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U.S. and Russian Nuclear Plans 
Threaten New Arms Race 

By Molly Mecbtenberg-Berrigan 

In May 2002, President Bush and Russian President Vladimir 
Putin signed the Moscow Treaty, an agreement pledging drastic 
reductions in the stockpiles of each country's nuclear arsenals. 
However, the agreement does not prevent Russia or the U.S. 
from developing more sophisticated nuclear technology. While 
both the U.S. and Russia have made efforts to dismantle older, 
outmoded missile systems and reduce the number of warheads 
in their respective nuclear arsenals, both countries are investing 
in the design and development of new 
nuclear weapons. Both aim for "leaner 
but meaner" arsenals. 

The Bush administration revealed a 
plan in April 2006 for overhauling the 
nation's nuclear weapons complex , 
including restoring its large-scale bomb 
manufacturing capacity. The National 
Nuclear Security Administration 's 
(NNSA) "Reliable Replacement 
Warhead," (RRW) was conceptualized 
in Bush's Nuclear Posture Review of 
2002. RRW was originally intended to 
update existing weapons as part of a larger restructuring effort. 
The program has now been broadened to include a new 
generation of larger but slightly less powerful nuclear weapons. 
Los Alamos and Livermore National Laboratories are currently 
engaged in a design competition. 

The U.S. built its last nuclear weapon in 1989, and the 
U.S. last tested a weapon underground in 1992. The new 
warheads, according to the NNSA, will be based on nuclear 
technology' that has already been tested, making it possible to 
build new weapons without additional testing. The U.S. signed 
the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty in 1996. However, the 
announcement comes at a time of heightened awareness of a 
potential arms race· developing among nations. As tne U.S. 
takes a hard line against countries like Iran and North Korea, 
the revamped RRW program threatens the credibility of U.S. 
commitment to nonproliferation. Thomas D' Agnostino, the head 
of nuclear weapons programs at the NNSA, justifies the plan 

as part of a larger effort to accelerate the dismantling of aging 
bombs left from the Cold War. · 

The NNSA hopes to choose a design between the two 
competing weapons ' labs by November, in time to develop 
cost estimates for the administration's 2008 fiscal budget, 
submitted to Congress early next year. If approved by Congress, 
it would take almost 10 years before any warheads were 
produced. 

The bombs being designed are touted as "safer" and more 
"dependable," and includ features that would disarm a missile : 

warhead in the event of theft. This is not 
the first time the Bush administration has 
proposed new nuclear weapons. In 2003, 
Congress approved partial funding for·· 
futtber resea:·ch into "advanced concept" · 
nuclear weapons: the robust nuclear earth 
penetrator and a low-yield weapon dubbed 
the "mini-nuke." 

On May I 0, 2006, during his state or 
the nation address, Russian President · 
Yladimir Putin said, "It is premature to . 
speak of the end of the arms race." While 
Russia's military budget is just five percent 

of the U.S . ' budget, in 2005 Russia announced plans for 
upgrades and new weapons systems. Putin is attempting to 
reassert Russian nuclear strength after years of decline. On 
the top of his list is a nuclear warhead specifically designed to 
counter U.S. anti-missile technology. Defense Minister Sergei 
Ivanov promised last December that Russia would have a new 
generation of strategic nuclear missiles by the end of the decade. 

Yuri Solomonov, head of Russia 's top missile design 
institute, said the Topol-M and Bulava ballistic missiles would 
form the core of Russian nuclear forces until 2040, allowing 
Russia to maintain nuclear parity with the U.S. The new fleet 
of silo-based Topol-M missiles will carry a special type of 
warhead that can evade detection by U.S. missile defense 
systems. The submarine version oQh~ Topol-M, the Bulava 
missile, will carry several i~. ~l"e'"wm'tre ·. 
By 2008 the Bulava will be ~ti,.<w~·~~~.t 
nuclear submarines. - ~--

. 11 o7~;~~~~~ 
.............-.- --..... ~ 



U.S. Threatens to Nuke Iran: 
Because Nuclear Threats are Inexcusable 

By John LaForge 

Plans leaked to the press for a U.S. nuclear attack on Iran are 
intended to be taken for granted by hypnotized citizens who 
have come to believe, thanks to a steady drumbeat of fear 
mongering by the media, that the Islamic state is some kind 
of a threat to us. 

Indeed, threatening a U.S. attack itself helps instill 
American fear of the Munahs who control Iran. But the 
Pentagon doesn't need H-bombs to obliterate other 
governments. Panama's government in 1989, Iraq's in 1991, 
Afghanistan's in 2001 and Iraq's again have been demoJished 
using so-called "conventional" or "non-nuclear" weapons. 

Leaving aside the U.S. and Britain's use of depleted 
uranium munitions - which are neither conventional nor 
non-nuclear- what is the practical and political usefulness 
of threatening to use nuclear weapons, when an the world 
knows that any such attack would be a monstrous crime 
against civilization? 

At least two government functions are served by 
repeating the Mother of an Bomb threats. First, U.S. threats 
to Ruke Iran (and Iraq in 1991 and in 2003 and North Korea in 
1994) serve psychological purposes. Once everyone is 
reminded that the Pentagon's terrorism is real, then waging 
"conventional" military aggression can be portrayed as 
"limited," "measured," "restrained" and "moderate." 

As long asH-bombs don't massacre millions, then fuel 
air explosives, thermobaric bombs, Daisy Cutters, napalm, 
cluster bombs, Cruise missiles, land mines, drone aircraft, 
bunker busters, "smart" bombs and even ~'depleted" 
uranium shells can be sold to the bombed-out collective 
consciousness as "precision guided surgical strikes" used 
with a humanitarian's heartfelt concern for the civilian 
population. 

One-hundred-thousand dead Iraqis prove that point. 
The second function of the nuclear threat, also 

psychological, is to train the taxpayers to practice cognitive 
dissonance or the vapid embrace of self-contradictory ideas. 
That is, nuclear threats are "good" when made by us, but 
"evil" when employed by demonized others. The public is 
expected to calmly digest shockers like, "Attack could 
include nuclear 'bunker buster' bombs" (St. Paul Pioneer 
Press), and to simultaneously demand that Iran give up a 
program that may produce a bomb I 0 to 14 years from now. 

Secretary Rumsfeld responded to the leaked plans 
with this lesson in dissonant double talk: he called the 
reports of his war plans "fantasy land" and at the same 
time declared that "all options are on the table." By "all" 
the Secretary means the Hiroshima option. Also implicit 
in the threat is the now debunked but officially approved 
excuse for the U.S. atomic bombing of Japanese cities: 

that mass destruction can produce a positive good, end 
wars and "save lives." 

Imagine the White House response if Iran made the 
same case today after smashing two major U.S. cities in what 
they might call, in Rumsfeld style, pre-emptive self-defense. 

Yes, it's hard to make U.S. terrorism appear rational and 
defensive while arguing that Iran's nuclear ambitions are 
proof of its power-hungry cold-bloodedness and warlike 
belligerence. Indeed, it's nuclear madness. 

But you have to hand it to the military propagandists 
and their lap dogs in the media. They've convinced a lot of 
people that it's only common sense. 

l,.sn: A Nu•l••,. Hl•#o,.y 
By Paul V os Benkowski 

Nothing happens in the nuclear world that those in the club 
have not encouraged, agreed upon or financed. Apparently 
there are club rules, though who establishes them and what 
they are have little to do with binding agreements. Under 
the auspicious tenet that nuclear weapons secure the peace, 
the most powerful nations in the nuclear club are choosy 
about who gets in and who does not. What is certain is that 
for the past forty years the U.S. and Iran have been engaged 
in a most dangerous game involving nuclear power. In this 
game treaties are arbitrary pieces of paper, friends and enemies 
are in a constant flux and history is, well, just that. 

1960s 
In 1967 the U.S. government started Iran on their quest 

for nuclear power with start-up of a five-megawatt research 
reactor at Tehran University. The following year, Iran signed 
the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty and the next year plans 
were quickly drawn up for the U.S. to help build 23 nuclear 
power reactors in Iran by the year 2000. Iran was in the club 
and received, as a gift of sorts, 5.56 kilograms of enriched 
uranium and 112 grams of plutonium to start them on their 
way. 

1970s 
The early years of the 70s were a 

busy time for Iran. Now that the 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty was 
signed, the Shah was able to move 
forward with his strategy to supply his 
country with nuclear power instead of 
petroleum, which he believed was "a 
noble material, much too valuable to 
bum." 

In 1975, when Iran was producing 
.six million barrels of oil a day 
(compared to about four million barrels 
today), U.S. Secretary of State Henry 
Kissinger signed Memo-randum 292, titled "U.S.-Iran 
Nuclear Cooperation." The Memorandum detailed the 
planned sale of nuclear energy equipment to Iran for the 
price of six billion. 

Iran signed construction agreements with Germany in 
1976 and with France in 1977. They also purchased a stake 
in Eurodif's~ Tricastin uranium enrichment facility in France, 
a stake in the RTZ uranium mine in Rossin, Nambia, as well 
as a $700 million contract to purchase uranium yellowcake 
from South Africa. We should not overlook that these 
purchases were made with the windfalls from oil sales. 

Despite the Shah's assertion that Iran's new nuclear 
technology was for a "purely civilian purpose," recently 
released documents state that Iran and Israel discussed plans 
to equip Israeli surface-to-surface missiles with nuclear 
weapons. According to Western intelligence, other alliances 
articulated between Iran and Israel included weapons design, 
plutonium extraction and laser enrichment research. 

1980s 
After the Iranian Revolution in 1979, the U.S. ended all 

relations with Iran, nuclear or otherwise. The new Islamist 
Khomeini government all but abandoned its burgeoning 
nuclear program. Top scientists left the country, there was 
poor electrical infrastructure, the oil windfalls stopped which 
meant no more foreign supplies, and nuclear power 
agreements wen~ deserted. All this lead to the demise of 
Iran's program. Construction of Iran's two nuclear power 
reactors, being built by Germany's Siemens Corporation at 
Bushehr, were shut down in June of 1979 after non payment 
of$450 million dollars. (In all fairness Siemens was paid $2.5 
billion for work completed.) 

Yet throughout Iran's upheaval, the new government 
continued with weapons research. Perhaps it was the 

invading Iraqi army backed by Iran's former friend the U.S., 
or possibly it was the loss ofU.S. as an ally or maybe it was 
Iran's growing isolation that built Iran's "need" for nuclear 
weapons. Whatever the reasons, if you are a member of the 
nuclear club there are always friends to lend a hand. Enter 
China, North Korea, Pakistan and Russia who not only 
supplied conventional weapons but rebooted Iran's nuclear 
program. China provided Iran with a miniature neutron source 
reactor and two power reactors, and also helped establish a 
nuclear research center in Isfahan in 1984. North Korea 
assisted Iran in uranium exploration and mining. Pakistan, 
after developing a nuclear bomb in 1986, provided Iranian 
scientists with plutonium extraction knowledge and gas 
centrifuge enrichment research. Russia sought to cement 
their relationship with Iran by promising to complete the 
long abandoned work on the Bushehr nuclear power reactor. 

1990s 
Indicative of the ever changing politics in the nuclear 

club, the partnership between China and Iran that began 
with the 1990 signing of a I 0-year nuclear cooperation 
agreement dissolved ten years later. Pressures from Western 

countries to keep Iran from 
developing any nuclear program 
were used as bargaining chips 
in various agreements 
throughout the 1990s. Some 
pressure worked, some did not. 
Argentina ceded to U.S. 
pressure and gave up on 
uranium enrichment. and heavy 
water production. But Russia 
continued with plans to help 
complete the Bushehr reactor 
despite intense lobbying by the 
U.S. to cancel the agreement. 

With Russia solidly in Iran's 
corner, documents reveal that Iran was busy purst1ing nuclear 
weapons by procuring _dual use items from Western 
companies. Dual use items include high voltage switches 
that trigger a nuclear weapon as well as specialized remote 
manipulators designed to handle heavy volumes of 
radioactive material intended for a uranium or plutonium 
reprocessing facility. Despite U.S. pressures of sanctions 
and embargoes, Iran and Russia continued to build up their 
nuclear power. 

