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Paratore 

According to my personal experience in the nuclear field, which goes back to the early ‘80s, the stakeholder 
engagement in Italy has completely changed in the last decades. Indeed, Italy was among the first countries 
in the late ‘50s to operate NPPs (Ispra-1, Latina) and one of the major producer in the ‘60s. 

During those years the stakeholder involvement was driven mainly by the hope of a new clean energy 
which could have solved the energy need of the world; nuclear transports, for example, were quite easy to 
be arranged, but following the TMI accident (1979) first debates occurred. 

The public perception and mood in the nuclear sector started to change in Italy after the Three Miles Island 
(TMI) accident in 1979 and then dramatically changed after the Chernobyl accident. The environmental 
sensitivity increased; the first referendum which stopped the power production actually canceled the 
perception of benefits (power production, jobs) and maximised the perceptions of risks while worsening 
the trust and confidence in the institutions (Enel at that time). 

The situation didn’t improve in the ‘90s and 2000: the Fukushima accident in 2011 brought again the focus 
onto risks without giving space in public debate to benefits-related issues. Italy didn’t restart its nuclear 
programme but we have anyway high risk perception connected to existing NPP’s and installations and 
waste legacy. 

Indeed Italy has generated and will generate (through decommissioning) a considerable quantity of waste 
and for this is considered by EC as a ‘country with a nuclear programme’ (ILW/HLW>17.000 m3, 800 of 
which are HLW). 

A survey performed 4 years ago by Sogin on a sample of 1500 persons showed that around 70% declare to 
be not sufficiently informed about radioactive waste and around 95% would like to be more informed; 50% 
don’t know that waste are generated not only by power production and 50% don’t even know that Italy’s 
got nuclear power plants; 48% is in favour of a centralised repository. 

This is quite promising towards the realisation of the National Repository, an infrastructure to be localised 
on a single site with a facility for the disposal of VLLW and LLW and a facility for long-term storage of ILW 
and HLW; this situation, quite unique in the international arena, will enable us to complete decomissioning 
and to release nuclear installation’s sites from radiological restrictions. 

The siting process is based on the so called focussed-volounteerism approach; namely the identification of 
a Map of Potentially Suitable Areas (CNAPI) and the expression of interest to host the repository from the 
local communities of those areas. 

The CNAPI and the preliminary design, together with complementary information that include the provision 
for community benefits, will be published once received the green light from the concerned Ministries. 

In the meantime, Sogin is planning communication activities based on drivers like information, 
transparency and involvement, in order to stimulate expressions of interests to host the repository by local 
communities of suitable areas; a first phase at national level is undergoing; it includes information 
campaigns on radioactive waste and ‘open days’ for visitors in the nuclear installations; activities at local 
level shall be started afer the publication of the CNAPI. 

The draft of the National Programme according to the Euratom Directive 2011/70 has been published on 
the web site of the competent Ministries but not yet sent to EC (Italy is under an infringement procedure 
and deferred to the Court of Justice, together with Austria and Croatia, for delaying the issue). 



Q&A 

Q from Mrs. Padoani (ENEA), about potential complications deriving from LLW disposal and ILW/HLW 
storage in a single site. 

A: SOGIN, as project’s implementer, has to respect Legislative Decree (31/2010) and the national solution 
there provided. Nonetheless, we are ready to analyse different options if requested to do that. A fair 
evaluation should acknowledge that siting two facilities in two different sites may create additional 
problems. 

Q from Mr. Sepielli (ENEA), about the future availability of a final solution for ILW/HLW: when and how? 

A: From the draft National Programme, which has been published within the Strategic Environmental 
Assessment procedure, and the EC report on implementation of the Directive 2011/70, one can derive that 
Italy is among the around 50% of the european countries aiming to a “shared” solution for disposing of 
ILW/HLW and in the same time not indicating actual actions for such a solution; it must be said anyway that 
the European Commission is finally starting to sponsor joint initiatives like the European Joint Programme 
within the Horizon 2020 Programme and other interesting alternatives are being explored by organization 
like ERDO. Sogin will wait for indications by the Government in order to be ready to explore the most 
promising solution.  

Q from Mrs. Maria Rubio del Mar (University of Navarra), about which actions Sogin is planning in order to 
be ready to the possible strong reactions from concerned local communities after the publication of CNAPI. 

A: Sogin is currently paving the way for a full and open participation of local communities, as required by 
the Law. A National Workshop is foreseen and probably several regional Workshops will be arranged where 
Sogin will be able to illustrate its work and where a complete set of topics will be discussed: indeed we 
have to consider that the CNAPI will be published together with a comprehensive set of documents 
showing the process that led to the Map, the Preliminary Design of the repository  and other documents 
describing the overall set of direct and indirect benefits (like jobs and the Technology Park) which 
constitutes the so called ‘added value’ for the hosting communities. It is clear anyway that many additional 
actions shall be put in place after the publication of the CNAPI in order to drive appropiately the 
stakeholder engagement in the Repository siting process. 

 

 

 


