
A_N_C WASTE DUMPING 
newsletter no. 6 . -------------------JULY - AUGUST • I98I . 

SE!PI'EKBER 26th and 27th (Sat and Sun) 

ANC Ca'ilpa gn Conference andAGM in 

S HP.FF'IP.L D 

ThP. \~aste Dumping Group will be meeting on Sunday from 10 a.m . onwards . 
ThP ' official business' of the ANC lasts till 5.Jo on Saturday ,so 
after that those who are taking part in t he wast e dumpi ng workshop 
on Sunday could meet to draw up a plan for Sunday,if that seems 
necessary . Tt v~ry much depends how many people come as to how 
organized it has ot be • 
If you are coming and neep accomodation , the deadline for accomodation 
r Pquirements is September Jrd . All communications toaThe Confernce Secr~atary, 
c/oANC National Office , P.b. Box 216,Sheffield Sl lBD. Tels0742 79~691 . 

1f youh djdn't affil iate t o the ANC this doesn 't debar you from attend)ng the 
works op etc - everyone is very wel come . 

The deadline for the next issue is 1 ( ~BER 2dth ] 

Newsletter address & 71,0verstone 



umping at Sea 
Each July the Atomic Energy Authority [AEA] organisM a ahlpload of nuclear 

waste tor dumping In the Atlantic. Last year the matter galnf(l a certain promln~ 
ence . A train-load of waste en route to the docks at Sharpness, on the Severn 
near Bristol, was held up for a few hourt by anU-nuctur groups. 1t gained a tot of 
publicity, and cost those involved a few days In Jail and fin" of £2,500. The 
money was collected from a generoua puollc-who gave twory Indication of 
supporting both the cause and the acUon. Attempts to stop tne ttum~lng out at 
sea by the Greenpeace boat ' Ra inbow Warrior' in pravlous yoan also attrKted 
sympathetic attention, yet the AEA have every Intention of carrying out the 
dumping again this year .. 

Since 1975 the amount of radio­
activi ty dumped by Britain has more 
than doubled -yet almost every other 
tountry has stopped. Germany In 
1967. Italy , Sweden and France In 
1969, and the US In 1970. In 1979 Bri­
tain contributed a massive 98% of the 
total radioactivity dumped, but only 
37% of the total weight - the other 
countries shield their waste much 
much more. 

The AEA likes to imply that· the 
waste comes from hospitals, Industry 
and other 'acceptable' sources , but 
this is not so. A 1979 official report · 
said '' the alpha activity Is mainly 
plutonium· with some higher actinides 
and uranium: and the beta activity, 
apart from tritium is mainly fission 
products and induced activity In steel 
reactor components" , none of which 
are used in hospitals! Almost all of 
the plutonium comes from Wlndscale 
or from nearby Drlgg, where waste 
from the nuclear weapons programme 
of the 1950s is stored awaiting dump­
ing . The waste Is sent to Harwell·, 
where it joins waste from Aldermaston 
for packaging In concrete Inside steel 
drums. 11 is then sent to Sharpness for 
loading. Other waste is procoased and 
packaged at the Radiochemical Centre 
in Amersham, Hlnkley Point and 
Trawstyndd power stations, anCiS at 
Rosyth and Chatham nuclear sub­
marine bases. The waste Includes 
large quantities of sludge from the 
cooling ponds, .trom spent fuel rods, 
and the liquid and air filters which 
protect the environment around 
nuclear sites. 

International Regutatlona 
There are International controls 

governing the dump1ng of waste at 
sea, principally tM London Dumping 
Convention of 1972. To comply with 
these regulations the Ministry of Agri­
culture, Fisheries and Food must en­
sure that there 1&:· a detailed 'environ­
mental and ecological assessment ' of 
the dumping areas: a 'Justrttcatlon as 
against land based alternatives· for the 
dumping: and 'monitoring of the 
conditions of the seas' . The dumping 
should onl~ go ahead If this Informa­
tion gives 'an adequate scientific 
basis' to assess the consequences of 
tl)edl.implng on marine life. 

To date Britain hu not carried out 
an environmental aueaament: no In· 
vestlgatlon has been carr ied out about 
land based altematlvee of storage or 
disposal: no monitoring has been done 
and the scient ists are all calling for 
more Information ! There lt no ciMr 
Idea of the long tiKm effects of the 
dumping. 

All of the recent authorltlve reviews 
of nuclear waste policy have concluded 
that the largest problem posed at the 
moment Is from Intermediate level, 
and plutonium contamtneted , wru~te. 
ThiS la exactly what la dumped at ... 
- the International Atomic EnerSJY 
Agency defines high level waste• as 
that which may not be dumped at aea, 
and low lfWel weete Is buried on lano. 
Sea dumping ts conatdtred the only 
option for Intermediate wMte. Ttle h•· 
dua'ry plans to lncreue tha amount 
dumped at sea by 3()..oCO tlmee by 1t'te 
19908. To thla end BNFL haa recentfy 

applied for a £100m expansion at 
Windscale, much of which is to pro­
cess and package waste for dumping 
at sea. 

Abroad 
Abroad the signs are worrying: 

Japen has recently announced its in­
tention to dump, citing European ex­
perience as justification! The move 
has been strongly resisted by other 
Pacific nat ions and environmental­
Ists in Japan . lf Britain continues to 
blatantly flout International controls 
other countries faced with a similar 
problem may decide to join in. The US 
·Navy have to withdraw an old Polaris 

nuclear submarine each time they m­
traduce a new Trident. Two such sub­
marines were laid up In 1979, but their 
propulsion reactors present a problem . 
Land burial is an expensive and un­
attractive option, so they aro seet<lng 
permission to dump them in the deep 
ocean. As more subs are decommls­
sloned, the pressure is going to In­
crease. There is also the possibility 
of high level waste being buried on or 
under the sea bed. 

Last year, Greenpeace collected 
signatures for a statement of con­
cern about sea dumping from the gen­
eral secl'etarlets of 24 trade unions -
Including nine with members Involved 
at some stage of the sea dumping pro­
cess, and MPs, scientists and many 
other prominent people. A trade union 
group: Preservatton and Conserva­
tion of Animal and Plant Life (PCAP) 
this year has the support of elghl 
unions In their attempt to stop sea 
dumping, and are apparently hoping 
that Joe Gormley will raise the Issue 
at the next Trade Union Congress. 

For mora Information contact the 
C•mpatgn Agalnat Sea Dumping, 
L~~nG~Cre Hall, London Road. Bath, 
07t1-saot4 

• ~lew of Command 884; the Control of 
Radlot~~Ctlve Waste, a report by an ·expert 
Group• to the Department of the Envlron­
m•nt, HMSO, 1979, £1 .35. 1t should be 
rNd •n<l crltk:laed aa it Is going to lead to a 
new White pap« on waste policy. 

THE following statement was made by French oc&anogr&pher JACQUES~YVES COUSTEAU 

.~.n Paris on 8th July: .. On beha.l:f of the 16o,ooo tae•bers of the Cou.steat.l 
foundation,! protest once more against the sea dumping of nuclear waate ,and more 
specifically against the d\mping off Cape Finietere planned thie year b'; the Brit ish 
government . It is time to stop considering t he sea as the universal garbage can ." 



