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Anti Nuclear Energy . . . For Nuclear Energy . . .

Nuclear Energy: Nuclear Power
Too Risky, Too Costly, Comes Back

Too Late By Mary Nightlinger, former LWVFA EQ Chair
By ..Jack Harper, PhD Environmental Biology/PubliGynep, | st began to follow the issues of nuclear power
Policy generation, Virginia Power was building its Laken@n

reactor. With a group of fellow environmentalists | toured
As a young Air Force of!cer at the Strategic Air Commanghat puilding site and attended mind-wrenching ecerices
HQ assigned to calculate the number of fatalitied agp, the issues of nuclear !ssion. We came to conclude that
casualties in case of a nuclear exchange between the Urg[ﬁ%xperts were hurrying down a path that theydidruly
States and the Soviet Union, | became intensely awarg,Qfierstand and were ignoring serious problems. | came to
the deadly effects of radioactivity on humans. Above albgard nuclear power with concern. But by 1990, it became

regardless of the source: nuclear bombs or nuclear poyifater threat facing our home planet.

plant leaks and accidents.

_ _ . For three decades the United States has shunned nuclear
Nuclear power is too risky. In the United States there hasergy. Public fears of the dangers of nuclear power plants
been the partial core meltdown at the Three Mile Islagd( the great costs and approval times needed to build them
nuclear power plant in Pennsylvania and a number ©ft ade factomoratorium on nuclear power. Now the world
close calls including the near disaster at the Davis-Besgif its dangers have changed. Global climate @ang
nuclear power plantin Ohio. The most dangerousg@ieof sy ting from the burning of fossil fuels, is haping now.
operation are at the beginning and near the end of the 2@ 3ve procrastinated with measures to reducelyoese
year life span of a nuclear power plant. A cooling tower @ses for too long. Major species extinctionsdisiiptions
the Vermont Yankee nuclear plant collapsed with@rhing 1 human civilization are going to occur. If we & prevent

just last year attesting to an aging facility. Nearly half @de worst, we must take actions that will yield signi'cant
U.S. nuclear plants have had their 30-year liceesesided egyts as quickly as possible.

by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC). All 104

nuclear power plants now operating in the U.S. will hayg,clear power generation is the only greenhouse-gas-free
to be dismantled before mid century at a cost of $1 billi@gfctric power source that is available to provide effective
each. A large-scale nuclear accident in the United Stai@sounts of energy within the limited time left to us. Solar
would halt construction of new nuclear power plants.  5nd wind power are auxiliary sources that shouloussued.

_ S _ Neither can provide a large-scatstinuousource of power.
Dr. Brice Smith in his book, “Insurmountable Risk: Thehere is no such thing as clean coal. The administration
Dangers of Using Nuclear Power to Combat Climatgcently cancelled its much-touted experimenté@eghouse
Change” calculated that even if new nuclear power plagigs sequestering, and the environmental and health effects
were 10 times safer, there would be & 75% changemafor of hurning and mining coal are great. Geothermal has the
nuclear accident by 2050 given a nuclear constmdtoom. promise to be a signilcant source of continuous heat and
Itwould only take one accident to spread radiddeslwith  anergy in the future. Geothermal is an excellent low-cost
half-lives of thousands if not millions of years over a 'argﬁnergy source in volcanic areas, but such locataes
area causing widespread death and disease and long-{gi#@ |imited. Nonetheless, you can reach geothermal heat
ecological damage. As a result of the Chernobyl ”UCl%Wywhere on earth if you drill deep enough. The kegion
power plant accident in the Ukraine in 1986, 4000 peoifthe US runs from North Dakota to Texas. There is even
may die of radiation poisoning, damages will result in thgpromising area in eastern Virginia. Investment money is
hundreds of billions of dollars, and there willdbpermanent starting to go into geothermal, but there is a long way to
loss of land use according to an international team of M@ and we “haven't got time for the waiting game.” (From

SeeNuclear Energy: Too Risky,Page 6, Col. 1 SeeNuclear Power Comes BackPage 7, Col 1.
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Nuclear Energy: Too Risky,From Page 5 free rivals, which won $71 billion of private investment in
2007 alone, do offer highly effective climate and security
than 100 scientists. In 90 minutes a $10 billioolear plant Solutions, sooner, with greater con!dence” accogdto
could be reduced to ruble. Amory Lovins, chief scientist of the Rocky Mountain
Institute.