The time line throughout the 1990s looks like the moves 
of a ·four-way chess match involving the U.S., the IAEA 
(International Atomic Energy Agency), Iran and Russia. The 
U. S. asserted that Iran was in hot pursuit of nuclear weapons. 
Then the IAEA in 1992 and 1997 reported that Iran was 
nowhere near producing nuclear weapons. Meanwhile, Iran 
defended its right. to develop nuclear power under the 
auspices of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. Russia 
continually supplied Iran with hardware, construction, and 
technology to aid their nuclear pursuit. The decade closed with 
the CIA sorting out an endgame with unreliable evidence, 
because it was unable to track Iran's covert methods nor 
convince Russia to concur with U .S. demands for information. 

2000 to present 
The last six years have been a flurry of activity in Iran 

concerning their nuclear ambitions. Iran continues to defend 
their right to nuclear energy insured by the Non-Proliferation 
Treaty of 1968 and steadily progresses toward full 
membership in the nuclear club. The West meanwhile accuses 
Iran of clandestine programs. 

Ever helpful, Russia pledged in 2000 to complete the 
construction of the nuclear reactor at Bushehr and expects 
to earn one billion from the venture. Meanwhile Iran secretly 
built a uranium enrichment facility at Natanz and a heavy 

water processing site at Arak without informing the United 
Nations, thereby disregarding the Non-Proliferation Treaty 
and earning a spot in the U.S. Axis of Evil triumvirate. Iran 
agreed to IAEA inspections in February of2003 after Iranian 
President Mohammed Khatami revealed that Iran had 
unearthed uranium deposits and announced plans to develop 
a nuclear fuel cycle. After inspections ended in June, traces 
of highly enriched weapons grade uranium were found in 
the Natanz facility. The I AEA Chief Mohammed EIBaradei 
accused Iran of hiding the full extent of its nuclear work and 
urged deeper inspections. 

In October of 2003, under pressure from France, 
Germany, Britain and Iran signed the Additional Protocol, 
which states that Iran will stop producing enriched uranium 
and will agree to further inspections. After November, 
inspections by the IAEA found no evidence to confirm the 
end of enrichment. But Mr. ElBaradei also found no evidence 
that Iran was pursuing nuclear weapons, much to the disbelief 
of the U.S. Despite the calls for referral to the United Nations 
Security Council by the U.S. the IAEA was reluctant to turn 
over the file out of fear that Iran may opt out of the Non
Proliferation Treaty. Mr. ElBaradei's inclination to believe 
Iran's assertion that its search for nuclear energy was for 
purely peaceful and economic purposes is based on the lack 
of a "smoking gun and the fundamental shortcomings of 
attempts to concretely assess Iran's programmatic goals 
without such evidence." He stated in July 2004, "We are not 
God. We cannot read intentions." 

In December 2004 the IAEA sought to inspect two secret 
Iranian military sites called Parchin and Lavizan ll, where 
nuclear activities were alleged, including explosives testing 
and uranium enrichment. In March of 2005 Iran refused a 
second IAEA visit to Parchin where its centrifuge equipment 
is located and where nuclear contamination was detected 
during earlier visits. Throughout the posturing, Iran has 
maintained that "full mastery of the nuclear cycle is 
completely clear and irreversible." Such posturing "forced" 
the U.S. to approve the sale of"bunker busters" to Israel in 
April 2005. The bombs are capable of destroying Iran's 
underground nuclear facilities. 

Hard-liner MahmoudAhmadinejad was installed as Iran's 
president in August 2005. He reinvigorated Iran's nuclear 
program by pledging an "irreversible" resumption of the 
enrichment process. He also rejected the latest European 
proposal to resolve the nuclear crisis and continued the 
sensitive fuel cycle work needed to start a chain reaction at 
the uranium conversion facility in Isfahan. Ahmadinejad also 
infamously stated his desire to "wipe Israel off the face of 
the earth." Shortly thereafter, in grand pageantry, Iran 
announced that it had enriched uranium, as they claimed 
was their right all along. 

Such hubris does not sit well with some in the nuclear 
club. European nations were quick to step up peaceful 
negotiations, Russia even offered to produce enriched 
uranium for Iran (offer rebuffed). The U.S. offered to use 
nuclear weapons against Iran if they did not "cease and 
desist" all nuclear activity. 

The question remains: if Iran does not have a nuclear 
weapon, how long would it take for them to develop one? 
Estimates now range from eight to 1 0 years, according to 
U.S. and European experts. If Iran does develop a nuclear 
weapon, this will not jibe with the present U.S. policy of 
regime change in Islamic countries unless they abandon 
weapons research (like Libya), or align themselves with the 
U.S. (like India and Pakistan). Or Iran could refuse to comply 
and "force the hand" of the U.S. to investigate another 
phantom weapons of mass destruction program. - BBC 
NEWS, The Risk Report, Glasgow Herald, Center for 
Nonproliferation Studies 



Chernobyl Forum Report: A False History 
By MoUy Mechtenberg-Berrigan 

April26 marked the 20th anniversary of one of the greatest 
human-made disasters in history- the explosions, fires and 
massive radioactive release at Reactor No. 4 of the Chernobyl 
nuclear power station in Ukraine. The anniversary passed at 
a time when nuclear power enjoys a global renaissance. BiDed 
by its proponents as "clean," "green" and 
"safe," nuclear power is a central pillar 
in the Bush administration energy plan. 

As the media whitewashed the 
anniversary (see John Laforge's article, 
this page), the debate over how many 
people may ultimately die as a result of 
the Chernobyl catastrophe continues. In 
September 2005, the "Chemobyl Forum," 
a coalition effort including the 
International Atomic Energy Agency 
(IAEA), the World Health Organization 
(WHO), a number ofU.N. bodies, 
and the governments ofBelarus, the 
Russian Federation and Ukraine, 
released a report, alleging that a mere 
4,000 people will die from the effects 
of the accident. 

These numbers contrast sharply 
with two reports released in April 
2006. A Greenpeace report cited 
90,000 potential deaths, and the 
"TORCH" report, commissioned by the 
Greens/European Free Alliance of the 
European Parliament. The report estimated 
the death toll between 30,000 and 60,000. 

The numbers game will continue to be 
hotly debated, and there will never be a 
definitive number of deaths related to the disaster. Regardless 
of a certain body count, however, the consequences of the 
Chernobyl catastrophe 20 years later cannot be considered 
"a reassuring message," as the Chernobyl Forum report 
declares in its summary. To the contrary, a true recollection of 
the events and consequences of April 26, 1986 should give 
pause to nuclear proponents. 

The Catastrophe Remembered 
At 1:23 a.m. on the morning of April26, 1986, a series of 

explosions destroyed Reactor No. 4 at the Chernobyl site in 
the then-Soviet Republic ofUkraine. Fifty tons of uranium 
fuel vaporized immediately from the reactor core, sending 
more than 200 times the amount of radiation released in the 
bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki into the atmosphere. 
More than 30 fires raged, and the 800 tons of graphite that 
remained in the reactor core burned at high temperatures for 
10 days, releasing radioactivity into the air. The inferno 
threatened to melt through the concrete foundations of the 
reactor building and to reach the water table, where a 
potentially more devastating explosion could have occurred. 
Hundreds of miners were exposed to high levels of 
radioactivity in an effort to freeze the earth by inserting liquid 
nitrogen around the reactor through human-made tunnels. 

The three nearest countries, Belarus, Ukraine and 
Russia, were heavily contaminated, but more than half of 
Chernobyl's fallout was deposited outside these countries. 
A drifting plume of radiation traveled around the globe, with 
radiation reaching as far as Japan, the U.S. and Ireland. 
Production, transportation and consumption of food is still 
monitored in countries including England, Sweden, Finland, 
Germany, Austria, Lithuania and Poland. According to the 
TORCH report, about 40 percent of Europe's surface area 
was contaminated with fallout. In the areas surrounding the 
Chernobyl site, 135,000 people were evacuated, and 70 
villages were flattened and buried. 

To contain the fires and help in the clean up effort, 
600,000 soldiers and emergency personnel were enlisted. 
Each worked for only seconds or minutes at a time to limit 
radiation exposure. At the end of the clean up attempt, a 
huge prefabricated steel and concrete "sarcophagus" was 
built to contain the radioactive ruins of Reactor No 4. Twenty 
years later, with a new shelter on the drawing board, the 
sarcophagus is cracking and threatens to collapse. 

The Body Count Controversy 
The Chernobyl Forum's (led by the IAEA and WHO) 

report found their own data "reassuring." Less encouraging 
counterpoints are offered below. 

1) The actual study draws different conclusions than 
the report's summary and press release. The publicized report 
only counted cancer deaths from the most contaminated 
areas of the three nearest countries (Ukraine, Belarus and 
Russia). Deaths from less contaminated areas were omitted along 
with deaths from the rest of Europe and the world. In the body 
of the study deaths from the less contaminated areas are 
included, and the death toll is closer to 9,000. 

2) Despite the fact that over half of the radioactive fallout 
fell outside the three nearest countries, death estimates did 
not include predicted cancers or non,.cancer fatalities 
outside this area. 

In June 2006 the International Agency for Research on 
Cancer (Lyon, France) will release a study which estimates 
the cancer death toll in Europe resulting from Chernobyl at a 
minimum of16,000.1nMarch2006, at a conference in London, 

2 - Nukewateh Ptltltfuuler 

epidemiologist John Urquhart presented evidence 
suggesting that infant deaths in areas of Britain may have 
risen by 11 percent. This translates to more than 1,000 deaths 
between 1986 and 1989 in areas where rain fell as the plume 
of radioactive fallout from Chernobyl passed overhead. The 
downward infant mortality trend was interrupted by 
Chernobyl and continued to rise until 1992 in the most 
contaminated areas. 

3) The Chernobyl Forum report states, "No increases in 
overall cancer incidence or mortality that could be associated 
with radiation exposure have been observed." However, 
doctors and specialists in Ukraine, Belarus and Russia do 

not agree. "In the 30 hospitals of our region we find that 
up to 30 percent of people who were in highly irradiated 
areas have physical disorders, including heart and blood 
diseases, cancers and respiratory diseases. Nearly one 
in three of all the newborn babies have deformities, 

mostly internal," said Alexander 
Vewremchuck, a doctor in 
Ukraine. In November 
2004, the Swiss Medical 
Weekly published 
findings by the Clinical 

Institute of Radiation 
Medicine and Endocrinology 
Research in Minsk, Belarus, 

showing that between 1990 
and 2000 cancer rates rose 
by 40 percent in the area, 

compared with rates before the 
catastropheinApri11986. Evgenia 

Stepanova, of the Ukrainian 
government's Scientific Centre for 

Radiation Medicine, said, "We're 
overwhelmed by thyroid cancers, 

leukemias and genetic mutations that are not recorded in the 
WHO data and which were practically unknown 20 years 
ago." Nikolai Omelyanets, Deputy Head of the National 
Commission for Radiation Protection in Ukraine argues that 
"We have found that infant mortality increased 20 to 30 
percent because of chronic exposure to radiation .... All this 
information has been ignored by the IAEA and WHO." 

4) The 600,000 emergency workers enlisted to help clean 
up the Chernobyl site were exposed to high levels of 
radiation, and their fate is widely debated. The IAEA claims 
that 56 people died as a direct result of the accident, including 
nine children who died of thyroid cancer in the immediate 
vicinity. The Ukraine Commission for Radiation Security 
claims that 34,499 emergency workers died as a result of 
working at the disaster site. A 2000 estimate by WHO places 
the death toll among emergency workers, radiation victims 
and suicide victims at 50,000. 

5) The UN Report omits non-cancer impacts and explains 
many illnesses as psychological or self-inflicted. There is· 
strong evidence that exposure to radiation has a devastating 
impact on overall health, including damage to immune and 
endocrine systems, accelerated aging, cardiovascular and 
blood illnesses, psychological illnesses, chromosomal 
aberrations and increases in deformities in fetuses and children. 