J.!EfK ~ ACTION A£,.AINS7 THE C,EM 
SHARPMESS mARY 

Wed.8th.- a grpup occupi ed a tower i n including groupe traa u tar atield u 
Bristol. Scotl&nd,and warehed by aevera.l hUDdred aortt. 
Thur.s.9th.- a small internat ional The march was enlivened bf t he presence of 
demonstration outsida the UKAEA HQ a red devil fr<la the European theatre or war 
in London.France,Spa.in,Japan and aa 'health peyeica 'squad in white boiler 
Ireland accompanied England in t he demo. suits collectfn« contu.1.na.ted bodies which 
Sat.lOth.- a small deao outside Allersham were set alight in a mini :f'uneral wre at 
radio-chemical centre in Allersham an d Sharpness and 4 cot:fin bearers' illU8trating 
a. march in Brldgewater. the risks of rad.ioaetive P&~. 
Mon.l3th.- A lurid green Ring Nept1me u.rch came to a halt outsi de the loeked gate 
visited Harwell and asked to speak to of the dooks,whe~ two 'aediaeval knights 
the person i n charge . We are not sure what battered the ga:~es in aock attack. 
was eaid. Peacefully the crowd re tuned to Sharpness 
Sat.llth.- BANG rolled oil drums to eat ,hear epeakers,musie,watch tilas and 
decorated with radiatiom symbpls and have a ceilidh ~.n t he eTening.'l'he 
marked 'radioactive ' through the main demonstration wa.s aarked by its peaeefulnees 
shopping a.rea.s of Brldgewa.ter. huaou.r and good organia&tion - th&Dks to 
S1m.l2th. The march f rom Berkeley Bristol anti nuclear group. 
Power Stat,on to Sharpness Docks was So what next? 
supported by several hundred protestore, 

• • • 
AS the ship, the Gem,prepared to unload the barrels of waste,Greenpeace people . 
wPre there bobbing about in inflatables. They hoped to stop the drums being dropped 
into the water but they found that the Gem crew was prepared to r i sk hitting 
them with the Z ton drums - independant observers said the crew even seemed to 
aim at the people in the inflatables. It was considered t oo dangerous to continue 
that tac tic,so on day two t hey t owed out an inflatable with the intention of 
catching a barrel as it fell into the sea .But the Gem crew hit the l aunch that towed 
the inflatable with a drum,and destroyed an engine .The crew went on to use 
grappling hooks to pull up the inflatable out of the water ,and they then started tp 
aim the grappling hooks at people.At this point,Greenpeace decided to s top as the 
Gem cr ew were acting so violently someone could be killed,and the only tactic left 
was to be violent back.Greenpeace and independant observers considered t he violence 
to be excessive and unwarranted.They will be continuing to oppose sea dumping but 
in other ways - Greenpeace U.K. is at 36,Graham Street,London Nl 8tt.o1:251.3020. 

OOTCH ACTIVISTS DELAY WASTE DUMPING 

The Dutch environmental organizations, ttNature and Environment" and ''Greenpeace" 
have s u cceeded in p reventing the dumping of radioactive waste in the Atlantic 
at l east for 1981 . 

They did so by filing legal suit agains.t a license issued by the Dutch Minister 
of ~nvironment and Public Health f or the dumping of 2500 barrels containing 
rad~oactive waste in the Atlantic Ocean (between Spain and England). 

The dumping was scheduled to take place thi's month. While the case is 
being heard , t h e license has been s u spended and no waste may be dumped. This 
process will take several months and by then weather. conditions should 
delay dumping until next spring at the ea.t·liest. 
Belgium and Switzerland who dump waste f r011 the Dutch ship will not be a.ble to du.mp 
eit her. 



Something that will not go away 
Plutonium-241 is 
building up 
off the Cumbrian 
coast. Anthony 
Tucker argues 
that controls are 
needed urgently 

TilE .annua! report on 
radi<tactive dischar~ for 
1980. published a few days 
ago by BNFL, shows that the 
amount o-f ']>lutonium-241 dis­
charged into the sea fell from 
40.000 -curies m 1979 to 
around 20,000 curies in 1980. 

PlutoOJum·241, u n 1 i k e 
other isotopes of 'Plutonium, 
Is not subject to autho!lisa­
tion limits - that is to say 
it car\ be di~harged at wm. 
In the past is has been but, 
ae<:ord1ng to "official M state­
ments by the Department of 
the Environment and others. 
contro~ may be nec~sary per· 
baps 1n 1983 or later. The 
dramauc vo1untary reduction 
reported b} BNFL could be 
the beginning of, or a ploy to 
avoid, a real squeeze. There 
Is a serious 241 problem ! 
Technic~1ly pluton·lum-24 t 

.Is ;a nuisance, a product o! 
long-term J-rradlation o! fuels, 
a contaminant. therefore, ot 
clean phlt.oni.um-239 needed 
for var1ous purposes, but 
hard to separate. And, 1rom 
the freedom given for the 
d!teharge of this pan:tcuolar 
.isotope when c:on11rols 11•ere 
f ol'tnulated In the tlfties 
through the ·gjxtfes, Its ipOten· 
tial hazard was not· seen. 
Because ~ is ~t is known 

as a beta-emitter rather than 
an alpha-emitter lilt~ ptut-239 
(alpha particles are~ most 
damagmg f-onm of radiation 
in t i s s u e incorporated 
materials), Its lblologital 
hamrd was rated fairly l<YW. 
Perhaps it was a{so assumed 
by those in C()JJ!tnand of our 
radiologicld. destiny tJJ.t phi· 
tomum·241 would disperse 
through the a<:eans and disap­
pear. 

Sucb mistakes are c:ommon 
but incredi'ble, sin<:e the 
essential problem¥ of led!· 
ment fintlon and biological 
concentration were identified 
as .a potential hazaN for 
heavy metals of many \IJlds 
back ln tbe late 1950s. What 
ever lhat means about 
assesment a< the time. the 
result over the past decade, 
has been increasingly large 
uncont rolled annual di~· 
charges of plut441 Into the 
sea. A paper pltblisbed in 
Nature a1Ves the accam!Jlaled 

tptaJ as 381,527 curies to th~ 
end of 1980, corrected for 
liec:ay M the plut·Ml balf.llfe 
of 14.7 years. Virtually the 
whole of this output 1S 
retained in the top few cen· 
timetres of sea4led sediment 
within a few miles of the 
point of discharge. 

That is potentially serious 
In its own .rf gbt fo.r, qutte 
aJ)5rt f-rom contamination ot 
food chains, sedJments tno\le 
shoreward, mateml.s on tbe 
shore dry out, tnd dried out 
l!laWrills can easUr be resus­
pended as partidles in tbe 
atmosphere. But there Is a 
worse ~ of the pro'b'lem. 
Pltrtonium-.241 decays to 
AmerJt1Um·241 whiCh tlas a 

half·life of 4-33 years and 
Vlbicb. io turn, decays to 
Neptunium.a37 which ha.s a 
balf·life of around 2 million 
years. Both of t'bese Isotopes 
are alpha-emitters. That is to 
say they are among the most 
biologically hazardous of 
materials. Americiwn·2t.l. Is a 
bone and liver-seek-ing iso­
tope, In some ways simllar 
to plut-2aQ, but with b izarre 
aDd unexpected tharac· 
terlltics. such u concentra· 
t ion ' ~n the st.ull and jaw 
tone. Virtually nothin( is 
known about ita $PeCl!ic 
ef.fects In humans. The rele· 
vant eJCpeiiment, it seema, is 
on~y just beginning. 

As the article tn Nature 
shows, the accumulated piu· 
tonium-241 ott the Cumbrian 
<.'Oast is now large enough to 
produce slBt~ lf,lcant amountl! 
of AmeAcium-241. Wben 
added to authomed dis· 
charges of Amer.lcium-241 
there would seem to be about 
18,000 curies now retained in 
near-coast &ediments. 

This IS Dot SOJl'Jetblng that 
wUl go away. The BNFL. 
report on dis<:bareea makes 
ligbt of the hazard by point· 
fog out that the W,OOO curies 
of plut·241 tbat went out of 
the .pipeline in 1980 wiU. 
after about 100 yea~ have 
decayed to about 100 rories 
ol Americium. Not much you 
mlght think. Yet measured 
against the Index of, say, anow· 
able maxknwn inhalation tn 
occupational exposure ovtr a 
year Of 4U'Oilnd one-tenth of 
a millionth of a curie·, it 
looks quite significant. 

But this Is stiU mislea<fln~. 
The IJ)rooucUon of Ameri· 
cium..Z4l from plut alnady 

retained in sediments is now 
almost 600 a~ries a yeu .and 
rising. Equj}jbrium with 
dec-~y wall be reached toward 
the end &I next century when 
annual producti<?n from the 
sediment deposits wlll be 
about 1,300 c•l'iea . 
Remember; tnis Is material 
with a baJf.life approadling 
:SOO years. But then it goes 
on, decaYing Into yet another 
alpha · emltting radionucllde, 
Neptunium-237. Perhajls that 
I~ appropriate for a marine 
rleposlt. Its halC..Ufe is over 
2 million years and even: then 
reaches forward into yet 
more daughter products 
which are potentially b.Uar· 
do us. 

