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1.

(Environmental impact assessment report summary in Latvian language does not give 
clear opinion on which of the proposed alternatives is chosen. Please clarify.)

2.

  

(Environmental impact assessment report summary in Latvian language does not give 
clear understanding how alternatives about extending the service life of the Olkiluoto 1 
and Olkiluoto 2 (with and without upgrading their thermal power) can be compared with 
alternative when service life is not extended. In the document it was mentioned that 
environmental impact assessment for alternative when service life is not extended will be 
done only when it is decided not to extend service life.)

3.

  

(Environmental impact assessment report summary in Latvian language in the section 

protective actions are needed in other countries in case of nuclear emergency. If needed,
please clarify what kind of protective actions could be needed in the other countries.)

4.
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Emergency, Nordic Guidelines, 2024, 27.lpp.
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(The Environmental impact assessment report (full version in English) section 6.18. 

possible emergencies and their transboundary consequences. To assess long term effects 
the severe accident scenario was developed with release containing 100 terabecquerels 
(TBq) of the ceasium-137 (Cs-137) nuclide as well as other radionuclides with the ratio 
that fallows how they are expected to be released in proportion to Cs-137 in the case of an 
accident. In table No.67, page 291, there is given information about fallout for nuclides 
causing the highest radiation doses through fallout at different distances from Olkiluoto 1 
and Olkiluoto 2 during a severe reactor accident. If we compare fallout level in 500 km 
distance with the operational criteria in the Protective Actions in a Nuclear or Radiological 
Emergency, Nordic Guidelines, 2024, page 27, then operational criteria regarding I-131 
levels in dairy products such as milk could be exceeded. Can you please confirm that our 
evaluation is correct.)  

 

Protective Actions in a Nuclear or Radiological Emergency, Nordic Guidelines, 2024:  
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(If the finding in point 4 is correct, then it is important to indicate what protective measures 
should be in place in other countries, including Latvia, and what monitoring activities 
should be implemented. This information should be included in the EIA summary.)  

6. 

  

(On page 254 of the EIA report, it is stated that according to the current plan, the final 
disposal of spent fuel at Posiva is going to begin in the 2020s. Considering that it is 2025, 
we ask that the information in the report would be clarified.)  

7. -
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-
surface final disposal project for low-level waste in Olkiluoto which according to the 
current schedules, will begin in the mid-

  

(On pages 255-256 of the EIA report, information is mentioned on the volumes of 
radioactive waste in relation to the planned activities - very low, low and intermediate level 
waste. Information is mentioned on the increase in the volume of waste. The section 
mentions that the VLJ waste disposal facility is intended for very low-level waste, but it 
does not mention any plans regarding low and intermediate level waste. Please supplement 
the report.  

At the same time, it is mentioned that it is planned to analyze the implementation of the 
separate near-surface final disposal project for low-level waste in Olkiluoto which 
according to the current schedules, will begin in the mid-2020s. Please supplement with 
current information, considering that it is 2025.)  
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