 

the Russian designer 
- inspections of the integrity of the 

main reactor parts led to a number of 
fears which perhaps suggest further 
analysis and changes to construction 

- the extensive absence of a critical 
approach from the management side also 
leads to insufficient quality control 
of the supplied parts 

- The unfitness of the management for 
proper checking and supervision of 
construction conditions is also 
a problem 

- Temelin NPP will only have a chance to 
get an operation license in the case 
that technical measures and changes to 
construction management are carried 
out 

This was not by far a great 
awakening for CEZ, who could not expect 
better anyway. It admitted its errors, 
but nevertheless "dealt with them" from 
the start by claiming that realization 
of an •action plan• would put banish all 
the reprimands to the past. 

In March during the action in the 
US Congress, Minister Dlouhy's ministry 
also took interest in this. In the 
official view toward Temelin NPP (of 
which the leading author is Jifi Marek, 
energy counselor for Dlouhy's ministry) 
from 3. March of that year it states: 

"Implementation of the action plan 
has abolished the negative findings on 
the Temelin NPP project, arrived at by 
prev i ou.s check-ups and aud i t s ( I AEA, 
Halliburton-NUS). All the quotes from 
these studies - which are now two years 
old - are already invalid. • 

Temelin, as CEZ and the government 
assure us, is now complete in order. 
However, a serious gap was found in the 
reactor's image, unexpectedly soon. Two 
months after the writing of the position 
paper for Congress- in the end of April 
1994 the National Nuclear Safety 
Office released its report the 
supervision of nuclear equipment in the 
year 1993. SUJB writes: 

"CEZ, a.s. has so far not presented 
complete technical documentation for 
judgement and has not presented for 
legislative approval the required 
quality assurance programs ..... 

"Overall SOJB rates the state of 
maintenance of technological conditions 
and quality assurance programs ... as 
strongly variable, with frequent 
occurrences of technological 
indiscipline, among which have been the 
defective interior control system of 
CEZ, a.s." 

"The quality assurance progra~, .as 
an element of construction superv1s1on 
and instrument for assuring nuclear 
safety, has not been consistently 
followed in the construction of Temelin 
NPP." 

Reviewing the warnings of the 
2-year-old conclusions of Halliburton 
NUS, we find practically the same 
defects. The realization of the "action 
plan" has thus not brought any obvious 
results, except perhaps this, that it 
has served tEz and the government well 
for dispersing the doubts of competent 
authorities on the quality of Temelin's 
construction. 



ALTERNATIVE }IETHODS OF ENERGY PRODUCTION 

In the Czech Republic today, energy 
consumption runs bet~een 6000 and 9000 
MV. North Bohemian coal plants supply 
half of this, other coal plants 25%, 
Dukovany NPP 23%, and hydropo~er 3%. 

Energy production is the main 
polluter in the Czech Republic. Perhaps 
every Czech knows the impact of brown 
coal mining and burning in North 
Bohemia, even if those who don't live 
there can't imagine the actual 
situation. Our nuclear plants are 
however "good competition," piling up 
hundreds of tons of spent fuel, 
endangering underground waters with 
radioactive caustics in Strazi pod 
Ralskem, and polluting the river 
Jihlava's water, while the effect of 
radioactive wastes over the next 90 000 
years is something which nobody can 
imagine. 

It is obvious that with the lack of 
clean energy sources, it "'ould be 
senseless to continue the strategy of 
building heavy industry and 
metal-working industry. Our country can 
no longer serve as the forge of Europe 
and armory of the world. 

Thus it is high time to begin 
considering a modern and efficient 
energy concept. Ve could solve the above 
problems by reaching .a state where we 
will consume only what we can produce 
without devastating effects. Ve can 
survive the preceding period by 
improving our existing energy net and 
forming the prerequisites for the 
development of smaller and renewable 
sources. If Temelin (a giant centralized 
source) is finished, we won't be able to 
decentralize for 30 years at the 
soonest. 

Meanlo'hile, alternatives to Temelin 
exist. Above all we have a giant savings 
potential resulting from inefficient 
industry. It is estimated that even 
without restructuring industry. 30% 
(Vorld Bank) or 55% (the Prague agency 
SEVEn), can be saved. Also, city heating 
plants can be rebuilt so that burning 
coal or gas produces both heat and 
electricity. Vith this step, existing 
sources (nothing l.'nuld be built; little 
more coal ~o·ould be burnt) can provide 
roughly 2000 MV of electricity. 
According to Minister Dlnuhy's report, 
~o•ritten for a meeting of economic 
ministers, various factories offer us 
the unused capacity of their O\o'n 
electricity sources, which by the year 
1996 could reach a total of 2340 HV of 
electricity. Nor are the often-mocked 
renewable sources insignificant. Small 
hydropo"'er plants produced about 400 HV 
of Czech electricity before Vorld Var 
Il. If reconstructed and modernized they 
could provide up to twice as much, i.e. 
800 MV. Vind energy can produce 300 MV 
(minister Dlouhy} to 500 MV (ing. ~adra, 
director of the steel construction 
company Vitkovice). Finally, 300 MV can 
be gained from biomass. 

These sources (a total of 7.400 to 
10.300 HV) do not only exceed Temelin's 
capacity by many times, but also in the 
best case even exceed current 
consumption by about 2.000 MV. Ve have 
the possibilities. It only depends on 
us, in what "'e decide to invest, and 
what future ~o•e will create. 



NUCLEAR POVER, THE ECOLOGICAL CRISIS, & SOCIETY 

A global ecological crJSIS has 
affected the Earth. The average 
temperature is rising, the fragile ozone 
layer gets ever thinner, several species 
die out each day, the rainforests, as 
veil as arable land, are disappearing at 
a dizzying pace vhile deserts are 
spreading, chemical pollution of our 
soil, water, atmosphere is groving, and 
our stocks of non-renevable resources 
are getting critically low. 

None of these problems existed tvo 
hundred years ago. Modern industrial 
society originated roughly that long 
ago, replacing original, natural methods 
of gaining our livelihood vith a nev, 
artificial one - modern economics. This 
is built on the principle of economic 
growth and considers nature, 
degradingly, as just a source "'hich can 
be endlessly exploited. 

Modern economics spreads itself 
amazingly vell. Unfortunately, it 
liquidates nature in the process, as 
veil as the livelihood of those who get 
it from nature. Temelin is a vivid 
example of this. 

Because non-renewable sources are 
relatively cheap on the "world market", 
small energy producers supplying only 
the people around them cannot compete 
with giant multinational companies, who 
manage to ensure themselves economic 
growth far more easily. This leads to 
a centralization of production and 
power. People buried in glittering goods 
and superficial information don't even 
notice too much that they can't bend 
over by the river and take a drink, 
safely send out their children for 
a walk in the sun, that spring won't 
come, that they've sawed down the tree 
of life. 



