


Nadiya Fedorivha Ogievych

Date of birth ::
Family :

Half a litre of milk sampled by the team from
Greenpeace International during our 2011 field
trip was found to be 6.5 times above the
radiological limits permitted in Ukraine. So the
team decided to visit the home of the Ogievych
family, who had provided this milk for our
sampling.

Two tall circular haystacks decorate the front yard of the family’s
property in Drozdyn, a village in the northwest of Ukraine. As we
approached the house, the characteristic beeping sound of
our gamma spectrometer was triggered and it would not calm
down. The haystacks contained caesium-137 and were
exhibiting up to six times higher radiation levels than their
background surroundings.

Nadiya Ogievych listens to the sound of the gamma
spectrometer calmly, and looks at the food for her cows with
regret. She is not surprised.

Swampy areas are places known to accumulate radionuclides. If
vegetation collected from these contaminated areas is turned
into hay and given to cows on a regular basis, the radionuclides
will also accumulate in the animal and be transported into their
milk. If people drink this milk, the long-term accumulation of
radioactivity in human bodies can lead to many severe illnesses.
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As subsistence farmers, changing their way of life after the
catastrophe wasn'’t an option.

We asked Nadiya whether she remembers when they were
informed about the Chernobyl catastrophe. She couldn’t
remember precisely how long it was before they knew what had
happened, but she did remember that there wasn’t enough
information available at first:

25 years after the Chernobyl catastrophe, some people say that
things are getting better. Some people say that there aren’t any
problems, anymore. Nadiya doesn’t agree.

For now, Nadiya is looking forward to the end of winter.
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Mykola Isaiev

Date of birth ::
Family :

Mykola Isaiev was one of the liquidators in
charge of cleaning up the consequences of the
Chernobyl accident in 1986. He worked in
Chernobyl from 1977 until 1991. Today he
suffers from heavy allergies, asthma, ischemia,
pancreatic diabetes and hepatitis. He spends
around two months in hospital every couple of
months.

When Mykola arrived at work, he knew that something bad
indeed had happened. He tried to call his family, to tell them to
get out, but all of the telephone connections were down.

When he went to Kiev at the end of April to inquire about his
family’s whereabouts, the names of his wife and their two
children didn’t appear on any of the lists. Fortunately, the Head of
the Chernobyl plant had given him a letter that stated that he was
looking for his family and should therefore be allowed to use any
means of transport for free. In May, he was able to briefly reunite
with his family.
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Mykola returned to Chernobyl to continue his work. At the end of
July, the radiation dose he had received during this work was so
high that his eyes, nose and lungs suffered from burns and he
was sent away for a while. At this time, he and his family were
supposed to get an apartment in Kiev.

As far as their personal belongings were concerned, he only
saved a couple of things — including his favourite book, James
Fenimore Cooper’s ‘The Last of the Mohicans’, and the family’s
fridge. Even though the fridge was determined to be safe, he
nevertheless preferred to keep it out on the balcony.

Mykola has received many medals for his work as a liquidator,
but these don’t help him in everyday life.

When he realised that the rights of the Chernobyl victims were
not being upheld, Mykola started to work with various NGOs. In
1991, he set up the Union of Chernobyl Victims and became its
Head. Today, he is the vice president of the Chernobyl People’s
Party of the Ukraine, founded in 1998 to exert pressure on the
government.
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Summary

In the early morning of 26 April 1986,
a major nuclear accident occurred in
reactor number 4 at the Chernobyl
nuclear power station in Ukraine,
then part of the USSR. Releasing
several hundred times more
radiation into the atmosphere than
the atomic bombs that were dropped
on Hiroshima and Nagasaki, the
reactor’s explosion and subsequent
burning went down in history as the
world’s worst civilian nuclear
accident to date. The consequences
were felt across Europe - and persist
even today, 25 years later.

26 April 1986, 1:23am
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Nuclear reactors -
a ticking time-bomb

Chernobyl was the world’s worst
civilian nuclear accident to date. Yet,
it is by no means the only one. The
history of nuclear energy is a history
of accidents, right up to today - from
partial meltdowns to radioactive
leaks to internal system failures.
Records show that these accidents
are not confined to a particular time,
country or reactor type. This
underlines what Greenpeace has
been warning for decades: Nuclear
energy is inherently dangerous.

