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8 LIST OF FOOTNOTES 

Below, all the footnotes in this document are given. At the same time, this is a synthetic description 
of data sources and literature used to prepare the report.  This manner of presentation is most 
appropriate due to significant volume of the document.  
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242 Journal of Laws of 30 April 2004 No. 92 item 880 
243 Natural and landscape complexes are fragments of natural and cultural landscape under protection due to their 
visual or aesthetic values. 
244 Sources of photographs: http://ziemianarozdrozu.pl ; http://www.kleszczow.pl ; http://www.freefoto.com ; 
http://www.oregonlive.com ; http://www.greenpeace.org.uk ; http://www.theenergycollective.com 
245 Attitude of local communities in European countries towards locations of nuclear power plants in their 
neighbourhood, Senate Office, Warsaw 2009 
246 Ranking of the richest municipalities in the country published in the weekly local government newspaper 
"Wspólnota" 
247 What specific advantages will municipality and poviat (and to a lesser extent, province) residents obtain from 
a nuclear power plant?, www.atom.edu.pl 
248 www.kleszczow.pl 
249 www.mg.gov.pl 
250 Thywissen K., 2006. Components of Risk. A Comparative Glossary. SOURCE, Publication Series of UNU-
EHS (United Nations University – Institute for Environment and Human Security) 2 
251 Punzet J., 1998–1999. Występowanie katastrofalnych wezbrań w karpackiej części dorzecza Wisły 
[Occurrence of catastrophic floods in Carpathian section of the Vistula river basin]. Folia Geographica, Seria 
Geographica-Physica 29/30 
252 Magnuszewski A., Soczyńska U. (ed.), 2001. Międzynarodowy słownik hydrologiczny [International 
Dictionary of Hydrology]. Wyd. Naukowe PWN, Warsaw. 
253 Pytkowska M., 2007. Dyrektywa 2007/60/WE Parlamentu Europejskiego i Rady z 23 października 2007 r. w 
sprawie oceny ryzyka powodziowego i zarządzania nim. [Directive 2007/60/WE of the European Parliament and 
the Council of 23 October 2007 on assessment and management of flood risk] Woda. Kwartalnik Regionalnych 
Zarzą-dów Gospodarki Wodnej oraz Krajowego Zarządu Gospodarki Wodnej 13, Gospodarka Wodna 3 
254 Definition according to Act on protection of agricultural and forest land of 3 February 1995 (Journal of Laws 
1995 No. 16, item 78 as amended). As a rule it is assumed that inviolable flow, depending on a river, is 0.5 - 1.5 
SNQ, i.e. medium among lowest annual water flows in a river in perennium 
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255 M. Bednarska, M. Kiejzik-Głowińska, A. Tyszecki, Problemy wykonywania raportów o oddziaływaniu na 
środowisko inwestycji drogowych w odniesieniu do obszarów Natura 2000 [Problems of making reports of 
environmental impact of road investments with respect to Natura 2000 areas], „Problemy Ocen 
Środowiskowych” 2005, no. 3, p. 34. 
256 Zarządzanie obszarami Natura 2000. Postanowienia art. 6 dyrektywy “siedliskowej” 92/43/EWG, Polish 
version of the study Managing Natura 2000 sites. The provisions of Article 6 of the 'Habitats' Directive 
92/43/EEC,s. 43, available at 
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/management/docs/art6/provision_of_art6_pl.pdf in the 
version  WWF Polska 2007 [15.07.2008]. 
257 The only attempt at definitional approach to public interest is contained in the Act on Spatial Planning and 
Development (Journal of Laws of 2004 No. 80, item 717, as amended), which in art. 2 p. 4 contains the statutory 
definition of public interest, according to which it should be construed as "generalized target of goals and 
measures, taking into account the objectified needs of the general public or local communities, associated with 
land development". Without going into details, on the example of this definition one may indicate a fundamental 
problem of determining the content of the concept of "public interest", namely the definition of the indeterminate 
concept by other vague concepts (objectified needs), and the contradiction of various public interests of different 
social groups, and individual interests, whose sum is not yet public interest. 
