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Three points

« Foresight and megatrends

* Finns attitudes to energy,
nuclear energy and waste

* Finnish successful nuclear
strategy with final disposal




Figure ES.1.a: Global greenhouse gas emissions for top six Figure ES.1.b: Global carbon dioxide emissions per region from
emitting countries and regions (excluding land use, land-use fossil fuel use, cement production and other processes, and from
change and forestry), international transport emissions, and land international transport.

use, land-use change and forestry emissions.
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KEY MEGATRENDS DRIVING LOW-CARBON BUSINESS

Climate Change The Future of Energy Smart is the New Green
INVESTMENTS IN LOW-CARBON SOLUTIONS ARE ANNUAL MARKET FOR THE GLOBAL ENERGY ANNUAL MARKET FOR SMART CITIES
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Finns who have a favourable attitude towards
nuclear power as an energy source
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According to the survey that was carried out in March, 41 percent of
Finnish people are now in favour of nuclear power and 23 percent are against.
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Source: TNS Gallup, Finnish Energy 2017



Climate change is real and ultimate threat and the whole world should start

immediate action of prevention with all the possible means available
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Which direction our electricity production should take?

Nettoluku on laskettu
vahentamalla lisdtd %-osuudesta
vahentda %-osuus
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All n=1000
m More m Suitable Neutral Less Netto
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The use of coal should ....
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Nettoluku on laskettu
vahentamalla lisata %-osuudesta

The use of natural gas should .... vahentsa %-osuus

B More m Suitable Neutral Less Netto |

2017 | 35 31 11 12

2016 | 36 31 10 mEEE23 13
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The use of oil should ....
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The use of nuclear power should ....

Nettoluku on laskettu
vihentamalld lisdtd %-osuudesta
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Nuclear power is environmentally friendly for electricity production
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B Strongly agree

Fukushiman ydinvoimala-
onnettomuus 3/2011

BUSINESS
FINLAND

‘ ' ) Energiateollisuus

Suomalaisten energia-asenteet 2017

12017
12016
12015
12014
12013
12012

2011

12009
12008
12007
12006
12005
12004
12003
12002
12001
12000
11999
11998
11997
1996
11995
11994
*1993
11992
11991
11990
1989
11988
11987
11986
11985
11984

IROResearch Oy — 150 20252 sertificitu

® Agree Neither Disagree B Strongly disagree
i3 : 25 17 ‘T = 9 I Netto
15— | 24 | 20 | S 0
1.:}_ 27 | 21 | 2
LL 27 | 18I - 10
L - 23 | 20 - 5
LA 21 | 19 | - 5
LA 20 | 17 | - 14
LA 22I 16 |
21 20 18
21 iﬁ 23 17 14
17 21 : 16 1
v 18 . 20
L 21 1 20
18 4 20 : 18 0
15 — 5 — 21 , 20 19
18 24 25 16 18
15 2 22 - 18 22
16 22 20 18 24
A 51 ' 71 ' 19 s Emmmm  Nettoluku on laskettu
I " 20 ' 18 A vahertimalld samaa mieltd
e 20 : 21 : 19 25 olevien %-osuudesta eri
15 pE] : 22 . 19 21 mieltii olevien %-osuus
10 o2 20 21
16 5 7 19
18 22 : 19 20
S 22 2 24
9 16 20 20
L ' | 28 ' 17 0
14 : 0 . 26 | 20 . 0 |
0 20 40 60 80 100 %

Research & Consulling



The final disposal of nuclear waste to Finland’s bedrock is safe
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Success factors in Finland

« Transparent and open discussion with everyone
» Clear responsibilities:

» each producer of nuclear power-generated electricity is responsible for
its own nuclear waste management

« the Ministry of Employment and the Economy holds the highest power
of control and supervision over nuclear waste management in Finland.

» the Radiation and Nuclear Safety Authority (STUK) supervises the
safety of nuclear power generation.

« Long term and stable policy on nuclear waste management

» Strict safety requirements, credibility and independence of the safety
authority (STUK)

« Strong expertise on nuclear sector - also in the future

* World class know-how and excellent companies
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