The DoE talks about J>OI­
slble c:ontroJs in the years 
ahead : the itldustry does not 
mention them. W.hat about 
a~p)ying some real cont.rols 
now ? There is an uneasY 
feelinr about the wbole 241 
story for it suggests that, by 
e.oc:ident, the convenience oi 
in~~~ baa been liven 
unj ieci' priority f1Vet good 
pra<tlce :in ntdloactlve 'ti'Ute 
tn&MiemeDt 
Retn~ : ~"aol ft!pori 

on Rodioclctftle DilePwva 
1980: BNFL U8J' . AMUGl 
Survey of '8ad~ DU­
chaTgu 1919: D~mt o1 
the Envfromne"l't, Scottilh 
OtJic~ a11d Wel41a OtJlce ; 
1980 J. P. Dol/ GM ,J. E. 
Cro11: Ammcium-241 jrfma 
lhe d«<V of Plutonlum-241 
in the lrlah Sea : Nature t10l 
292 : 6818, pp 43-45, July 
1981, 

The slgnlftcance of Barrow In Fumess on the international 
map of the nuclear fuel cycle cannot be over-emphasised. 
Through that port on the Cumbria coast comes the bulk of 

spent nuclear fuel &om Japan, Sweden and a host of European 
countries whp pay huge sums of money to this country for the 
privilege of using Wlndscale as the dustbin for their embarrassing 
and politically sensitive nuclear "waste': 

Without such a convenient and 
aa:ommodatfng dumping ground, 
only the French facility at Cap de la 
Hague would be available to accept 
this dangerous mati!rlaJ. But now, 
wtth its own storage facilities full to 
capacity, six serious aa:ldents occur· 
ring In the past 12 months, anJ an 
~ngly militant trade union de· 
mandlng tempoJ'ilry closure of the 
plant for urgently required overhaul, 
the Barrow campaign begins to 
assume something llke Its real signifi­
cance. Hamper the nuclear steam· 
roller at Barrow and the effects will 
be.> feh thro ughout the nuclear in· 

dustry. Nready, British Nuclear Fuels 
Ltd. (BNFL) have little chance of 
being ablt! to honour their contracts 
for light water reado r fuel repro­
cessing. Facilities have yet to be 
built and the technology to be 
employed in treating such fuel on a 
commercial basis has yet to be proven. 

Apart from the e ffect any such 
delays will have on the col)&rads 
BNFL have secured thus far, confi· 
de nee in the British nuclear mdust.ry 
would be shaken still further and 
would~ undennine the ah?.ady 
tottering public acceptabUity of this 
hybrid, secretive and protected 

indus.-y which, on even the most 
conservative calculations. Is killing a 
small number of people every year 
with radioactive discharges to the 
lrish Sea. ~ ___ __,,- . 



legal Action at Barrow 
British Nuclear Fuela Ltd. {BNFL} 

are being taken to court b7 ;tu~ Barrow 
and District Actltm Group fBAD/"'G]. 
The action Is over BNFL •a develop, 
men t of port facili ties at Barrow docks 
to handle foreign spent nuclear fuel on 
Its way to Wlrtdseale. BAOAG wat 
lormed In January 1980 to fight tho Im­
portation of foreign nucl.,er wn!l1" 
1hrough Barrow. Stmon Storlde .!otnd 
terry Smith of the group explain the 
background to the legal &eUon. 

Barrow, situated on the tip of the 
Furness pennlnsula In SW Cumbria, Is 
1he chief port of entry Into the UK for 
foreign nuclear waste. The port is a 
series of dock basins, with BNFL pre­
sently using a temporary berth in 
Buccleuch dock. They are however 
developing a permanent base In Ram­
sden dock. 

The first realisation that BNFL were 
to develop a permanent base at 
Barrow came in the summer of 1979. 
On November 14th 1979 :l report, 
arising from concern at the lack of in­
formation coming from BNFI about 
their intentions, was preoentsd by the 
town's planning officer to the planning 
committee. 1t concluded that planning 
permission would be required for 
development of Ramsden dock. How­
ever, in January 1980 the town clerk , 
Mr Robinson. submitted a recom­
mendation to the planning committee 
that permission wa~ not requlrad. He 
took BNFL's view that •hey already 
had 'deemed' planning permission. 
The recommendation was accepted by 
the town council . 

Council Support 
Simultaneously the Political 

Ecology Research Group published a 
commissioned report on the Hazards 
associated with the tra"lsport of 
nuclear fuels. • Its main conclusion was 
that If a ship caught fire In port. and If 
that fire could not be controlted. then 

there was potential for a aJ&&'fer 
equal to that of a major reactor acci­
dent. 

BAOAG has campaigned hard to 
bring the Issue of nuclear waste to 
public attention. In co-operation with 
Greenpeace we h3ve carried out a 
series of direct actions against waste 
transport boats. 1t Is M \ unrealistic to 
say we now have majority support in 
the town. 

Following several months of succ-­
essful direct actions, our policy chan­
ged to one of political persuasion with­
in the town council and among local 
trade unions and the Labour group. 
First signs were encouraging, how­
ever, underhand dealings of certain 
councillors were to ensure that the 
Issue was not raised lh council . 

On June 3 1980, Barrow town coun­
cil voted 19 to 16 In favour of a natural 
gas terminal at Barrow. Thus within a 
small area there were to be a nuclear 
waste Installation , a nuclear sub­
marine yard , and a gas terminal. The 
UKAEA's Safety & Reliability Direc­
torate reporting on the dangers of the 
gas terminal said an accident Involving 
gas cono..,nsates "could. possibly re­
sult In a fire engulfment of a ship un­
loading nuclear fuel flasks at the Bri­
t ish Nuclear Fuel's facility within the 
same basin". The warning went un­
heeded. 

Legal Advice 
Early this year BADAG took legal 

advice which showed the best op· 
tion to be over a 'declaration order' 

1a1'¥S m ~~on. &at ~!· · 
come to na .. 0 3~ggm tt was ,.., 
which the 1<8 BoEI.rd had no 1Jj ' 
use, and that there had been .(Uscua~ 
sions with various groups for the site 
to be userl a!l a marina, for housing 
and other projects. 

Three Barrov.- residents have been 
named as plaintiffs in th~. action 
against BNFL for a declaration tbat 
planning permission is required for 
their proposed activities which has no 
here--to-fore been obtained. 

.- Papers filing a law suit on behalf of 
the 3 plaintiffs were served on May 
13 naming BNFL as defendants. The 
da)' before, May 12, Bar row town 
council after a lively debate voted 23 to 
8 for the motion that "The Council's 
object ions to the transportation of 
spent nuclear fuels through 'Urban 
areas in general be made known to the 
responsible authorities and particular 
objection be made to the continued use 
of Barrow as the flask handling depot 
and rail link tor the transPQrtatlon of 
the fuel to Wlndscale." One wonders 
why it has taken them so long to bring 
the Issues to discussion and whether 
Imminent legal action may not have 
had some small part to play . 