258 Overview of interpretations of the notion of public interests see W. Jakimowicz, Wykładnia w prawie 
administracyjnym [Interpretation in administrative law], Zakamycze, Kraków 2006, p. 84 et seq., A. S. Duda, 
Interes prawny w polskim prawie administracyjnym [Legal interest in Polish administrative law], C.H. Beck, 
Warszawa 2008, p. 19 et seq. and R. Sowiński, Interes publiczny – dobro wspólne [Public interest - the common 
good]. Universal values as categories shaping the notion of administration, [in:] The right to good 
administration. Materials from the Congress of Departments of Law and Administrative Procedure, Warszawa-
Dębe 23-25 September 2002, Wyd. WNT, Warsaw 2003. 
259 Regional Administrative Court Judgement of 4 August 2005. III SA/Wa 646/05. LEX no. 19088. 
260 K 23/98, OTK 1999, No. 2, item 25. 
261 M. Wyrzykowski, Pojęcie interesu społecznego w prawie administracyjnym [The concept of public interest in 
administrative law], Wyd. UW, Warsaa 1986, p. 45. 
262 Journal of Laws 1997 No. 78, item 483 with corrigendum. 
263 M. Zbyb, Interes publiczny w orzecznictwie Trybunału Konstytucyjnego [Public interest in the jurisprudence 
of the Constitutional Court], [in:] Pojęcie interesu [The concept of interest], p. 68. 
264 M. Stefaniuk, Interes państwa i jego odpowiedniki w orzecznictwie polskiego Trybunału Konstytucyjnego 
[Interest of the state and its counterparts in the Polish Constitutional Court case law], [in:] Pojęcie interesu [The 
concept of interest], p. 238. 
265 Journal of Laws 2006 No. 89, item  348 as amended.  
266 G. Kaliszuk, Bezpieczeństwo Energetyczne Polski [Polish Energy Security], „Stosunki międzynarodowe”, 
03.01.2010, http://www.stosunki.pl/?q=content/bezpiecze%C5%84stwo-energetyczne-polski [14.12.2010]. 
267 Judgment of the Constitutional Court of 25 July 2006, File ref. P 24/05, OTK-A, 2006, No. 7, item 87, 
268 M. Wyrzykowski, Pojęcie interesu społecznego w prawie administracyjnym [The concept of public interest in 
administrative law], Wyd. UW, Warsaw 1986, p. 45. 
269 C. Kosikowski, Polskie prawo gospodarcze publiczne [Polish economic public law], Warsaw 2003, p. 245, 
K.  Strzyczkowski, Prawo gospodarcze publiczne [Economic public law], Warsaw 2005, p. 26,  M. Domagała, 
Bezpieczeństwo energetyczne. Aspekty administracyjno-prawne [Energy security. Administrative and legal 
aspects], Lublin 2008, p. 7 and 26. 
270 Compare: Management of Natura 2000 areas. Guidelines from 2007 on art. 6. 4 of Habitats Directive, 
concerning the concepts: alternative solutions, imperative requirements of overriding public interest, 
compensatory measures, overall coherence, the Commission's opinion - this is a revised version of Chapter 5 of 
the guidelines for Managing Natura 2000 sites. The provisions of Article 6 of the 'Habitats' Directive 92/43/EEC 
of 2000, available at 
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http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/management/docs/art6/guidance_art6_4_pl.pdf, in the 
version WWF Polska [15.07.2008]. 
271 The method of defining the concept of health and public safety in ECJ case law discussed [in:] Stosowanie 
prawa Unii Europejskiej przez sądy [Application of European Union law by the courts], A. Wróbel (ed.), 
Zakamycze, Kraków 2005, p. 248 et seq. The domestic law assumes that public safety and health protection 
issues will include projects involving flood protection and military infrastructure, and the activities of primary 
effect on the environment - such as building sewage treatment plants. Compare A. Kawicki, E. Forkiewicz, A. 
Jendrasiak, Procedura wydawania decyzji o środowiskowych uwarunkowaniach. Komentarz ze wzorami 
dokumentów [The procedure for issuing a decision on the environmental conditions. Commentary with 
document templates] volume 2, Municypium SA, Warsaw 2007, p. 153.    
272 Case C 57/89 European Commission v Federal Republic of Germany, judgment of 28 February 1991, 
elaborated by: . Urban, Opinie Komisji Europejskiej sprawie planów i przedsięwzięć negatywnie oddziałujących 
na obszary Natura 2000 [European Commission reviews of the plans and projects adversely affecting Natura 
2000 areas], „Problemy Ocen Środowiskowych” 2006, no. 1 and idem, Negatywne oddziaływanie planów i 
przedsięwzięć na sieć Natura 2000 a nadrzędny interes publiczny [The negative impact of plans and projects on 
Natura 2000 network and overriding public interest]. Analysis of the concept of "imperative reasons arising from 
overriding public interest", [in:] Wspólnotowe prawo ochrony środowiska i jego implementacja w Polsce trzy 
lata po akcesji [Community environmental law and its implementation in Poland three years after accession], J. 