A nuclear power plant is, as 
a source, centralized and very 
complicated, and it creates long-term 
and currently unsolvable problems. Its 
breakdo~o~n, which we can ne\·er make 
impossible, would have unimaginable 
consequences. Its construction and 
operation require complicated safety 
measures and violent interference bv 
centralized power against locai 
communities. Thus from uranium ~o~e get 
a police state. 

A nuclear po~o~er plant. as 
a "foreign substance", soon penetrates 
the lives of all those living around it. 
It provides the majority of jobs and 
practically determines the region's 
further evolution, by becoming the most 
po~o~erful resident. lt encroaches on 
economic, cultural, and political life 
- the majority of South Bohemian 
schools, sports clubs, museums, 
libraries, and theatres already depend 
on Temelin. 

The impacts of ozone depletion, 
global warming, the loss of fertile 
soil, and other manifestations of the 
ecological CriSIS are not questions of 
the remote future, but of the next 
decades. If in this same period Temelin 
goes off-line (projected for 
2015-2020), its decommissioning ~o~ill 
mean significant economic burdens for 
inhabitants, because today's official 
estimate for the costs of 
decommissioning the plant and storing 
spent fuel amount to 130 billion crowns. 
Thus .in that difficult period, our 
generation will have to dedicate tens of 
billions to destroying and storing 
a monster which will. not only be 
unnecessary at. that time, but also was 
never necessary. Our government does 
not, however, consider this. 

Nuclear energy is needed only for 
the growth of centralized production. 
The living illusion of the viability of 
a society built on economic growth 
together with the strengthening of 
central power lowers the chances for an 
overall change in societal orientation 
towards natural relationships. 



VHO IS VESTINGHOUSE? 

"The Temelin nuclear plant order is not, in itself, very important. Ve believe, hO"o·e1•er, 

that 11ith its help ~·e 11ill conclude other deals in the field of nuclear energy io Eastern 

Europe. • (Nathaniel Voodson, general director of the energy division of the Vestinghouse 

corporation) 

If you say 

"Vcstinghouse" in our 

country, everyone 

recalls the nuclear 

pover plant at 

Tcaelin. few people 

knov that they are 

the largest supplier 

of noel ear equipment 

in the world. And 

almost nobody 

suspects they one of 

the biggest 

multinational 

NATWOODSON 

of luxury buildings, 

financial services) 

in 1993. 

concerns competing 

for vorlt 

opportunities in 

Eastern Europe. 

In the course of 

the 80's, when the 

world market was created, VII settled 

a nUIIIber of strategic alliances vith 

other concerns ("itsubishi Electric, 

Siemens, ADD, AEG). 

At the beginning of the 90's, VH 

vent through major changes. In the years 

1991 and 1992, it suffered 11ore than 2 

bill ion dol Jars in losses and its debts 

exceeded 6 billion; its stock value fell 

601 fr1111 1990 to 1992. In an attempt to 

reverse this crisis, VII sold off several 

of its divisions (electrical appliance 
and furni lure product ion, cnnst ruct iun 

Vest i nghouse 

employees 

and 

From the standpoint 

of work safety and 

treatment of 

subordinates, \'H 

belongs a11ong the 

worst omployers in 

the USA. fr011 1971 to 

1990, the 

Dccupatiooal Safety 

and Health 

Administration (OSHA) 

found 1338 cases of 

legal violations 

1110111 domestic VH workplaces. Out of 

fifty closely studied firms, 

Vestinghouse finished second worst from 

the viewpoint of vork safety and 

vorkers' rights. 

Vestinghouse, fraud and corruption 

In the history of the VH firll, many 

situations can he found \'hen it resorted 

to i lie gal 11easures in order to obtain 

urders. llere are some illustrative 
examples: 



1974 • VH received a contract for originated fr011 the period of the 60~ decisil•e role in the retreat from 

construction of the Bataan nuclear pOI'er and 70s, vhen nuclear pll'o'er •·as on the nuclear energy. The "successes" of VII 

plant in the Philippines in return for rise. From this tiille, \'H, like other are definitely illustrated by the 

a payment of 17 million USD, even though producers of nuclear equipment (Siemens, folloving statistics on reactors they 

a General Electric project .-on the Framatome, ABB ••. ), has struggled \'ith produced in the US: an average 4201 cost 

contract bidding a Jack of demand. For example in the overrun, and S years' delay, compared tu 

1917 • a Canadian branch of VH "as USA, \'here VH built S2 reactors, no nev original plans. 

convicted of using illegal methods orders have been bui It since 1974. 

(a secret agreement l'ith General Citizens' movements say that 

Electric, •·hich eliminated competition) economic reasons· cost increases and 

Nor has reactor safety been 

brilliant, as is shovn by an overview of 

several events suffered by VH· built 

and had to pay a ISO 000 dol Jar fine construction delays played the reactors: 

1978 • VH paid a 330 000 dol Jar bribe to 

get a contract for con~truction of 

a thermal plant in Egypt; the bribe .-as 

received hy a dcJ•uty of J•remier 4hmed 

Sultan lsmail 

19SS • \'H had the Pentagon pay them 200 

000 dollars for goods •·hich they ne\·er 

~uppl ied 

1987 • VH \'as convicted of O\'ercharging 

the Pentagon by 9 million 

1991 • VH paid a lS mi 11 ion dollar fine 

for environmental pollution 

1991 • VH convicted of fraudulently 

Eanipulating 400 11i 11 ion dollars 

received from the government for its 

activities at Savannah River (it 

transferred money from one account to 

another in order to mask cost overruns); 

the Savaooah River director •·as replaced 

in the context of this scandal. 

1992 • VH paid 2,5 mill ion dollars to 

the Brazi Jian government as an 

out-of-court settlement (it "as accused 

of fraud and negligence). 

\'estinghouse and the nuclear business 

VH is the bisgest nuclear reactor 

supplier in the 110rld. From the total of 

420 coamercial reactors, VII has produced 

84. The majority of orders ho•·e,·er 



• in February J98j, the SCR.~H systerns at operation. • Duqucsnc Light company, together ~itb 

Salcm NPP (1000 HV • Ne;· Jersey, USA) • On 15 February .J990, the XRC announced four other Pennsylvania and Ohio 

broke do;·n the ~ix most problcmat ic nuclear electricity companies, lodged complaints 

• in December 1986, Surry NPP (820 HV reactors in the USA. Among them are against Vestinghouse. This is already 

• Virginia, USA) broke d~n at full Surry-1 and Surry2 (810 and 820 HV, tbe 12th such complaint, ;·ith more than 

production and fractured the cooling Virginia, USA) fro• Vestinghouse. 70 lw·quality steam generators by the 

pipes by an average of 45 cm. • Cracking of t;•ocooling pipes occurred Vestinghouse firm. 

