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NRC NEWS:
Obama Nominates Ostendorff For Second

Term As NRC Commissioner.

Greenwire (4/19,
Northey) reports, "President Obama has nominated William
Ostendorff to a second term as commissioner on the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission." Ostendorff, whose term expires
June 30, has served since April 2010. "The Nuclear Energy
Institute applauded the nomination, calling Ostendorff a
qualified candidate with experience as an engineer, lawyer,
policy adviser and naval officer." NEI Senior Vice President
Tony Pietrangelo said his organization hopes for a "speedy
confirmation because a full complement of experienced
commissioners is essential as the agency reviews operation

of US reactors inlight of events inJapan and judges
certifications for reactor designs and licenses for new reactors
and fuel facilities."
. Commissioner Ostendorff, Sen. Alexander Tour
Watts Bar Plant. WBIR-TV Knoxville, Tennessee (4/19, 6:34
a.m., EDT) broadcast, "Senator Lamar Alexander wants to
know about the safety of a local nuclear power plant inlight of
the Fukushima disaster last month. On Monday the Senator
along with members of TVA and the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission toured the Watts Bar Nuclear Plant in Rhea
County. They were seeing exactly what the plant does or
would do in case of a shutdown of power or a natural
disaster. In his findings, the Senator says he was quite
impressed with the safety record of the plant." Sen. Lamar
Alexander, "We saw a whole variety of backup ways to deal
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to derail the budding US nuclear power renaissance." The
"nuclear explosions in Japan mean that Tokyo Electric and
the Japanese government, which had considered offering its
own loan guarantees for the project, must focus on domestic
problems, Crane said." While Crane said the NRC's reaction
to launch a review of the US fleet was the "right decision," he
noted that italso "delays his project."
The San Antonio Express-News (4/20, Hamilton, 151K)
reports, Crane said the "extraordinary challenges facing US
nuclear development in the present circumstance and the
very considerable financial resources expended by NRG on
the project over the past five years make it impossible for us
to justify to our shareholders any further financial participation
in the development of the STP project."
The Austin American Statesman (4/20, Price, Toohey,
132K) adds that Crane said that with what happened at
Fukushima, "the confluence of events that would have to
occur in NRG's view in order to get (reactors) 3 and 4 truly
back on track is extremely daunting and at this point not
particularly likely." Standard and Poor's analyst Swami
Venkataraman said the announcement "doesn't mean they
can never restart it," but added that NRG had "planned to get
a license by the end of 2012. ... Once they get a license,
they have to find out how much more it will cost, and then
they will know how much time they need to proceed."'
The Victoria (TX) Advocate (4/20, Acosta, 30K) notes
that Crane said Nuclear Innovation North America, will
"continue its focus in securing a combined operating license
from the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and on obtaining a
loan guarantee from" the DOE. The Advocate adds, "The
news was not good for Bay City officials who have worked
with STP to benefit from the expansion." Mitch Thames of
the Bay City Chamber of Commerce president said the
"expectations of job and community growth through the
expansion of 3 and 4 were something that we were looking
forward to although we have known for years that this was a
complicated process with many things that could go wrong."
Bloomberg News (4/20, Klump) adds, Wunderlich
Securities analyst James Dobson, said the announcement
was no surprise. "The question was when management was
going to fully decide they were ready to make an
announcement." With the NRC 90-day review underway, the
nuclear industry "may be forced to spend more than $10
billion to address long-standing safety concerns including fire
safety and storage of spent fuel that have gained new
urgency following the accident, according to estimates by
Bloomberg Government."
The blog website, GigaOm (4/20) Katie Fehrenbacher
writes that NRG Energy says it will be "recording a first
quarter 2011 pretax charge of about $481 million."

with that in case anything would every happen here." WBIRTV continues, "Currently Watts Bar is on a refueling outage.
It's a standard maintenance procedure at the plant. It'll begin
full operations again in early May."
Blog: Alexander Reassures On Nuclear Energy,
Sees Earthquake Simulation At Watts Bar Plant. Greg
Johnson writes in the Knoxville News Sentinel (4/20, 96K) "A
Mountainview" blog that on Monday, Senator Lamar
Alexander was "in Rhea County visiting the Watts Bar
Nuclear Plant with Bill Ostendorff of Nuclear Regulatory
Commission." Johnson says that "a report in the Rhea
Herald-News (by my son, Reed Johnson) said Alexander and
Ostendorff said Watts Bar 'is not in danger of succumbing to
natural disasters."'

NRG Decides To Back Away From New
Reactor Build At South Texas Project. The New
York Times (4/20, Wald, Subscription Publication, 950K)
reports on NRG Energy's decision to back away from its plan
to build "two giant reactors" at the South Texas Project,
announced Tuesday "that it was giving up and writing off its
investment of $331 million after uncertainties created by the
accident in Japan." The project had been in "considerable
doubt" even before the nuclear accident at Fukushima, given
that Texas "has a surplus of electricity and low prices for
natural gas, which sets the price of electricity on the market
there." NRG CEO David Crane said the project could yet
proceed "if circumstances changed," though he
acknowledged the "prospect of that occurring was 'extremely
daunting and at this point not particularly likely."'
The AP (4/20, Fahey) reports, "Support for new nuclear
projects in the US has eroded in the aftermath of the nuclear
crisis in Japan, according to an Associated Press-GfK poll
conducted earlier this month. One of NRG's partners was to
be TEPCO, the Japanese utility that owns the reactor
complex crippled by last month's earthquake and tsunami."
Though it is "inline for a federal loan guarantee," low energy
costs "clouded prospects" for the new reactors even before
the incident in Japan. The AP (4/20) ran an abbreviated
report on the issue.
The Wall Street Journal (4/20, Smith, Subscription
Publication, 2.02M) reports, NRG's CEO David Crane noted
that the NRC is currently conducting a safety review of the US
commercial fleet and suggested that potential design
changes emerging from that review could increase the
project's costs. Of NRG's partners, neither Toshiba nor
TEPCO has indicated it wants out of the project, but Crane
said "there's no reason to believe our Japanese partners want
to go forward, either. They haven't been calling us to
reassure us."
The Dallas Morning News (4/20, Souder, 262K) adds
the decision shows the "Japanese disaster has the potential
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Dow Jones Newswires (4/20, Malik) and Reuters (4/20,
O'Grady) and Financial Times (4/20, McNulty, Subscription
Publication, 448K) also covered the announcement.

NRC Finds No Environmental Impediments To

New Reactors At Summer Station. The AP (4/20)
reports, NRC "regulators say there are no environmental
impacts from two proposed nuclear reactors" at VC Summer
Nuclear Station in Jenkinsville "that would prevent South
Carolina Electric &Gas from getting a license to operate the
plants."
An NRC and Army Corps of Engineers
"environmental review began in January 2009 and included
input from several public meetings. The final statement is
part of a long process for approval for the reactors that will be
among the first built inthe US ina generation."
Power-Gen Worldwide (4/20) notes that "South Carolina
Electric &Gas (SCE&G) and Santee Cooper are applying for
licenses to build and operate two Westinghouse AP1000
reactors adjacent to the existing Summer nuclear power
plant." The NRC "continues to compile its final safety
evaluation report, which will include recommendations from
the NRC's Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards." The
"NRC's final licensing decision will be based on the final
environmental impact statement and the safety evaluation
findings, along with a ruling from the five-member
Commission."

NRC Discontinues Special Monitoring At Surry
Station. The Virginia Gazette (4/19) reports, "The Nuclear
Regulatory Commission announced Tuesday that it has
discontinued monitoring mode status related to the weekend
storms that hit the Surry nuclear power plant." The agency "is
evaluating whether additional follow up will be needed," after
the plant lost offsite power "when an apparent tornado
touched down in the adjacent switchyard. The facility's
emergency diesel generators immediately started up,
providing emergency power until offsite power was restored."
The Williamsburg Yorktown Daily (4/19) added,
"Dominion, which operates the two-unit facility near Surry,
exited its unusual event, which was the lowest of four NRC
emergency classifications."
The Virginia Gazette (4/19) notes that following the
shutdown, "Four diesel generators kicked in to power the
units' emergency loads. Plant operators have partially
restored offsite power to both plants."
Local TV Coverage. WVEC-TV Norfolk, Virginia (4/19,
6:15 p.m., EDT) broadcast, "The Nuclear Regulatory
Commission is no longer monitoring the Surry Nuclear Power
Plant. Officials were keeping a close eye on things after a
twister touched down on the electrical switch guard after
Saturday's storms. But they have given it the all clear.
Storms knocked down power lines cutting electricity to the
reactor. Of course, the back-up generator kicked in, but
officials say itwill be days before the reactor is up and running
at full power." WAVY-TV Norfolk, Virginia (4/19, 11:06 p.m.,
EDT), WUSA-TV Washington, DC (4/19, 7:05 p.m. EST),
WSLS-TV Roanoke (4/19, 5:55 p.m. EST), WRIC-TV
Richmond (4/19, 5:10 p.m. EST), WTKR-TV Norfolk (4/19,
5:05 p.m. EST), WWBT-TV Richmond (4/19, 5:00 p.m. EST)
aired segments on this story.

NRC To Meet With Global Nuclear FuelAmerica About Plant's- Performance. The
Wilmington Star News (4/20, Faulkner, 40K) reports that NRC
"regulators will present results of a performance review of
Global Nuclear Fuel-America's commercial nuclear fuel
fabrication plant at a public meeting April 26 in Wilmington."
The agency will meet with GNF-A management at 10 am in
"Azalea Coast Room A of UNCW's Fisher Student Center,
the NRC said." The Commission assessed "performance at
Global from May 23, 2009 to Dec. 31, 2010, on safety
operations, radiological controls, facility support and special
topics." While the NRC review determined that Global
conducted its activities with "safely and securely,"
management attention is "still warranted to improve the
identification and implementation of safety controls," NRC
said.