Jendrośka, M. Bar (ed.), CPE, Wrocław 2008, p. 149 et seq. And by Otawski, WdraŜanie sieci Natura 2000 w 
Polsce – aspekty prawne [Implementation of the Natura 2000 network in Poland - legal aspects], [in:] Problemy 
prawa rolnego i ochrony środowiska [Problems of agricultural law and environmental protection], Wyd. Forum 
Naukowe, Poznań 2004, p. 173. 
273 Management of Natura 2000 areas. Guidelines from 2007. 
274 S. Urban, Opinie Komisji Europejskiej [Opinions of the European Commission], p. 29.  
275 M. Kistowski, Oceny oddziaływania na środowisko w obszarach Natura 2000 w warunkach polskich na tle 
doświadczeń Unii Europejskiej [Environmental impact assessment in Natura 2000 areas in the Polish conditions 
against the background of experience of the European Union], „Problemy Ocen Środowiskowych” 2004, no. 1, 
p. 23. 
276 Assessment of plans and projects significantly affecting Natura 2000 sites. Methodological guidance on the 
provisions of Art. 6 (3) and (4) of the Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC, European Commission, DG Environment, 
November 2001, WWF Poland Polish version 2005, p. 15 and the decision in case C 355/90 European 
Commission v Spain, judgment of 2 August 1993, ECR 1993 I-04221, and case C 44/95 Regina versus Secretary 
of State for the Environment, judgment of 11 July 1996 ECR 1996 I-03 805. 
277 Compare Management of Natura 2000 areas. Guidelines from 2007 on art. 6. 4 of Habitats Directive, 
concerning the concepts: alternative solutions, imperative requirements of overriding public interest, 
compensatory measures, overall coherence, the Commission's opinion - this is a revised version of Chapter 5 of 
the guidelines for Managing Natura 2000 sites. The provisions of Article 6 of the 'Habitats' Directive 92/43/EEC 
of 2000, available at 
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/management/docs/art6/guidance_art6_4_pl.pdf, in the 
version WWF Polska [15.07.2008]. 
278 IV SA/Wa 2319/06, LEX no. 307447. 
279 Polish Power Industry Policy by 2030 
280 Krajowy Ośrodek Badań i Dokumentacji Zabytków [National Centre for Research and Documentation of 
Monuments] 
281 "Party of origin" means a Party or Parties to this Convention under whose jurisdiction a planned activity is to 
take place; 
282 "environmental impact assessment" means a national procedure for evaluating the likely impact of the 
planned activities on the environment; 
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283 competent authority" means the authority or public authority designated by a Party as responsible for the 
execution of the tasks defined in this Convention and/or the authority or authorities entrusted by the Board with 
making decisions concerning the planned activities; 
284 A summary of the EIA programme was translated into the language of each notified Party; this summary was 
intended for use by the public http://www.unece.org/env/eia/pubs/factsheet5.html  
285 Example: „Rządzie, więcej energii, Gazeta Wyborcza, 2008, URL: http://wyborcza.pl/1,75248,5090397.html 
(access date: 2010-12-10) 
286 http://stop-odkrywce.pl 
287 http://www.trzcianka.info/elektrownia-atomowa-klempicz (access date 2010-12-09) 
288 Only in industrial areas 
289 NIMBY syndrome occurs 
290 69% respondents from Temelin area support the development  nuclear power plant in their area. 90% of the 
population of Dukowany, where the nuclear power plant is located - Moravia - support continued operation. 
291 Most operating nuclear power plants are located in tourist zones, potentially, often with optimal conditions for 
the development of agriculture 
292 All national and local polls showed widespread support for nuclear power plants, as electricity producers 
293 The investor may not receive permission for such construction 
294 The planned Visaginas nuclear power plant will be located near the nuclear power plant in Igalina. Some 
respondents (4.5%) asked about the impact of new nuclear power plant on tourism said that it will be positive, 
the opposite view was held by a smaller proportion (2.5%) of respondents 
295 None of the nuclear power plants was built in areas of higher than average touristic or natural attractiveness. 
Rather, they were built in industrial or agricultural areas. There currently is a ban on construction of nuclear 
plants. 