•Investigation Into the hazards associated 
with the maritime transport of spent nu­
clear reactor fuel to the British Isles, and 
Investigation Into the hazards associated 
with the interaction at Barrow of BNF, 
British Gas and Vickers. From PERG, 34 
Cowley Road, Oxford. 

that planning permission for BNFL 's ,--------------...., 
port development Is needed. The re- Appeal 
quirement for planning permission ae-
pends on the site's previous history. Is Ttle Law Suit against BNFL will cost 
lt considered 'operational land ' , that is around £10,000. A naUonwlde fuoo 
land always used for the purpose of raising campaign haa been launched. 
shipping of relatett matters?, or has lt Ptoase send all donations made pa~­
ever been conslderad surplus to the able to BARROW RIGHTS FUND, c/o 
Dock Board's own requirements? The Secretary, Jean Emery, 29 Longrtlna 
British Transport Docks Board (a Road, Barrow-ln-Fumen. Cumbria. 
statutory body) are the Jeaaora of the '-·-----.;.T .. ha;,on.k$ ..... _ _ __ _, 

'<&W'' l * ' ' ' '' ' I ' ' Z ll fl I l I I I I I I I Ill I 1 1 I lltm 

Windscale Viida\vs in £96,000 payout 
TilE: r~lati\·es or two \ '!.'lnd­

s~ate workers who nllc&-cdly 
d k d from thf' eiY<'cl of 
t.tdia lion and a I h.lro " b o 
:.ufrtr td ill bealCit are ~o 
J't-<"eh ·e .t ~lli,OOO danmg~-<. 

lkiti'h l'udt·:J.r f'nt'l~ .l~ tced 
t he on t or court ,o;et llcm<'nl 
y t>ttrllay but conlin u tll to 
deny liability, 

~xper~o; art. divided over 
Wllethel:' r adbtlon at the 
Wiud~ralc work>~ In Cnnt· 
bri.• w.ts t o bl:une. 

l'hr: targe~t p:lyment of 
.£GO.OOO goes \u Mrs Sarnb 
South war d. "huse h usband 
Ce-u l~rey was a heallb 
p hJ'Str:. m onitor ~l Wind· 
li<':\1~ u ntil h e died ot 

leukemla ln 197S, aged t 9. 
1\fr ,. Ena. Shupson rt-reh·es 

A:-21 .0110. Uer h u!.lHn td John 
died from cau<-er of t he 
pauaeas llt tile :t~C or 57 
afte-r 2.7 years .a:. a. proce.ss 
• ·orker. 

~fr J ohn Willlam r.oflhou-;e, 
\\"hO still work!' fur UNf'L, 
receh·es .ti :>.OOtJ. He hns 

By WILLIAM HUNTER 

suiTered cataracts In both 
en:. and ·had his JtCt 
ll.idue)· removed tK:cauu of 
• twnour. 



Pandor. issued the following press stat ement on June 2nd . 

•On 26th am 27th April the new Ch4iri1V.ln ot the UK Atomic Energy Authority 
made some ilnportant statements regal"di ng radioactive vasto disposal tbe textual 
accur~cy of which has been checked by Pandot-a wit h 'l:.M AEA ttself. 

•nr- Walter Ma.rshall then said that no radioactive waste would be buried for 
at least 100 years •tor good technical reasons• even i£ a sate dumping grouncl' 
wer-e di scov&:red. He also stated that be was ,_mpn.s~ing hi.s views upon·M1.nia.teH 
And CivU SeJ"V'ants. 

•A hundred ~ar!"l • postponement is not nearly enoup;h f or .. :~\mora but i s at 
least a welco~ step in the richt dir&etion - if it represent s • ~nuine ohange 
of policy. 

ttBut Dr Harsh.all does not make GovernJI'&nt pol icy alXl, after mot"e than a 
month . Qoverml1Bnt has not COJII17ented on )lis v:lews. Pandora now calls upon it to 
do so. The bore hole rroer ruume i s clearly in disarr~y. Ei ghteen months arter the 
Ayrshire · borehole Enquiry ther e is still no decicion, nor i s there regarding 
the Cheviots Enquiry. \'Jhs.t sort of progr~ :is that ? 

"The peopl e of North and Centr a1 Wal~s.· st:Ul pot~nti.ally at risk from this 
progr~, have a right to know how matter s stand follow:i.~ Or Mar shall•s 
stAte~.nts. Confident of publ ic s•l pport am of the soundrl~Jss of its policy 
Parrl~r~ feels no need f or p.tbl ic campai~ning at present but will ·continue to 
keep a. watchful eye upon devel o-pments. " 

Nuclear waste disposal 
73 May 7981 

Mr Gordon Wilson asked the Secretary 
of State tor Scotland if he would 
discontinue the progtamrne or test 
bonng in Scotland, and if he would gtve 
an undertakmg that no nuclear waste 
would be dumped there for 100 years. 

Mr Rifkind The Government must 
ensure the continuation of a respon 
stble long·t<mn research programme tn 
the UK rnto posstble meth<Jds of 
dtspostng of h•gh-level radioactive 
waste, ot which geologtcal disposal 
may be one. Meanwhile, there is no 
proposal to dispose of sucll waste in 
Scotland or elsewhere tn the UK 

The Scottt~h National Party issued the following statement on 19th May -

A:u.:• the pledge by Dr. i.Jaltcr !-larshall, Chairman of the U. K. A.E.A • • that 
no ullf'IC'<lr waste '-lould b<! dumpe d in Scotland fo r "at least one hund:r~d years". 
Hr. l;ordon Wi lson H.P., Chai rm<1n of the SNP has sough t an offic1al statemen t 
from the> Government to b.1ck ur> t he pled ge . 
HowC'v~'r , t-!r. \Jilson s <l id chnt he was not happy with the answer from Mr. 
?~:llc~JIIll Hifkind. Hr. l.fil!;on s.1id ' 'Mr. Rifkindrs reply on behalf of t he 
Gr)V t. did not cl C'~1rly s tal~ tha t t he r e vould be no waste dt.imped in Scotland 
du ri n1-~ the ucx t C('ntury, ins tead the ~o~ords he used were ..• "meanwhi l e there 
j5 n C1 pHlj)Osa l t o dispose of s uch wnsce i n Scotland ' ... 
"This r~"ply is nowhere near as definitive as Dr . M;irshall's statemen t wh i ch 
Hr. Rifkind ' s an swt:>r ha!! now devalu~d. " 

"l "''~"llld urge th~ Scott i sh peop le not to be lulled into a·false sense of 
St!curi:y over t h f.' :issue . The cmnpa ign .1r,ainst nuc lc~r t' :->pansi on a nd nuclear 
w:tst~ dumping s hould be strcngthcn<'d if anything." 

" 111iS turn o f evcncs does i l l us t ra te however, thac gr0110d can b(' gained 
if popuLH o;Jin 1on is brou!;ht to bl'.1Y' on Governments . The Stoo P ~o~ill be 
kc:ep; tt· , up the pr~ssurc on th e: nucl <':ti issue and we h npt' th .1t MHc rs will 
.1lso." o/ 



GOV!l:IW1Etl'l1 U-TURN ON NUC LF.AR U ASTE 

The second annual r eport of the Radioactive 
Haste i!anugement Advisory Committee stated 
that ' Serious cons ideration should be c i ven 
to the possibility that containment in an 
ene ineered storage system, either above 
ground or sub-surface , for which technology 
already e:""..ists , might be the best way to 
deal ui th solidified high- leYel Hastes f or 
at least 50 ye~s and possibly much longer'. 

This iD , of course uhat t he anti nuclear 
movement haD been attempting to persuade 
the Government for some time. 

At u Press Conference in BridgwDter 
follot'ling the r elease of the 1·eport, Tom 
1Cing confirmed that this ua.s the ne,·r 
Gove:rnment line . 

Is this our f irst major victo~~ ? 
Unfortuna tely, it probably iHn 1 ·t. There 
has beet: u ., suggesti on that ·the borehole 
progrrunme l-Till be stopped , indeed, t he 

EVESH.AM I1EETING OF ANTI NUCLEAR WAS'r E 
DUJ.lPllTG GROUFS 

The main decision at this meeting ttTas to 
pres~ all aut horities and persons of any 
importance to pressure the Government ~ 
~ake a full s t at ement on ita intentions 
concerning their ,.,aate dumping policy . 
Contact Press, Councillors, MPs and 
Dr. 1·1arsh - all of the UlCAEA, 11 Charles 
Street, London, S.W. l. 

,. ~ \ 
~ J. .. ~ ( fp ~\ 

I{_ " ,''l \~ J: \'· .. \, !: 
~ !1r-- I ! \ ' , ,:: I , \ . 