. Chernobyl: Shaping Our Future 
The hidden costs of the Chernobyl catastrophe are 

many; the thousands of lives uprooted and forcibly relocated, 
economic crisis, contamination of food and land, loss of 
agricultural territories, high costs of remediation to states. 
Also the real and potential health difficulties add stress and 
anxiety to the most affected populations in Belarus, Ukraine 
and Russia. No number can summarize the devastating impact 
of the Chernobyl catastrophe. To undermine what really 
happened adds insult to injury to those still suffering. 

The Chemobyl Forum maintains that their report reflects 
an independ(lnt position, free from political issues. Yet the 
IAEA, a eo-sponsor of the study, does have an agenda: to 
promote the ''peaceful atom." Is an institution whose purpose 
is to promote nuclear power able to reach a fair conclusion? 
How much power does the U.S., with its strong stance in favor 
of new nuclear reactors, hold within the IAEA and WHO? 

The on-going Chernobyl disaster, with consequences 
extending generations into the future, hardly sends a 
"reassuring message" to the rest of the world - nor does 
offering a coat of whitewash as a lullaby. To miscount the 
victims is to discount the victims. We must remember 
Chernobyl as a tragedy and a horror, and its memory must 
shape our future decisions regarding nuclear power. 

TtiWalizing ChemoiJy/ 
By John LaForge 

The commercial press continued to minimize the Chernobyl 
radiation disaster on its 20th anniversary with a flurry of 
superficial stories. 

In nearly every mainstream account of what the UN has 
called the world's worst industrial catastrophe, the accident 
was described as "an explosion" (there were at least two) 
that sent radioactive fallout "across much of Europe." 

While this gross understatement cannot be dismissed 
as a lie (Europe was contaminated), it trivializes the well
documented breadth ofChernobyl's worldwide poisoning. 
The political and psychological effects of the failure to ev~n 
minimally review the historical record whitewashes the 
disaster and further marginalizes critics of nuclear power. 
This, at a time when the nuclear industry and the White 
Bouse are spending millions on pro-nuclear PR and boasting 
of th~ tax and insurance breaks for reactor builders in the 
last Energy Bill. 

A widely distributed Associated Press report by Mara 
Danilova was typical. It mentioned "an explosion" four times 
and claimed that radiation spewed over 77,220 square miles 
of the former "Soviet Union and Europe." Words to this 
effect appeared on NPR's Morning Edition, All Things 
Considered, the Omaha World Herald, the St. Paul Pioneer 
Press, the Duluth News Tribune, the Chicago Tribune, the 
Sun Times, USA Today and in the ABC Network News. 

Some stories were internally inconsistent, citing minimal 
damage estimates in their lead paragraphs while contradicting 
these estimates with larger global impacts in their in~ide 
pages. For example the Chicago Tribune said on page one 
that radioactivity polluted "much of Europe," but on page 
three admitted that Chernobyl's "vast" fallout dispersion 
extended well beyond Europe, and that "radioactivity carried 

by the wind appeared in ... rain in America's Pacific 
Northwest." 

Indeed. Just a bit of digging into this reference could 
have found a May 15, 1986 AP story reporting, "State 
authorities in Oregon have warned residents dependent 
solely on rainwater for drinking that they should arrange 
other supplies for the time being." Or this AP bombshell 
from the same day: "Airborne radioactivity from the Chemobyl 
nuclear accident is now so widespread that it is likely to faH to 
the ground wherever it rains in the United States, the 
Environmental Protection Agency said." In fact the AP declared 
a day earlier that the radioactive fallout cloud "has worked its 
way gradua11y around the world." 

The AP's Melinichuk likewise failed to investigate parts 
ofher story that didn't hold together. Her early mention of a 
single "explosion" was contradicted by no less than the 
head of the International Atomic Energy Agency, Mohamed 
E1Baradei, who is a Nobel Prize winner. The IAEA chief, 
quoted by Melinichuk herself, said, "The explosions 'made 
painfully clear that the safety risks .... extend beyond national 
borders.'" Even the Encyclopedia Britannica would have 
informed the least enterprising reporter that "several 
explosions and a large fireball that followed blew off the 
heavy steel and concrete lid of the reactor." 

None of the disaster's anniversary accounts I reviewed 
explained how deadly and long-lived cesium-137 and 
strontium-90 happen to be, in spite of the fact that they 
made up two-thirds of the radioactive contamination foisted 
"around the world." Just a little context would have helped 
people understand why Greenpeace and other critics are 
challenging an IAEA report that claims only 9,300 cancer 
deaths will result from Chemobyl 's global pollution. Part of 
the reason the IAEA study is at least flawed and perhaps a 
whitewash is its downplay of the effect of cesium 
contamination. To make matters worse, the report only 
evaluated potential cancer mortality in Ukraine, Belarus, 
western Russia and Europe. In contrast, Greenpeace 
estimates more than 93,000 fatal cancers will eventually~ 
linked to Chernobyl. 

This assessment mirrors the conclusions drawn by 
former Soviet geneticist Valery Soyfer, who said in 1987 that 
cesium's effect on cancer mortality would be nine times that 
of radioactive iodine-131, the only isotope seriously 
considered by the IAEA's series of studies. Not only did 
Chernobyl disperse far more radioactive cesium than iodine, 
but cesium stays deadly in the environment for 300 years, 
iodine for 30. Wildfires in hard-hit areas keep spreading the 
poisons today. 

Don't be fooled by the "not as bad as all that" wrap-up 
of the Chernobyl story. 

It won't be written for another 15 generations. 

Summer2006 



NUCLEAR SHORTS 

Cartoon by Mark Parisi 

The Hot Side ofLakeAnna 
LAKE ANNA, Virginia- Friends of Lake Anna, a citizen 
watchdog group, has petitioned state officials and legislators 
to expand water temperature monitoring on the Dominion 
owned NorthAnna Power Station's cooling lagoon to include 
the entire lake, home to more than 2,000 residencies. Presently 
only the cooling lagoon, known as the hot side of the lake, is 
monitored- by Dominion officials, no less. It is considered 
a private waterway in the same regulatory class as a sewage
treatment lagoon. As such, it is not routinely tested by the 
Virginia Department of Health nor the Department of 
Environmental Quality. Coincidently, Dominion's state water 
permit license is up for renewal and they are also seeking 
approval from the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to add a 
third reactor at the sight. Lake Anna is the third largest lake 
in Virginia, custom built in the early 1970s for the sole purpose 
of cooling the reactor's water. Water flows from the reactor 
into the lagoon, cooling as it goes eventually into the main 
lake. The highest temperature ever recorded at the sight was 
103.6 degrees, and based on research of the reactor plan 
there is potential for the water to reach 109 degrees on hot 
summer days, of which there are plenty in Virginia. 

- Free Lance-Star, Mar 16, 2006 

Radioactive Waste Thuck Crashes 
SELIGMAN, Arizona - A truck carrying low-level 
radioactive waste rear-ended another tractor-trailer on 1-40 
near Flagstaff, Arizona. The driver of the truck, 25 year-old 
Tim Harig, received serious injuries and his passenger, 55 
year-old Jasper Brown was pronounced dead on the scene. 

Officer Tim Mason, spokesman for the Arizona 
Department ofPublic Safety (DPS) said the situation did not 
threaten public health. A DPS hazardous materials team had 
established a 25-foot perimeter around the truck and awaited 
the arrival of a crew from the Arizona Radiation Agency to 
assess the best way to handle the nuclear waste, which had 
shifted. 

The truck was traveling from Pacific Gas & Electric's 
Diablo Canyon nuclearreactor in Avila Beach, California to 
Westinghouse Electric Company's Waltz Mill Service Center 
in Madison, Pennsylvania. 

The highway was closed for 10 hours. 
- NBC 12 News, May. 7; AP, May 7; Arizona Tribune, 

May 8, 2006 

Energy Dept. Predicts Chain Reaction 
WASHINGTON- In a disturbing Department of Energy 
report secured through the Freedom of Information Act it is 
predicted that up to 60 uncontrolled nuclear reactions would 
take place inside nuclear waste casks stored at any of the 
103 power reactors across the U.S. should any of the casks 
corrode. The DOE study anticipates "up to 60 nuclear 
criticalities may plausibly occur" and that "the conditional 
probability of occurrence may be greater that one in 1,000 
per year." Criticalities, a mini nuclear reaction, are 
uncontrolled and could occur if water - or other liquids -
got inside the casks. This report weighs heavy on the 
projected Yucca Mountain Waste site in Nevada because 
the issue of water seepage at Yucca Mountain has been a 
critical point of debate over planned nuclear waste storage, 
but with or without water the casks are expected to corrode 
over a period of a thousand years. Yucca Mountain Project 
spokesperson, Alien Benson, was quick to remind us that 
since the report shows reactions can take place in above 
ground storage containers "it makes more sense to store the 
waste in Yucca, because it's in the desert." 

-Las Vegas Sun, March 15,2006 

What are They Building in There? 
JOPLIN, Missouri-After years of writing about Department 
of Energy projects at the Oak Ridge Nuclear site for the 
Knoxville News-Sentinel in Knoxville, Tennessee, reporter 
Fr.tnk Munger stumbled upon a reference to a project 
involving Joplin, Missouri, Quapaw, Oklahoma and Oak 
Ridge, Tennessee. Following the trail he uncovered a national 
security project the DOE wished had remained covered. 
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Despite being contractually obligated not to talk about what 
is being built, the DOE confirmed that the Mid-America Co. 
in Joplin is constructing rackable storage boxes that are 
then shipped to Quapaw and lined with a boron-based 
ceramic material called Borobond4. Afterward the boxes are 
shipped to Oak Ridge where they will house the nation's 
stockpile ofbomb grade uranium. Documentation revealed 
that the National Security Administration has spent about 
$8 million acquiring the new storage boxes and budget 
projections for 2007 call for $10 million to purchase another 
500 boxes to accelerate some "security activities at Oak 
Ridge."- Joplin Globe, March 19,2006 

It's Supposed to Look Like That 
ADEN, Yemen- Residents on the Gulf of Aden in Yemen 
expressed grave fears from barrels of chemical wastes being 
dumped in the sea. A great stench is being emitted from the 
dark green sea and waste is washing up on the beaches. 
Government sources are quick to emphasize that the 
phenomenon is a natural one that happens every three to 
five years. Locals and fisherman, long familiar with the 
pristine beaches are not so quick to believe in said 
phenomenon because there is no longer any sea weed or 
plant life on the beaches, ,not to mention the dark green 
color of the water. In 2005 the United Nations warned of 
nuclear and other dangerous waste being dumped off the 
coast of Somalia to the south across the Gulf of Aden. The 
report mentioned that in addition to radioactive uranium 
waste, there were heavy minerals like cadmium, mercury, 
plus industrial and chemical wastes. There was also mention 
that the tsunami in 2004 may have split open the barrels and 
allowed them to leak into the sea. 

-News Yemen, May 3, 2006 

Federal Judge Rules 
Radioactive Waste Must Move 

BOTSE, Idaho -A federal judge ruled that the DOE must 
remove all high-level radioactive waste that is being stored 
at the Idaho. National Engineering Laboratory in Idaho. The 
DOE argues that according to a 1995 agreement with the 
state, only above ground barrels must be moved and not 
the buried rotting waste containers that were indiscrimi
nately dumped in open pits prior to 1970. The buried con
tainers may hold materials that can spontaneously explode 
when exposed to oxygen. The judge said waste- buried or 
stored above ground - must be shipped out of state by 
2018. - ABC News, May 3 t; AP, May 26,, 2006 

Britain's Shoeburyness Contamination 
ESSEX, England - Research into soil contamination at 
Britain's biggest weapons testing site will take several years 
to complete. The soil quality assessment at the 
Shoeburyness facility in Essex called for further study of 
the 30km site, which includes substantial amounts of 
farmland 

The 160-year-old Shoeburyness site was where the 
components of Britain's first nuclear bomb were tested in 
the 1940s. It now continues to serve as a bombing and firing 
range. 

A study found "potential concern" about contamination 
with radioactive materials, explosives, beryllium and other 
dangerous substances at the site. It also warned about 
possible pollution of surface and ground water. 

Consultants have so far completed the first, desk-based 
part of the study, including interviews with current and 
former Shoeburyness employees and archival searches. The 
second stage, expected to last up to three years, will involve 
field work, including soil sampling. It will concentrate on 
potential risk areas identified in the first part of the study. 