296 Lubmin is a small port near the island of Rügen and Usedom. These are coastal, tourist areas. The nuclear 
power plant located there - the largest in the former East Germany - was closed in 1990 
297 The reply: "It is difficult to imagine today the construction of new nuclear power plants. Any attempt to argue 
for their construction would be received by the public as a provocation. The public debate now focuses on the 
possible extension of the reactors' operation time. In German public opinion, nuclear power stations are not 
associated with the image of a modern infrastructure. Modern forms of energy are - according to widespread 
belief among Germans - renewable energy, possibly efficient gas turbines, and most of all thinking about energy 
efficiency and smart energy consumption. On the other hand nuclear energy is seen as the energy of the past, 
which today can only act as transitional, 
supporting the change to renewable energy - and nothing more. All political parties represented in the 
Bundestag, are in agreement in this respect" 
298 The two power stations, Jaslovskie Bohunice and Mochovce, were built in the 70s outside the areas of 
touristic significance 
299 Currently, there is a ban on construction 
300 In Sweden the issue of building safe nuclear power plants was from the old days (1968) put at the first place,e 
therefore power plants could be located near population centers and it can be assumed that previously such a 
location in tourist areas was possible 
301 No polls on the location of nuclear power plants. 
302 A license was issued for a location in Akkuyu, in a naturally attractive area of Mediterranean bay 
303 Nuclear power plants were located far from population centers, in uninhabited areas. Only near the new built 
plants, settlements were constructed for newly arrived employees. In 2007 the government decided that new 
nuclear power plants will be built on the site of the old, closed plants. 
304 http://www.tvn24.pl/-1,1581562,0,1,mama-gosiewska-przeciwko-energii-atomowej,wiadomosc.html (access 
date: 2010-12-09) 
305 http://www.atom.edu.pl/images/stories/atomowe/bezpieczenstwo/czarnobyl/zarzad_ptfm_oryginal_ 
oswiadczenia_o_jaskowskim.pdf (access date 2010-12-11) 
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306 Strupczewski A., 2009, Tańszy wiatr czy atom [Cheaper wind or atom], Sprawy Nauki. Miesięcznik 
publicystyczno-informacyjny, 18 May 2009, 
http://www.sprawynauki.edu.pl/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=1344&Itemid=1  
307 Jaworowski Z., 2006, Demony Czarnobyla [Demons of Chernobyl], Świat nauki, April 2006, 
http://www.atom.edu.pl/images/stories/atomowe/publikacje/inne/demony_czarnobyla_swiat_nauki/demony_czar
nobyla.pdf  
308 Strupczewski A., 2010, Jak wykluczono niebezpieczeństwo awarii takiej jak w Czarnobylu w elektrowniach 
jądrowych III generacji [How hazard of failure similar to Chernobyl was excluded in third generation nuclear 
power plants], Presentation, PAP press conference, Warsaw, 22 April 2010, 
http://www.atom.edu.pl/images/stories/atomowe/polemiki/konferencja_seren_czarnobyl_2010/jak_wykluczono_
niebezpieczenstwo.pdf (access date 2010-12-11) 
309 http://www.atom.edu.pl/  
310 http://www.wwfpl.panda.org/o_nas/ (access date: 2010-12-09) 
311 http://assets.wwfpl.panda.org/downloads/energia_jadrowa.pdf (access date: 2010-12-09) 
312 http://www.ian.org.pl/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=2&Itemid=2 (access date: 2010-12-
09) 
