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Re: Supplemental Statement of Paul Gunter to the National Academies

Dear Kevin:

Thank you for forwarding the letter from Paul Gunter in which he
supplements the attack that he made on me in his public comments at the recent
meeting of the Nuclear and Radiation Safety Board ("NRSB"). As you know, he
claims in his letter that I have conflicts of interest that should foreclose my
involvement in the proposed study of cancer cases in the vicinity of nuclear
facilities licensed by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission ("NRC").

Mr. Gunter cites various activities in which I am engaged that touch on the
nuclear industry. There are various errors in his discussion, but, aside from his
discussion of the op-ed in The Washington Post, these probably are not material for
present purposes. Suffice it to say, all of these matters have been fully disclosed to
the Academies by me on my conflict of interest form and in the discussion of bias
and conflicts that was held at the recent meeting.

Much of Mr. Gunter's letter and his attack on me at the NRSB meeting
focus on the op-ed that I wrote for the Earth Day supplement to The Washington
Post. Mr. Gunter claims that my submission was not solicited by the Post and was
part of an advertising and lobbying activity for the nuclear industry. In fact, one of
my staff at the Carnegie Institution was contacted by a representative of the Post. In
an email to me, my staff member stated that the Post representative indicated that
she was "working on a special section to run April 21 in connection with Earth
Day. She would like a 700-800 word op-ed on the current status and future
prospects of nuclear power as an energy source." Needless to say, I agreed to draft
the op-ed and did so. I did not pay for the publication of this item and was not paid
to prepare it.

Mr. Gunter's excerpts from the op-ed in his letter have been carefully
selected to advance his argument. (I attach the full text.) The op-ed, but not Mr.
Gunter's selective quotation from it, emphasizes that the full range of carbon-free
energy sources must be exploited and that none should be prematurely excluded.
The op-ed then focuses on nuclear power, exactly as I was requested to do. But the
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op-ed emphasizes that nuclear power "will not be acceptable if the plants are not
built and operated to meet high safety Standards and to provide strong security."

My op-ed was part of a segment in the Post that included op-eds by, among
others, Lisa Jackson, the Administrator of EPA; Marchant Wentworth, an official
with the Union of Concerned Scientists; and Rick Fedrizzi, the President of the US
Green Building Council. Given the company in which my submission appears and
Mr. Gunter's distortion of it, I can only conclude Mr. Gunter's over-the-top claims
are designed to advance his agenda, rather than the truth.

Moreover, Mr. Gunter's letter does not acknowledge what he was told at the
NRSB meeting - namely; that the board does not control the selection of committee
members who will undertake the study, the content of the study, or its eventual
review. The NRSB merely serves to facilitate the launch and progress of the study
but cannot really control its course or conclusions.

Mr. Gunter is a director of an organization, Beyond Nuclear, with the
mission "to educate and activate the public about the connections between nuclear
power and nuclear weapons and the need to abandon both to safeguard our future."
See http://www.beyondnuclear.org/ I interpret Mr. Gunter's attack on me as a sort
of anchor to windward to, establish the foundation to attack the Academies' study in
the future in the event that it, like the previous study by the National Cancer
Institute, ultimately does not advance his cause.

As a result, I have concluded that I should voluntarily recuse myself from
further involvement in the NRC Cancer study. I want to avoid a misguided attack

Z~on the report of the type that Mr. Gunter is obviously prepared to launch. I do not
think that I will be derelict in fulfilling my responsibilities to the NRSB in recusing
myself because, as you know, I have tended to defer in any event to members of the
NRSB who have relevant expertise on health-related studies and because my term
as chair of the NRSB will end long before even the first phase of the study is
complete. It would be better to vest those with continuing engagement with the
study with the NRSB's limited responsibility for it.

I hope that this course of action acceptable to you. Please contact me if you
have any questions.

Very, truly yours,

/icardA.Meserve

Enclosure

cc: Congressman Edward Markey
Chairman Greg Jaczko 7
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