·D,~)~i ; -... ~ ~~\ )(/J~ 
Gove rnment has already tendered fo~ t~ 
drilling contr acts (see Ne~ Scientist, 21st 
l~ay, p. 478) at the Loch Doon and Cheviot 
Rill s ites - even before the inquiry resul t :J 
h ave boon publi shed ! 

~f the Government is no~., really :U. t erested 
l.n surface stor age for 50 - lOO yt-ars then 
there i s obviously no need for the te~t 
borehole programme - at very great expense 
to the taxpayer - for a very lor.J time., 

)o until the Government is forthcoming with 
l stat~ment on the future of the t est 
.r illing prog~amme we cannot be sure t hat 
his Hhole e pisode i s not just a ploy to 
ounte r the strong opposition ·in the 

urilli~ areas t hus enabling them t o push 
on vi th the planning a ppeals. 

Row over 
N-waste 

fDffRt.lAf\AENTfVeY ~U~ST'Q\J 1 
Northumberland National Park 

About 100 flrmo; h3\'t olftr~d 
t<' ndNs for the treatmr nl, 
pat'k:tg ln l(. t ra n\port and dhpl)o 
!>31 of nut lt•ar 14 a~t <' b\'forc the 
re>ulls of publu .. mqu1rlcs 1nto 
pro(lO~rd \l.'!>l horc' m 1he the· 
v1ot Jhlls. i\:ortltumhcrl~nd, 
and lll ullwharchar mou nt:un, 
Ayrshire 

But clt•,rute th •• f;H•t that 
tenclt'rS Wl'f(' It'll I IPd tht' 01'• 
part m<' nt of 1 h<' J-:unronmrnt 
sa1d Vl'!> lrrd.ll' t h:~l thl're was 
no <lll<''""" · or :111 ' cont r<~rt 
betn:.: dr;c"n up ICJt ll palttru­
lo~r ~ll r hdorr the • •• ,u ll~ of 
the lWO lti(!UIIii!' Wi'IC known. 

The Or pari ment'~ 'pokesma n 
s:ll(l that 1£ the mqm rir" g:we 
pernu:.sion for dnlhrlA lh e 

• Gov~rnment must he in t he 

1 
best positton to carry out the 
work.. 

5 M.w 7981 
D• Davic1 ("';lrk askecl tnc S1•t1 (>tary 
.)t State fur the rO\IIrc1l lfi1Unt >/' lu~n he 
~xpectcd lO take a dtW1S1on 011 thu 
m~pecto1 s 1 epo11 1 I :he .nquu v 1nto 
the dump•ng ol nuclear '' :;re •n me 
NoP 1ll.mbcrlal•d N<iiiOnal r

1
dft. 

Mr Grles Sh~ v.. The mspectr r 1S c;tlll 
j)• npa11ng h1:s r r.>port of r~w nqwry 
which ioi!O\· ~d d u.dusal ol 1 1. nrung 
pcrnn~ton tc• r:a1 ry ou t geologrc:nl l est 
drilling u) tl,o I'Jolth .. mtberl;md Nat1onal 
Pdrk A duc1stor• Cdnnc.1t f,p nxp.:t~ tcd 
101 some t1me yet 

The newsletter t l-s cOII\e out a. bit late this time - we were waiting because there was 
a. possibility U .a.t the result of the Mul lwa.rchar inqu~.ry would be announced 
before the sun~er recess of Parliament - but it wasn 't. 

There probably won' -c. be an announcemen·t until .t-'.P' s come 
pack from their holidays in October . ~ 



RADIOACTIVE WASTE MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE.SECOND ANNUAL REPORT. 

(available from HMS0. £3 • .50) 

fha C..tt.tet. vhicb wat eat.abliabDd ae o• COMtJ<lUer&te ot the Floven 
Japort. •• tl• ~tua ot an 1rl:lependu& ~ pNVi~ advice to tha 
Golre,_.-' • ia ...,.. ol adioaottu wate ,_...Mat poliGYI it. 
reporttl f .,.. -.r·~ fm1. thlt~nt fal.ta. ~--~ ......._ 
t01" lfa:'laa &rliJ --~. 

The Chairman, Sir Dsl\YS W.Ukim~on, is a mclear phySicist and Vice .. 
Ch&noellor of &la sex Universi t3'. There are 18 fUrther m&!! ;.r!. Ot these 11 
are from Indu.stry oz;. the Oni't'eraities , mos tly the l atter; they wlude . fr01>1 
Wales, Prof D R WUliaJUJ of UWIST. In addition 4 further ~n&mbers repre~ent t he 
mclear ard eleotricity industries; &.rld ) more represent the trade unions iH 
tbome industries. 

The coxr.!JX)sition or tba imeperdent seo~r i s akeW&d in a "way whioh 18 · 
very common- endt for IIO'M ot us, rather wormng • i n the mcl eu lstabllsh-
1119nt. Of theae 11, 7. aM pbysic11$ts or chelldsts; there is one biologist; radio­
biology • genetics and 18dicine al'e not s~cif'ieall~ represented. Nor i s tl·.ne 
an.v representation !roB\ bodies .such as FOB. . 

TheN are also the .A.aaesaors, drawn frpm the M1.nistries of Agrieul ture. 
Ene:rrq. Envirort.nt:. tba . Soottis~·· and Welsh Oftioes: USB. NRFB a.M NDC. fheir 
Nle is unclear, per.l\4l.ps t}'ley are conc$rned with the Art ot the Poesihle • 

.Al. though" the l!'.Ost i~J:"t&nt theme ot the seeorxl Report i s high-activity 
waste =na.ge~nt it deals with several other mat ters a.a well: 4li!Ongs t tbea are 
Caes ium-1 'J'l dischar ges tro• Windsoa1e. intermediate l evel wastes arising troa 
a FWR pro~ • Defence waatea (which tel l s nothing) and a lltUe on the sea 
disposal progra111D8. Tb&re is an ill'l'(lOt"tant chapter. inevitably l eas t&etual. on 
the evolution of an mer-ill waste management strl\tegy. 

Here w can deal onlJr with such matters a s concern Pandor a . I t should 
therefore be said tha.t this Repol"t is essent1~ s tudy !or ~ody s•r1~ue4f 
coneenwd with any a epect ot radioactive waste management. The Third Report.. 
when it appears. will deal further 'With high activi ty w.ete and also with 
reactor deeoJ)mthsioning; clearly 11- will be no les s i!lportant. The eventual 
emergence of a waste •nage~~~ent stz;oa.~gy vhioh is both sate ard socially 
acceptable ~atly deperxi& on the freedoa with whioh mem.rs o! the public 
are able to ton consid~u .. d judgeD~Bnts on f!IOJ:"ks such .ae these~ The at.ucbt of · 
a'bet.rao~. suob aa this or Pandora•s, forms no adequate aubst'ttilte: 

The abstract contained i n Pandora's news letter is not included f or reasons o~ 
s pace , but t he ~ollowing parts are included as they may be of interestto groups 
and peopl e t rying to -.rork out what fls going on. Pandor c.. - Don a.rnott,Rhiewport 
Hall ,Berriew.nr Welshpool .Powys. 