Announcing the results, Under Secretary of State for 
Defense Don Touhig said, "The MoD conducts routine 
reviews of all its sites across the 240,000 hectare estate, but 
we recognize that Shoeburyness is of particular interest 
given its use for weapons tests and evaluation. MoD 
Shoeburyness is an important national asset that needs to 
be maintained and sustained." 

The Shoeburyness site is used to test fire munitions 
with DU contaminated gun barrels. 

- edie newsroom, May 8, 2006; CADU, 200l/2002 

Blacklisted Movie Wins at Film Festival 
TUCSON, Arizona-After being blacklisted from countless 
film festivals across the U.S. and the world, Brazilian filmmaker 
Carlos DeMenezes' documentary "Trespassing" finally 
received the attention it justly deserves by winning the Merit 
Award at the 15th annual Arizona Film Festival. It is no 
doubt the vainglorious film industry shunned this film and 
its unflinching exploration of the often censored truth about 
the nuclear industry's impact on Native Americans. 
"Trespassing" documents the Colorado River Indian Tribes 
and Fort Mojave's successful fight against the proposed 
Ward Valley nuclear dump site as well as the ongoing Western 
Shoshone protest of nuclear testing in Nevada and the 
proposed nuclear dump at Yucca Mountain. Featured 
prominently in the film is Stewart Udall, former Interior 
Department Secretary under Presidents Kennedy and 

Johnson, and his call for honesty from the U.S. government. 
In the film Udall states, " ... they lied. And now we have to 
confront this... That includes radiation, the waste, the 
dumps, the people that were harmed; and I think we have to 
demand the truth." 

The film also exposes widespread cancer and respiratory 
diseases for Pueblos and Navajos who worked without 
protective clothing in the uranium mines. DeMenezes cited 
obvious political reasons for the film being blacklisted. He 
also points out the lack of restitution for victims and 
censorship of critical thinking. While the film reveals the 
passionate struggle for the land, air and water it especially 
professes to be for the children and those yet to come, 
because, as DeMenezes states, "If it happened to them 
yesterday, it could happen tomorrow. Injustice doesn't 
discriminate and nuclear poisons don't discriminate." 

-Indian Country Today, May tO, 2006 

Have You Seen My Keys? 
PHILIPPSBURG, Germany-Apparently officials at a nuclear 
power reactor in Philippsburg, Germany are no different from 
the rest of us who have ever misplaced keys. Only the keys 
were not for a car, a house or a post office box but the top 
security area within a nuclear reactor. For one week the 
officials searched for the keys before reporting the incident 
to the authorities, a delay which did not please the German 
Environmental Ministry. EnBW, the company that runs the 
reactor, have since changed the locks and prosecutors have 
opened an investigation "against unknown perpetrators" for 
possible theft of said keys. - Ananova Ltd, March 30, 2006 

Salt Lake City Votes Against P.F.S. 
SALT LAKE CITY, Utah- City officials joined state and 
environmental opponents in fighting a proposed nuclear 
waste dump on the Goshute Skull Valley Reservation, about 
50 miles west of SLC. A dwindling group of nuclear reactor 
operating utilities calling itself Private Fuel Storage, 
headquartered in LaCrosse, Wisconsin, has won an NRC 
license to store its waste uranium fuel rods on the reservation. 
But the plan is held up by law suits and permitting 
requirements in the Bureau of Land Management and the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs. The SLC Council and Mayor 
approved a resolution that condemns the plan on May 3. 

- USA Today, May 4, 2006 

Navajo Say NO to Uranium Mining 
ARIZONA .,.--- The Navajo Reservation was once home to 
more than 1,300 uranium mines. The concentrated uranium 
ore that is the source for nuclear reactor fuel and nuclear 
weapons has caused widespread health problems and deaths 
among Navajos who worked in unregulated mines from the 
1940s through the 1950s. Lung cancers and genetic disorders 
led the tribe to ban uranium mining and milling on the 
reservation of 17.5 million acres. Hundreds of Navajo miners 
and their families have sought the $1 00,000-per-person 
compensation offered by the government under the federal 
Radiation Exposure Compensation Act. The health problems 
faced by uranium miners that surfaced in the 1960s were the 
catalyst for the Occupational Safety and Health Act of 1970. 
The act set standards that require ventilation of mines and 
continuous monitoring for radon gas. It also required miners 
to wear badges that monitor their exposure to radiation. 

- The Arizona Republic, May 28, 2006 

RESOURCES 

*Bombspotting VZW, RPR-4772575t 9, Patriottenstraat 27, 
2600 Berchem; Phone: 03/281.68.39; Web: bomspotting.be/en; 
Email: bomspotting@vredesactie.be 
*Campaign Against Depleted Uranium, Bridge 5 Mill, 22a 
Beswick Street, Ancoats, Manchester, England, M4 7HR; Phone: 
+44 (0)161273 8293 I 8283; Email: info@cadu.org.uk; 
Web: cadu.org.uk 
*Concerned Citizens for Nuclear Safety, 107 Cienega Street, 
Santa Fe, NM 8750t; Phone: (505) 986-1973; 
Web: nuctearactive.org 
*Global Network Against Weapons & Nuclear Power in 
Space, Bruce Gagnon, P.O. Box 652, Brunswick, ME 04011; 
Phone: (207) 729-0517; Email: gtobalnet@mindspring.com; Web: 
space4peace.org 
*Midwest Renewable Energy Association, 7558 Deer Road, 
Custer, WI 54423; Phone: (715) 592-6595; Web: the-mrea.org; 
Email: info@the-mrea.org 
*Physicians for Social Responsibility - Madison, Phone: 
(608) 232-9945; Email: mail@psrrnadison.org 
*Shundahai Network, P.O. Box 11 t5, Salt Lake City, UT 
84110; Phone: (801) 533-0128; Email: shundahai@shundahai.org; 
Web: shundahai.org 
*Voices for Creative Nonviolence, 1249 W. Argyle St. #2, 
Chicago, IL 60640; Phone: (773) 878-3815; 
Email: info@vcnv.org; Web: vcnv.org 
*War Resisters League, 339 Lafayette Street, NY, NY 100t2; 
Phone: (212) 228-0450; Web: warresisters.org 
*Western Shoshone Defense Project, Phone: (775) 4f8-0230; 
Email: wsdp@igc.org; Web: wsdp.org 
*World Peace Forum, 550 West 6th Ave. Suite 420, Vancouver, 
BC Canada V5Z tAl; Phone: 604-687-3223; Email: 
admin@worldpeaceforum.ca; Web: worldpeaceforum.ca 
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U.S. Nuclear Reactors in the News 
Catawba 

Catawba underwent a hot scram on May 20 ofboth reactors 
at the South Carolina site in what was described as a rare, 
challenging and unsettling event. Catawba received four 
experimental MOX fuel assemblies in late Spring, 2005. Diesel 
generators came on to circulate cooling water to the reactor 
core and remove radioactive steam built up during shutdown. 

A transformer with time-delay relays, which work like 
home circuit breakers, were apparently set inaccurately by 
workers. Instead of one breaker tripping and isolating the 
transformer problem, 12 more opened that broke the power 
connection to the reactors. Normally, a trip would allow one 
of the reactors to operate at a slightly reduced capacity. 
Duke Energy and the NRC are still investigating why both 
reactors, instead of just one, shut down. 

Degraded seals around pipes leading into Catawba's 
emergency generator building allowed water to seep in and 
led to backup generator failure two days after the double 
shutdown. Surface water accumulates from the reactors' own 
cooling towers. 

Area residents ca11ed the York County Emergency 
Management director after they heard unusual noises and 
different sorts of steam releases coming from Catawba. 

The Catawba #2 reactor was restarted on May 27 and 
reached 100 percent power by the 30th. The number one 
reactor had not been restarted by June 1. 

The House of Representatives eliminated funding for 
the MOX project and has directed the DOE to stop pursuing 
the MOX option. - Rock Hill Herald, June I; Wilmington 
Morning Star, June 1; Charlotte Observer, May 24, 2006 

Braidwood 
BRACEVILLE, T11inois - As Exelon was holding an 
information night to tell area residents how it planned to 
begin the clean up of tritium from at least nine leaks at its 
reactors, yet another steam leak occurred condensing and 
pooling about 500 gallons of tritium laced water between the 
reactor and the village ofGodley.ln a convoluted explanation 
by Exelon spokesperson Craig Nesbit, the tritium water was 
measured at levels more than twice federal drinking and 
ground water limits, but the water then flowed into a ditch 
and showed no trace of contaminants. Exelon brought earth
moving equipment to create a dirt berm around the ditch. The 
leak lasted for four and one half hours before it was stopped. 

- Chicago Tribune, April 7, 2006 
Cook 

BRIDGMAN, Michigan-A 35-ton concrete shield fell15 
feet onto the floor of the D.C. Cook reactor located on the 
eastern shore ofLake Michigan. The event occurred when 
rigging on a crane failed. Three shields protecting the 
entrance to the core of the reactor, were being moved in 

preparation for removal of irradiated fuel rods. The reactor 
remained off-line pending an investigation into the damage 
to the reactor floor. -Detroit Free Press, March 31, 2006 

Indian Point 
BUCHANAN, New York- A contract crane operator at 
Indian Point in Buchanan, NY, was exposed to 60 percent 
higher radiation than expected during a scheduled reactor 
refueling in May. Federal regulators and Entergy, the reactor 
owner, are investigating the May 4 incident. Entergy officials 
said they were more concerned about figuring out how the 
exposure happened than they were about the worker since 
the exposure was harmless. 

In other news at Indian Point, officials at the shutdown 
Indian Point 1 think the source of strontium-90, a radionuclide 
that has contaminated the groundwater beneath the reactors, 
comes from the highly radioactive fuel rod cooling pool. 
Twenty-five to 50 gallons per day drained from the pool and 
some test wells of groundwater show unacceptable levels 
of strontium and tritium. Indian Point 2 is also leaking and 
the reactors have contaminated the Hudson River where the 
company says it is diluted and harmless. 

- AP, May 12; Times Herald-Record, May 11, 2006 
Palisades 

COVERT, Michigan-OnApril19, six workers were exposed 
to radiation while standing at the side of a 25-foot-deep 
pool, grappling with cabling on a cask to be lowered into the 
reactor's cavity. Air underneath the cask bubbled up, pushed 
the cask above the surface of the water and exposed the 
workers to radiation. Last October, a 110-ton container of 
nuclear waste hung partia11y suspended in the air over a 
Palisades cooling pool for 55 hours. 

- Kalamazoo Gazette, April 21, 2006 
Pilgrim 

PLYMOUTH, Massachusetts - Workers at Pilgrim were 
searching for two sma11 pieces of ba11point pen-size neutron 
detectors containing uranium-235, moved from the reactor 
core to the irradiated fuel rod pool in the mid-1980s. The 
detectors do not pose a safety threat to the public according 
to officials, because they are almost certainly somewhere in 
the irradiated fuel rod pool or in the low-level waste dump at 
Barnwe11, S.C. The half-life ofU-235 is approximately 750 
million years. -Boston Globe, May 28, 2006 

Vogtle 
WAYNESBORO, Georgia- For the third time since 
December, a leak has occurred in welds on a five-foot section 
of shutdown cooling system pipe at Vogtle in Georgia. 
Radiation alarms signaled particles ofNa-24 (sodium) and 
cobalt-58 in the air. A robot was used to inspect the visible 
leak inside the bio-shield which released radioactive coolant 
into the containment building. A steam leak also existed on a 

No Chernobyls on Lake Michigan 
Editor's note: In February 1006, tbe Grand Rapids Press ran a 
pro-nuelear power editorial. It endorsed extending the operat
ing lieense of the dangerously deteriorated Palisades reaetor 
for an additional ZO years. Anti-nuelear activists were unable 
to eonvinee the newspaper to run the following opposing view. 