313 Strupczewski A., 2010, Mity i fakty energetyki jądrowej czyli Czy budować elektrownie jądrowe w Polsce? 
[Myths and facts of nuclear energy or Do we build nuclear power plants in Poland?] (SEREN conference, 
Materials for journalists, PDF) 
314 http://www.ine-isd.org.pl/lang/pl/page/o_instytucie/id/1/ (access date: 2010-12-09) 
315 http://www.ine-isd.org.pl/theme/UploadFiles/File/stanowiska_i_opinie/STANOWISKO_EJ.pdf (access date: 
2010-12-09) 
316 http://koalicjaklimatyczna.org (access date: 2010-12-10) 
317 http://www.koalicjaklimatyczna.org/lang/pl/page/stanowiska_koalicji/id/7/ (access date: 2010-12-10) 
318 http://www.greenpeace.org/poland/o-nas (access date: 2010-12-10) 
319 http://www.greenpeace.org/raw/content/poland/press-centre/dokumenty-i-raporty/polityka-energetyczna-
brief.pdf (access date: 2010-12-10) 
320 
http://www.ekolumna.org.pl/index.php?option=com_content&view=category&layout=blog&id=40&Itemid=53
&lang=pl (access date 2010-12-11) 
321 http://www.ian.org.pl/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=141&Itemid=20 (access date: 2010-
12-09) 
322http://www.ian.org.pl/images/stories/pliki/petycja.pdf (access date: 2010-12-10) 
323 http://www.zieloni2004.pl/art-3383.htm - reprint from Gazeta Wyborcza (access date 2010-12-11) 
324 
http://www.wiadomosci24.pl/artykul/warszawa_demonstracja_przeciwko_budowie_elektrowni_atomowych_13
5448.html (access date 2010-12-11) 
325 
http://trojmiasto.gazeta.pl/trojmiasto/1,35636,8167367,Atom_stop__Protest_przeciwnikow_elektrowni_jadrowej
.html (access date 2010-12-11) 
326 http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2006/04/14/AR2006041401209.html (access date 
2010-11-2-09) 
327 Whole Earth Catalog – published in 1968–1972 (and occassionally later, until 1998) catalogue with a list of 
products - clothes, books, tools, machines etc.  - useful for self-sufficient way of life. 
328 Gaia Theory– theory proclaiming that the Earth functions as one giant organism, adapted to the changes in 
order to maintain suitable conditions for life. Theory suggests that life on Earth will continue regardless of the 
actions of humans. 
329 Friends of the Earth International (FoEI) – international environmental organization, having its headquarters 
in Amsterdam, bringing together more than 70 countries, approximately 1.5 million members and supporters 
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who carry out campaigns on the most important contemporary environmental and social problems, while 
working for the local and global sustainable development.  
330 U-turn for nuclear opponents, http://www.world-nuclear-news.org/newsarticle.aspx?id=24707  
331www.ian.org.pl Official website of Inicjatywa AntyNuklearna 
332 Gerd Rosenkranz, Warsaw 2010, Myths of Nuclear Energy. How we are deceived by the energy lobby 
333http://www.atom.edu.pl/index.php/technologia/cykl-paliwowy/wydobycie-uranu.html (access date 
2010.12.12) 
334 Jacek Kaniewski, Bezpieczeństwo dostaw paliwa dla elektrowni jądrowych w Unii Europejskiej [Secure 
supply of fuel for nuclear power plants in the European Union],  Postępy Techniki Jądrowej no. 2 (51) 2008, 
National Atomic Energy Agency, Warsaw 2007, 
335 Gerd Rosenkranz, Warsaw 2010, Myths of Nuclear Energy. How we are deceived by the energy lobby 
336http://www.greenpeace.org/poland/co-robimy/klimat-i-energia/energia-atomowa/odpady-radioaktywne (access 
on 12.12.2010 r.) 
337 A. Strupczewski, 2006, Czy mamy obawiać się odpadów radioaktywnych z elektrowni jądrowych [Should we 
worry about radioactive waste from nuclear power plants], Biuletyn Miesięcznika PSE, Cycle: „Nuclear energy” 
338http://www.greenpeace.org/poland/co-robimy/klimat-i-energia/energia-atomowa/terroryzm-atomowy (access 
on 12.12.2010 r.) 