NRC To Discuss Callaway Plant Safety
Performance. The St. Louis Business Journal (4/20,
Volkmann, Subscription Publication) reported that NRC
regulators said Tuesday that Ameren's Callaway plant
operated safely during 2010 and plan to discuss the findings
at a public meeting April 26. Though Callaway plant "did
receive heightened oversight during the first half of 2010," a
"subsequent inspection determined that appropriate
corrective actions were implemented, NRC officials said."
NRC Region IVAdministrator Elmo Collins said the "informal
meeting will provide members of the public with an
opportunity to learn about our annual assessment of safety
performance at the plant."

Obama Administration Nearing Decision On
Uranium Mining Near Grand Canyon.

The

Christian Science Monitor (4/19, Clayton, 48K) reports that
with the past decades' renewed interest in mining for
uranium, prospecting and mining-project proposals have
been "popping up" across the western United States. But the
Obama Administration has "put the brakes on thousands of
new mining plans or claims" on about a million acres of public
land bordering the Grand Canyon. The Administration is
poised to decide whether to "allow the mining-claims process
to move forward or extend its moratorium for up to 20 years."
The "decision could set a precedent for other natural
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landmarks also being hedged in by uranium and other mining
claims, observers say."

Shumlin Says Entergy Did Not Argue Against Act
160 At The Time. The Brattleboro (VT) Reformer (4/20,
Audette) reported, "Gov. Peter Shumlin disputed Entergy's
contention that the Legislature's approval of Act 160 'changed
the rules' of an agreement reached when Entergy bought
Vermont Yankee power plant in 2002." Shumlin said that
while Act 160 may not have been part of the memorandum of
understanding signed in 2002, "Entergy's lobbyists,
executives and lawyers all participated in the process of
reviewing Act 160." Shumlin has said if "Entergy sued the
state, it would have a hard time justifying its position before a
federal judge." New England Coalition spokesman Ray
Shadis "agreed with the governor's characterization of
Entergy's position on Act 160."
Rutland (VT) Herald (4/20, Smallheer) reports,
"Shumlin, joined by Attorney General William Sorrell, said the
state was ready to defend the 2006 state law, which
established the Legislature as the gatekeeper of state
approval. Last year, the Vermont Senate, led by then-Sen.
Shumlin, soundly defeated a move toward relicensing, in the
wake of underground radioactive tritium leaks at the plant and
misstatements by plant executives under oath about the
existence of underground pipes carrying radioactive
materials." Shumlin, "pointing to a 2006 Rutland Herald
article, noted that Entergy itself supported Act 160 at the time,
which gave the Legislature a key role in the issuing of any
new certificate of public good for Vermont Yankee."
WVNY-TV Burlington, Vermont (4/19, 6:32 a.m., EDT)
broadcast, "The owner of Vermont Yankee is taking legal
action against the state of Vermont in an effort to keep the
plant running past 2012. Despite last.. year's vote in the
senate to close Yankee as scheduled, Entergy has filed a
lawsuit arguing the state has no authority over relicensing."
Gov. Peter Shumlin, "This is an example of a company that
doesn't want to follow the laws and is trying desperately to
avoid the laws and I just don't think that's a very prudent legal
course." WVNY-TV continues, "Entergy is also expected to
file an injunction, this week, which would prevent Vermont
from closing the plant in March of next year."
Also covering the lawsuit were WBUR-FM Boston (4/19,
Bever), Christian Science Monitor (4/19, Clayton, 48K), World
Nuclear News (4/19), and the Keene (NH) Sentinel (4/19,
Jarvis, 10K).
State May Raise Other Operational Hurdles For
Entergy. Rutland (VT) Herald (4/20, Hirschfield) reports,
"When Entergy Corp. sued in US District Court on Monday to
keep Vermont Yankee operating, the fate of the nuclear plant
appeared to have been placed in the hands of a federal
judge." But even if Entergy emerges "victorious, the
Legislature and state regulators will retain considerable power
over the facility's ability to operate beyond 2012. From new
taxes to more burdensome regulations, Vermont could

Entergy Buys Newspaper Ads To Reach
Vermonters On Yankee Benefits. The AP (4/20)
reports, Vermont Yankee plant owner Entergy Corp., took out
"full page newspaper advertisements" Tuesday "in nine
Vermont newspapers," in which the CEO of plant owner
Entergy Corp. "says the company wishes it didn't have to go
to court but that it had no choice." CEO J. Wayne Leonard
said "Yankee's owners have a responsibility -- to the plant's
employees, the company's investors and electricity
consumers - to stake its claim to operating past March 2012,
when the state wants it shut down." Leonard said, Entergy is
"only a resolution of our disagreement with the state and we
will abide by the results of the judicial process."
In a shorter version of its coverage, the AP (4/20) notes
that Yankee spokesman Larry Smith, "said Leonard wanted
to have a conversation about the issue with the people of
Vermont."
Rutland (VT) Herald (4/20, Smallheer) reports, "In a
lengthy letter addressed to 'Dear Vermonters,' J. Wayne
Leonard, chairman and chief executive officer of Entergy
Corp., outlined his company's reasons for suing the state of
Vermont, Gov. Peter Shumlin and the Public Service Board,
in order to keep Vermont Yankee open beyond its projected
closing date of March 21, 2012."
Leonard "had his harshest criticism for some unnamed 'public
officials,' and the Vermont Legislature, which he said changed
the rules of the regulatory game Entergy agreed to in 2002."
The Herald added, the "full-page advertisements came a day
after Entergy and two of its subsidiaries," sued the state in US
District Court in Burlington.
Vermont Attorney General Says State Should Be
Able To Enforce Own Laws. On its website, WCAX-TV
Burlington, Vermont (4/19, Reading) reported that in
response to Entergy's suit to keep the plant operating,
Vermont Attorney General Bill Sorrell, said, "We're going to
try very hard in court to say that this is not the kind of case in
which an injunction should be issued and that we should be
able to enforce our laws." The battle over legal jurisdiction
pits federal government against the state of Vermont over
who has authority to order Yankee to close. Entergy claims
the "Atomic Energy Act and the Federal Power Act-- two
federal laws-- pre-empt state control over Yankee's license
and power sales."
On its website, Vermont Public Radio (4/19) carries an
audio link to its coverage of an interview with "Michael
Dworkin, a former chairman of the Vermont Public Service
Board who now heads the Institute for Energy and the
Environment at Vermont Law School," who spoke on his
opinion of the lawsuit's chances for success.
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undermine Vermont Yankee's ability to profitably run its 660megawatt reactor in Vernon." Legal observers believe the
case is "likely headed for the Supreme Court," where justices
will decide whether the federal Atomic Energy Act of 1954
"totally and absolutely pre-empt[s] state law" said Law School
professor, Patrick Parenteau.
Precedents Argue Against One-Sided Changes Of
Contract Language. On a blog entry for Energy Collective
(4/20), Meredith Angwin wrote "According to the
Memorandum of Understanding (page 6) the parties
"expressly and irrevocably decree that the Board (Public
Service Board) (1) has jurisdiction under current law to grant
or deny approval of operation of VYNPS beyond March 12,
2011." However, in 2006, the legislature voted that the PSB
could not issue such a certificate without legislative approval
(Act 160)." This became "a one-sided change to a written
contract" and many legal precedents argue "that one side
cannot change a contract without the other side's approval."
Brattleboro Board Signs Letter To Vermont Yankee.
Brattleboro (VT) Reformer (4/20, Stilts) reports, "After several
edits from Selectboard members David Gartenstein and Ken
Schneck, the board voted 3-2 in favor of signing a letter of
concern about the Vermont Yankee nuclear power plant."
Originally "prepared by the Safe & Green Campaign, the letter
states several concerns and requests when the nuclear plant
in Vernon closes."
Entergy's Silence On 2006 Law May Be Telling In
Court. In an editorial, the Rutland (VT) Herald (4/20) says,
"When Entergy bought Vermont Yankee in 2002, it signed an
agreement stating it would not seek to operate beyond 2012
without approval from the state Public Service Board. It also
stated expressly that it would not seek to undo that
commitment by arguing that federal law pre-empted state law
on the operation of the plant." Entergy believes "that Vermont
has changed the rules of the game" suggesting that the "2006
law abrogated the 2002 agreement, though it raised no
objections at the time." The Herald adds, "Michael Dworkin,
professor of law and former chairman of the PSB, says that
Entergy's silence on that issue for five years will be telling in a
court of law."

Palo Verde Station Engineered To Maximize
Safety, Official Says. The Arizona Daily Star (4/18,
Nevarez, 98K) reported on a press visit to Palo Verde Nuclear
Generating Station, and how with the Unit 2 reactor "having
its fuel rods replaced, plant officials are using the opportunity
to show how Palo Verde is different from the Japanese
nuclear power plant that's leaking radiation" after the
devastating earthquake and tsunami. Palo Verde's operators
say those differences start with a thicker and heavier
containment wall than those in the Dai-ichi plant, able to
"withstand the impact of a jumbo jet or a 300 mph tornado."
The Daily Star added, "While the general public isn't allowed
this far inside the plant, Bob Bement, senior vice president of
site operations, said Arizonans should understand that Palo
Verde was engineered to maximize safety."

Congressional Delegation Visits FPL's South

Florida Nuclear Power Plant. The South Florida
Sun-Sentinel (4/20, Veiga, 196K) reports, "Inthe wake of the
ongoing nuclear meltdown in Japan, members of a
congressional delegation on Monday toured FPL's Turkey
Point nuclear power plant, and said they are reassured the
South Florida facility is safe." The article said "Reps. Ileana
Ros-Lehtinen, Frederica Wilson, Mario Diaz-Balart and David
Rivera said they still support nuclear energy but promised to
keep vigilant." FPL spokesman Michael Waldron said "one of
the differences between" the FPL plant and the crippled
Japanese plant "is a backup cooling process that runs on
steam when generators fail, which is what happened in
Japan."
NRC Dockets Group's Petition Against GE

Mark 1 BWR. According to a news release (4/20),
Beyond Nuclear announced that the NRC had "docketed an
emergency enforcement petition" filed to suspend "operating
licenses at 21 General Electric Boiling Water Reactors of the
Mark 1 design (GE BWR Mark 1s). Beyond Nuclear has filed
the petition in the wake of catastrophic failure of just such
containment systems at identical atomic reactors in
Fukushima, Japan at the Dai-lchi nuclear power plant. In
addition, Beyond Nuclear has highlighted the extreme risk
posed by GE BWR Mark 1 high-level radioactive waste
storage pools, at a total of 24 such reactors inthe US, which
lack emergency backup power supplies for circulating cooling
water in the event of a loss of electricity from the primary
grid."