• After ahmst 20 years of Sorry's at Millstone NPP (1500 KV. Connecticut, The loss of opportunities in the US 

operation, it ;·as determined that the USA) on 31 Dc:cember !990. market forced VH's leadership to try to 

reactors of this plant ha\'e a design • On 9 February 1991, the most important sell nuclear reactors abroad, especially 

error, because of >hich the cracking of Japanese nuclear accident el'er happened in Third Vorld countries. The Philippine 

a single pipe during operation ;·ould at Kihama NPP (500 HV). The report by case is illustrathe • Vestinghouse 

Kansai Electric ~er Co. and the 

Japanese International Trade and 

Industry Ministry states about the 

probably end in an active zone meltdown. 

• On 21 May 1990 a serious accident 

occurred at Rioghals-2 NPP (840 KV, 

s ... eden). \'hen operators ~ere not able to accident that reactor equipment played 

built a non-functioning plant for 2,2 

billion dollar against the projected 

price of 650 million dollars; this is 

not hwever an isolated case • Angra 1 

start either tbe main nor two backup an important role. A similar accident NPP (Brazil) cost 4,5 times more; Krsko 

pumps for the cooling pond where the had already occurred in 1987 at North (Slovenia) 6,5 times, and Size;·el I 

fuel ;·as placed during manual reactor Anna NPP (940 HV, USA). 

NUCLEAR ENERGY AND GLOBAL VARMING 

Global warming is one of the main 

ecological problems endangering survival 

on Earth. The cause is the reinforcement 

of the natural greenhouse effect via the 

influence of gases released by 

humanity's industrial activities: this 

B (Great Britain) 2,5 times more. 
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especially concerns carbon dioxide, 

nitrous oxide, methane, and freons. 

Hundreds of experts assembled by 

the UN came to the conclusion that the 

current quantity of these gases in the 

atmosphere vill already raise the 

temperature by 1,5 to 4,5°C over the 

next century. The consequences could be 



catastrophic: a shift of climate belts 

too quickly for plants to adapt, 

a spread of deserts, a rise in sea level 

and the destruction of coastal 

ecosystems, a lack of water inland, 

a dramatic reduction of food 

production ... 

But the worst part is that industry 

is releasing ever more greenhouse gases. 

Meanwhile it has been shovn that just to 

maintain the current level of varming, 

we must immediately Jo,.er carbon dioxide 

emissions by 60%, c2o by 80%, and freons 

by 100%. 
Global warming doesn't frighten 

everyone, ho.,.ever some consider it 

a saviour. Primarily, it serves the 

nuclear industry as an important 

argument to revive its dying development 

program. You see, the combustion of 

fossil fuels is one of the main causes 

of varming, and 

alternative. 

they can offer an 

It is surely an enticing thought 

- after all, nuclear. reactors do not 

burn fossil fuels, and so are from the 

warming viewpoint a "clean" electricity 

source. But let's think over this idea 

in detail and consider the consequences. 

Let's imagine that we want to 

replace all coal-burning power plants 

(coal has the highest co2 emissions per 

unit of energy obtained) with nuclear 

reactors. Let's assume that nuclear 

energy vill be very cheap (S cents/kVh 

as opposed to today's 13,S cents/kVh), 

that nuclear plants can be built 

relatively quickly (1000 MV in 6 years) 

and that all problems connected to them 

have been solved (safety, handling 

radioactive wastes, and so on). Vhat at·e 

the concrete results of our strategy? 

Ve would have to build more than 

5000 new power plants at 1000 MV each, 

which means 

construction 

one every 2,S 
costs would 

days. The 

reach 144 

billion USD a year, and operation costs 

another S2S billion. Ve would have to 

increase today's global nuclear capacity 

by 18 times, and in developing countries 

by lSS times (in Latin America alone, 

more reactors would be needed than exist 

overall in the world today). Although 

such a scenario is practically 

infeasible, it would bring us only a 5% 

slowdown in global warming. Thus it is 

obvious that nuclear energy is no 

solution to global varming. 

On the basis of the 

above-mentioned deliberations, us 
experts compared tlo'O different 

strategies for energy development 

- building more nuclear pOio'er plants and 

improving efficiency. It turned out that 

the second path - the savings path - is 

from the col-reduction viewpoint roughly 

seven times more effective than 

developing nuclear energy. 

Investments in nuclear power plants 

are thus not only not a solution, but 

also quite the opposite they lead 

finances away from activities where they 

would be used much more effectively. 



MEANING OF THE CAMP 

The leadership of CEZ, a.s. is now 
content - the Czech and US government 
have ensured loans necessary to complete 
Temelin NPP, the invalid building permit 
doesn't matter to the Ceske Budejovice 
regional council, and electricity 
imports are increasing. 

A good mood reigns in this respect 
also among the government 
representatives lo'ho authorized the 
plant's completion - communities "'hich 
spoke out against the plant do not have 
to be respected, the sporadic 
parliamentary opposition cannot get past 
the majority government, the fears of 
neighbor states are only "meddling in 
interior affairs," and environmental 
mltlatives are marginal groups, with 
marginal influence on the state's power. 

The question arises of whether in 
these circumstances ..-e have any chance 
at all and if, in such a case, further 
activities around Temelin are a waste of 
time and energy, also quite necessary 
everywhere else. I am convinced that 
continuing this campaign is our only 
honorable possibility, and that there is 
even hope in it. 

Numerous examples exist in the 
world of successful public protests led 
against already-authorized or even 
completed nuclear sites Kalkar and 
Vackersdorf in Germany, spent fuel 
storage sites in France and several US 
reactors (it must be pointed out that 
often even corruption in the highest 
places was uncovered). One such 
struggle, against Diablo Canyon NPP, has 
been described to us by Dave Henson, 
protest participant: 

"Diablo Canyon lies in central 
California on the seashore, 200 km north 
of Los Angeles. The narrow coast is 
defined by a mountain range, along which 
runs the St. Andreas tectonic fault, 
which caused e.g. the 1989 San Francisco 
earthquake and all earthquakes in Los 
Angeles and Southern California. Diablo 
Canyon is a beautiful locale, visited by 
many tourists and fisherman. is little 
polluted, and is only sparsely 
populated. In 1968, the american 
government decided to erect a nuclear 
power plant with two reactors. 