By Kevin Kamps andAiice Hirt 

Opinion-editorial in response to "Nuclear green" 
editorial in the Grand Rapids Press 

Building more reactors is not the answer to global warming 
or our energy needs. According to a recent MIT report, 1,000 
new nuclear plants would displace less than 15 percent of 
the carbon eniissions projected to occur by 2050. That many 
new reactors would require the opening of a Yucca-sized 
dump every three to four years for the wastes that would be 
generated. It takes many years (sometimes decades!) to build 
a new reactor at a cost of several billion dollars. Given the 
long construction time and tremendous expense, attempting 
to solve global warming this way is simply .not feasible. 
Energy efficiency would be seven times more cost effective 
in solving the climate crisis: Renewable energy sources hold 
tremendous potential. Wind is among the fastest growing 
new sources of electricity. Nuclear power is not only dirty 
and dangerous - it's unnecessary and unaffordable. 

Three Mile Island happened in 1979. Chemobyl exploded 
in 1986. Where next? In 2002, a reactor near Toledo, Ohio 
(Davis-Besse) came within 3/8ths of an inch of corroding 
through its reactor pressure vessel, losing cooling and 
melting down. The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission's 
(NRC) own Inspector General concluded that both the utility 
and government agency put company profits ahead of safety. 
Closer to home, Consumers Energy has applied to the NRC 
for a 20-year license extension for its pet "dinosaur," the 
Palisades reactor located on Lake Michigan. An NRC report 
in 1982 stated that a major accident at Palisades (little more 
than 50 miles from Grand Rapids) could kill11,000, injure 
7,000 and cost $52 billion in property damage (over $100 
billion adjusted for inflation). In the early 1980s, Palisades 
was identified by the NRC as one of the most embrittled 
reactors in the country, meaning that the metal of the vessel 
was losing its strength at a much faster rate than expected. 
Emergency cooling systems could, like a hot glass under 
cold water, fracture the vessel. A meltdown would likely 
follow. The NRC has weakened its embrittlement regulations 
several times in the past two decades, allowing degraded 
reactors like Palisades to continue operating. 
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Furthermore, countries around the world encounter 
difficulties dealing with atomic waste. The U .S. is no different. 
Electricity is but the fleeting by-product from reactors. The 
actual product is forever deadly radioactive waste. Palisades' 
waste pool has been full since 1993. Now, 22 concrete silos 
containing the overflow waste dot the surrounding sand 
dunes 150 yards from Lake Michigan. 

Meanwhile, work at Yucca Mt. has come to a virtual 
standstill due to scientific, legal, and budgetary challenges. 
[Michigan U.S.] Senator Debbie Stabenow was rightto vote 
against the dangerous Yucca proposal. Its earthquake-fractured 
geology would, overtime, leak deadly amounts of radioactivity 
into the drinking water supply below, poisoning communities 
downstream. The plan would also risk hundreds of barge 
shipments of high-level waste on Lake Michigan - from 
Palisades to Muskegon on its way to Yucca. (Point Beach and 
Kewaunee nuclear reactors in Wisconsin would barge wastes 
into the Port ofMilwaukee). Senator Stabenow deserves our 
thanks for protecting Lake Michigan. 

In addition to accidents, reactors and their waste are 
vulnerable to terrorist attack. It makes no sense to add yet 
one more radioactive hull's eyes to our shoreline. Check 
your home owner's policy- nuclear accidents are not 
covered. One mistake or terrorist attack and we could lose 
our homes and the Lake. Understandably, over three dozen 
groups throughout the Great Lakes Basin in Canada and the 
U .S\-including Michigan Environmental Council, a coalition 
of 72 grassroots groups representing over 200,000 Michigan 
residents - now oppose this license extension at Palisades. 

Nuclear industry profits come at the expense of our 
safety and security. For very good reasons, no new 
reactors have been ordered and no commercial radioactive 
waste reprocessed, for over 30 years. We should not now 
be suckered into the false promises of a nuclear "revival." 

In 1974, India detonated a nuclear weapon fabricated 
by reprocessing plutonium from waste produced by a com
mercial reactor. In response, President Ford wisely banned 
the separation of plutonium as a non-proliferation mea
sure. The expense offabricating nuclear fuel from pluto
nium has blocked reprocessing since the Reagan admin
istration. Now the Bush administration wants to reverse 
three decades of bipartisan policy as part of his global 
nuclear expansion. What a dangerous precedent to set as 
we attempt to curtail the spread of nuclear weapons around 
the world! 

bypass line ofthe RHR system. Southern Nuclear Operating 
Company hoped to charge its customers $51 million for 
planning and licensing for new nuclear power reactors, even 
if they're not built. 

- NRC Incident Report, March 20; WXIA-TV Atlanta, 
May 25,2006 

Tritium Leaks Debunk Myth of 
"Safe, Clean" Nukes 

BRACEVTLLE, T11inois-The state ofJ11inois, with the most 
reported incidents of radioactive tritium leaks from nuclear 
power reactors, is suing Commonwealth Edison and its parent 
company Exelon Corp. for contaminating groundwater and 
failing to report it. 

The lawsuit seeks $36.5 million and free drinking water 
for Braidwood and Godley, lllinois residents. Plaintiffs want 
to see records of past and present leaks, and they want to 
end all use of the "blowdown" pipe from which the 
radioactive waste has been leaking. At least 12local families 
have filed separate lawsuits claiming decreased property 
values and potential health affects resulting from ingesting 
tritium. Leaks at the Braidwood reactors occurred on at least 
nine occasions along a 4.5-mile-long pipe tha:t normally 
dumps the tritium into the Kankakee River. Studies have 
shown that long-term exposure to tritium, through drinking 
or bathing, can lead to cancer and birth defects. 

Exelon has said it expects to pay $4 million in fines levied 
by the state Environmental Protection Agency, and to inspect 
pipes, pumps, valves, tanks and other equipment that moves 
tritium-contaminated water at its 10 reactors. On March 13, 
still more tritium was released from Braidwood when a storm 
caused the collapse of part of a holding tank's berm. 

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission has created a task 
force to investigate potential tritium leaks at all1 03 U.S. reactors. 

Besides Braidwood, tritium leaks are known to be 
ongoing at Dresden near Morris and the Byron site, all in 
Illinois; New York's Indian Point and Palo Verde in Arizona. 

In the face of tests showing elevated levels of tritium in 
area groundwater near Exelon 's reactors, the nuclear industry 
and the NRC call the pollution harmless. NRC Executive 
Director for Operations Luis Reyes said guardedly, "The 
available information on these releases shows no hazard to 
the public." However, NRC chairman Nils Diaz expressed 
"concern" because the leaks were uncontro11ed. And the 
information available to Reyes does not include the NRC's 
task force report which is not due until August. 

- ChicagoBusiness.com, March 20; Chicago Sun-Times, 
March 17; AP, March 21; Roc/iford Register Star, April14; The 
Journal News, March 21, 2006 

France's Radioactive 
Groundwater 

LA HAGUE, Normandy, France-Radioactivity measuring 
seven times European safety limits has been reported as 
leaking from the La Manche (CSM) dump site into 
groundwa:ter in northwestern France. 

Greenpeace reports that French dairy cattle have been 
drinking the tritium contaminated water. Independent 
Commission for Research and Information on Radioactivity 
(CRII-Rad) was commissioned by Greenp..eace to study 
contamination in a 7- kilometer-radius around the CSM site. 
CRII-Rad found iodine-129, with a half-life of 15.7 million 
years, and strontium-90. Tritium and plutonium are also 
known to have migrated from CSM. 

Radioactive materials in the CSM dump come from the 
operation of 58 nuclear reactors owned by Electricite de 
France with ten percent coming from foreign nuclear power 
companies in Germany, the Netherlands, Japan, Belgium, 
Switzerland and Sweden. 

Between 1967 and 1994 over 1.4 million containers, with 
a volume of527,000 cubic meters of waste were dumped in 
trenches and vaults and apparently began leaking even 
before the CSM site was capped. The government will 
monitor CSM for the next 300 years although radiation in 
the area will exist into the millions of years. 

A separate dump, opened at Soulaine in eastern France, 
has been releasing radioactivity into the atmosphere and 
ground for 10 years. 

The public was assured that selection of the CSM dump 
site was based upon extensive assessments of the geology 
and hydrology, and that there was no risk of contamination. 
In reality, levels have reached thousands of times the natural 
background level. The nuclear industry in France, just as in 
the U.S., has no safe method for dealing with its nuclear 
waste. 
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Reaetor1 Nor Repo1ltory Wel•m• In Wl•••n•ln 
By Steve Pearson 

Wisconsin residents have already shouted "no" once. By 
an eight to one margin, voters here overwhelmingly rejected 
federal plans for a nuclear waste dump in 1983. At that time, 
the granite shield that underlays much of the northern part 
of the state was still under consideration for the nation's 
first permanent high-level nuclear waste repository. The 
referendum vote was one of a series of victories for citizen 
activists in a struggle that spanned much ofthe 1980s. But 
the Bush administration's attempt to revive the nuclear 
industry coupled with attempts in Wisconsin to roll back 
the moratorium on licensing new nuclear reactors means the 
issue of nuclear waste is once again in the forefront. 

The Yucca Mountain site in Nevada, the nation's first 
high-level nuclear waste dump, is already eight years behind 
schedule, and technical and legal challenges threaten to 
push the operational date back even further. Best case 
scenarios have the site opening no earlier than 2012 with 
actual initial operations pushed back another six to eight 
years. Further clouding the picture, Senator Pete Domenici 
(R-N.M.), Chair of the Senate Energy and Natural Resources 
Committee, said recently that Yucca Mountain will never 
receive irradiated nuclear fuel rods. Domenici strongly 
implied that nuclear waste will continue to be stored at 
numerous temporary sites arout)d the country until the Bush 
plan for a "Global Nuclear Energy Partnership" (GNEP) is 
operational. 

This GNEP that. Bush introduced in his 2006 State of 
the Union address is nothing new. The plan, which calls for 
an alliance of nations committed to reprocessing spent-fuel 
to be used in unproven, fast-neutron technologies, has been 
tried and abandoned twice before because of its prohibitive 
cost and the negative effect it would have on anti
proliferation efforts. Its proponents say it would reduce 
current stores of nuclear waste and render existing stockpiles 
less radioactive. Enter Domenici and his claim that no 
irradiated fuel rods will ever reach Yucca Mountain. Instead, 
the plan calls for continuing to store used fuel on-site until 
a network of GNEP "recycling" facilities are operational. 
Using the most optimistic scenarios, this will be no sooner 
than two decades from now . 

This is a convenient out for federal officials who fear 
the opening of the Yucca Mountain site will be delayed 
indefinitely by technical and legal concerns. No less than 
four lawsuits are pending that would shut it down completely. 
With at least 66,000 tons of waste already stored at 129 
private and governmental sites around the country, and an 
additional2,000 pounds of waste generated annually, Yucca 
Mountain would almost certainly be full shortly after it opens 
given the existing limit and current technologies. 

Meanwhile, at least two studies done for the nuclear 
industry have concluded that Yucca Mountain could hold 
four to nine times the 77,000 metric tons that Congress 
established as its limit, and federal legislation is pending 
that would double the capacity there. 

By the terms of the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982, 
the Energy Secretary is required to report to Congress on 
the need for a second repository sometime between 2007 
and 2010. As a way of making nuclear power more palatable, 
proponents are pushing for postponing that report. Clearly, 
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Domenici's declaration is intended to push the party line 
that for now, no new repository is needed. But the Energy 
Department has quietly begun its evaluation, a fact 
acknowledged by Energy Secretary Samuel Bodman. And 
should they decide that, as some lukewarm supporters of 
the GNEP have suggested, the waste issue needs to be 
resolved before throwing a quarter billion dollars at the nuclear 
industry as Bush proposes, it is entirely possible that plans for 
siting a second repository will move forward. Should that 
happen, a Wisconsin site would be one of a handful considered. 

With that in mind, a coalition of groups in Wisconsin have 
begun mobilizing for a possible fight. While understanding that 
the nuclear fuel cycle is fraught with problems at all of its stages, 
the coalition is currently focusing on how nuclear waste could 
impact Wisconsin. The Wisconsin Resources Protection 
Council, along with the WolfRiver Watershed Education Project 
and Physicians for Social Responsibility, have begun leafletting 
and will shift their efforts into high gear if the Energy Secretary 
say a second site is needed. 