Shika (Japan), 1999

Tokai Mura (Japan), September 1999




Kashiwazaki-Kariwa (Japan), July 2007

David-Besse (US), March 2002

Kozlody (Bulgaria), March 2006

Forsmark (Sweden), July 2006
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The conflict between nuclear
and renewable energy

Nuclear energy is sometimes portrayed
as a useful instrument in combating
climate change, mainly by the nuclear
industry itself. This is not the case.

On the contrary, as research by
Greenpeace and others shows,

the continued operation of nuclear
power plants prevents a large-scale
integration of renewable energy into
the electricity grid, and channels
investment away from where it

can actually make a difference to

the climate.

There is another conflict emerging
between renewable energy and dirty
energy (which includes nuclear energy
and CCS - carbon capture and storage);
access to subsidies for so-called ‘low-
carbon technologies’. Especially in the
UK, the government and nuclear lobby
is arguing for a ‘level playing field’
between low-carbon technologies, so
that nuclear and CCS get similar
support as renewable energy.
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Renewable energy
successes

They don’t carry the risk of
potentially disastrous accidents.
They don’t produce dangerous
waste. There are no climate-harming
carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions, once
they’re up and running. Renewable
energies are a clean, sustainable
alternative to nuclear energy — and
they’re not just growing faster every
year, they’re also becoming ever
more economically viable.

Predictions by Greenpeace and
others show that, if the right
decisions are taken, global
renewable sources could cover 40%
of the energy demand by 2030 and
80% by 2050. For electricity,
renewables could deliver close to
100% by 2050.
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Accident liability
protection

25 years after the Chernobyl
catastrophe, the nuclear sector is
still covered by a confusing
patchwork of international liability
regimes. Weak or non-existent
liability rules are a particular cause
for concern in developing countries.
Meanwhile, legislation typically caps
the liability of reactor operators at a
minuscule fraction of the likely cost
of a significant nuclear accident.
These caps act as implicit subsidies
to the nuclear industry and distort the
electricity markets.

“The limitation of the amount of
this liability is clearly designed as
an advantage for the operator, in
order not to discourage nuclear-
related activities.’
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Food for
thought

The accident at Chernobyl

resulted in the large-scale release of
radioactivity. Vast swathes of land in
parts of today’s Ukraine, Belarus and
Russia were contaminated. Twenty-
five years later, the world’s attention
has moved on.

Contamination doesn’t disappear
overnight, however. In March 2011,
Greenpeace sent a team of
researchers to one region in Ukraine
to test food samples. The small pilot
investigation showed that key foods
sourced in the region are still subject
to contamination with radioactivity
today.
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Fukushima
fall out

As of 28 March 2011, the situation

at the Fukushima 1/Daiichi nuclear
power plant in Japan was still
unfolding, and it could still become
worse. The exact radiological
impacts are as yet unknown but
more information on radioactive
fallout and contamination of food and
water continues to emerge.

Serious problems remain with the
cooling of the three reactors that
were shut down after the earthquake.
Reactor cores need to be cooled
continuously to prevent further
meltdown of the fuel rods and
radioactive releases.

The spent fuel pools of all six
reactors at Fukushima 1/Daiichi
remain problematic. These pools
contain large amounts of highly
radioactive material and if not cooled
for a longer period of time,
explosions and melting of the
radioactive fuel rods can occur,
potentially leading to serious
radioactive releases.

If cooling is restored to all of the
reactors and spent fuel pools further
disaster can be avoided. It might take
weeks or months to get the situation
completely under control, and to end
all radioactive releases from the
plants, since there is suspected
damage to the containment of the
reactors and the spent fuel pools are
in direct contact with the
environment due to earlier
explosions.

Since the crisis in Japan began, our
thoughts have been with the people
of Japan, and with the nuclear
industry workers who are heroically
risking their lives attempting to
control the situation. It has been a
race against time to avoid an even
greater catastrophe, and we hope
that the worst can be avoided.
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