During the 70's, Diablo Canyon 
became a center of the american 
antinuclear movement. The protest 

against the plant grew into one of the 
most meaningful campaigns against 
nuclear power in the USA. The fight 
against Diablo Canyon lasted more than 
10 years. Direct actions (blockades with 
many thousands of people, continous 
penetrations onto the plant site, etc.) 
took place until recent years, though 
only after founding an activist network 
and getting adequate protest from the 
local inhabitants. 

The most important and first step 
is to offer people with information, to 
explain the context to them and to bring 
them to the point where they form 
locally active groups. The strategy was 
built on the formation of local groups, 
on building coalitions of pressure 
groups (farmers, ecologists, tourists, 
fishers, political parties, citizens' 
alliance~ etc.), undertaking legal steps 
to slow construction, forming 
a nationwide antinuclear network, 
running media campaigns, etc. Only then, 
after building in this vay firm 
political strength and required 
background, began the execution of 
direct actions. 

A movement capable of organizing 
long-term blockades was set up only 
through systematic construction. 
Activists held hundreds of seminars in 
many places for those interested in 
direct action. This led to the founding 
of about 500 small groups (from 10 to 
15 people, with a natural relation 
- e.g. they were friends or already knew 
each other from school or work). 



Vith the consent of local farmers. 
protest camps by the plant thus took 
place; an average of more than 2000 
people participated in these. Local 
villages vere prepared beforehand, so 
participants received free food and 
could use the telephones of permanent 
residents, vho loaned them automobiles, 
supplies, etc. The local police knev the 
participants and stood on their side. 

The videst variety of actions began 
to be organized - marches, boat trips by 
sea around the plant, etc. Most of the 
groups got the task of blocking all 
entrance to the plant. Some people hid 
under train cars entering the plant. 
These actions lasted six years. 
Thousands and thousands of people vere 
jailed and the prison capacity in the 
nearest tovns became insufficient. 

The participants knev vhy they did 
all this - they took a moral stand, they 
demonstrated their love for natur·e and 
their "'ish to I ive "'ith a clean 
environment. Because they stressed 
nonviolence and never let themselves 
burst into displays of violence. they 
got the sympathy of the public. \'hen the 
jails vere filled, participants in the 
blockade vere held in schools, gyms, and 
various city buildings. It vas necessary 
for the police to release them soon 
aftervards. Those \o'ho "'ere dismissed 
returned immediately to the site. 

The nuclear po"'er plant \o'as finally 
started up and operates to this day. In 
spite of that, this "'as no defeat for 
the antinuclear movement, but its 
victory. Diablo Canyon "'as the last 
nuclear pover plant completed in the US. 
Thanks to actions and legal suits its 
construction lasted 10 years, adding 
exceptional costs, making it 10-12 times 
more expensive than planned. One reason 
for the price increase "'as the 
requirement of an Environmental Impact 
Assessment (EIA) study. Its findings 
forced the investors to change the "'hole 
project. The builders ... ere compelled to 
vork out an evacuation plan, and it vas 
again necessary to change the project. 
They also had to strengthen the concrete 
l.'alis and construct special equipment to 
keep vater released to the ocean from 
being too hot. All of this immensely 
increased the cost of the plant, so from 
this time on nobody has ordered the 
construction of further nuclear po"'er 
plants, and several vere cancelled in 
mid-construction." 



It is clear the conditions for 
rousing people - even directly affected 
inhabitants to activity against 
Temelin are quite unfavorable. For most 
of their life, people have been trained 
towards passivity, and they also can't 
help this stance in face of the current 
powers (laws not permitting communities 
to decide their future, refusal of civil 
society, the unfriendly stance towards 
citizens' initiatives}. On the other 
hand, non-violent direct actions are 
evidently after exhausting 
possibilities for dialogue, discussion, 
legislation - the last path for facing 
this senseless project. 

If all goes according to CEZ's 
plans, the plant will be completed in 
1997. So there remain 3 years with which 
to try to form a citizens' moveme:nt 
strong enough to stop Temelin NPP. Thus 
this year's "Temelin Action Camp" is an 
important part of our campaign. 

tA-~~CIIl' » ~. ~ 
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Thus with this year's camp we would 
like to concentrate primarily on the 
search for and consolidation of local 
opposition, on informing citizens, on 
supporting mayors of the villages 
belonging to the Association of Towns 
and Villages of the Temelin region. ~ 
!1ATN CONTENTS ARE THUS NQT DIRECT ACTION 
and manifestations of civil 
disobedience, but creating a background 
so that such actions can be organized 
later on a greater scale. 

Ve would like to attain the goals 
of this camp by making the rounds of 
individual communities, during which we 
will visit individual households with 
petitions and information leaflets, set 
up information boards (in shops, in 
waiting-rooms, on the square etc.}, find 
and establish contacts with active 
people who oppose Temelin, support those 
who do not want Temelin but ~o•ho are 
passive (they are afraid, shy, etc.}. 
These goals are not, ho ... ever, absolute 
and untouchable, nor is the method for 
their realization. That is, the 
execution of these activities depends on 
circumstances, on your flights of 
fantasy, on the number of participants 
and on your remarks and suggestions. 



DIRECT ACTIONS 

The following information is 
directed at those who decide to perform 
civil disobedience in the framework of 
the camp, via nonviolent direct actions 
(happenings, demonstrations, blockades 
etc.). 

Ve would like to mention that we ~o 
not regard these actions as the main 
goal of this year's camp - we see this 
goal more in informing and activizing 
local inhabitants, seeking active people 
living in the Temelin region, and 
supporting the mayors of the surrounding 
villages. Ve do not however exclude 
direct actions, but only ask you 
carefully think over their appearance 
and form, so that you do not hurt others 
in their attempts to contact and support 
the inhabitants. 

Let's start 
disobedience. 
exist: 

by 
Two 

defining civil 
kinds of actions 

1) Symbolic actions •. where people show 
their concerns about an issue in 
a way which must be interpreted. 

2) Direct actions, where people work 
directly on the issue to stop or 
promote something. 

Both of 
be legal 
non-violent. 
clarify: 

these kinds of actions can 
or illegal, violent or 

Some examples will help 

DIRECT Legal Legal 
ACTllr.l Non-violent Violent 

"Classic" "State only" 

Symbolic llarch or Rally Military 
e1ercises 

l.etter·Hiting 

Direct Voting Intervention 
Boycotts by pul ice 

ACTIONS VHICH RISK ARREST (ILLEGAL) 
AND ARE NON-VIOLENT ARE ACTS OF CIVIL 
DISOBEDIENCE. It should be stressed that 
the organizers of this camp reject 
violence as a tactic and anyone 
advocating violence will be expelled 
from the camp. The illegal and violent 
actions listed above are for 
completeness and to describe some of 
what we are NOT doing. 