It remains to be seen what the level of citizen interest 
will be, compared to 20 years ago when the DOE brought 
their traveling nuclear waste sales pitch to Wisconsin's north 
woods. In a meeting that went into the wee hours in Ashland 
on April 9th, 1986, the feds heard from over 1 ,000 vocal 
citizens who vigorously opposed any suggestion that 
Wisconsin should be considered for a nuclear waste 
dump. The DOE slipped quietly out of town the next day, 
and most assembled that night concluded the issue was 
settled for perpetuity. 

Fast forward twenty years and some see concerns about 
global warming trumping the numerous inherent dangers 
associated with nuclear power. In Wisconsin, an effort to 
overturn the moratorium on building new reactors that has 
been on the books since after the 1983 referendum, ran out 
of time in this legislative session. But the nuclear power 
industry is undeterred and will undoubtedly try 
again. Activists know their position would be seriously 
undermined if the moratorium ends. Building more nuclear 
reactors in Wisconsin would carry with it the obligation to 
deal with the waste generated by those reactors. 

What seemed inconceivable even ten years ago - a 
resurrection of nuclear power in Wisconsin- now looms as 

a dismaying possibility. A kind of desperation has gripped the 
state and the nation, a wi11ingness to assume risks previously 
deemed too great for the false promise of a nuclear future. The 
willingness to leave behind a legacy of nuclear waste that will 
affect future generations for the next 250,000 years is on the 
table. But just as they did twenty years ago, Wisconsin 
citizens can be instrumental in saying no to the folly. 

Sieve Pearson is aftrst grade teacher and free-lance writer. He 
anended the 1986 hearing (testifred in the form of a song) atrd has 
been active in anti-nuke activities since the late '70s. 

1051 
Wisconsin Ja,.,,;"J,~•~r•• 

Manufacturers and Commerce 
vu:>uu1~' for nC\V reactor construction 
statute 1 and an amendment 

( d)(intro ). The current statutes 
ovcrpricing by nuclear utilities plethora 
produced radioactive waste, WMC claims the nuclear 
industry a place for radioactive \Vaste in 
or if not there, abroad. The business interest group 
says that nuclear electricity is cheap and that reactors 
are reliable. The WMC is targeting Kewaunee as a 
for a new reactor, saying it has room for more waste in 
its fuel rod cooling pool. 

AB I 053 was .introduced by State Representatives 
Huebsch, Chair ofthe Assembly Energy and Utilities 
Committee, Montgomery, Lasee, Zjegelbauer, 

LeMahieu, Nischke, Jeskewitz, Suder, Jensen, 
Musser, Vos, Albers, Gottlieb, Honadel and Nerison and 
eo-sponsored by Senators Leibham, Lasee, Reynolds, 
Zien and Grothman. If enacted the bill would 
sane legislation prohibiting new reactors and 
nuclear reactors the same status as any other proposed 
power plant. 

Don'tjustopposeAB 1053 in Wisconsin. Let your 
representatives know you oppose nuclear energy here 
and every\'lthere. 

Lying about Radiation at Prairie Island 
reporters from following up with the obvious question: H~w 
does the NRC measure internal radiation exposure? The sad 
answer is that it doesn't. 

An accident May 2nd at the Prairie Island nuclear power 
reactor site near Winona, Minnesota contaminated "about" 
100 workers internally with radioactive iodine-131. The crew 
was far inside the reactor's mis-named containment area when 
they were doused with the toxic metallic fumes. The Nuclear 
Management Company, which runs the reactor for Xcel, said 
the fumes were leaking from one of the system's thousands of 
uranium fuel assemblies. None of the employees were wearing 
respirators when the gas "was inadvertently released on the 
workers and inhaled," according to the Mtnneapolis Star 
Tribune. 

A Nuclear Regulatory Commission speaker went as far 
as to say, "That 100 workers were exposed was a high 
number," but that was about it in the indisputable fact 
department. The rest of the NRC's and Xcel 's spin about the 
accident was obfuscation, disinformation and outright 
falsehood; but it is worth considering for future reference 
because radiation accidents are part of our future. 

In the Associated Press account that ran in at least 32 
papers, the NRC's man, Jan Strasma, is reported to have 
said, "The annual limit considered safe for some radiation 
workers is 5,000 millirems." (The 100 were exposed to 17 
millirems, according to Xcel.) It is doubtful Mr. Strasma used 
these exact words since he knows better. He may have been 
misquoted after saying that this annual limit is "considered 
allowable" for radiation workers. Allowable it is; safe it is not. 

The Environmental Protection Agency, Energy 
Department, Transportation Department, and the NRC itself 
agree on one simpJe fact- which was emphatically restated 
in the 2005 BEIR-Vll (Biological Effects ofionizing Radiation) 
report- that there is absolutely no safe level of exposure to 
radiation. Every single dose carries some increased risk of 
cancer and other illnesses. 

A St. Paul Pioneer Press story by Dennis Lien had this 
doozy in the second paragraph: "No one was injured in the 
accident ... according to Jan Strasma." Now Mr. Lien is 
presumably under a tight deadline, but even a quick search 
of any of the above agencies' web sites would have exposed 
the lie of this NRC bunkum. Since there is no safe radiation 
exposure, any exposure at all constitutes an injury. The only 
question is: How serious was the injury? Again the NRC is 
not the place to look for an answer. 

Nearly every report of the accident included Strasma 
saying the workers' dose was "about as much a~ an X-ray," 
and the Star Tribunes Tom Meersman let the NRC get away 
with saying the exposure "did not have any health and safety 
consequences." 

The AP at least dug deeply enough to force the 
disclosure that if the workers' radiation badges were working 
properly, they received almost twice the dose of a medical X
ray. But even this reference deliberately side-tracks the 

The nuclear i":dustry and the NRC always pull out the 
old X-ray comparison when they know full weU that medical 
and dental X-rays are very short bursts of external radiation, 
while the inhalation of radioactive iodine-131 douses the 
lungs, causes chronic long-term irradiation of surrounding 
tissues, and is particularly dangerous to the thyroid. A better 
comparison comes from Dr. Chris Busby of Britain's Low 
Level Radiation Campaign and author of Wings of Death. 
Busby says the difference between external and internal 
radiation is the difference between sitting before a glowing 
hot wood fire, and popping one of its red hot coals into your 
mouth. 

Most news accounts quoted Strasma on how the 
contaminated workers had been "decontaminated.".This 
howler was easy to dismiss if you read the reports that 
mentioned the inhaled gas. (The AP neglected to mention 
the word "inhaled"). That Strasma would dare to pose such 
an obvious fraud to the press shows how ill-informed most 
reporters and editors are. The workers' "protective clothing" 
may have been discarded, and their hair shaved off, but 
nothing can decontaminate their lungs. 

Finally, the accident has a lesson to teach about the 
corruption and inadequacy of the NRC. The agency is 
obligated to simultaneously promote nuclear power and to 
regulate or police the reactor operators. This conflict of 
interest is bad enough that it endangers millions of citizens, 
not just the industry workers who cynically call each other 
"sponges." 

In this case, even though the NRC's regional 
representative Strasma said that contaminating 100 people 
was "a high number," the national office decided that the 
accident was "not a reportable event." To prove their point 
and hide their shocking decision, the NRC buried its "incident" 
notice deep in its nearly un-navigable web site. Only daily 
sleuthing by Michael Keegan and a notice to the press by 
Bonnie Urfer at Nukewatch in Wisconsin moved the editors 
and reporters to get on the phone and start asking questions. 

Pam Gorman of Nuclear Management Company, the 
people liable for the accident, told the St. Paul Pioneer Press, 
"It was not significant. It's not a major issue." I hope readers 
who noticed this attempt at trivialization think otherwise
there are at least 100 people at Prairie Island who might. 

Respectfully, 

John Laforge 

- LaForge, 03213-090, is ordinarily on the Nukewatch 
staff, but is temporarily mowing lawns a the Duluth federal 
prison camp, doing a stint for trespassing against Bush 
If's torture system. 
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Depleted Uranium Shuftle in the U.S. 
WEST CONCORD, Massachusetts 

Radioactive trash, including 322 tons of material and 3,200 
barrels, has been hauled away from the Starmet site in West 
Concord, Massachusetts. Starmet Corporation, formerly 
known as Nuclear Metals, Inc., produced depleted uranium
tipped shells for the Department ofDefense (DOD) for nearly 
thirty years. Between 1958 and 1985 the West Concord site 
was licensed to possess low-level radioactive substances, 
including beryllium and Depleted Uranium (DU). Four 
hundred thousand pounds of radioactive and toxic garbage 
were placed in unlined pits. The groundwater is contaminated 
at the site and the water is carrying the waste toward the 
Assabet River. 

In total, the nearly six-month cleanup effort removed 
1,599 drums of uranium tetraflouride, 1,107 drums of a 
concrete and uranium mixture, 515 drums of other uranium 
waste, and 322 tons of uranium metal and other miscellaneous 
waste. Beryllium exists at unsafe levels at two locations. One 
is the old landfill area that is frequented by hikers and campers, 
allowing possible inhalation and ingestion. 

Starmet supplied Alliant Techsystems, based in 
Minneapo1is, with depleted uranium penetrators for insertion 
into munitions that Alliant in turn sold to the DOD. 

The Nuclear Metals site was added to the National 
Priority List (NPL) in June of 2001 after Citizens Research 
and Environmental Watch, the Concord Board ofSelectmen, 
concerned citizens and other organizations such as the 
Organization of the Assabet River, Sudbury Valley Trustees, 
and Concord River Environmental Stream Team demanded 
cleanup. 

The radioactive waste from Starmet is one part of a 
nationwide radwaste shell game. The shipments of waste 

went to Energy Solutions, Inc., in Clive, Utah, which was 
formerly known as Envirocare. 

Five parties are being held responsible for the Nuclear 
Metals Superfund Site. Besides the Army, they include the 
U.S. Department of Energy, Whittaker Corp. (Simi Valley, 
California); Textron Inc. (Providence, RI) and MONY Life 
Insurance Co. (NY, NY). 

Carolina Metals, Inc., a wholly owned subsidiary of an 
octopus that includes Starmet, is the world's only depleted 
uranium processing facility. - Concord Journal, April 13, 
2006; Boston Globe, September 23, 2004; Multinational Monitor, 
Jan-Feb. 2003 

COLONIE, New York 

Soil has been polluted with depleted uranium and other 
toxic substances at a greater depth than clean up workers 
anticipated at the Central Avenue munitions site in Albany, 
New York. The Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease 
Registry stated that the dangerous toxins at the site can 
increase the risk of kidney disease and lung cancer. 

National Lead Industries (NL) began contaminating the 
11.2 acre area in 1958 when it received a license from the 
Atomic Energy Commission to produce uranium-238 (DU), 
thorium, and enriched uranium munitions, shields, ballast 
weights and armor. In addition, from 1966 to 1972, NL 
manufactured fuel from enriched uranium for experimental 
nuclear reactors. NL operated a chip burner to dispose of 
unused DU from 1958 to 1984. 

Oak Ridge National Laboratory performed radiological 
surveys of219 individual properties surrounding the former 
NL site. Of these, 56 vicinity properties were contaminated 
from airborne DU with concentrations exceeding 35 
picocuries per gram. Fifty-three of 56 residential and business 
properties were cleaned up between 1984 and 1988 by 

removing the top two inches of soil. Ground water beneath 
Albany is contaminated as well as surface water in Patroon 
creek downstream ofNL. 

The U.S. DepartmentofEnergytookcontrol of the site 
in 1984 and since then 175,500 tons of contaminated dirt has 
been removed at a cost of more than $165 million. The clean 
up project is expected to last for another two years. 

New York State shut down the facility in 1984 when 
airborne releases of radioactive materials exceeded court
ordered standards set in 1980. 

GORE, Oklahoma 

Twelve hundred drums containing 1.5 million pounds 
of depleted uranium are stored in Gore at the Sequoyah Fuels 
Corporation (SF C) site. The U .S. House of Representatives 
has approved an amendment calling for DOD remediation 
ofthe facility. Sequoyah, under the authority ofthe NRC, 
produced uranium hexafluoride from yellowcake (a 
uranium oxide) and converted depleted uranium 
hexafluoride to uranium tetrafluoride. The facility 
converted DUF6 and DUF4 for use as anti-tank 
ammunitibn. Various phases of the operations produced 
a radioactive waste stream. 