More than 46,000 tons of high-level nuclear waste is stored

at reactor sites around the country awaiting the completfoven though utilities have plans to build some &wn

of a national storage facility. Nearly $9 billion have bedhiclear reactors in the U.S., the leading utiléiesuncertain
spent on the underground facility at Yucca Mountaihether they will be built. Exelon Corporationethation’s
Nevada. Although the NRC submitted a license appibn largest operator, indicated that until the nucleaste

in June 2008, the State of Nevada contends that the si@r@blem is resolved, it will not build a new plant. A new
unsuitable since it “is seismically and volcanically activeuclear reactor in the U.S. will not be placed into operation
porous and incapable of geologically containing the wagiatil at least 2015 because of the long construction times
More than 123 million people live near the proposed truek7 to 10 years. Since we have at most 10 years to put into
and train routes which would be used to deliver wasteRi@ce a massive program to arrest global warmirepraing
Yucca Mountain. Those routes travel through 703 countf@sDr. James Hansen, top climatologist at NASA, it is vital

in 44 states. An accident or attack along those routes cdigf our carbon-free power sources not be too costly, too
hurt or kill thousands of innocent people.” risky, or too late to avoid catastrophic climate change.

Nuclear power costs too much. Nuclear power plahii€ nuclear power industry and its political allies would
costs have risen dramatically from $3 billion for those Id&@ve you believe that additional nuclear power is essential.
constructed in the U.S. to between $5 and $12 billion. WHlis not. In their ground-breaking study, “Stadaltion
Street has been reluctant to invest in new nuclear poWédges: Solving the Climate Problem for the Next&érs
development since the 1980's because of the rigkls &vith Current Technologies”, Princeton researchers Steven
expense. The nuclear industry has no choice lutrido the Pacala and Robert Socolow make it clear that additional
American tax payer for disaster insurance, loan guarantégiglear !ssion power is not necessary to provide for our
and other subsidies. Atomic Energy Commission @hei €nergy needs while stabilizing the climate. In cam,
Lewis Strauss was way off the mark in 1954 when he séigernationally recognized nuclear scientist Drjukr

that nuclear power “would be too cheap to meter”. AsMﬁkhljanl in his book, “Carbon-Free and Nuclear-Free: A
carbon dioxide abatement method nuclear energylilely Roadmap for Energy Policy,” presents a comprehergan

to be economical compared to wind with naturalsgasdby o supply the nation’s energy needs without usdujteonal
according to Dr. Brice Smith. nuclear !ssion power or fossil fuels.

Nuclear power is not the only carbon-free source availadiglitor'’s Note: Jack is a member of the LWVFA E.Q.
The annual growth rate for wind power is 27% and f&ommittee
solar is 41% compared to less than 1% for nuclear. The :
Department of Energy estimates that wind poweraoul Suffragist's Great Grandson From Page 3
produce 20% of U.S. electricity needs by 2030. tBamal and gardens to the site. (see picture of present site on p.6).
power is also a competitive source of electricity in the U.S.
with output by 2017 expected to be 15 gigawatts (GW) tHaenducting the dedication ceremony was NVRPA board
could be ramped up to 100 GW, close to the presaptit of chairman Jim Mayer. Officials in attendance incldde
U.S. nuclear power. (Atypical nuclear power pldglivers Virginia Senator George Barker (39th District), gfivia
about one gigawatt of electricity.) Thermal splawer with Delegate Dave Albo (42nd District), Fairfax BOS&4chair
12 hour heat storage in molten salt could provatginuous Sharon Bulova, and other NVRPA board members imatud
electrical power for much of the nation. Jean Packard (also an LWVFA member). Also attending
were Paul Gilbert, NVRPA Executive Director; Johouder,
During the last few years when 17 GW of wind power w&xccoquan Regional Park manager; and Fairfax Water
installed in the U.S., no new nuclear power came on lifdoard Vice Chair Connie Houston (also past president of
“Most remarkably, comparing all options’ ability to protedtWVFA and LWVVA). Members on the LWVFA memorial
the earth’s climate and enhance energy securigatewhy committee include Mary Grace Lintz, Acting Presicidane
nuclear power could never deliver these promised bene®sgrker and Lynne Garvey-Hodge, Memorial Fund-Raising
even if it could !'nd free-market buyers-while its carbon€o-Chairs; and Janey George, Voters Service Directo
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In Cooperation With No. VA Regional Park Authority . . .

Turning Point Plaza Dedicated to Suffragists

Over 150 people gathered next to the kiln at the Oc
coquan Regional Park on July 27th to cut the ribbon
signifying the beginning of a campaign to construct
a monument recognizing the struggles and ultimate
success of the American Women’s Suffrage move-
ment. These women were directly responsible for the
founding of the League of Women Voters in 1920.

Scheduled for completion in 2010, the monument’s de
sign is stll a work in progress, according to organiz
ers Jane Barker, Janey George, and Lynne Garvey-
Hodge. Named “Turning Point Plaza”, the site will
be built with charitable donations to the “LWVFA ED
Fund Suffrage Memorial Wall” and are tax deductible.
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Photo Information

Top: LWVFA members participate i
ribbon cutting;Second rowleft: suf
fragist actress protesting; middle: su
fragists and President Wilson ready
cutthe ribbon; right: Mrs Robert Walk
er (aka Lynne Garvey-Hodge) told

her experience while protesting and

in jail; Third row left: Turning Point
site (adjacent to the brick kiln) toda
right Caitlin Schneiderman singin
suffrage songst-ourth row: awning
sheltering 170+ guests from the sy
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