Marchs and rallies are one of the 
most common forms of protest and letter 
writing to elected officials or other 
decision makers is also popular in many 
places. These tactics are legal 
(generally) and non-violent. These 
tactics can be used freely, or almost 
freely by groups and individuals who 
wish to express a concern over an issue. 
These actions must be interpreted by the 
decision makers to have an effect. 
Letters must be read and understood; 
marches must be seen and have some kind 
of clear message. 

Voting is the most common direct, 
legal action. If enough people vote for 
new representatives, then it is a clear 
signal that the old representatives did 
not serve well enough. It does not need 
to be interpreted. A boycott of products 
directly puts pressure on the 
manufacturer: they feel the decline in 
sales, and if they don't act it is 
possible a boycott can seriously damage 
them or even put them out of business. 
Boycotts are also legal and direct 
actions. 

Jllegal 111egal 
Non-violent Violent 
·eo· "Terrori u" 

Trespass B1111bing a public place 

Pouring bltxJd Kidnapping a chi Id 

Blockade Bllllbing the plant 
Attacl i ng 1111rlers 



Legal, violent direct actions are 
exclusively organized by the state. 
Among symbolic ones belong e.g. military 
exercises serving to scare an "enemy,• 
among direct police actions belong 
operations to safeguard against drug 
dealers, terrorists, or students 
demonstrating against nuclear pmo'er. 

Trespassing is an illegal, 
symbolic, nonviolent act: it must be 
explained to others. Painting the road, 
which our law classifies as 
a misdemeanor (against traffic safety), 
also qualifies. 

A blockade is an illegal direct 
action. It is clear that it is making 
the construction of the plant more 
difficult (if the blockade is big enough 
and long enough it can actually stop the 
construction of the plant). It does not 
need to be interpreted. 

Setting off a bomb in a public 
place is an act of terrorism (violent, 

illegal and symbolic). It does not slow 
the construction of the plant and must 
be interpreted. Kidnapping a child (even 
if related to someone involved with the 
plant) is also symbolic, illegal and 
violent. 

Bombing the plant or attacking 
workers (either physically or verbally} 
are direct, violent, illegal actions. 
They affect the project and do not need 
to be interpreted to be understood. 
(There is a long and unresolved debate 
over whether it is possible to be 
violent against things (rather than 
people}, for example is it violent to 
cut a fence? The author of this section 
uses violence to mean injury or possible 
injury to people. Property destruction 
is not a violent act - however property 
destruction is excluded from possible 
tactics at this action under the 
non-violence guidelines). 

AGAIN IT MUST BE STRESSED THAT 
THESE VIOLEI\'T ACTIONS ARE NOT ADVOCATED 
BY THE ORGANIZERS OF THIS CAMP. Besides 
being dangerous and generally 
ineffective, they are also immoral. They 
are discussed here to highlight the 
difference between the kind of tactics 
which are consistent with the objectives 
of civil disobedience (non-violent, 
illegal actions) and other types. 

These distinctions are especially 
important when the term "terrorism" is 
being discussed. Ve are not terrorists, 
though some in the media and government 
try to put this label on us. Terrorists 
use violence; we do not. The state also 
uses violence, for keeping order and for 
blackmailing and frightening citizens. 

Camp participants practicing civil 
disobedience are willing to accept 
responsibility for their crime and are 
commiting (usually minor) crimes as 
a political statement. Terrorists, 
generally, are not willing to take 
responsibility for their crimes (they do 
not make it possible for the police to 
find and arrest them), and they commit 
major crimes and commit acts of violence 
against people. 



Vh.y Oe""t:. A:r:res""t:.ed? 

Many people ask "Vhy is it 
necessary to risk getting arrested at 
a demonstration? Vhy isn't it enough to 
march and carry our banners and sing our 
songs, but not break. any lavs?" It 
certainly is not necessary to get 
arrested to have an effective action, 
but getting arrested can be part of 
a strategy of actions. Here are some of 
the reasons vhy: 

Actions are a vay to send messages. 
The people in the region and from other 
parts of the country have tried many 
different vays to be heard, "'e have 
signed petitions, vritten letters to the 
government and lobbied in Prague. Ve 
commissioned experts to study the plant 
and shov that it is not necessary, ve 
have other studies shoving it is not 
safe, ve ha\'e organized large symbolic 
demonstration every year for the last 
several years. Ve have demanded an 
Environemntal Impact Study vhich is 
required by lav. The government does not 
listen; they are not getting the 
message. 

Non-violent, civil disobedient 
actions (those where people are risking 
arrest) are a way to send a louder 
message. 1993's Chernobyl anniversay 
actions provide a good example. There 
were two actions in three days. The 
first vas a march of several thousand 
people, similar to the march which has 
been held every year for the last few 
years on the Chernobyl anniversary. 
There vas some coverage of this event in 
the Czech and Austrian newspapers. Two 
days later there vas an arrest action of 
40 people. Almost all Czech papers 
carried the story (many on the front 
page); it vas widely reported in 
Austria, including Austrian TV. But it 
also vas covered in Dutch TV and the 
largest newspaper in Poland and several 
German newspapers and even on Ukranian 
radio! 

But getting press is not a good 
enough reason to justify breaking the 
lav. The purpose of these type of direct 
actions is to actually slov dovn the 
process of building the plant. It is 
through these kinds of actions that 
nuclear pover vas halted in the Vest. 
Both legal and civil disobedient tactics 



were used to draw attention to the 
danger of these plants and their poor 
economics. These actions also resulted 
in delays which actually increased the 
cost of nuclear po~o·er somewhat in terms 
of money but mostly in terms of the 
political cost of this option - elected 
officials and public utilities had to 
deal with an angry public very directly. 
Public utilities could not simply ignore 
the fact that building a nuclear facilty 
could result in hundreds and even 
thousands of people getting arrested and 
crowding the jails (usually only for 
a day or two) • this is more than just 
a headache; it adds significantly to the 
work that they have to do. 

But simply being an effective 
tactic is not enough to justify civil 
disobedience either. Veil-planned 
actions which risk arrest make 
a statement of our commitment and about 
the methods with "'hich lo'e ~o•ork. They 
say, in effect, that something is 
seriously wrong here and we feel so 
strongly about it that we are willing to 
break the law AND accept the 
consequences of our actions (possibly 
being fined, going to jail or getting 
a criminal record) to make a political 
statement to try to stop this mistake 
from occuring. Governments make mistakes 
and people have a responsibility to 
correct them (Vaclav Havel knew that 
what he vas writing broke the ]av, but 
felt he had to write it and became 
a political prisoner because of his 
beliefs). Even freely elected 
governments make serious mistakes - the 
US killed over one million people in 
Vietnam before thousands of 
demonstrations and hundreds of thousands 
of arrests forced the government to 
withdraw from this senseless var. 

