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INTRODUCTION

It is a pﬁrtlcular pleaeure for rme to ‘be nble ‘once again

“fite glve the Atomlc Industvlal Foer an, prOSltlon of the. trends

‘ ~”subgect on two prev1ous 06”&51
7”Q5after +wo years I aﬁ agaln seandl

n77¢iust as I was last ULme~— to seeﬂ

i‘vsthe large eeectrﬁclty proauﬂers, w1th the 1nsurance cempanles and

 e1n +he develop"ent of ﬂtomlc energy in the European Communlty.

rﬂd:to adﬂress you on thlS,: W~k
n 1960 and in 1964, and 1f

> efo;e you, I am aseoundod «jf\:}};»ef'

I have 11reaey been pr¢v1le

, hOW- wpldly nuclear developmcnt
is forglng ahend not only in the Unlted States but also 1n our

'own European Communlty.

; ,I promised the organizera'of this. forum ‘that I Would
present data on the evelftion of the cesu cf fuels, beth

conventionzl and nuc1e°'* : Before dolng so, “however, 1t seems to

me as well first to show you, with reference to a few graphs, the

y'results of a stuiy that we hbve Just carrled out in collaborutLon o
: ,with the. gcvernments of our six Member-states, namely Germany, France,,] o
‘the Netherlands, Belglum, Luxembourg, and Italy, and also in colla- “5,fg

borat:on w1th *ndustrlr’ enterprlses 1n those six countrleq, Wluh

,wlth the trhde~un10ns.

When you have seen these graphs, you w111 have acqulred some‘~”“

‘ background 1nf0rmat10n‘whlch w1¢1 enable you the better to unrﬁ

stand my ex9051t10n onﬁ er:al cos*s.‘;fV'
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My object in the subsequent part of my address is to provide
a few comparative data on the present situation and the foreseeable
. trend for fossil and nuclear fuels in the European Community
~countries. |
These two types of fuel, which are found‘side by side on the
‘ market, will condition the future of nuclear energy in the six

'countrles concerned.
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FOSSIL FUELS

Leaving aside certain fuels such as blest-furnace gas, and
even lignite, whose influence will be appreeiebly curtailed in the
future, we shall «amine the position of fossil fuels used in electric
power plants, i.e. coal, fuel-oil and natural gas, which are iikely
to compete with nuclear fuels.
1. COAL
a) At the present time, coal mined‘in:the‘cemmunity costs at
~ least $15/tonne ex pithead. o ' '
| As regards the ?uture, the only conceivable possibility
would appear to be a rise in unlt prlces, mainly because of the
trends followed by wages and productiv1ty respectlvely. By
way of example, for 1965, the antlcipated productlvlty increases
do not exceed 3.5%, whereas wage 1ncreases either already “
resolved upon or under discussion range from 6% to 8%. There
is no slgn that in the longer term the tendency will be reversed

and that product1V1ty can be stepped up contznuously at: a
faster rate than, or. even the same rate as, the movement of -







ftne c;l;f. przces for 1mﬁorted "oal., Those Cqﬁmurity ccnntries
