Entergy To Conduct Simulate Combat Drill At
Indian Point. Mid-Hudson News (4/20) reports, "Entergy
will be conducting security training drills at the Indian Point
Energy Center the evening of April 19 and April 28 using
simulated weaponry that sounds like actual gunfire."
Residents near the site may hear "simulated gunfire as
participants carry out simulated attack scenarios" that are
intended to be realistic. "Entergy will be using a technical
innovation for the exercise known as 'MILES' gear, or Multiple
Integrated Laser Engagement Systems."

Oconee Nuclear Station Hosts Safety Meeting.
WYFF-TV Greenville, South Carolina (4/19, 5:08 p.m., EDT)
"The Oconee Nuclear Station will have a safety meeting
tonight and you're invited. The US Nuclear Regulatory
Commission staff scheduled the meeting for this evening.
5

Oconee Nuclear Station met all NRC safety objectives during
2010. But the NRC says the station failed to adequately
maintain the plant's standby shutdown systems. They say
corrective action has already been taken. The meeting begins
tonight at 6:30 with a short presentation followed by an open
house until 8 tonight."

during a radio interview Monday, has proposed a smaller tax
on nearly all electric-generating plants that would raise about
$50 million. While this newspaper is not completely sold on
the new tax, we at least support the idea that the burden of
any additional levy be shared by other power generators."
A letter to the Hartford Courant (4/20, 143K) by Donald
V.Clark of East Lyme criticizes the taxation plans.
An editorial by the North Andover Eagle Tribune (4/20)
expresses concern about the impact of the tax.
Millstone Power Station worker Bill Forrestt, in a piece
for the New London Day (4/20), writes, "Iam disappointed
with The Day's continued inadequate coverage of a proposed
state generation tax that would cost the company about $330
million annually." He continues, "The Day should use
investigative reporting and produce all the facts about this bad
proposal. ... Are we sure that the people of Connecticut
want this?"

NRC To Discuss Plant Vogtle Safety At
Meeting. WSB-TV Atlanta (4/19, 12:20 p.m., EDT)
broadcast, "Officials plan to talk safety at tonight's meeting
about Plant Vogtle. The US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
will discuss safety performance for the two operating units at
the nuclear power plant in 2010. And that meeting is
scheduled for 6:30 tonight and will be held at the Burke
Counry library in Waynesboro. The safety review happens
every year."

Fleischmann, DesJarlais Endorse Nuclear
Facility. The Knoxville News Sentinel (4/20, Fowler, 96K)

New DOE Nuclear Chief Has Full Agenda.
Greenwire (4/20, Northey) reports that new DOE assistant
secretary for nuclear energy, Peter Lyons plans to help "craft
a US response to an international nuclear crisis, help jumpstart the US nuclear industry and wrestle with a long-standing
question of where to put America's nuclear waste." Lyons
also said he "hopes to ramp up deployment of small modular
reactors," suggesting that "small modular reactors could offer
a new paradigm for nuclear power," though "industry giants
like General Electric Co. say the modular reactors are more
politically charged than economically sensible, and have cast
doubt on widespread production of the plants."

reports, "The two US congressmen who represent Roane
County voiced support Tuesday for plans by TVA to build a
modular nuclear power plant at the old Clinch River Breeder
Reactor site." On Tuesday, "freshmen Republican lawmakers
Scott DesJartais and Chuck Fleischmann gave their
endorsements.. .during a get-together in the headquarters of
the Roane Alliance." The Sentinel says that "Fleischmann
called the modular reactor proposal the 'wave of the future."'

Connecticut

Governor

Opposes

Hefty

Millstone Nuclear Tax. The Hartford Business (4/20,
Kane) reports, "Gov. Dannel Malloy says he opposes the
proposed tax of the Millstone nuclear plant in Waterford,
which forced the facilities owners to consider closing
Connecticut's largest producer of electricity. The proposed
electric generators tax in Senate Bill 1176 would have raised
$340 million intaxes annually, with $332 million of that money
coming only from Millstone." The Governor "still favors a tax
on electricity generation, although much smaller and spread
out over all the electricity generators in Connecticut, which
includes natural gas, coal and oil plants as well."
Commentary. The Hartford Courant (4/20, 143K)
editorializes, "Dominion officials, aware of this state's budget
problems, seem willing to go along with a significantly smaller
tax proposed by Gov. Dannel P. Malloy that would cost
Millstone about $33 million. ... Although more palatable, this
remains a generation tax, which a number of states have
considered and rejected." The Courant concludes, "Should
this lower tax rate be approved, the law should include a
provision to revisit its implementation when the next two-year
budget is being drawn."
In an editorial, the New London Day (4/20) writes, "Gov.
Malloy, who voiced his objections to the new nuclear tax

Nuclear Power Said To Be Too Costly, Slow. In
a piece for the Nation (4/19, 147K), Christian Parenti writes
that for "about a decade now, nuclear boosters have been
telling us that a 'nuclear renaissance' is underway thanks to
the advent of cheaper, safer and faster-built 'third'- and
'fourth-generation' reactors." And while it's "true that
Generation III reactors are safer than older reactors like the
GE MAC 1 at Fukushima, Vermont Yankee and other plants
around the world," it is not "not cheap, nor is it quick to
construct." Parenti adds that "only one Generation II1+
reactor project has even been approved" and while work has
just begun in Georgia, there're already conflicts between "the
utility, Southern Company and the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission." Parenti says nuclear power is "not only
physically dangerous; it is also economically wasteful and
slow."

Experts Fear Effects Of Fukushirna Plant

Crisis Will Persist For Decades. The University of
California, Los Angeles Daily Bruin (4/20, Strutner) reports,
"The effects of the Fukushima nuclear power plant damage in
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The Financial Times (4/20, Menn, Subscription
Publication, 448K) reports that the survey revealed that 85%
of the respondent utilities had undergone a cyberattack, while
almost two-thirds discovered malicious software on their
systems every month. Experts conclude that electricity grid,
among other infrastructure targets, is unprepared for
sophisticated cyberattacks.
Document Detailing Bomb-Resistant Features Of
DOD Building InadvertentlyPosted Online. Reuters (4/20,
Hosenball, Ryan) reports that a document detailing the design
features of a bomb-resistant Defense Department building
was inadvertently posted to a website maintained by the
Army Corps of Engineers. The document, stamped "For
Official Use Only," describes the bomb-resistant features of
the Mark Center office complex in Alexandria, VA.
Approximately 6,400 DOD employees are schedule to move
into the building this year.
Audit Finds That LLNL Failed To Establish
Adequate Cyber Security Controls. According to an audit
from the Department of Energy, the AP (4/20, Burke) reports
"Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory failed to set up
adequate cyber security controls for classified information,
including details about the nation's nuclear stockpile." Rickey
R. Hass, the DOE's deputy inspector general for audits and
inspections, "said in the report that outside contractors had
made changes to one system meant to monitor nuclear
explosions without first getting approval from the proper
federal officials."

Japan could span a century, Glen MacDonald announced at
a panel discussion on Monday." MacDonald, "director of the
UCLA Institute of the Environment and Sustainability, said the
Japanese government has categorized the incident in the
same sector as the 1986 Chemobyl disaster." Though the
radioactive "contamination has not yet caused sicknesses or
deaths, many Japanese citizens will eventually die from
radiation-related illnesses, said Albert Carnesale, UCLA
chancellor emertus and a professor of public policy and of
aerospace engineering."
Chicago Tribune Urges Policymakers To Take
"Fresh Look At Nuclear Power." The Chicaqo Tribune
(4/19, 475K), writing about the impact of the nuclear disaster
in Japan, editorialized: "There's no denying that the ongoing
disaster has shaken the nuclear industry worldwide. Six in 10
Americans oppose building new nuclear power plans,"
according to a recent AP-GfK poll. The paper said it is
"urgent that governments and power providers take a fresh
look at nuclear power in light of this crisis." Citing the
example of the TVA, the Tribune said the utility "said
Thursday it is considering millions of dollars in improvements
to protect its six nuclear reactors from earthquakes and
floods." The editorial noted that "as emotions cool and
acceptance of nuclear power re-emerges, power providers
and regulators will focus intently on modem designs for future
plants."

Report: Security Trails Cyber Threats At
Global Utilities. AFP (4/19, Lefkow) reports that despite
an increasing danger of cyberattacks against critical
infrastructure across the globe, many facilities still lack the
ability to effectively counter the threat, according to a new
report from computer security firm McAfee and the Center for
Strategic and International Studies (CSIS). "We found that
the adoption of security measures in important civilian
industries badly trailed the increase in threats over the last
year," said Stewart Baker of CSIS. The survey, which was
based on interviews with 200 information technology security
executives at utility firms around the world, found that many
facilities "are not ready" and that "the professionals charged
with protecting these systems report that the threat has
accelerated - but the response has not."
National Journal Daily (4/20, Smith, Subscription
Publication) reports that nearly a year after the emergence of
Stuxnet - a game-changing computer worm that targets
industrial systems - security improvements at critical
infrastructure facilities have been "modest and overmatched
by the threat," according to the McAfee-CSIS report. "Overall,
we found little good news about cybersecurity in the electric
grid and other crucial services that depend on information
technology and industrial control systems," the report found.