"My brother's unemployed ... 
He fills his time with action 
groups, language classes for 
ethnic minorities, clubwork, 
neighbourly help and so on ... • 

Civil disobedience is exercising 
your right to dissent. This is not 
a right which is guaranteed in the 
constitution, like the right to free 
speech • this is a right any person can 
take vho is willing to accept the 
consequences of their actions. It is one 
of the strongest political statements 
a person can make - "I oppose this and 
I vill vork to physically stop I, even 
if that means breaking the lav." 

But choosing your tactics here is 
very important; the reason for 
non-violent, civil disobedience is that 
there is some chance ve are wrong. There 
is some chance that Temelin is the best 
solution for the Czech Republic, that it 
vill operate without accident, that 
a safe and reasonably priced solution to 
the waste problems will be found, that 
the project vill be completed on time 



and under the budget agreed in the 
contract, that other energy solutions 
(like efficiency or rene~ables or 
cogeneration) will be impossible or far 
more expensive than thought. These 
things are all possible (extremely 
unlikely, but possible). In this case, 
our tactic, civil disobedience, will 
result in no one being hurt and the 
public debate on the issue reaching 
a high level. If we are so successful 
that we actually stop the plant. this 
will be an indication of the will of the 
people and the recogn1t1on of the 
government of the need to change 
policies. 

Vhile non-violent civil 
disobedience is physically acting to 
stop the construction of the plant, it 
is a much more political act than an 
obstacle to those who would build the 
plant. Hundreds and even thousands of 
demonstrators who are following the 
non-violence guidelines (see elsewhere) 
can be arrested and removed for the site 
in a matter of days or a week or two. 
This is a very short period in the long 
life of the construction of a nuclear 
power plant. Feeding thousands of 
political prisoners. even for weeks is 
a trivial cost when compared to the 
tremendous expense of nuclear power 
plant like Temelin. But this tactic 
brings back the debate and reopens the 
issue in the public's mind. It is in 
fact a very direct kind of democracy. 

The final reason for choosing this 
tactic is that it helps to build the 
movement. It is highly visible. it is 
a strong personal statement and it helps 
to slow the progress of the construction 
- all of these things contribute to more 
people getting involved in the debate 
and more people acting to help stop the 
plant. Almost all of the non-violent 
direct action movements fighting nuclear 
power started with small groups of 
people dedicated to confronting those 
forces building the plants {gov'ts, 
utilties, large corporations) and in 
some cases these grew into mass 
movements. It is unlikely that this 
summer' action camp will stop Temelin 
with just a few dozen arrests, but when 
those dozens become hundreds and those 
hundreds maybe thousands, the decision 
makers will have to think again. Now 
maybe you think this could never happen. 
but in 1988 most people thought the 
communists would control Czechoslovakia 
for a very long time. Don't 

underestimate the power of public 
protest. 

There are other "benefits" to civi I 
disobedience. The people who are willing 
to make this kind of effort, this 
political stand at some risk to 
themselves are frequently extraordinary 
prople, people of high principles and 
deep commitment. Friendships and 
alliances with these kind of people can 
change your life. And in the end we can 
build a movement capable of dealing with 
other local problems created by 
industrial society which threaten local 
livelihood (highways, waste 
incinerators, toxic waste storage sites 
and megalomaniac projects like the 
Danube-Odra-Labe canal). 

[Short apology the long chapter on 
direct action philosophy included in the 
Czech version is not included here, for 
lack of time.] 



THE VORD OF THE LAV 

NOTE: Czech law distinguishes two 
kinds of offenses, "pfestupek" and 
"trestny cin". The first is like a US 
"misdemeanor• - it covers less serious 
offenses, and can be solved without 
court (via police varning or fine). The 
second, somevhat like a US "felony•, 
always requires a court case and usually 
ends vith imprisonment. In this article 
ve will use US terms, even though they 
will sometimes be clumsy. 

1) Possible accusations 

Of itself, trespassing on 
another'! propertv is not cause for 
prosecut1on. According to Czech lav 
200/90 on violations, only someone vho 
has penetrated another's property and 
vho disobeys the appeals of a public 
official (e.g. police, regional council 
officials, members of government 
commissions etc.) to leave such property 
can be affected. A property ovner, 
factory director, watchperson, member of 
an independent security service or 
similar person is not a public official. 
Trespassing is only a misdemeanor 
against an owner when such trespassing 
causes harm, by damaging or destroying 
objects (a gate, railings, a fence, 
etc.). 

A misdemeanor against the Jaw on 
assemblies is committed by anyone 
organizing an unpermitted or 
specifically banned assembly. This can 
be punished with a 1000 crown fine. This 
does not concern other assembly 
participants. The same penalty can be 
inflicted on anyone who during an 
assembly carries a veapon, an explosive, 
or other 9biect with vhich it is 
possible to harm someone, whenever it 
can be inferred from the circumstances 
that it is to be used for violence or 
threatening violence. For example, when 
people gather while going camping, they 
can carry a knife or a field shovel on 
themselves without implying that they 
intend to use them violently. llowever, 
when such objects are carried by those 
demonstrating against an atomic power 
plant, it probably would be considered 
a misdemeanor. 

a Blocking 
prosecutable as a 
the safety and 

pub! ic road is 
misdemeanor against 

continuity of road 

traffic. 
For misdemeanors, it is possible to 

give a warning, a fine or other 
punishments, which hovever do not come 
into play in our situation. The fine is, 
in specified cases, up to 1000 crowns; 
minors (younger than 18 years old) can 
only be fined half the normal amount. 
Underage persons, those who have not 
reached lS years, are not accountable 
and cannot be punished for misdemeanors 
or felonies. 

Vhen considering the more serious 
activities, which are felonies defined 
in § lSS and following paragraphs, 
describing attacks on authorjtjes of the 
state administration or attacks on 
public officials. Vhoever uses violence 
with the intent to thwart, change or 
otherwise affect the performance of acts 
within the competence of a public 
official commits such a felony. Such an 
offense is alvays committed when 
violence is used against police (but is 
not committed simply by grabbing an 
officer's clothing this is only 
a "rough offense"; i.e. a misdemeanor, 
not a felony. The act must involve 
violence directed against the body, 
e.g. a slap, a kick, etc.). A police 
officer receives the protection given 
public officials, even when carrying out 
a decision of the state administration 
which is itself illegal. If, however, 
a police officer steps beyond his or her 
competence and makes an unauthorized 
intervention, he or she does not receive 
this protection. It is not, however, 
decisive whether the officer intervenes 
on public or private land. 