Page 24 o~ the report says& 

"Three waste management opti ons . are consi dered below. They area­
k}l.y .~11Jpc?!tal (i.. e. the emplacement "'1' wastes without t hs intention of 

retrieval·· takas }'il.ace within s. .fell years of reproces!ting. 
Stor~ leadij' to disposal·. 'l'he waste i s stored tor a l engthy period 

(aoa 50- 5() years prior to disposal. Ths t iming of the dispow will be 
decided on technical and environJ~JSntal grounds 

Loer'te.~ storae. The waste is stored f or the order of 1000 ~ars and 
can ·be re eved for disposal. • · 

The!'$ follows . on the naxt two pages, e. summary of t he advantages and 
disadvantages ot ea.ch. This • since it is in tabu~a.r tom, 18 beyond SUl'IIIMI'Y. 
The first opt ion, early disposal, is not favoured by the Conmd.t~e1 imeed 
t hey exclude it as not feasible in the present state of knowledge. As between 
the reir.aining two; on aarety there i:s little to choose, on f easibility am 
fiexibility t he long- term option wins. But on costs the Collmli.ttee, i n the view 
or this W1"i ter • ·b!I.S fooued the areumentt for wh:Ust ~ on storage le-adi ng to 
disposal it observes, correctly eno':lgh, that the longer the storage the less 
the cost ot disposal (i.e. by borehole or other means) it entirely tail.s to 
point out that the additional cost ot a repository of thi9 sort would not a.rioo 
a t all it t he long- term store ulti mately bec am t he disposal si te , as emisaged 
on P 2,. (Pand~' s pos ition is int&l"!Mdiate' '\re advocate tnOni tor fXI storage et~ 
untU- tb& shlYrt-li ved ctJntpOnent has decayed , i .e. 500 - 6oo ~a.rs .,) ' 



It is easy to iden~ intern&l imonsi.BUtno:l.es in then quotation, or, 
alternatively. to point out an· almost Pandora-ish tone of SOJI'J& of th& propo.. 
sitions. It is easy to say that there is something in the Report tor every 
point or view. So there is l Mr fo&'l King. introducing it in the Houso (.flu• 1oth) 
chose to plSsyfoot. He dep4rted as little as possible from the status cpo ant. 
and t~ Dol's Press Statemant did no better. 

Nevertheless it these quotations "U'e carernlly reild as a whole the trend 
is umist&keable. It is tolla~s· lo~r ti.Mscale's and the reterral ' of ultimate 
deciaions to a remter fUture. The Fl.owrs Ccmmdt~sioMrs • cODMm for our 
our remoter dasccmdants • wU.l.:tngnass to su'pel"'f'iae the va.et..f', wh1.ch ~ beggad the 
q,uest ioh for so long, has in e.N'eat. been discarded. There is also to be noted 
t~..s dawning of a :t\lndamental reality ~bout wbiah I will quote JP\V lett.r to Dx­
Marshalla " It is very difficult to believe that, with a s torage reposito17 in 
being t1~ assuming it works, aeybodl" it1 go~ to drag the stu1'f' ·OU't in a 
hulrlred years • tims merely· to p1i it somawbe:re· else. • 

It is only necessary to 178ce.U. thei ti.JI»sctO.es of 1979 which set us all by 
the ears (1 0 years for the geological research, a demonstra.tio.n repository in 
the 90s ot:c) to see how far things have maveda to as "' ~ also that, whilst appli­
caU:ons to drlll ma.y still arrive in ~es or els~~ ~y cannot possibly be 
predioatlad on tho assumptions of A3"r· · Were tnat to happen any Council., with n0 
asei..st .:mcG needed trom us, would tnake mimemeat of the attempt; what om would 
h.av~ would be not so much an opposition as a riot. It is therefore reasonable 
to assume that no such attempt wi1l be made; that applications, if a.nd when they 
come, will be on a new- basis requiring fresh consideration. 

As for the inconsistencies in the Report& if the Wilkinson Committee 'a 
function were c ritical rather than advisory il. would no doubt boldly point out 
what we all knows that we .. others too ... are decades behind in ou.r ra<tioactive 
was te m.anagGmnt r.eGds; that the present position i s essentially stopgap; that 
!!lUCh funda.n~:mtal research remai ns to be done; ard that final decisions canno~ be 
taken because they are impoasibl.e to take and unlikely to becoma possi.h.le during 
our lifetimes. In such cirouliSSta.noes no Committee can be entirely up..to-date , 
or even entil'ely coherent .. in what it W!'ites ( the Second Report mst have gone 
to press, or at least wa·s finalised, before Or Mariha.l.l'!S statements) . 

If the probl.elll is now to be openly accepted by all as very l.ong term it 
f ollows that w ourselves cannot expeot ti.n&l victory. (Such events are rare 
in human affairs anyway a.nd much usual.ly turns on bow final is final.) On tM 
other hand the trend is t1rm1y in the direction we have al.ways favoured and 
to that extent ~Jhould be supported. In t~A wa • and even more sdo ~. are 
&ntitJ.ed to teei conf'i dent that we carf ·~ntluenoe matte~s. we have arre&dy done eo. 

So what do we e1o now ? 

furaly personally I would like to fllt the following •tters fo~ cliscussion. 

1. The disposal of high-activ1 ty waste is not a.n issue of principle and there is 
a sense in which it diverts attention from tr~ very real issues ot principle 
which attend the whole nuclear qaestion. 

It is not an issue ot prinoiple because there i s ul.timately no choice involved 
beyond the safest possible solutions to the disposal problem. .Argw".c9nts about 
whether the waste should be there at all come thirty years too l gte. Nor is the 
problem greaUy exacerbated by such ongoing programme of nuclear power as ~ are 
actually likely to see - as distinct from what is fantasised about. Phasing out 
the progl"lliiil113 would set a date beyorxi which the pl"'\blem would get no 'worse: but 
this date would be in the very remote f\J.tu.re ard would in no way solve the 
problem which confronts us in the present. 

Our task can only be to point out what we r&gard as dangerous or unaooeptable: 
but in t he ul.time.te we can only work towards col'l'lergenee of viewpoi~ts .. 
2. Comergence means the wolution or the safest possible scientific solutions 
acceptable to public opinion. We should not co1intenance that irreversible dis­
posal should ever beoone a matter "essentially for political determination" 
(Secorxl Report, P 20) because we surely know what that is all too likely t o JIIB&n. 

The ongoing political problem is one of making sounl decisions stick whatever 
gOV'ernment is.(power . there is the constitutional difficulty t hat no government is 
bound by its predeces nor. I personally ·believe this difficulty to be p~tom 
beca.u.se it involves tbo unspoken assutnption t hat gove~nt...<> are all-powerf\11~ ' . 
They a.t-0 not· y 



w hen Pete W!lkinson ol 
Greenpeace UK approached the 
Political Ecology Research Group 

(.ffRG) over one year ago to pro 
duce a scientific analysis of the 
hazards of spent nudear fuel ship 
ments. we were somewhat surprised, 
for. until then, PERG's expertise had 
been prunarily us~d In the scientific 
support of inquines, structure plans. 
court cases and commissions. How 
could we be o f use to an envtron 
mental organi>allon that was not 
only campaign orientated, but also 
committed to dhect action?Wewere 
funher surprised (and relieved) to 
receive a free retgn as to what we 
would produce and how it was to b.­
presented and published Green· 
peace wanted S<:ientilic (acts to back 
up tts campaign agatnst spent nuclear 
fuel shipments. but it would respect 
our )ud!jment on sctenhfir st;1ndards 

11 is ~nlight, ned approach has 
fo~d clost> link~ and a fi:m friend 
!i!lip. a!ong wrth an understandmg 
n .. t .:lt:.;1ugh ~Cit-nHfk dnatv'Sis may 

not prov1de the h~~rdh•tttng headlines 
a1)d black·and-whtte material that is 
the stuff of publiCity campaigns. to be 
<.tdequate ly inlotmed irr those grev 
<1l'eas of nsks unci bel'letats. potential 
1mpads. etc. . s mviilunhle for the 
viL1l political.vurk of public meetings, 
coun.::~l comm:ttee:. c1nd trade umons 

In adtlitiou IQ the :.pent nuclear 
fu~l study. PERt• h,;~s <~lso reviewed 
the safety of pluton•um nitrate shtp 
ments. dumpmg of nuclo~.tr waste& In 
the deep ocean. cocstal discharges 
from UK poiA.<?r plants, and repro 
C!!SSl. J· Wherea~ spent nuclear fuel 
~h.pments pose an ol>"1ous and well 
.tlle!lted haz.nJ ( iespitt> ~t<ll-hsh 
ment cnE>s to thl' contrary) mannE> 
'ihunpsniJ and coaS1al discharges pre 
l>enl more subtle and longer term 

dangers. often calculatt>d on the 
bas1s of untesh•d <tSsumptions of 
radio·ecology Ne111!rtheiess. there is 
sufficient cause for co:-~cern e-.ndent 
sn Cl review of the sctentific literature 
on coastal discharges, and, if not on 
immediate levels of ocean dumping, 
then certainly on projected activities. 