The 600-acre site is located about 75 miles southeast of 
Tulsa, Oklahoma. In 1986 one employee was killed when a 
cylinder containing UF6, an acid that kills almost 
immediately on contact, exploded after being overloaded 
and heated. Thirty-one additional workers were exposed 
and some showed evidence of short-term kidney damage. 
Kerr-McGee Corporation owned the facility until 1988 
when it was sold to General Atomics. The NRC shut the 
factory down after an accident in a "digester" in 1992, 
which resulted in uranium and thorium contaminating the 
soil and groundwater. 

Nothing Dhtine Ahout lt There is surface, subsurface and groundwater 
contamination from uranium and thorium throughout the site, 
and uranium, thorium and radium is in three "lined" sludge 
ponds. There is also chemical contamination of arsenic, 
molybdenum and copper in the soils. Piping, vessels and 
building materials are contaminated with uranium in various 
chemical forms such as yellowcake, uranyl nitrate and 
uranium hexafluoride- in total, there is between five and 11 
million cubic feet of radioactive waste. In 1997, low-level 
radioactive waste was disposed of by spraying it on 9,000 
acres of company-owned grazing land. 

Divine Strake, a bomb compiled of 700 tons ofammonium 
nitrate and fuel oil has been postponed indefinitely. The bomb 
was scheduled to detonate 30-feet underground at the 
Nevada Test Site. The bomb, 50 times largerthan the military's 

Representative Jim Matheson (D-Utah) wanted a test 
of surface soils to determine if any radioactive materials 
exist at the test site prior to the blast. Federal officials had 
been trying to waylay concerns by promising a helicopter 

would fly in the area of the test and 
monitor air quality for radiation. The DOE 
thinks after-the-fact monitoring offers 
some kind of comfort, when in fact there 
is no taking back any radiation that 
becomes airborne. 

VIEQUES, Puerto Rico 

biggest conventional weapon 
according to the Salt Lake Tribune, 
and 280 times the size of the Oklahoma 
City bomb, met with fierce resistance 
in Nevada. Hundreds of people 
converged on the Nevada Test Site 
on May 27, and 30 people were 
arrested in an attempt to stop the blast. 
Carrie Dann, a Shoshone grandmother 
who has fought for the land much of 
her life, crossed the line in one of the 
day's more emotional events. Peggy 
Maze Johnson of Citizen Alert, an 
environmental justice organization, said 
it brought tears to her eyes watching 
Dann cross the line. 

On May 27, thirty people crossed the line 
in opposition to Divine Strake at the Ne
vada Test Site. 

Divine Strake is not a one-time 
experiment. Officials at Sandia National 
Laboratories in New Mexico are preparing 
for another test of this weapon where the 
bomb will be slammed into a huge concrete 
barrier to determine its power. The U.S. Air 
Force has been given $4.5 million to study 
how to deploy a nuclear earth penetrator
bunker buster-from a B-2 bomber. 

Three years after it left its bombing range in Vieques, 
the Navy has not cleaned up its mess of depleted uranium, 
mercury and napalm. In fact, the Environmental Protection 
Agency's first plan of action is to explode missiles and other 
ordnance that have accumulated over the past 50 years. The 
Navy is blowing up the weapons, and they state it is cheaper 
and faster than moving them to another location. The 
explosion process may take up to eight years to complete, 
and it will increase the amount of contamination present on 
the island. The U.S. Navy claims. that no clean up can take 
place until ·an weapons have been destroyed. Vieques has 
the highest cancer rate of all 78 muncipalities in Puerto Rico. 

The bomb would have been big enough to simulate a 
nuclear weapon, including a debris-filled mushroom cloud 
rising 10,000 feet and possibly carrying radiation from the 
contaminated desert sands, including plutonium 238. The 
Department ofDefense (DOD) planned to set the bomb off 
above a limestone tunnel at the Nevada Test Site where 928 
above- and below-ground nuclear tests were conducted 
between 1951 and 1992. Theshockwavewasexpectedtobe 
felt at least 35 miles from the site. Residents of Utah, Nevada, 
Idaho and the Shoshone tribe opposed Divine Strake. It is 
seen by opponents as a covert way to research the Robust 
Nuclear Earth Penetrator, or bunker buster, and to open the 
door for more nuclear weapons testing. 

The mega-test was originally scheduled for June 2, 2006 
but opposition forces won hearings and a postponement 
through June 23. Legal proceedings against the Defense 
Threat Reduction Agency and the National Nuclear Security 
Administration (NNSA), who is the operator of the test site, 
had begun. Robert Hager, a Reno attorney representing the 
Winnemucca Indian Tribe and others, filed an emergency 
motion in federal court to halt the test and asked for 
documents proving Divine Strake to be safe. Nevada Division 
of Environmental Protection Administrator Leo Drozdoff 
wrote that the federal test site operator must provide Nevada 
with emissions models for the blast and assurances that the 
test would not violate state or federal air standards. 

The Western Shoshone Tribe said the test would directly 
violate the recent decision of the U.N. Committee on the 
Elimination of Racial Discrimination (CERD). CERD, in a 
decision made public March 10, urged the U.S. to "freeze, 
desist and stop" actions and threats against the Western 
Shoshone. The committee stressed the "nature and urgency" 
of the situation and informed the United States that it 
warranted immediate attention under the committee's Early 
Warning and Urgent Action Procedure. The CERD decision 
explicitly cited ongoing weapons testing at the Nevada Test 
Site as well as efforts to build a high-level nuclear waste 
repository at Yucca Mountain. 
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The latest postponement came May 
26 when the NNSA agreed to do more research and provide 
further information on radiation that exists in the desert soil 
as a result of nuclear bomb testing. -Miami Herald, May 6, 2006 

By!!~!lford's $11 Bi~!~!l!dr~!!~].y,!l}?ow• 
. the whistle on Bechtel's poor quality design and construction 

HANFORD, Washmgton -:- One hundred and seventy- process for glassification by providing hundreds of pages 
seven tanks are sunk 55 feet t~to .the earth atthe ~epartment of internal documents. According to the whistle-blowers, 
ofEnergy's (DO~) ~an~ord S~te m.eastern Washington st.ate. the DOE and Bechtel discouraged employees from reporting 
All wer~ filled wtth hqutd radioacttve waste from plutomum problems. The DOE cited and fined Bechtel $198,000 in 
separatlon procedures more than 50 years ago. At least 67 March 2006 for two dozen safety and quality problems. 
of them have leaked. State and federal regulators say the Meanwhile Bechtel blames the DOE for all its troubles. 
tanks are n.ot leaking now l?ut admit they have no system A Bechtel national qua1ity-control official said "dumb 
for. det~ctmg seepage. Clean up and removal. o_f t~e luck" was instrumental in discovering flawed welds on a 
radtoacttve waste has already cost taxpayers $1 1 btlhon m new 8 000-gallon tank built to contain radioactive liquids. In 
what started with a $4.3 billion price tag. At least a ~llion Jan~ 2004, a subcontractor uncovered weld problems on 
gallons of deadly waste has escal?ed .from the contamers, tank nozzles. The tank is the first of 60 to be constructed. 
which are all 30 years past thetr hfe expectancy. The The first tank was installed in 2003 and Bechtel received an 
redesign.ed do~b~e-walled tanks in use are already award of $15 million for compl~ting the project. Once 
approachmg thetr hfespan o_f2?-50 years. operations begin, the tank will be in a sealed and inaccessible 

In rece~t years, all the hqwd that can be pumped out of "black cell." Poor quality and design make the situation 
149 of the smgle-shell ta~ ~as been transferred to double- critical, because any major leaks risk contamination that could 
sh~ll ~ks- none. ofw~c~ ts kno.wn to have leaked (yet). shut down the facility and disrupt operations for years. 
Thts sttll leaves ~~trty mtll!?n ~altons ?f sl~dge, a chunky Last year, Energy Department officials discovered their 
substance called salt cake, which can t easdy be removed computer models for Hanford underestimated the risks posed 
from the bottom of the tanks. Only four of the 177 tanks b rth k s· th tr n· n has slowed as 
h be I t I tl. d y ea qua es. mce en, cons uc o 

ave en comp e e y emp e . · d · th ~ ·1· · · t da d 
M C ta · ti. th ,I, engtneers re estgn e taCt tty to stronger setsmtc s an r s. ore on mma on on e nay 

Bechtel, the operator ofHanford, and the DOE plan to Cuts by ~ongress last yea~ reduced contract wor~ers at 
"vitrify" (turn liquid radioactive waste into glass logs) the the Hanford stt~ from 1,700to~ust 375 todar. ~rea restdents. 
radioactive liquid sitting in its old and corroding tanks at hope that fundtn~ for Hanford s clea.nup wtlln:~crease. 
Hanford. The process, also called "glassification," is not The U.S. drive for nuclear dommance dunng the Cold 
expected to begin until201 7 when the glassification complex War continues to endanger countless citizens through 
will be completed. Currently, sections of the facility are being Hanford operations. The worst part is that we 're on the road 
built without a blueprint. . . . to repeat those horrors with a renewed Cold War and nuclear 

A 42-foot deep hole wtth a seven-foot t~t<:k hner has weapons production. _ Seattle Post-lntelligencer, May I & 2, 
been prepared at Hanford to handle low-level Vttnfied waste. 2006. Seattle nmes May 1 2006 
The site may expand to 26 acres. ' ' ' 
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~hants 
A Strategic 
Conference 

for 
Grassroots Activists 
Drawing upon the spirit, the experience and 

success of the Honeywell campaign, the 
War Resisters League, in conjunction with 

Alliant Action, Nukewatch, Veterans for 
Peace - Twin City Chapter, University of St. 
Thomas Justice and Peace Studies Dept., 
and the Des Moines Catholic Worker are 

sponsoring a national networking and 
strategy conference to build a cohesive local 

and national anti-corporate movement to 
develop strategies for stopping corporate 

merchants of death. 

Join Vemon Betlecourt, Utah Phillips, 
Winona LaDuke, Paul Krassner, Medea 

Benjamin, Frida Berrigan, Sister Rita 
Steinhagen, Marv Davidov, Prince 

Mishkin's, Tom Bottolene and Pepperwolf, 
Jack Nelson Pallmeyer & Joanne Sheehan 
for a weekend of reunion, organizing and 

-·• · - ··"' •••• ~. .... • ?.:w t . ·..,.n .,. 
···-- • - •·• ::m·a egtZi n::;~ . 

Sept. 29- Oct. 2, 2006 
Univ. of St. Thomas, 

St. Paul, MN 

Oct. 2 
HAPPY BIRTHDAY 

GANDHI! 
Massive Nonviolent 

Direct Action at 
Alliant Techsystem 
Web: warresisters.org/smod/smod_ hp.shtml 

INDIGENOUS 
WORLD 

URANIUM 
SUMMIT 

AND 

l006 NUCLEAR-FREE FUTURE AWARD 
NAVAJO NATION MUSEUM 

WINDOW ROCk, AZ 

SEPT.20 -24,2006 
TOUR TO URANIUM SITES IN DINETAH 

(NEW MEXICO AND ARIZONA), 
WORKSHOPS ON URANIUM MINING, 

TESTIMONIES, 
CONCERTS, PLAN OF ACTION, 

FEAST&l006 
NUCLEAR-FREE FUTURE AWARD CEREMONY 

ATCANYON DEC:HELLY 

WEB: NUCLEAR-FREE.COM!ENG Ll SH/ 
NFFAWARD.HTM 

Summer2006 

STAR~ARSEVENTSAT 
VANCOUVER ~ORLD PEACE 

FORUM 
June 24 · 26 

A9enda Topics and Events: 
The Space-Military-Industrial Compl~ Gallstones in the Belly of the 

Beast; Weapons in Space: Should We Extend the Arms Race Into the 
Heavens?; Global Network Annual Membmhip 

Meeting a Dinner; No Means Yes: Canadian Complicity in "Missile 
Defense"; Srategies for Citizen and Government Action; Star Wars 

Or9anizin9: Activist Reports from Around the World. 