INTERNATIONAL NUCLEAR NEWS:
TEPCO Begins Pumping Radioactive Water

From Plant Buildings. The New York Times (4/20,
A10, Bradsher, Tabuchi, Subscription Publication) reports,
"The difficult task of pumping highly radioactive water out of
the basement of a turbine building at a damaged Japanese
nuclear power plant began Tuesday, but officials cautioned
that the work would be slow and difficult. The Japanese
government, meanwhile, said it was considering a plan to
further restrict access to the evacuated area within 12 miles of
the plant, the Fukushima Daiichi Nuclear Power Station." The
Tokyo Electric Power Company said "that it planned to pump
10,000 metric tons of water into a storage building at a rate of
480 tons a day, which would take nearly three weeks."
TEPCO is still developing a plan for the removal of an
additional 57,500 tons of heavily contaminated water at the
same building and at other buildings at the site.
The AP (4/20) explains that "removing the 25,000
metric tons (about 6.6 million gallons) of contaminated water
that has collected inthe basement of a turbine building at Unit
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too, as pumps and switchgear that are located far from the
reactors were destroyed by the tsunami.

2 of the Fukushima Dai-ichi plant will help allow access for
workers trying to restore vital cooling systems that were
knocked out in the March 11 tsunami." TEPCO "plans to use
technology developed by French nuclear engineering giant
Areva to reduce radioactivity and remove salt from the
contaminated water so that it can be reused to cool the
plant's reactors," Hidehiko Nishiyama of Japan's Nuclear and
Industrial Safety Agency said, "adding that this process would
take 'several months."'
Now that the reactors have been cooled by water, the
Wall Street Journal (4/20, A8, Obe, Subscription Publication,
2.02M) adds, officials plan to now focus on preventing further
leaks of radioactive material. Said Nishiyama, "Our focus, for
the time being, will be on preventing spillage of irradiated
water into the ocean."
Japanese Government Considers Banning Access
To Evacuation Zone. Meanwhile, in a separate story, the
AP (4/20) adds that the Japanese government is considering
banning access to the evacuation zone, "citing concerns
Wednesday over radiation risks for residents who may be
returning to check on their homes." Almost all of the 7080,000 people who were living within 12 miles of the plant left
"after being advised to do so, but some occasionally have
returned, defying warnings from police who have set up
roadblocks on only a few major roads in the area." Noriyuki
Shikata, one of Chief Cabinet Secretary Yukio Edano's
deputies, "said the government was still considering details of
how to control access to the immediate vicinity of the nuclear
plant while also responding to demands from residents to
check their homes and collect belongings."
The Wall Street Journal (4/20, Sekiguchi, Subscription
Publication, 2.02M) reports Edano said, "We understand
people wanting to return, having evacuated with just the
clothes on their backs," adding, "We are in the last stages of
coming up with a plan to allow temporary re-entry for
evacuated residents, while safeguarding their health and
safety."
US Engineers Say Compared To TMI Cleanup Will
Be Difficult. The New York Times (4/20, A10, Wald,
Subscription Publication, 950K) reports, "Veterans of the
Three Mile Island cleanup said that a much larger task faced
the Japanese engineers who are trying contain and secure
the damaged Fukushima Daiichi reactors." Lake Barrett, the
senior NRC engineer at Three Mile Island during the early
phases of the cleanup said that by comparison, "itwas a walk
in the park compared to what they've got." While the
Fukushima Daiichi reactors are similar to those at TMI,
engineers have pointed out several key differences. "In
Japan, four separate reactors are damaged, and fixing each
one is complicated by the presence of its leaking neighbors."
A large amount of replacement equipment will be necessary

IAEA Says Worst Of Radiation Leaks May Be
Over. The AP (4/20) reports Denis Flory, a deputy director
general at the UN's International Atomic Energy Agency, "is
suggesting the worst may be over as far as radiation leaks at
Japan's stricken reactor complex are concerned." He said
"he expects the total amount of radiation releases to be only a
.small increase from what it is today' if 'things go as
foreseen."' But he "emphasized Tuesday that his forecast
was based on an estimate of the situation."
AFP (4/20) adds that Flory said that while radioactivity
was still leaking from the plant, the amounts have been
decreasing. "So, taking into account all the measures that
are foreseen, the new amount of release will be decreasing
and decreasing, and the total amount would not be much
different from what it is today," Flory said. When asked
whether "TEPCO's six-to-nine-month timeframe for achieving
a cold shutdown was realistic, Flory replied: 'Whether they will
be able to keep (to) this...will be shown by the facts."'

Donor Conference To Clean Up Chernobyl
Falls Short. The AP (4/20) reports that a Kiev conference,
donors agreed to give $785 million toward making the
Chernobyl site "environmentally safe," below the $1.1 billion
goal. However, "officials remained optimistic that money will
be found." Donated money will be used to construct "a
gargantuan long-term shelter to cover the nuclear reactor that
exploded April 26, 1986, and to build a facility to store waste
from the plant's three other decommissioned reactors."
Japan didn't offer assistance this time, citing the crises that
recently hit the nation. Top donors included the US,
Germany, Russia, and the European Commission. During a
subsequent summit, UN Secretary General Ban Ki-moon
declared "the time has come to strengthen the IAEA."
The Wall Street Journal (4/20, Marson, Subscription
Publication, 2.02M) reports that despite the fact that some
powers, including Japan, did not extend donations, Ukrainian
President Victor Yanukovych deemed the conference a
success. A spokesman for the entity handling the fund said
he was encouraged by the donations. Reuters (4/20,
Subscription Publication) also covers this.

During Visit To Chernobyl, IAEA Head Says
Nuclear Energy Is Important. The AP (4/20) reports,
Yukiya Amano, the head of the IAEA "speaking at the site of
the Chernobyl nuclear power plant explosion, says that
accident and the Japanese nuclear crisis do not undermine
the value of nuclear power." Amano said "many countries will
continue to find nuclear power an important option for energy
diversification but that the global community must do its
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utmost to ensure its safety. His visit comes just days before
the 25th anniversary of the Chernobyl disaster."

Pianigiani, Subscription Publication, 950K) reports that the
Italian government's proposed amendment "would indefinitely
delay plans to develop a nuclear energy strategy, including
the building of plants."

Protests Continue Against Planned Indian
Nuclear Plant. The AP (4/20, George) reports that during

Rosatom's Kiriyenko Envisions New Safety

a protest of a planned Avera-constructed nuclear plant in the
Indian state of Maharashtra, a mob "ransacked a hospital and
set buses on fire," The government plans to build a nuclear
plant in Jaitapur, but the Japanese nuclear crisis magnified
opposition to the plant. Critics contend "that Jaitapur is in a
seismic zone." After the Japanese earthquake, "India's
Environment Minister Jairam Ramesh has said additional
safeguards will be taken." Protesters plan to hold another
march on Sunday to oppose the plant.
AFP (4/20) adds that the anti-nuclear protests "blocked
a highway in western India." Local television in the area
reported that police have banned "large public gatherings and
political rallies" because of the protests. Protests have grown
since Indian national environment minister Jairam Ramesh
nixed the idea of "a 'rethink' on the planned six-reactor, 9,900megawatt facility inJaitapur."
Reuters (4/20) reports that currently, during peak hours,
India runs a 12% energy deficit, which causes blackouts and
hinders further economic growth.

Demands, Costlier Plants.

Reuters (4/20, De

Carbonnel) reports that the Rosatom director, Sergei
Kiriyenko, believes as a result of the Japanese nuclear crisis,
plants will be subjected to enhanced safety requirements.
These demands will translate to costlier plant and increased
competition, Kiriyenko predicts. Kiriyenko also believes that
the disaster will also hasten demand for new plants to replace
aging ones. Also, Kiriyenko called on increased powers for
the IAEA.

Greenpeace

Protesters Occupy Office Of

Ontario Energy Minister. The Toronto Star (4/19,
Olive) reports that four Greenpeace protesters "spent several
hours Tuesday in the office of energy minister Brad Duguid
calling for a halt to new nuclear development in Ontario."
Police spent several hours cutting through a heavy chain that
linked the protesters, who were charged with trespassing.
"Duguid said he has no intention of deviating from plans to
continue getting about half Ontario's electricity from nuclear
plants, calling that an 'appropriate level."'

Italian Government Shelves Nuclear Plans. The
AP (4/20) reports that the Italian government "proposed on
Tuesday to shelve indefinitely its nuclear plans following
radiation leaks at" the Fukushima Daiichi nuclear plant. An
amendment to Senate legislation that authorized new nuclear
plants was added calling for the government to devise "a new
energy strategy instead." Economic Development Minister
Paolo Romani said the Japanese nuclear disaster "changed
everything." However, critics believe that the legislation was
meant to deter turnout for a planned June referendum on
nuclear expansion.
However, Reuters (4/20, Fonte) says the amendment
allows the government to abandon plans for the referendum.
Furthermore, others note that scrapping the referendum,
which was likely to fail, saves the already unpopular prime
minister, Silvio Bedusconi, from another public
embarrassment. The Senate will vote on the measure today
and then pass it along to the lower chamber. Industry
Minister Paolo Romani said that government will host a
special energy conference after the summer break where the
govemment will unveil, as he stated, "a new energy strategy
which will reinforce and strengthen the Italian energy and
production system for the next 20 years."
The Financial Times (4/20, Dinmore, Subscription
Publication, 448K) adds that the amendment means that
Bedusconi's government has abandoned planed to restart
Italy's nuclear sector. Similarly, the New York Times (4/20,

Russia Pressing Ahead On Floating Nuclear
Plants. Reuters (4/19, de Carbonnel) reports that even
after the Fukushima Daiichi plant crisis, Russia is vowing to
move ahead with plans to develop an offshore nuclear power
plant. A new 500 foot long barge with a floating reactor
named the Akademik Lomonosov is under construction at St.
Petersburg's Baltiysky shipyard. Head of the shipyard,
Andrey Fomichev said Russia is not worded. "Even Japan
has no alternative to atomic energy. The safety on Russian
reactors is many times higher."
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NRC NEWS:
Obama Nominates Ostendorff For Second Term (GWIRE)
By Hannah Northey
Greenwire, April 19, 2011
President Obama has nominated William Ostendorff to a second term as commissioner on the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.
Ostendorff has been serving the commission since April 2010. His term expires June 30.
The Nuclear Energy Institute applauded the nomination, calling Ostendorff a qualified candidate with experience as an
engineer, lawyer, policy adviser and naval officer.
"We hope for a speedy confirmation because a full complement of experienced commissioners is essential as the agency
reviews operation of US reactors in light of events in Japan and judges certifications for reactor designs and licenses for new
reactors and fuel facilities," NEI Senior Vice President Tony Pietrangelo said.
Ostendorff served as the principal deputy administrator at the National Nuclear Security Administration from 2007 to 2009,
and was a staffer for the House Armed Services Committee from 2003 to 2007.