The advantages of such in depth 
analyses are twofold. Where the 
analysis does produce useful cam 
paign material which backs up !nitial 
concern. it can provide the technical 
.support to counter the propaganda 
campaigns of the nuclear lobby. This 
was vividly demonstrated in Barrow 
during the 114 years of public and 
council debate over spent nuclear 
fuel shtpn ents. which fi nally bore 
lrutt with the oppos1tion of Barrou 's 
lown Council to the stupments­
despite the fact thc1t British Nuclear 

1-ueis Ltd were given ample op­
portumty to defend both their own 
position and their critique of PERG's 
work. When analyses <~re less clear 
cut and less amendable to puhlir 
debate (e g. d1sdmrg~s of plutonium 
to the Irish Sea) it can only help 
c<~mpaigne~ to bt> aware of pitfalls in 
arguments c111d to have a technical 
basrs to their cone em. 

On a per:.onal note, I have derived 
a great deal of encou ragement (~nd 
l?nJOyment) from workrng with the 
srdif of Green peace. An organisation 
that appre~:tates scientific advice and 
~~ cQmm•ttcd to achng upon it. to 
doggedly foltowing tt up 011 the 
ground- drrectly. if necessary- is a 
rare a nimal. Long may it live! 

Plutonium shtp 
completes Joumey 
despite prote:;ts 

On the 18th June the first 
Shipment Of plutonium nitra.t;e 
from DoUlU'ea.y arrived at the 
port of Wor.k:.ln8ton bound tor 
Wind scale. Plutonium nitrate 1s 
ttel'lved from the operation or 
the experimental Fast Breeder 
Re&eto1• (FBR) and needs to be 
treated e.t Windscale so that 1t 
can bet oo to ma.ke new tuel 
rods . 

1n 1976 the Flowers 
Comm1B8km found t hat the u se 
of plutonium as a commercial 
fuel to generate electrtc1ty 
r &ised unprecedented Issues. 
The movement of plutonium 
conslgnmenta oresant not just e. 
threat to the environment In 
the event or an a.cctdent.al 
spillage, but also present. a 
target for terrorist attack. The 
pos81billt.1es or an ea.rly 
legitimation or the transit or 
plutonium were vlewed with 
trepidation and the 
Comrntssion recommended 
caution. They also 
recommended the fullest p u b lic 
debe.te or the risks and benefits 
before commitments were 
made. 

Dest>tte the Coi'1Utl1sston's 
reoommende.ttons, the 
Government has decided 1n 
advance that plutonium 
transport ls leg!tJmate. There 
has been no publlc debate. 
Those most at risk, in ports, 
fisheries along the route. and 
those with genuine concern 
about a 'plutonium fuel 
economy• have not boon 

I 

I 

consulted. The only possible 
defence would be to say that the 
risks were so sm&.ll as not to 
Justtty publlo consultation 
Th.!.s 18 clea.rly not the ca.se. The 
tra.nsport or plutonium brings 
pb.ystca.l risks at sea. and in 
port, a.s well as dangers arising 
from acts or terrol'18m. 
Plutoniu m nitrate 111 not only 
radioactive. lt 1s also a high.ly 
tolda chemical in liquid form . 
The main short term r tska &rl.se 
from the poaa1b111ty of puncture 
of the t'lask s , resulting 1n 
dispersal o! plutonium 1n 
a.ercsol Corm, such a rta1t being 
increased by the possibility or 
!ire, either on bol.!.)'d ship or 1n 
port. I n the long term releases 
or pluton 1u m into the m&l'lne 
environment could contribute 
to marine contamination and 
the posstble closure of f'l.sheries. 

-- -- - -

Police 
thwart 
nuclear 
blockade 
POL1Cl:. ye~ll'tday Colll'd a 
Ja,.t di1ch aliNlll)t to SI op a 
load or plutonium nitrate 
from l~;:, ing Working ton 
Dol'k' on I he last lil.age or its 
Journ<.'y from Dounreay nuc­
lear pon e r stau .>n in Scot 
land 10 :h~· \\'indst:ale 
rt:proce:.~lng plant Jn Cum· 
bru . 

Tht ::!lcm [)t " 'a' mad r hv 
mo·noh( ~. a( Gr.·,·n pcac«• and 
the· \\ or I. I n I! t on o\ tt ion 
Group :l)!..ttn~l "iudt>ar Shlp­
mt•nt-.. Tllt>! l' ' OIIIbS COO· 
frontl·d the srtond of the 
lo rrw"\ 3:. th E-y dro\ e otr in a 
police f"(JII\ oy, hut werl' 
pusht·o:l a~ide ~s the driver 
ed,;rd f or"\'urd. 

Thr n more pr~tcsters h-Ied 
to form tht>m)~>hes into a 
bwn..a n b.trrsH hr w.lng 
bilndtt.!fs and p it>ces of 
ch:.in. But tht' ir plot failed 
bCt'iiUl>t' the chains \\t're not 
Jon~ t'nous;h ;,nd thf'y were 
t,u_rodl"c! :i\id l• hy police 
ofhccrs. 

The prolesters complaine-d 
tbat rxct<lo'ih·eo f l>tC'€' had het'n 
~ '>('d and a 36-) ear-old Work· 
mgwn m;,thr r Injured her 
wrist ~ h•' H· h .. r bandculfs 
h:~d hl•Ut> n tle•·p as ~be was 
pullei! to ono> -.itlP. 



US nuclear dustbin 
Five years ago the .. Dall~ Mirror" coined the phrase ·•nuclear dustbin" 
for the Windscalc reprocessing facility which went through the long and 
~clebrated inquiry chaired by Justice Parker in 1977. The nuclear dustbin 
or the United States is a rather different creature, but equally 
controversial. lt is WIPP, the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant, near Carlsbad 
in southern New Mexico. 

Nuclear waste has for a long time been seen as the AchiUcs' h~l of the 
nuclear indu.~try. ·ntc United St:ues and Britain differ in their approach lO 

the problm~. The British "solut ion" is reprocessing (at Windsca!e). and 
evmtual disposal of the highly radioactive waste at various sites 
throughouc Britain. American scientists are more sceptical of reprocess­
ing, and the long-term storage of unreproces$ed wastt is con,;idered a 
viable t>ption. W IPP is the lirst in a planned series of such long-term 
storage: sites. 

Since the binb of the nuclear indu.stry over thtny years ago, radioactive 
Wll!.1ts ha ve been accumulating throughout rhe US and it is estimated that 
therearenowover IS,OOOspcm fuel assemblies from nuclear power plant~ 
alone. This f13ure i! increasing at about 5,000 per annum. The "sohuion" 
to this Pf'obk:m is to bury the wasles in the salt-beds of New Mexico. The 
site covers almost 19.000 acres of rolling semi-desert country mainly used 
for grazinJ by t.be 100,000 NativeAmericar. Indians and Chic:anos who live 
with in a SO-mile radius. Scheduled for completion by 1986, the disposal 
site wiU be in two salt beds nt 2, I SOft and 2,670ft below the surface, and has 
been assigned to take: bigb·levcl military waste, transuranic wastC) (ie radio 
active ckme:ots such as plutonium with atomic n~bcrs higner thnn 
uranium). and .500 tons of high level nuclear reactor waste. 

Critics of the W IPP project like l.auro Silva of the· Florencis I..Attd 
Rights Committee argue that the choice of New MeJtico for the US's first 
permanent nuclear waste dump was not based on considerations c:>f what 

might constitute a geologically stabk site, but rat~et th~ the state was 
selected because its population wiiS small , avcrase ~mes .are low. and 
the citizens are seen as Pe.ing politically weak and .dtsorgarused. ~ually 
· gn · ficantly critics argue that there arc: m11jor pbys1cal pro blems Wtth ~he 
~te.1 

Members of the scientific cornmunit.Y, including :he US <ic<?logJcal 
Survey argue that salt i., not a aood medium for nuclear waste disposal. 
Heat f;om the nuclear waste could expand and move the: salli and .water 
activitY has <iissolve-1 and moved salt more than 900 feet vertrcall.Y m the 
past. Pot Cl•. ally huge amOlmts of radioactive: waste could move mlo tbe 
Pccos River and otJ1er. waterways. 