2) L&ws on detainment: 

Ve must distinguish two types of 
short-term detainment, and besides these 
also interrogation. 

A person can be detained either 
because of pre-trial jailing (see 
below), or if he or she is suspected of, 
or caught performing a felony, .. ·hen it 
is necessary to determine identity, 
prevent escape, or to obtain evidence. 
The second case is more relevant to us. 
The detained person must immediately be 
interrogated and presented with the 
reasons for detainment. The court must 
be informed'of the detainment, and must 
either release the person to freedom, or 
impose a pre-trial jailing. In the first 
case, the detainment should not last 
longer than 24 hours. 

There is a certain problem in the 
fact that when somebody other than the 

competent police detains somebody 
committing a felony (not a misdemeanor) 
- anybody, e.g. city police or a night 
watch, is empowered to do this - this 
period does not count towards the 24 
hours. 

Vhenever the police must determine 
the identity of someone being looked 
for, they have the right to interrogate 
any similar person, for the purpose of 
determining identity. But only in this 
case; otherwise interrogation is 
excluded. 

The detained has the right not to 
testify and the right to request 
a defense lawyer, but it must be kept in 
mind that detainment will not be 
extended just in order for the police to 
find this lawyer. Refusal to show 
identity results in interrogation to 
determine whether or not the person in 
question is being looked for. 
Fundamentally, I recommend that neither 
detained persons or witnesses choose to 
testify. They may always refuse 
testimony under § 100 of the criminal 
code. It is ah·ays possible to demand to 
be informed of one's rights, to be 
presented with the text of legal 
regulations, etc. 

Only someone against whom an 
accusation has been raised can kept in 
jail before trial. Only a judge can do 
this and there are three possible 
grounds: 

if there is a danger that the accused 
will tamper with evidence 

- if there is a danger that the accused 
will run away and hide 

- if there is a danger that the accused 
will continue criminal activities 

It is not sufficient to merely 
suspect that the accused will behave 
this way; concrete evidence must be 
given to show such dangers. A person can 
only be taken into jail before trial in 
the presence of a defense lawyer. 

Minors must always be represented 
by a defense lawyer throughout the 
criminal proceedings, majors only ._,hen 
they are held in custody or if they face 
a high punishment. Foreigners on gyr 
territpry must be guided by our lavs. 
and (theoretically) have the same 
position as our citizen§. During 
interrogation they must have an 
interpreter. FOREIGNERS SHOULD ALSO KEEP 
IN MIND THAT THEIR LEGAL STATUS IS 
UNCLEAR AND THEIR TREATMENT DEPENDS ON 
INDIVIDUAL JUDGES/ COURT MEMBERS. 