Alexander Reassures On Nuclear Energy, Sees Earthquake Simulation At Watts Bar Plant
(KNOXNS)
"AMountainview" blog
By Greg Johnson
Knoxville News Sentinel (TN), April 20, 2011
Alexander reassures on nuclear energy, sees earthquake simulation at Watts Bar Plant
Sen. Lamar Alexander, R-Tenn., has been an unapologetic advocate for nuclear power, last year calling for the
construction of 100 new nuclear plants in the United States. After the disaster at Japan's Fukushima Nuclear plant in Japan,
Alexander still endorses nuclear as a source of clean energy. From a 30 March press release:
"Ithink it's very important that as a country we learn to honestly ask questions and continuously improve what we're doing,"
Alexander said. "But it's important that we keep in perspective that the safety record of nuclear power in the United States really
couldn't be better."
"The 104 civilian reactors we have in the United States have never produced a fatality, and the navy ships that have had
nuclear reactors since the 1950s have never had a fatality from a reactor accident. While we've heard a lot about Three Mile
Island, the worst nuclear accident we've had inour country, no one was hurt. ...So the nuclear industry has a safety record inthe
United States that's not surpassed by any other form of energy production."
On Monday, Alexander was in Rhea County visiting the Watts Bar Nuclear Plant with Bill Ostendorff of Nuclear Regulatory
Commission. A report in the Rhea Herald-News (by my son, Reed Johnson) said Alexander and Ostendorff said Watts Bar "is
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not in danger of succumbing to natural disasters." Alexander and media watched an earthquake simulation at the plant. Click
here to watch Reed's video of the simulation.

NRG Abandons Project For 2 Reactors InTexas (NYT)
By Matthew L.Wald
New York Times, April 20, 2011
The company planning the largest nuclear project in the United States, two giant reactors in South Texas, announced on
Tuesday that itwas giving up and writing off its investment of $331 million after uncertainties created by the accident inJapan.
But the project - planned by NRG, a New Jersey-based independent power producer, and its minority partner, Toshiba was in considerable doubt even before the accident at Fukushima began on March 11. Texas has a surplus of electricity and low
prices for natural gas, which sets the price of electricity on the market there.
The project could go forward if circumstances changed, said David Crane, the chief executive of NRG, but he said the
prospect of that occurring was "extremely daunting and at this point not particularly likely."
The plan was for the South Texas Project 3 and 4 reactors, and was identified more than two years ago by the Energy
Department as one of the four candidates for loan guarantees that were authorized by the 2005 Energy Act.
It is the second of the four to die; Calvert Cliffs 3, in Maryland, seems unlikely at this point, because Constellation Energy
could not reach financial terms with the Energy Department. The department has granted a conditional loan guarantee to one
project inGeorgia and may give another to a project inSouth Carolina.
In a conference call with investment analysts on Tuesday evening, Mr. Crane said that to proceed with the project, the
federal government would probably have to institute a "clean energy standard" that would create quotas for nuclear power, as
states have already done for wind and solar.
He said that Toshiba, which is writing off $150 million for the project, would continue to pay to proceed with a license
application with the Nuclear Regulatory Commission for the time being, on the chance that a new investor could be found. But,
he said, 'We have concluded that financially, this is the end of the line for us." Ifthe plant goes forward, he said, "itwill have to be
funded by somebody else's resources."
The public's appetite for nuclear power projects resembles the situation right after the Three Mile Island accident of 1979,
said Charles A.Zielinski, a lawyer in Washington who is a former chairman of the New York State Public Service Commission.
Companies now factor inthe prospect of higher construction costs, mixed with a slack demand.
The South Texas Project "may have been on the fence already, and Fukushima pushed itover," Mr. Zielinski said.
Tom Smith, an organizer in Austin with Public Citizen and a longtime campaigner against the project, cited higher
construction costs and uncertainty after the Fukushima accident.
"The wheels are starting to fall off the nuclear renaissance," he said.

NRG To Write Down South Texas Nuclear Investment (AP)
By Jonathan Fahey
Associated Press, April 20, 2011
NEW YORK - Blaming uncertainties arising from the nuclear crisis in Japan, NRG Energy says itwill write down its $481
million investment intwo planned new nuclear reactors inSouth Texas.
NRG Chief Executive David Crane said Tuesday itwas unlikely the two reactors could be completed ina timely fashion.
Support for new nuclear projects in the US has eroded in the aftermath of the nuclear crisis in Japan, according to an
Associated Press-GfK poll conducted earlier this month. One of NRG's partners was to be TEPCO, the Japanese utility that owns
the reactor complex crippled by last month's earthquake and tsunami.
NRG, based in Princeton, N.J., hoped to build two new reactors at its South Texas Project nuclear station, an operating
two-reactor power plant 90 miles southwest of Houston. The project is in line for a federal loan guarantee, but low electricity
prices had clouded prospects for the plan even before the incident inJapan.
When prices of natural gas and electricity were high in the middle of the last decade, dozens of proposals for new nuclear
reactors were submitted to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. Now just a handful of projects remain active.
Southern Co. has begun work on a two-reactor project near Augusta, Ga. SCANA is preparing to build two reactors in
South Carolina, about 20 miles northwest of Columbia. The Tennessee Valley Authority has resumed construction of a reactor in
Eastern Tennessee that was abandoned in 1988 when itwas nearly complete.
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Crane said Tuesday he still believes the construction of new nuclear reactors inthe US is an "absolute necessity." He said
NRG will continue to seek an operating license and the loan guarantee in hopes that the project can be revived. Last month NRG
announced itwould suspend engineering and pre-construction work on the project.
NRG expects to record a pretax charge of $481 million itthe first quarter of this year. That includes $331 million contributed
by NRG to the joint venture that was to build the project and $150 million from a partner, Toshiba American Nuclear Energy
Corp., a unit of the Japanese industrial giant Toshiba.
Toshiba was to supply the design for the reactor and build the station. Toshiba will be responsible for future licensing costs.

NRG To Write Down South Texas Nuclear Investment (AP)
Associated Press, April 20, 2011
NEW YORK (AP) - NRG Energy will write down its $481 million investment in two planned new nuclear reactors in South
Texas.
NRG Chief Executive David Crane said Tuesday that the nuclear crisis in Japan has reduced the probability that the two
reactors could be completed ina timely fashion.
1 of NRG's partners on the project was to be TEPCO, the Japanese utility that owns the reactor complex crippled by last
month's earthquake and tsunami.
NRG, based in Princeton, N.J., hoped to build two new reactors at its South Texas Project nuclear station, which currently
has two working reactors. The project was in line for a loan guarantee from the federal government, but low electricity prices had
clouded prospects for the plan even before the incident inJapan.

NRG Drops Plan For Texas Reactors (WSJ)
By Rebecca Smith
Wall Street Journal, April 20, 2011
Full-text stories from the Wall Street Journal are available to Journal subscribers by clicking the link.

NRG Ends Project To Build New Nuclear Reactors (DMN)
By Elizabeth Souder
Dallas Morning News, April 20, 2011
NRG Energy Inc. officially ended plans to build more nuclear power reactors in Texas.
The second-largest power generator in the state said Tuesday it will stop spending money on plans to build two more
reactors at the South Texas Project, outside of Houston. The project was doomed when a financial partner, Tokyo Electric Power
Co., saw its reactors in Japan explode after the earthquake.
"We have concluded that, financially, this is the end of the line for us," said NRG chief executive David Crane. And even if
the project is resurrected, "itwill have to be fueled by somebody else's financial resources."
The decision means the one Texas nuclear project close to getting a license and federal loan guarantees won't get built
anytime soon. And it is evidence that the Japanese disaster has the potential to derail the budding US nuclear power
renaissance.
NRG has already struggled to finance the plant. Crane said the persistently low wholesale power prices in Texas were
weighing on the project, and investors had been urging him to scale back.
The nuclear explosions inJapan mean that Tokyo Electric and the Japanese government, which had considered offering its
own loan guarantees for the project, must focus on domestic problems, Crane said.
Also, he said, the US Nuclear Regulatory Commission's reaction to the Japanese explosions is to start its own safety
review. Crane said that's the right decision, but itdelays his project.
"Until that safety review was over and our project was given a clean bill of health, you couldn't move itforward," he said.
"Nothing was going to happen except we were going to continue to spend money, month after month, which we've been doing
for five years."
NRG will take a $481 million pretax charge inthe first quarter to write down the value of the investment so far. Since NRG
began the project in 2006, itspent $331 million on the project, and its joint venture partner Toshiba, spent $150 million.
Toshiba agreed to continue funding the project until itreceives licenses to build and operate the new plants.
The decision by NRG leaves one Texas nuclear project with the potential to eventually break ground. Energy Future
Holdings Corp. seeks a license to expand the Comanche Peak plant near Glen Rose.
NRG had planned for the first reactor to go online in2016. The Electric Reliability Council of Texas hadn't been counting on
the reactors for its official calculations of whether Texas has enough power plants to keep the lights on.
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"Ithink it's a shame," said Bruce Bullock, director of Southern Methodist University's Maguire Energy Institute.
Shelving nuclear power projects might resolve concerns about safety, but those plants will be replaced by something else,
and probably something with another environmental consequence, he said.
"At this rate you're looking at coal, which is not environmentally friendly, or natural gas, which would be the preferred fuel,
but the environmental community has raised issues regarding itas well," Bullock said. Some environmental advocates say the
process of drilling for natural gas pollutes air and water.
Plus, natural gas and coal plants don't take nearly as long to build as nuclear. Consider this: Today is the fifth anniversary
of the announcement by EFH that itwould build a new fleet of coal-fired plants. Those plants have been permitted and built, while
the NRG reactors, announced a few months later, still lack licenses.
"Look at our situation. We responded to the [federal] inducements back in 2005. We spent $331 million of our shareholders'
money for five years. And we had a year to go of permitting and five years of construction, and what do we have for it?" Crane
said.