Th.is potential contamination of land nnd water u a major th.reat to'Ult 
socio·economic phy~'ical, and cultural survivaloftbe people in the area. 60 
per cent of whom do not speak English. Yet the government's dr.ft 
En\irorunental Jmpact Statenlcnt was prepared only in. ~nglish, . 10 
excluding over half the local population from the dectSton-maki~ 
process. The first shafts are due to be sunk In June 1981, and t~~ proi_ect, 
appa.rcnt.ly under review d uringrbc last days of the Carter admiiUS~lOn, 
has been given renewed impetus by President Ren&an. who selected tt. and 
the fast-breeder reactor programme, as almost the onl)' programme to 
rcmam totally unscathed in his budget cuts. 

NEW MEXICO SUES GO'ilERNMENT AGENCIES OVER RAD-WASTES 

Responding to public pressure, the Attorney General of the State of New 
Mexico (southwestern USA) decided in mid-May to go ahead with a lawsuit 
agains t the u.s. Departments of Energy (DOE) and Interior (001) over the 
waste Isolation P i lot ProJect (WIPP). State official·, began to consider 
legal action against the WIPP project in 1\pril when t..·,e tw<_> federal ag~n~ies 
made decisio.r1s coHcerning th•:! WIPP p-roject without consultl.ng them. Cl.tl.zen 
op~osition to tl)e project was ~o intense that in one week alone , the 
Attorney General's office received over 10 ,000 phone calls, postcards, . 
l etters and names on petitioos, urging him to take " immediate legal actl.on 

' u against the Department of Energy. 
Contact: Citizen~ Against Radioactive Development (CARD) , P .0. Box 555, Albuguerque , 

Ne~ Mexico 97103, USA . Tel : 505-642-1 194. 

NUCLEAR OOUBIF.SPEAK. 
The American National Council of Teachers of English a 'rr&rd.s an annual Doublespeak 
Award,given in recognition o£ the most appalling public use of the English language in the 
Phe previous yvar.This jear•s award has been given to the chief defender of the 
nuclear indust~J,the Nuclear Regulatory Commiesion. The teachers not ed the Commission ' s 
invpnt ion of "a whole lexicon o£ jargon and euphemisms" . Amongst those itemi?.ed:An 
explosion was described as an "Energetic disammbley". A reactor accident was described as 
"a norms.! aberration", "an event" • while contamination from plutonium was reported as 
"plutonium has taken up residence ." 

~ ~ * 



The Pacific Concerns Resourse Centre has a lot of 
information available about waste dumping,as listed below. 

~1. "Nudear ~Ql'llefl i .n . the Sou th Pac ific.'' Or. Craham Baines, The £cologht ) DecE!IIIber 
1971. 3 pa~~:e11 . 

82. "Pacific Voices Speak. Out: Not in our Ocean," stateutents on radioactive v:lste 
d~~ping, compiled by PCRC. January 1981, S pages. 

83 . •taadtoactive Dumpstces in U.S. Coastal Waters: A Br i ef Synopsis," W. Jac.kson 
navis, 2 page_s : 

84. "'I'tie Propos ed Japanese Oceanic Nuclear Waste Disposal Program: A Critical 
Analysis/' w. Jackson Davis·, Ph . D., December 1980 (sun:rnary, introduction, a~~d 
~ethods ONLY), 3 pages. (The camplete 64-page report is also available--R•k for R50. ) 

85. Resources on radiosctive waste dumpina available at oi via .PCRC, January 1981, 
2 pages. 

86 . ~aphice on radtoae tive ~aste dumping; outline and map Qf the propos~d site; 4 pages. 

From PCRC, PO BOX 27692,Honol ulu, tHawai i 96827. 
Quote the number of the r eport as well as the name. Visit of Jackson Davis • •• 

SCRAM have r eprinted POISON IN OOR 
HILlS. 

W.Jackson Davi s Will be Visitting 
England between Augus t I5th and Joth 
as part of an European vis it to fuc­
ther the campaign against dumping at 
sea. If you would J ike to meet and • 
talk with him, write to the newslet­
ter address or phone OI-74I-7698. 

I t is available from SCRAM,)O. Frederick 
St reet,Edinburgh EH2 2JR. 
Price £1.80 + 25p plp. 

The book focuses on the Mull· 
w~harchar Inquiry , held earlier •his 
year into the proposed nudear wa!!te 
test-boring in Aynhire. This is the 
fim dme an indep.-~ndent report on a 
Public tnqufry has been published be· 
fore the official reoommendations. A 
two-hour recordir.g on standard cass· 
e tte tape is also avatlable. consisting of 
s nippets from the actual Inquiry pro· 
ceedings. 

The book is aimed at a wide reader· 
ship . and the main text has been kept 
short. The background to the Inquiry, 
a discus .. ion of the main issues . and an 
Inquiry 'd iary' are condensed into 
about 40 pages. The Appendices are 
<~x tensive and include previously 
confidential information on the 

Opinion Poll 
A recent opanton poll by the Welsh 

Ener gy Survey on behalf of the Welsh 
An ti-Nuclear Alliance (WANA) shows 
that the '.'1/elsh people are overwhel­
m '" Hiy I)Oposed to the burial of nu­
c lear waste in therr country 82% of 
ttte 4. 790 adults tnlerviewed in 29 
Welsh towns said that they disapprov­
e<1 On the question of the current 
gove:·'m11nt's policy of expanding the 
nuclear power programme, only 2:5 % 
suppor!cd i t 58"'/" said they were 
agams1 tl and 16% ha d not made up 
thei r n-dnds. 

W ANA, Hafren, Market Street , 
l am p eter . Dyfed. 

nucle&r waste programme . r----- - I& 

$ 
latands a t Rlak 
Edited by Frank Thompson. from 
KNOI HANO, 5 Mill Road, Stornoway, Isle of 
Lew/s, PA 87 2TZ UK £1.20 

This tS a joint publication of Keep NATO Out 
and 1-tebrides Against Nuclear Dumping 

t.B 
Information Requcmt On Spent Fuel Trat­
fic -

Sir Peter Parker, head of British Rail, has 
revealed that nuclear waste travels from 
the Continent by train through East An· 
glia 50-tonne containers with ra~oactive 

spent nuclear fuel pass through tt~e re-­
gion on the~r way from the British Railroad 

(KNO/HAND), 1980. The sixty page booklet 
covers the profouoo effects, which IsSues of 
national and international strategy have on 
two small communities. The possible reloca­
tion of a large NATO base from Iceland to 
Stornoway in Lewis. and the use ot the He­
brides as a dumping ground for nuclear 

'8 
docks at Harw1ch to lhfl Wind scale repro-
cessing factory in NW England. 
Dock worker-s and the $eamen·s Union 
have pleged their support tor the East An­
glian Alliance Against Nuclear Power In 
their concern over the traffic. The Alii· 
ance urgently requestl>· anti-nuclear 
groups in Northern Europe to send them 
details of quantities. frequency and type 

Reprocealng comract between Cogema 
and SkBF avaJiab .. 

A summary of the reprocessing contract 
between Cogema (La Hague and ltle 
Swedish SKBF, and the actual contract, 
have been made available tor use by 
WISE readers. 
The summary begins 'the Swedish con­
tract belongs to a set of 32 identical con­
tracts· - all ot which ar'e kept strictly se­
cret. The five page summary is easier to 
read. but maybe you would like the fu ll 
text ... 
Cost (lnciudlng postage): 8 dutch guuld­
era (sea-mall) 18 gulldera (alnnall) from: 
WISE • Amatet-dam 

te 
waste, are disturbing news for a cornmunity 
whose values, language and whole way of 
life are threatened by large-scale develop­
ment. Chapters by local contributors trace 
the h•story of the use and abuse of the West­
ern Isles by central government and exa­
mine what would happen to the islands if the 
threatened development were to go ahead 
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