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The event hosted a discussion on nuclear energy that saw the participation of François Lévêque from Mines 
ParisTech, William D’haeseleer from KU Leuven, and Maurizio Boella from the DG Energy at the European 
Commission. 

Prof. Lévêque outlined the contents of his book “Nucleaire On/Off”, Prof. D’haeseleer presented the contents of a 
recent report on the economics of nuclear energy, and Mr. Boella presented the Energy Framework 2030, keeping 
an eye on nuclear energy.  

Some of the points that arose during the presentations and the subsequent discussion were: 

• The cost escalation of nuclear power is much lower in France than it is in the US, and this has created a 
controversy over the real cost of nuclear power. 

• The probability of the occurrence of accidents is difficult to calculate. Some measures only use the 
knowledge we have on the technology, some others only use the available observations, but a better 
approach uses both to have a more sensible estimation. 

• Fukushima certainly did change the landscape, but it is difficult to ascertain how large the change was. 
Arguably, it could show that a captured regulator may be the reason for an increased risk of accidents 

• Policy makers look at the probability estimated by the experts, and also at the risk perceived by the 
laymen, but to which extent? In any case, all perception biases are relevant in the case of nuclear power.  
The German decision to anticipate the nuclear phase-out program after Fukushima is an example of 
decision based on the perceived probability 

• While nuclear plants is not cheap to build, some of the costs are relatively low. For example, fuel costs are 
relatively low, and so are the system costs 

• The Energy Framework 2030 focuses on sustainability, security of supply, and competitiveness. For 
nuclear energy, the discussion becomes contingent on safety/security, public acceptance, and research 
and development. 

• The latest news on Hungary will lead to scrutiny by the European Supply Agency 
• The European energy market is not optimal, and some regulatory failures have been fixed by other 

regulatory failures (WD) 
• Investment in nuclear also depends on policy stability, and at this time it is low. Also, it remains to be 

determined who would be liable in case of accidents: The operators? The manufacturers? 
• There is a trade-off between CO2 emissions reduction and nuclear waste management. What level of each 

is optimal? 
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