NRG Suspends Investment In South Texas Nuclear Expansion (SAEN)
By Tracy Idell Hamilton
San Antonio Express-News, April 20, 2011
NRG Energy announced Tuesday itwould no longer invest in the South Texas Project nuclear expansion and will write
down its investment in itbecause of diminished prospects for the project after Japan's worst-ever nuclear accident.
The company plans to record a first-quarter pre-tax charge of roughly $481 million for its joint venture with Toshiba Corp.,
NRG said in a statement Tuesday afternoon.
NRG CEO David Crane said in the statement that the company continues to believe in the necessity of a US nuclear
renaissance and that the expansion of STP is still one of the best development projects inthe country.
"However, the extraordinary challenges facing US nuclear development in the present circumstance and the very
considerable financial resources expended by NRG on the project over the past five years make itimpossible for us to justify to
our shareholders any further financial participation in the development of the STP project," he said.
NRG announced last month that it had suspended indefinitely all detailed engineering work and other pre-construction
activities, a move that reduced the project work force from 1,000 workers to about 350.
Going forward the joint venture, called Nuclear Innovation North America, will be focused solely on securing an operating
license from the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and on obtaining a loan guarantee from the US Department of Energy, "two
assets that are absolutely essential to the success of any future project development," according to the statement.
Toshiba will be responsible for funding ongoing costs to continue the licensing process.
CPS Energy, which retains a 7.6 percent stake inthe expansion, said itwill continue to support NRG in its efforts to secure
the federal loan guarantee and an operating license. Itwill not invest more than the roughly $386 million ithas already sunk into
the project.
San Antonio's utility stands 'to gain an $80 million payment from NRG ifthe project receives the loan guarantee.
NRG recognized last month that itlikely lost a major investor - up to $280 million - inthe proposed expansion after the
earthquake and tsunami sparked Japan's worst-ever nuclear accident.
Tokyo Electric Power Co.'s president confirmed Monday the company will reconsider its overseas business strategy,
according to a story in Nikkei.com, as itfocuses on bringing the damaged plants under control.
Previously, Tepco had said itwas ready to spend roughly billions over the next decade on nuclear and liquefied natural gas
projects around the world, including the STP investment.
The Japan Export Bank was also expected to provide financing, since Japanese firms Tepco and Toshiba were investing
so heavily inthe project.

NRG Pulls Financial Support For South Texas Nuclear Plant Expansion (AUSTIN)
By Asher Price And Marty Toohey
Austin American Statesman, April 20, 2011
A multibillion-dollar expansion of a South Texas nuclear facility appears to have been derailed by last month's tsunami in
Japan.
NRG Energy, the company orchestrating the expansion plans - and hoping Austin would partner with itin some capacity
- said Tuesday that itwas pulling its financial support, leaving a multibillion-dollar gap other partners would have to fill.
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NRG President and CEO David Crane said the expansion faces "diminished prospects" in the aftermath of the tsunami that
devastated Japan last month and caused the world's biggest nuclear crisis since Chernobyl at the damaged Fukushima nuclear
plant.
"Inthe wake of Fukushima, the confluence of events that would have to occur in NRG's view inorder to get (reactors) 3 and
4 truly back on track is extremely daunting and at this point not particularly likely," Crane said in a conference call with investors
Tuesday.
NRG has spent $331 million so far on planning and permitting of the expansion, but the company "could not justify further
financial participation," Crane said.
NRG is the majority owner and operator of the South Texas Project, a facility in Matagorda County with two reactors that
were opened in the 1980s. The City of Austin owns 16 percent of those reactors, which generate about a quarter of the city's
electricity.
NRG had hoped to double the size of the plant, from two reactors to four, and persuade Austin and others to buy power
from the new reactors. The company estimates that the project would cost about $10 billion.
Toshiba, which is a 12 percent partner inthe expansion, has committed to pursuing iteven without NRG's financial backing,
NRG officials said. Crane said NRG also will continue to seek the necessary federal licenses because the facility ismore valuable
with permits in hand.
"It's simply good asset management," he said.
But NRG's absence leaves a significant funding gap. Even if NRG can find enough partners to shrink its ownership share to
40 percent, as the company was planning, itwould be responsible for at least $4 billion of the project's construction costs.
Another partner, Tokyo Electron, which had committed to covering up to 20 percent of the project costs, faces its own
difficulties because itoperates the Fukushima plant.
The City of San Antonio is a 7.6 percent owner, after having tried to pull out of the project.
Swami Venkataraman, senior director of utilities and infrastructure ratings at Standard and Poor's, said the expansion
already had faced hurdles and was put inan even more uncertain position by the events inJapan.
"It's not clear what the new safety regulations will be that any new plants will berequired to undertake," he said.
"Itdoesn't mean they can never restart it," Venkataraman said. "But under the original schedule, they planned to get a
license by the end of 2012. Now we don't know. Once they get a license, they have to find out how much more itwill cost, and
then they will know how much time they need to proceed."
Tom "Smitty" Smith, a nuclear critic and head of the Texas chapter of Public Citizen, said that "all that's left isfor the (justice
of the peace) to be called inand pronounce the expansion dead."
Because of the tsunami, talks already had been put on hold with Austin, San Antonio and other Texas cities that NRG had
been hoping to partner with.
"Ifthey get back on the path of moving the project forward, we will meet with them and be interested in what they have to
say," Austin Energy spokesman Ed Clark said.

NRG Stops Investing In South Texas Project Units 3 And 4 (VICTORA)
By Adriana Acosta
Victoria (TX) Advocate, April 20, 2011
BAY CITY - NRG Energy announced on Tuesday itwill drop its investment in the South Texas Project development of
Units 3 and 4.
NRG, the plant's main investor, had invested $481 million into the development of units 3 and 4.
This comes as a result of the ongoing nuclear incident in Japan, after the earthquake and tsunami brought down the
Fukushima Nuclear Power Plant in March.
"The tragic nuclear incident in Japan has introduced multiple uncertainties around new nuclear development in the United
States, which have had the effect of dramatically reducing the probability that STP 3 and 4 can be successfully developed in a
timely fashion," said David Crane, president and chief operating officer of NRG.
Ed Halpin, president and chief operating officer for STP, said they remain committed top operating the plant as safely as
possible.
"Our team's commitment and focus remain unchanged - the continued safe and reliable operation of our existing units," he
said.
STP employs about 1,200 people.
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Crane said they continue to believe in the necessity of a US nuclear renaissance and STP being the best new nuclear
development project inthe country.
But the challenges facing US nuclear development now and the large financial resources spent by NRG on the project over
the past five years make itimpossible for them to continue financial participation inthe development of the STP project, he said.
NRG will cooperate with and support its current partners and any future prospective partners in attempt to develop units 3
and 4 successfully, he said.
Inorder for the project to get back on track, the following would have to happen:
The Nuclear Regulatory Commission give STP a clean bill of health, ending current regulatory uncertainty.
The Department of Energy award a conditional loan guarantee;
Find an investor to replace NRG.
Find energy companies to purchase future power.
"Despite today's announcement, project activity continues on obtaining a combined construction and operating license and
insecuring a fedeal loan guarantee," said Buddy Eller, director of communication for STP.
Last month, Nuclear Innovation North America, the company's nuclear development joint venture with Toshiba American
Nuclear Energy Corp., suspended indefinitely all detailed engineering work and pre-construction activities, including reducing
project work force at STP.
Crane said NINA will continue its focus in securing a combined operating license from the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
and on obtaining a loan guarantee from the US Department of Energy.
The news was not good for Bay City officials who have worked with STP to benefit from the expansion.
"The expectations of job and community growth through the expansion of 3 and 4 were something that we were looking
forward to although we have known for years that this was a complicated process with many things that could go wrong, "said
Mitch Thames, Bay City Chamber of Commerce president.

NRG To Write Down Texas Nuclear Investment After Japan (2) (BLOOM)
By Edward Klump
Bloomberq News, April 20, 2011
April 19 (Bloomberg) -- NRG Energy Inc., the largest US independent power producer, won't invest more money to build
two reactors in Texas and will write down its investment inthe project because of diminished prospects following Japan's nuclear
crisis.
The company plans to record a first-quarter charge of about $481 million before taxes for its nuclear joint venture with
Toshiba Corp., Princeton, New Jersey-based NRG said in a statement today. Some engineering work was halted on the project
last month and Tokyo-based Toshiba will fund ongoing efforts to get a license for Units 3 and 4 at the South Texas Project,
according to the statement.
Tokyo Electric Power Co., which had an option to buy into the Texas project, has been battling a meltdown of damaged
units at its Fukushima Dai-lchi nuclear plant in Japan since a March 11 earthquake and tsunami. The accident, which crippled
four of six reactors at the site north of Tokyo, has a severity level of 7, the same as the 1986 Chernobyl disaster.
"The tragic nuclear incident in Japan has introduced multiple uncertainties around new nuclear development in the United
States which have had the effect of dramatically reducing the probability that STP 3&4 can be successfully developed ina timely
fashion," NRG Chief Executive Officer David Crane said inthe statement.
NRG and Toshiba own Nuclear Innovation North America LLC, the development company that proposed to build two
reactors at the site about 80 miles (130 kilometers) southwest of Houston. The two units would cost about $10 billion, Crane has
said.
Writing on Wall
"The writing's been on the wall here," said James Dobson, an analyst at Wunderlich Securities in New York who has a
"buy" rating on NRG shares and owns none. "The question was when management was going to fully decide they were ready to
make an announcement."
The price of natural gas, a power-plant fuel that can compete with reactors to generate electricity, already had created
questions about the economics of the project, Dobson said. Gas prices have averaged $4.197 per million British thermal units
this year on the New York Mercantile Exchange, a 53 percent drop from the average price in2008.
"The extraordinary challenges facing US nuclear development in the present circumstance and the very considerable
financial resources expended by NRG on the project over the past five years make it impossible for us to justify to our
shareholders any further financial participation in the development," Crane said.
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Nuclear Review
The Nuclear Regulatory Commission last month announced a 90-day review of US facilities to identify areas for further
study following the Japan incident. The industry may be forced to spend more than $10 billion to address long-standing safety
concerns including fire safety and storage of spent fuel that have gained new urgency following the accident, according to
estimates by Bloomberg Government.
NRG expects to incur as much as $20 million in costs associated with the expansion project in the second quarter,
according to the release. The company owns about 88 percent and Toshiba owns about 12 percent of Nuclear Innovation North
America. San Antonio utility CPS Energy owns 7.6 percent of the project.
NRG fell 22 cents, or 1 percent, to $21.66 at 5:02 p.m. in after-hours trading in New York.