VHAT TO DO IF ARRESTED 

:.wJJ '11= .. -n 
I.. - £frji ~ . J . . 

~~~' -- -···- --
It can happen that the police vill 

arrest you and interrogate you. 
Therefore it is good to become familiar 
vith your rights and vith vhat 
accusations can be put forvard against 
you (see preceding chapter). There are 
various ways to react to arrest, from 
total noncooperation (meeting all 
questions with silence), to 
communicating personal data and refusing 
testimony, up to drawing up and signing 
a statement of testimony. It only 
depends on you and the circumstances 
what form you will choose - just keep in 
mind whether your choice vill hurt 
someone else, e.g. your friends. 

In every case it is good to uphold 
these principles: 

- ALVAYS KEEP IN MIND, THAT A POLICE 
OFFICER IS NOT YOUR FRIEND, BUT 
A PERSON VHOSE FUNCTION IS TO PREVENT 
THAT VHICH YOU ARE DOING, AND MAKE 
POSSIBLE YOUR PUNISHMENT 
(therefore, don't start extensive 
discussions with officers, even if it 
seems like an informal private 
conversation - a police officer will 
see this mostly as a method for 
obtaining various facts from you, to 
be used later against you or your 
colleagues) 

- IF YOU DECIDE TO TESTIFY (VHICH VE DO 
NOT RECOMMEND), THEN DURING 
QUESTIONING, BRIEFLY ANSVER THE 
QUESTIONS POSED; I>ON'T GET BOGGED DOVN 
IN DETAILS OR TRY TO EXPLAIN YOUR 
STAND AND ACTIVITIES; VATCH HOV THE 
RECORDING CLERK HAS FORMULATED YOUR 
ANSVER AND CONSIDER VHETHER THE 
FORMULATION REFLECTS PRECISELY VHAT 
YOU DID (OR DIDN'T) VANT TO SAY - IF 
IT IS DISTORTED, DEMAND A CORRECTION 
IMMEDIATELY (IN SOME CASES, DICTATE 
THE ANSVER VORD FOR VORD AND CHECK 
OVER IT); CAREFULLY READ THE TESTIMONY 
STATEMENT ONCE AGAIN, AND IF YOU HAVE 
SOME RESERVATIONS, COMMUNICATE THEM TO 
THE POLICE AND REFUSE TO SIGN THE 
TESTIMONY 

- NEVER NAME OTHER PARTICIPANTS IN THE 
ACTION (ANSVER DIRECT QUESIONS VITH 
"I DON'T KNOV [HIM/HER)") 

- DURING TESTIMONY, IF YOU DECIDE FOR 
IT, YOU HAVE THE RIGHT TO REFUSE TO 
ANSVER ANY QUESTION IF RESPONDING 
VOULD HURT YOU OR THOSE CLOSE TO YOU 

- DO ~OT PANIC, BUT KEEP A COOL HEAD; 
YOUR FRIENDS VHO KNOV ABOUT YOUR 
DETAINMENT ARE TAKING STEPS FROM 
OUTSIDE TO MAKE SURE YOU ARE RELEASED 
AS SOON AS POSSIBLE 
(if you want to participate in an 
action, during vhich there is a threat 
of detainment, make sure that at least 
some of your non-participating 
colleagues kn<lv about it; give them 
y<lur personal data and a phone number 
to vhich your detainment should be 
announced - i.e. family, relatives 
etc.) 

- PAY ATTENTION TO THE EVENTS AROUND YOU 
AND ALVAYS THINK BEFORE YOU TALK! 



TEAR GAS 

Several types of tear gas may be 
used. Gas may be dispensed by 
helicopter, by exploding or burning 
grenades or canisters (thrown by hand. or 
launched by shotgun). lt can be deployed 
in a continuous emission by a "pepper 
fogger" or in spray form (as in chemical 
mace) discharged from tear gas batons, 
pen-type tear gas projectors and 
miniature tear gas pistols. 

CN (Chloracetopheone) is the 
preferred type of tear gas currently in 
use by the authorities. It has an odor 
similar to apple blossoms and causes 
a burning sensation on the skin and 
mucous areas of the mouth and nose. CN 
causes intense tearing and irritation to 
the eyes. All of these effects usually 
disappear within a few m"inutes after the 
individual is removed from the area of 
gas concentration. Treatment is simple 
an includes exposure to clean air 
currents, wishing the face and eyes in 
plain water, or bathing in a mild salt 
~·ater solution. 

In case someone's eyes are hit, 
wash them with large amounts of clean 
water. In no case should you use 
neutralizing solutions (it is too 
difficult to tell which gases are bases 
or acids). Proceed like this: 
1. Place the affected person on their 

side, with the injured side at the 
bottom. 

2. Vith the thumb of your left side, 
pull down their lower eyelid, and 
with the index finger of the same 
hand, raise the upper eyelid. 

3. Run a gentle stream of water into the 
en 1 arged eye opening so it f I ows dmm 
from the inner to the outer corner of 
the eye. 

In open field 
is normally used, 
to be concerned 
serious toxic 
exposure to gas. 

situations, where CN 
there is little need 

about damaging or 
after-effects from 

CS (Orthoclorobenzalmalonitrile) is 
a much more potent agent than CN. 
Generally, treatment for exposure to CS 
is the same as for CN and its non-toxic 
after-effects disappear in a similar 
manner. CS is normally used when the 
authQrities feel the need for a stronger 
show of force afteer the milder CN has 
failed. Vhenever one can expect the use 
of this gas, we recommend wearing 
a bandanna over the face. 



Dogs an trained fur various 
purposes: to hold an individual or group 
in check, to lunge for and to damage 
extremities. to bark at intruders. to 
smell mariJUana , etc. lt is impossible 
to ascertain vhat a dug has been trained 
tu do just by looking at the animal . 

Extreme caution must be u:.ed vhcn 
confronted by an attack dog. The most 
important thing to do "'hen faced by 
a dog is to RE:-IAIN CAL'1 AND NOT TO :-10\'E . 
~ukc no sudden movements. as dogs arc 
trained to rcso;md to fa:.t motion, ,.nd 
to individuals attempting to run avay . 
lt may be visc. in case a dog is trained 
to go for hands or feet, to very slovly 
attempt to place your hands behind your 
back , as vel] as to keep those portions 
of your body -'ell covered by gloves. 
socks and shoes. or cloth. 

UNDER KO C I RCU~STANCES SHOULD 
ANYONE ATTE~PT TO RUN FRO~ AN ATTACK 
DOG. They a re faster than humans and are 
provoked by fast movement. Remember that 
attack dogs are ~o~eapons under the 
control of an officer. it is pointless 
to try and pacify the dog; in fact, they 
arc usually trained to bark and scare 
people. I f confronted by a dog. make 
verbal and eye contact v ith the officer 
commanding the animal. Regardless of 
training, once a dog has hold of any 
part of a body, they do not let go unti l 
commanded to do so by their master . 



CONTACT VITH VORKERS 

In all contacts vi th thuse ~urk1ng 
on the plant. ve ask that you upproach 
the~ vith re~pect, understanding and 
tolerance. Ve al~o a~k that you keep 
a friendly at tit ude in ~peaking, 
offering leaflet~. and talking vi t h 
them. Never provoke them or othervi:-e 
increase tensions ~·h ich "•ill be high 
enough vi thout provocation. 

It has proven u~dul in ucti nns to 
choo~e fro~ the group sc,cral 
"peacemakers·, i.e. people ~ho m.lke it 
their duty to speak accoa:odatingly 'tith 
~ orkers. The most useful people for this 
role are ahays young ~·c1111en or ulder 
people, because the n.1tural 
aggressi\'ene~!. und defense:- of the 
~·orkcn. t<wurd:- them are "maller, ur at 
ka:- t "uhducd 

The media uftcn contribute tu 
;ension het.,een us and the ~orLers, .1:, 
they enjoy confnmtut ion, and thus "rite 
..:rticles placing us and ~·urkers entirely 
"bainst each other. Thi:- only "or~c.:n" 
eommunicatinn bet.,ecn u~ and ~·urkcr~. 
Particularly fur ;his rea..,un. it'" 
i111porrant to ea:p~n;.::-ize around report~ r ... 
th.n •e arc not ag.-in,.t "orker~. but the 
plant 

OUR E~E~Y IS THE 1\UCLEAR I 1\DUSTR\ 
AS A \'IIOLE, AI\D '\OT LABORERS \'ORKISG 0:\ 
THE PLAI-T, even 1f they per:;unally 
support nuc lear energy. Ve mu:-t shu~· 
that "'e understand the situation nf 
those "'ho had no other vork opportunity 
than at Tcme 1 in i t 's not the i r 
mistake. 

Texcs and druwtng.\ fH"<!JHif'etl IJy· 

• runislav Krc:C:ek, Rohet·c 

, •tc,Cka. Venula Pa coC:konl, 

/o~kov~kj, and orhe~~. 

The:-e method~ can he used tu lu.,er 
ten~ions during action:- : 
I) Distributing leaflet~ and infurmutinn 

about ourselve-., our goal~ and 
motivations, ut lea~t u I.'CCk hefnre 
the action ~n t hat "·ur~ers have 
a chance to ub!>orb our point nf viev, 
vithout being immediately placed in 
a situation vhich they vi 11 pl"imuri ly 
see as an ut tuck upon them. Le 1 's 
consider vhich aspects nf Temel in 
affect the vurkers per~onally, and 
formulate these in a manner 
acceptable to them. 

2) Try w feel their pn~ition in:-ide 
your!oelf Simulate and imagin.: vhat 
kind of benefit!> they ~ee frn:a their 
job repaying I nun!>, :-upport i ng 
their fa•i I i e~, pre!>t i ge and 
a feeling of ~afety fru111 regular 
i ncume. I 111ag i ne in "'hat manner 1 hey 
may react 10 u ri~~ uf ln~ing thci r 
~·uge. Take into account that ""orkers 
vill tend to react emntiunally and 
aggressively. 

3) Try to interact a:. openly as pn~sibly 
vith them during action~. even if 
perhaps they totally dis<~grce vi th 
us. For example, it i~ possible tu 

ask them to tu~c leaflets to the 
construction !>ite and hand them uut 
to co-vorkers. 

4) You can pleasantly offer tea, 
cookies, flovers and so on (but be 
careful that thi:- does nut appear us 
a provocation). 

Tt·u•nlcJtC!tl hy £~ikk Piper"'"' Jn11 Benlnek 
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