Web: wo~dpeaceforum.ca 

BombsPOttina 2006 
International 

NATO ComPlaint Dal' Clll·to-Actlon 
November 6 • 11. 2006 

Actton conference and alternative 
NATO summit in Brussels: 

November 25. 2006. 

The BombSPOttiruz camr>aian is lookirut for 
international suPPort for the next Phase in the 

camPaiatn for atlobal aboUtion of nuclear weaPOns: 
Withdrawal of U.S. nuclear weaPOns from Europe: 
End NATo·s nuclear weaPOns strateatv: link nuclear 
weaPOns to the militarY and stlobalization. Join the 
international comPlaint action aatainst NATO and 

nuclear weaPOns in November 2006 

The November 25 International action conference 
and alternative NATO Summit will be a chance for 

anti-nuclear and anti-atlobalization ilrouPs 
to meet. Plan and act. 

Web: bombSPOffiruz.be/ en 

WALK FOR JUSTICE: 
FROM THE MIDWEST TO THE 

MIDEAST 
Beginning JUNE 7TH in SPRINGFIELD, Illinois 

Concluding JULY 5TH in NORTH CHICAGO 

Join wiTh social jusfice advocates This summer as 
we challenge The wars in 

Iraq and lsraei-Palesfine and The 
criminal Injustice system in Illinois. 

For 30 day8 we will walk through 
our country'• heariiand 

W• lnvlia you 'h:) Join u• for 
part or all of thl• walk. 

Web: vcnv.org 

The 17* n••al 
Re1ewaltle Eneqy ud 
Sustainable l.imil Fair 

Cuter, lfiiCOuia 
Jae 23-25, 2006 

This three-day festival is the world's largest venue to learn about 
renewable energy, energy efficiency and sustainable living. 

• over 100 workshops presented by experts from aaoss the U.S. -
working demonstrations of renewable energy and energy efficiency 

teclmologies- products that help consumers save money, save 
energy, and protect the environment, special workshops and 

entertainment for children and £amilies, 
and a friendly festival abnosphere. 

le~: .......... ,q 

Action for Conversion at Duluth Air National Guard Base 
home of the 148th f~ht~ wing 

August5.&o 
gather at the Friends Meeting House for dinner and a Peace Walk on Saturday 

1802 East 1st Street, Duluth, MN 
demonstration and resistance at the base on Sunday 

Sponsored by the Loaves and Ashes Catholic Worker and Anathoth Community Farm 
Contact: L&F. (218) 728-0629 or Anathoth, (715) 472-8721 

lueiHr Fill 1••1•.., •• Dla,_l let 
WASHINGTON, D.C. - The "Nuclear Fuel Management 
and Disposal Act" is intended "to enhance management and 
disposal" of irradiated nuclear fuel from commercial nuclear 
power reactors and high-level radioactive waste from nuclear 
bomb production at a repository planned for Yucca Mountain 
in Nevada. The bill was sent to Congress on April 5, 2006 by 
Secretary of Energy Samuel W. Bodman, and was introduced 
in the Senate by Energy and Natural Resources Committee 
Chairman Pete Domenici (R-N.M.) and the 'Environment and 
Public Works Committee Chairman James lnhofe (R-Okla.) . 
The legislation would ensure the continuation of the nuclear 
reactor industry and further contamination of the public by 
deadJy nuclear technology. 

Provisions in the bill include: streamlining licensing; 
rail line construction and upgrades for permanent dumping 
of fuel rods and bomb-making waste; permanent withdrawal 
of Yucca Mountain and surrounding land from public use; 
guaranteed funding for the Yucca project. Also the elimination 
of the statutory 70,000 metric ton limit on disposal capacity 
to 120,000 tons, which would allow the dumping of all current 
and future waste produced through reactor license 
extensions. The bill also exempts the Yucca site, as well as 
potentially all DOE sites, from the Resource Conservation 
and Recovery Act. This exemption would allow hundreds of 
millions of pounds of hazardous heavy metals from waste 
containers to contaminate groundwater used for drinking 
and irrigation. The bill would also waive state and local air 
quality laws and transforms the NRC's "waste confidence 
rule" into law. This law states that there wiJI be a dump for 
used fuel " in a timely manner," thereby politicizing what 
should be a scientific and technical determination and 
enabling the building of new reactors. Further, this would 
allow the DOE to change the site design even after the NRC 
issues a construction license according to a specific design. 

Yucca Mountain shipments have been exempted from 
existing federal provision of the Hazardous Materials 

Transportation Authorization Act which covers rail, road 
and barge traffic. Between eight and 11 million people live 
within a half mile of proposed transport routes. 

For more than 20 years electricity consumers have been 
paying into the federal Nuclear Waste Fund which comes 
no where near paying the long-term cost of storing and 
monitoring the used fuel. Currently, more than 50,000 metric 
tons of irradiated nuclear fuels are stored at more than 100 
above-ground sites in 39 states, and every year U.S. reactors 
produce an ad.ditional 2,000 metric tons of irradiated fuel. 

Two separate and independent federal investigation 
reports were released on April 25, 2006. The report by the 
DOE 's inspector general 's office characterized U.S. 
Geological Survey (USGS) scientists working on the Yucca 
Mountain Project and falsifying research data as 
" irresponsible and reckless." The data misrepresented the 
amount of water infiltration into the mountain which would 
eventually facilitate corrosion and transport radioactivity to 
the environment. The DOE has yet to review 14 million emails 
to check. the extent of quality assurance. The inspectors 
general of both the DOE and USGS are currently 
investigating, while the Federal Bureau of Investigation has 
initiated a criminal inquiry. 

The NRC found that researchers also overestimated the 
ability of metals to isolate nuclear waste in engineered 
containers. This prompted the DOE to issue a stop work 
order on all container research. 

The Government AccountabiJjty Office claims that the 
"DOE has had a long history of quality assurance problems 
at the Yucca Mountain Project." 

Nevada sued the federal government again on March 
22 claiming it has withheld documents showing Yucca to be 
an unsafe dump site. It is the fourth lawsuit Nevada has 
pending against the Yucca plan. Licensing hearings are 
expected to take several years. - Las Vegas Review-Journal, 
Apri14; Nevada Observer, May 1; AP, March 22; Public Citizen, 
April 13; Salt Lake Tribune, April 15,2006 
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Where is the Protest Music? 
Pa ul Vos Benkowski 

The wake-up call of protest music isalwaysoutthere. Sometimes 
it is hidden away and other times it cannot be avoided. But it is 
always there and there is always a cause; from solidarity with 
Central American farn1ers to death penalty opponents, from anti
war songs to anti-nuclear songs. Regardless of the medium or 
the exposure of these songs, they are sung. The question is, are 
we listening? 

Immediately following 9-11, popular music was loathe to 
con front the mi I itary bui Id-up 
and march to war with Iraq. 
instead jingoistic rhetor ic 
seemed to rule the radio and 
a person had to search far and 
wide for a dissenting voice. 
And now that the war in Iraq 
is nearing its fourth year, one 
does not have to search far 
at all to find a song of protest. 
Heavy hitters such as Bruce 
Sprin.gsteen, who has 
rehashed a batch of Pete Neil Young sings "Let's l .npeach 

the Presiden t" a nd "Shock a nd Seeger songs, and Neil 
Young, who garnishes much Awe!' 
press lately with his Living 

with War album, reach large audiences. Young's new album is 
political like a sharp stick to the eye with songs "Let's Impeach 
the President" and "Shock and Awe." Not since the tragic killings 
at Kent University in 1970 and the subsequent "Ohio" has Mr. 
Young been so timely or so widely received. . 

Pearl Jam has hit on a bit of resurgence with the snarling 
"World-Wide Suicide'· which is about the reasoning behind a 
soldier's death. Even the snotty-nosed Green Day sold over five 
million copies of American Idiot. an album rife with disillusionment 
with, well, almost everything, including the decisions of war
minded leaders. But th is is only popular music, that mill of 
mediocrity where records sales outweigh content and where toes 
must be tapping and fingers snapping in order for the masses to 
even know the song exists. Despite the reluctance to embrace 
music of di-ssent, a few acts break through with a song or two 
and perhaps millions of people will pause long enough to 
question what it is they hear. 

While opposition on the radio may be novel enough to 
warrant comment, protest in song is widespread and ever vibrant. 
You just have to pick your poison. On the country side of life 
outlaws Willie Nelson and Me rle Haggard have vocalized their 
displeasure with the war with songs like "Whatever Happened 
to Peace on Earth," ''That's the News" and "America First," 
which urges the leadership of this country to fix the ills at home 
before fixing the ills elsewhere. lt has been a long time since 
Willie and Merle were at the forefront of popular country music, 
so that allows them some freedom to speak their minds without 
dire consequences. In contrast, the besieged Dixic Chicks merely 
spoke out against Pr~sident Bush at a concert in London and 
suffered a huge backlash which turned their name into an 
adjective. So instead of putting their discontentment onto vinyl 
(can I still use that tern1'?), they write songs about their willingness 
to forge ahead despite being ' ' Dixie Chicked." Hardly protest 
music, but one cannot fault the sentiment. 

Rap and Hip Hop has also added a protesting voice, although 
one must seek deep to find it among the hollow bl ing of urban 
life and suburban patty hits. Paris, a San Francisco artist, has 

been a consistent voice against the war, pondering the cost of 
war against the reasons given for the war. "What would you do if 
you/knew all .of the things we know?/ Would .you stand up for 
truth/Or wou ld you turn away too?" Look also for Dead Prez, 
Talib Kweli, The Perceptionists and the ever active Zach de la 
Rocha and his pairing with DJ Shadow on " March of Death, " 
which is as riveting and provocative as anything else produced 
in rap. They spit out lyrics like " His Texas twisted tongue/the 
poor lined up to kill in de!<ert slums/for oil that burn beneath the 
desert sun." 

Yet to really mine protest music one must return to its roots 
and the offshoot of those roots; folk and punk rock - from Pete 
Seeger to Billy Bragg to The Minutemen to Anti-Flag. No other 
forms of music hold such an urgency like a single person with a 
guitar and a voice loud enough to be heard standing on a street 
corner or outside of a barbed wire fence pointing out the injustice 
and calling for action. And '}'hen people do not listen, that one 
person is joined by another, the guitar is amplified and voices 
become a howl. There is no more time to sleep, there is only a call 
to action. There are no concerns of record sales and no mention 
of radio play, only a song that needs to be sung and a desire to 
sing by any means necessary. to anyone willing to stop and give 
a listen. . 

Where popular music tends to paint with broad strokes, folk 
and punk cut right to the heart 
of the issue. From Yucca 
Mountain and the School of 
the Americas to that power 
line they want to push 
through your backyard, the 
song of dissent is a needed 
wake up call to the people 
affected most. Pat Humphries 
and Sandy 0., Tom Nei lson, 
Donald Keesing, Ani 
DiFranco, Sara Thomsen and 
Oar Wil l iams are all 
progressive artists unafraid to 

Oar· Williams perfor med at Project play at benefit concerts, 
ELF in 2000 actions or marches. Oar 
Williarns, a long time friend ofNukewatch, performed at the Stop 
Project Elf Campaign coalition concert in 2000. Williams donated 
all $7,000 in proceeds to the project - a financial shot in the arm 
that helped carry the campaign to its fruition with the closing of 
the ELF transmitter in September of2004. 

Punk rock, that step child of fo lk, is no different in its aim of 
getting the word out. Never mind how loud or distorted, its aim is 
dead on. Like folk it thrives ·on a tight knit community and 
unabashed politics. Where else are you going to hear a song like 
" Depleted Uranium is a War Crime" or "Political Nightmare?" 
State Radio, Sick of it All , NOFX and Anti-Flag are at the forefront 
of the political punk world. 
They are taking on the same 
issues as the folk musicians 
with a virulent passion that 
cannot be tamed. From Anti-

Flag's song "The School of;;;:;;::;;;=: Assassins" one can take away 
some inspiration and a bit of 
hope for the future, ''Take our 11!!!!~~-l!~f; 
rights back/ shut down the SOA/ 
this is the era when we wi 11 g i 
the world a better way." 
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