NRG Energy Provides Clarity On Nuclear Project: No More Money (GIGAOM)
By Katie Fehrenbacher
GiQaOm, April 20, 2011
When I last chatted with NRG Energy CEO David Crane, he explained to me how the nuclear disaster in Japan had
created an environment of uncertainty for US nuclear projects, and specifically for the expansion of NRG's own South Texas
nuclear plant. That's partly because Tokyo Electric Power Company (TEPCO), the beleaguered utility that owns the damaged
nuclear plants in Japan, was supposed to be an investor in NRG's nuclear project. Well, this afternoon in a note to investors,
NRG Energy says it will be providing no more money for the development of the South Texas Project units 3&4, and will be
recording a first quarter 2011 pretax charge of about $481 million.
Ouch. NRG said in a statement that given the "diminished prospects" of the South Texas nuclear project it "will not invest
additional capital in the STP development effort." At the same time, NRG said it would fully support any of its current or future
partners ifthey want to continue to develop STP 3&4 units. (Crane will be speaking at our Green:Net 2011 event this Thursday
Aprl 21, in San Francisco).
The design work for the project had already essentially been halted, as NRG Energy waited for a review of the industry by
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) in the wake of the incident at the Fukushima reactors in Japan. The NRC is reviewing
all nuclear projects built and under construction in the US to see ifthere could be any lessons learned from the Japanese nuclear
incident. Nuclear industry executives fear the NRC review process will be very lengthy and will paralyze any new nuclear projects
in the pipeline, which was what happened in the aftermath of the nuclear incident at Three Mile Island in 1979. Crane told me last
month that he hoped a NRC review process wouldn't last any longer than 3 months.
CPS Energy, which had been in discussions to purchase the nuclear power from NRG's expanded plants, had already
suspended its talks to buy the power. CPS also owns over 7 percent in the expansion project.
The US hasn't built any new nuclear reactors in decades, thanks to fears after Chernobyl and Three Mile Island. The shortterm costs of nuclear construction after the Japanese nuclear disaster is expected to soar in the short term, and development of
new nuclear technologies from some startups could be stalled as well. Nuclear technology has also crept along because of the
low prce of natural gas.
NRG's decision to cut its losses so to speak, is an even greater indication that the Japanese nuclear disaster has set back
development of nuclear power in the US by many years. Other countries, like Germany, are moving even more swiftly to halt the
construction of nuclear plants.
NRG will be holding a conference call later today to provide more details on its decision.

NRG To Take 1Q Charge Of $481 Million On Texas Nuclear-Power Project (DJNews)
By Naureen S. Malik
Dow Jones Newswires, April 20, 2011
NEW YORK -(Dow Jones)- NRG Energy Corp. (NRG) won't make any additional capital investments to build two nuclear
reactors in South Texas and will book a $481 million pre-tax charge for the project in the first quarter.
The Princeton-based company said it isn't withdrawing from the project. However, it has become "impossible for us to
justify to our shareholders any further financial participation" in developing the South Texas project, Chief Executive David Crane
said in a statement.
The move isn't a complete surprise. The project, estimated to cost $13.5 billion, has been on shaky ground because of
weak power prices and demand. Texas is a competitive market and low natural-gas prices has made it difficult to justify
expending billions of dollars on power plants. In the past month, financial and regulatory challenges have heightened with the
ongoing Japanese nuclear crsis. It may be months before officials can contain radiation at Tokyo Electric Power Co.'s (9501 TO)
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Fukushima Daiichi plant that was rattled by a magnitude-9.0 earthquake and subsequent tsunami last month. The Japanese
accident has added new uncertainties to new nuclear-power development in the US and has "had the effect of dramatically
reducing the probability" that the two Texas reactors can be developed in a timely fashion, Crane said.
NRG has a 44% stake in the project to build two additional reactors at an existing site in South Texas. The power company
and its partners--Toshiba Corp. (6502.TO, TOSYY) and Tokyo Electric--are seeking a loan guarantee from the US Department of
Energy to help raise financing. Uncertainties around the project include whether Tokyo Electric will back out of the deal, whether
the project will be granted a loan guarantee at favorable rates and the timing of federal regulatory approval for the project.
NRG had already announced it is halting pre-construction work on the South Texas project. In addition to the charge in the
first-quarter, NRG said it expects to incur a one-time expense of no more than $20 million from the project, mostly in the second
quarter.

UPDATE 3-NRG Energy Abandons Texas Nuclear Expansion Plan (REU)
By Eileen O'Grady
Reuters, April 20, 2011
Full-text stories from Reuters currently cannot be included in this document. You may, however, click the link above to
access the story.

NRG Energy Set For $481m Writedown Charge (FT)
By Sheila McNulty
Financial Times, April 20, 2011
Full-text stories from the Financial Times are available to FT subscribers by clicking the link.

NRC Halts Monitoring Of Surry Power Plant (VAGAZ)
Virqinia Gazette, April 20, 2011
SURRY - The Nuclear Regulatory Commission announced Tuesday that it has discontinued monitoring mode status
related to the weekend storms that hit the Surry nuclear power plant.
NRC resident inspectors continue to review the events, and the agency is evaluating whether additional follow up will be
needed. The plant lost offsite power Saturday when an apparent tornado touched down in the adjacent switchyard. The facility's
emergency diesel generators immediately started up, providing emergency power until offsite power was restored.

NRC Concludes Emergency Monitoring At Surry Nuclear Plant (WILYDAILY)
Williamsburg Yorktown Daily, April 20, 2011
The Nuclear Regulatory Commission discontinued its monitoring mode status Tuesday morning that arose after Saturday's
storm in which an apparent tornado touched down nearby the Surry nuclear power plant.
Dominion, which operates the two-unit facility near Surry, exited its unusual event, which was the lowest of four NRC
emergency classifications.
The NRC's resident inspectors continue to review the events and the agency is evaluating whether additional followup will
be needed.
The plant lost offsite power on Saturday when an apparent tornado touched down in the adjacent switchyard. The facility's
emergency diesel generators immediately started up, providing emergency power until offsite power was restored.
Inan earlier press release, an NRC spokesman said all safety systems operated as needed.

Surry Units Shut Down After Power Station Damaged (VAGAZ)
Tornado hits offsite electric switchyard
Virginia Gazette, April 19, 2011
SURRY - The US Nuclear Regulatory Commission is monitoring the Surry nuclear power plant after the site lost offsite
power around 7 p.m. Saturday.
In a press release issued Sunday morning, the NRC said a tornado affected an electrical switchyard next to the plant. The
NRC is monitoring the event through resident inspectors at the site and in the Atlanta regional office.
The two units at the Surry plant automatically shut down after losing offsite power. Four diesel generators kicked in to
power the units' emergency loads. Plant operators have partially restored offsite power to both plants. Safety systems have
operated as needed. Dominion notified the NRC soon after it happened and the agency dispatched inspectors to the site as well
as staffed its incident response center in Atlanta.
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Nuclear Regulators To Discuss Ameren's Callaway Plant (STLBIZ)
By Kelsey Volkmann
St. Louis Business Journal, April 20, 2011
Nuclear regulators plan to publicly discuss next week the findings of their inspection of Ameren's Callaway County plant.
The Nuclear Regulatory Commission said Tuesday that Callaway operated safely during 2010. The plant did receive
heightened oversight during the first half of 2010, but a subsequent inspection determined that appropriate corrective actions
were implemented, NRC officials said. Inspections are performed by two NRC resident inspectors assigned to the plant and by
inspection specialists from the Region IVOffice inArlington, Texas.
NRC staff will hold an open house in Fulton, Mo., on April 26 to discuss the agency's 2010 assessment of safety
performance for the Callaway nuclear power plant. The open house will begin at 6 p.m. at the Burton Business Building,
Classroom 6, William Woods University, One University Ave., in Fulton. Members of the public will have an opportunity to meet
informally with the NRC staff, ask questions and learn about the agency's role in ensuring safe plant operation.
"The NRC continually reviews the performance of Callaway and the nation's other commercial nuclear power facilities,"
NRC Region IVAdministrator Elmo Collins said. "This informal meeting will provide members of the public with an opportunity to
learn about our annual assessment of safety performance at the plant."
Read a letter sent from the NRC Region IVoffice to plant officials addressing the performance of the plant during 2010.
The NRC holds public meetings annually about each nuclear plant itoversees.
Coincidentally, the open house will occur on the 25th anniversary of the Chernobyl nuclear disaster.
Next week's forum is unrelated to the NRC inspection that was announced last month at Callaway. Inspectors were sent to
the plant in March to determine whether an auxiliary feedwater pump is properly lubricated. The pump is used to supply water to
the plant's steam generators, which cool the reactors during accidents. Afinal report about that inspection is due out in May.

Federal Nuclear Regulators Issue Last Environmental Report On Proposed South Carolina
Reactors (AP)
Associated Press, April 20, 2011
JENKINSVILLE, S.C. - Federal nuclear regulators say there are no environmental impacts from two proposed nuclear
reactors inJenkinsville that would prevent South Carolina Electric &Gas from getting a license to operate the plants.
The Nuclear Regulatory Commission and the US Army Corps of Engineers said in a news release Tuesday that the
environmental review began inJanuary 2009 and included input from several public meetings.
The final statement is part of a long process for approval for the reactors that will be among the first built in the US in a
generation.
SCE&G and state-owned utility Santee Cooper want to operate two 1,100-megawatt reactors at the V.C. Summer Nuclear
Station about 25 miles northwest of Columbia. Officials expect the first reactor to generate power by 2016, and the second in
2019.