339 Gerd Rosenkranz, Warsaw 2010, Myths of Nuclear Energy. How we are deceived by the energy lobby 
340http://www.atom.edu.pl/index.php/bezpieczenstwo/ochrona-przed-terrorystami.html (access 12.12.2010) 
341 Fundacja Nasza Ziemia, Inicjatywa Antynuklearna, Stowarzyszenie Ekologiczne Eko-Unia, Zieloni 2004, 
Warsaw Wrocław 2010, Information brochure, Siedem mitów energetyki jądrowej w Polsce [Seven myths of 
nuclear energy in Poland] 
342http://www.greenpeace.org/poland/co-robimy/klimat-i-energia/faq (access 12.12.2010) 
343http://www.elektrownia-jadrowa.pl/Fakty-i-mity-na-temat-energetyki-jadrowej.html (access on 12.12.2010) 
344http://www.rada-npre.pl/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=325:polityczny-problem-polskich-
elektrowni-atomowych&catid=2:aktualnoci (access from 12.12.2010) 
345 A, Strupczewski, 2009, Rola energetyki jądrowej w obniŜaniu kosztów energii elektrycznej [The role of 
nuclear power in reducing the cost of electricity] 
346 A. Strupczewski, 2009. Powód renesansu energetyki jądrowej [The reason for the renaissance of nuclear 
power] 
347http://www.ian.org.pl/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=134:czego-nie-wolno-wiedzie-
eksploatacyjne-emisje-promieniotworcze-z-reaktorow-atomowych&catid=17:zagroenia-dla-zdrowia (access on 
12.12.2010) 
348http://www.atom.edu.pl/index.php/bezpieczenstwo/normalna-praca-ej.html (access on 12.12.2010) 
349http://www.ian.org.pl/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=101:polski-atom-bezpieczny-jak-
titanic&catid=18:wypadki-w-przemyle-nuklearnym (access on 12.12.2010) 
350http://www.atom.edu.pl/index.php/bezpieczenstwo/a-co-w-razie-awarii.html (access on 12.12.2010) 
351 http://www.atomowyautobus.pl/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=3&Itemid=2 (access date 
2010-12-09) 
352 http://www.atom.edu.pl/  
353 Energy. Yearly statistics 2008. 2010 Edition. Eurostat. European Commission. 
354  Ministry of Economy. Fuel and Power Demand Forecast by 2030. Annex 2 to draft "Polish Energy Policy 
until 2030". 15-03-2009. 
355  Ministry of Economy. Government Representative for Polish Nuclear Industry. Polish Nuclear Programme 
(draft). Warsaw, 16 August 2010. 
356 Legal assessment and economic analysis of the possibility of furtherance of the objectives resulting from 
Renewable energy development strategy and Directive 2001/77/EC of the European Parliament and the Council 
of 27.09.2001 on the promotion of internal market production of electricity produced from renewable sources.  
Krajowa Agencja Poszanowania Energii S.A. Warsaw, August 2007. 
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357 Determination of the optimal scope and pace of development of nuclear energy in Poland in the perspective of 
2030 - update according to the state of knowledge on 1 June 2007. Agencja Rynku Energii S.A., Warsaw, 
October 2007. 
358 data of the Energy Regulatory Office for a response of Undersecretary of State in the Ministry of Economy - 
under the authority of minister - to the interpellation No. 13613 on the status and prospects of building 
hydroelectric power stations in Poland 
359 Witold Lewandowski, Proekologiczne odnawialne źródła energii [Environmentally friendly renewable energy 
sources], Wydawnictwa Naukowo-Techniczne, Warsaw 2007. 
360 UNESCO, IHP,UNEP, IETC “Integrated Watershed Management – Manual”  United Nations Publication, 
2004 
361 Externalities of Energy: Extension of accounting framework and Policy applications. Final Technical Report 
ExternE-Pol, Version 2, August 2005. ExternE – Externalities of Energy. A Research Project of the European 
Commission. 
362 „Water” – presentation for the meeting of PRK OZE. 2010-12-01.  
363 Environmental Impact Forecast document "Polish Energy Policy until 2030" (FinalReport) Prepared by: 
Proeko CDM Sp. z o.o. Warsaw, June 2009. 
364 Antoni Faber: MoŜliwe scenariusze rozwoju rolnictwa w Polsce oraz ich skutki dla produkcji biomasy stałej 
na cele energetyczne [Possible scenarios for the development of agriculture in Poland and their implications for 
the production of solid biomass for energy purposes]. CIRE.pl. 14.10.2008. 
365  Antoni Faber: Potencjał i konsekwencje rolnej produkcji biomasy dla energetyki [The potential and 
consequences of agricultural production of biomass for energy]. CIRE.pl. 28.11.2008. 
366 Greenpeace- Energia jądrowa – mit a rzeczywistość [Greenpeace - Nuclear power - myth and reality], p.47, 
Heirich Boll Stiftung, Warsaw, 2006 
367 A. Dmowski, B, Szymański: Nowe koncepcje w podłączaniu do sieci farm wiatrowych instalowanych na 
morzu [New concepts in connecting wind farms installed on the sea to the grid]. III Szkoła Energetyki Jądrowej. 
Gdańsk 20-22.10,2010. 
368 E.ON Netz Wind Report 2004 at www.eon-energie.de/bestellsystem/frameset_eng.php 
369http://www.countryguardian.net/Case%20Technical.htm  
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