Final Environmental Impact Statement Issued For Two Nuclear Reactors (POWGENWLD)
Power-Gen Worldwide, April 20, 2011
No environmental factors preclude issuing combined licenses for two nuclear reactors proposed to be built at the Summer
nuclear station inSouth Carolina, federal regulators have found.
South Carolina Electric & Gas (SCE&G) and Santee Cooper are applying for licenses to build and operate two
Westinghouse AP1000 reactors adjacent to the existing Summer nuclear power plant. The companies submitted the application
March 27, 2008. The AP1000 is a 1,100 MWe pressurized-water reactor design the Nuclear Regulatory Commission certified in
2006. The agency is reviewing Westinghouse's May 2007 application to amend the certified design.
The NRC and the US Army Corps of Engineers, Charleston District, completed the Final Environmental Impact Statement
for the combined licenses. The Corps of Engineers will use the information in making its federal permit decision.
The decision is part of the overall Summer application review. NRC staff continues to compile its final safety evaluation
report, which will include recommendations from the NRC's Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards, an independent group
of nuclear safety experts. The NRC's final licensing decision will be based on the final environmental impact statement and the
safety evaluation findings, along with a ruling from the five-member Commission.

Business Briefs - Commission To Release Report On Nuclear Plant (WILMIN)
By Wayne Faulkner
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Wilmington Star News, April 20, 2011
CASTLE HAYNE I Federal regulators will present results of a performance review of Global Nuclear Fuel-America's
commercial nuclear fuel fabrication plant at a public meeting April 26 inWilmington.
The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) will meet with management of the Wilmington-based company during a
meeting at 10 a.m. inthe Azalea Coast Room Aof UNCW's Fisher Student Center, the NRC said.
NRC officials will be available following the business portion of the meeting at the University of North Carolina Wilmington to
answer questions.
The NRC staff assessed performance at Global from May 23, 2009 to Dec. 31, 2010, on safety operations, radiological
controls, facility support and special topics.
The NRC staff review determined that Global continued to conduct its activities safely and securely, protecting public health
and the environment.
But "management attention is still warranted to improve the identification and implementation of safety controls," the NRC
said in a statement.
Itwill continue inspections to monitor the company's corrective actions.Ten entrepreneurs named finalists for award.

Time To Lift Ban On Uranium Mining Near Grand Canyon? Deadline Nears. (CSM)
Obama administration must decide by midsummer whether to extend a freeze on uranium mining claims near the
Grand Canyon. A recent report cites 10 national 'treasures' at risk.
By Mark Clayton
Christian Science Monitor, April 20, 2011
Inthe past decade, interest in mining for uranium has surged, with prices for the metal soaring inworld markets a few years
ago. Uranium prospecting and mining-project plans have been popping up like jack rabbits across the western United States.
But for at least one of America's iconic natural landmarks, the Obama administration has put the brakes on thousands of
new mining plans or claims. In 2009, it blocked claims for uranium and other mining on about 1 million acres of public land
bordering the Grand Canyon.
Now, the administration is nearing a decision point: whether to allow the mining-claims process to move forward or extend
its moratorium for up to 20 years. The decision could set a precedent for other natural landmarks also being hedged in by
uranium and other mining claims, observers say.
More than 8,300 uranium and other mining claims, their development frozen by the government moratorium, are staked on
the public lands near the Grand Canyon, according to a new study by the Pew Environment Group, an environmental watchdog
based inWashington, D.C.
The report labels the Grand Canyon, as well as nine other national "treasures" in the West, as "at risk" from surging
industrial mining claims on nearby public lands. More than 4,400 mining claims have been staked near those nine other sites.
In the middle of the storm is the Department of Interiors Bureau of Land Management (BLM), which controls much land
around the 10 sites. Also getting involved is Congress, which is unhappy about growing foreign ownership of many uranium
mining claims and a lack of revenue for the government from any resulting mines. The legislation regulating these activities needs
updating, say some lawmakers.
As for the Grand Canyon, environmentalists and water managers from Los Angeles to Las Vegas decry any uranium
mining near the land-mark, citing visual impacts, flash floods, and radioactivity leaching into ground water that feeds the vital
Colorado River.
"These are national parks and other special places Americans hold dear - and they're now at risk thanks to mining claims
staked in close proximity to them," says Jane Danowitz, director of the Pew public-land program that produced the report. "It's all
due largely to the fact that we have this outdated mining law, so anyone who wants to mine and take minerals from US soil can
do itno matter how much damage itdoes."
Such fears are overblown, industry experts say, with predictions of only 1 in 10 mining claims, ifthat, being developed into a
mine.
"The uranium mining industry in this area has had a stellar environmental track record," says Pamela Hill, executive director
of the American Clean Energy Resources Trust, a coalition of uranium exploration and mining companies based in Kanab, Utah.
"Alot of these concerns are without basis inscience or history of uranium mining inthis area."
May 4 will mark the end of a public-comment period on the environmental impact statement that has been drawn up about
mining by the Grand Canyon. Adecision by the government on whether to lift its moratorium is expected by July 20.
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Even with the Obama administration's moratorium, one mining claim near the Grand Canyon, deemed to have existing
rights, was allowed to go forward, and a mine is now inoperation. Also, as many as 11 existing uranium claims near the Grand
Canyon could be eligible for permits whether or not newer claims are blocked, the BLM says.
Although the Obama administration has not blocked mining claims in other areas, such claims are just starting to reach
fruition. Earlier this month, a uranium mine in Wyoming announced its opening. Other sites are expected to be developed, too,
according to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC).
Congress has been watching closely. Some lawmakers have zeroed in on the 1872 Mining Law, under which the US
government does not receive any mineral royalties.
Earlier this month, legislation was introduced by Reps. Martin Heinrich and Ben Ray Lujan, both Democrats from New
Mexico, to shift regulation of uranium mining from "the antiquated 1872 Mining Law" to the Mineral Leasing Act. The latter would
allow uranium mining to be managed through a competitive leasing program.
Others also worry that most of America's best uranium mining prospects - including those by the Grand Canyon - are now
controlled by Canadian, Korean, Russian, and other foreign companies. In November, the NRC approved transfer of control of
licenses from Uranium One USA Inc. and Uranium One Americas Inc., which are Canadian entities, to JSC Atomredmetzoloto
(ARMZ), a Russian corporation.
"This transaction would give the Russian government control over a sizable portion of America's uranium production
capacity," complained Sen. John Barrasso (R)of Wyoming in a December letter to President Obama. Russia has aided Iranian
nuclear ambitions, he wrote.
"I remain concerned with any attempt to grant an export license to ARMZ which would allow the Russian government to
ship US uranium overseas," Senator Barrasso added.
Gregory Jaczko, chairman of the NRC, assured Barrasso in a letter that ARMZ had not applied for an export license, so it
could not send any US uranium overseas.
Inthe March 21 letter, Mr. Jaczko also touts expected robust growth in US uranium mining, despite the Fukushima crisis in
Japan.
"We are now expecting as many as 16 new applications by 2013 for new recovery facilities or for expanding existing
uranium recovery facilities, inaddition to those we have already received," he wrote.
One key reason that new US uranium production is needed, Ms. Hill and other advocates say, is to lessen US dependence
on foreign energy. About 90 percent of uranium fuel for US nuclear plants today is imported.
But according to a draft BLM study of uranium mining impacts on the Grand Canyon, such mining would do little to boost
domestic uranium supplies.
"Currently there are no laws inplace that would require domestic uranium to be solely purchased and consumed within the
United States," the draft BLM study concluded. "Uranium mined and produced within the parcels would not necessarily move the
United States toward energy independence and thus would not represent an impact to national energy resources."

Vt Nuke Plant Appeals To Public In Newspaper Ads (BOS)
Boston Globe, April 20, 2011
The Vermont Yankee nuclear plant, which is suing the state of Vermont in a bid to stay open past next year, is taking its
case to newspaper readers.
Infull page newspaper advertisements taken out Tuesday in nine Vermont newspapers, the CEO of plant owner Entergy
Corp. says the company wishes it didn't have to go to court but that it had no choice. J. Wayne Leonard's signed letter says
Vermont Yankee's owners have a responsibility -- to the plant's employees, the company's investors and electricity consumers -to stake its claim to operating past March 2012, when the state wants itshut down.
The suit, filed Monday in US District Court in Burlington, says the US Nuclear Regulatory Commission has jurisdiction over
Vermont Yankee --not the state of Vermont - and that ithas granted the plant a new license.
"We mean no disrespect by this action," Leonard wrote. "We seek only a resolution of our disagreement with the state and
we will abide by the results of the judicial process."
Entergy contends that Vermont lawmakers overstepped their bounds when they passed a 2006 law giving the Legislature a
say inwhether the plant is allowed to operate past the scheduled March 2012 expiration of its state operating permit.
State officials say Entergy expressed support for the law when it was passed but that now that the state doesn't want to
renew the permit, itwants the law declared unconstitutional because the US Nuclear Regulatory Commission has jurisdiction
over nuclear plants.
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Vermont Yankee Appeals To Public In Newspaper Ads (WPTZ)
WPTZ-TV Burlington, VT, April 20, 2011
The Vermont Yankee nuclear plant, which is suing the state of Vermont in a bid to stay open past next year, is taking its
case to newspaper readers.
In full page newspaper advertisements taken out Tuesday in nine Vermont newspapers, the CEO of plant owner Entergy
Corp. said the company wishes it didn't have to go to court but that it had no choice. J. Wayne Leonard's signed letter says
Vermont Yankee's owners have a responsibility - to the plant's employees, the company's investors and electricity consumers - to
stake its claim to operating past March 2012, when the state wants itshut down.
Larry Smith, a Vermont Yankee spokesman, said Leonard wanted to have a conversation about the issue with the people
of Vermont.

Entergy Takes Its Message To Ads (RUTHER)
By Susan Smallheer
Rutland Herald, April 20, 2011
BRATTLEBORO - Entergy Corp., took its battle to win the minds - if not the hearts - of Vermonters with a stack of fullpage advertisements Tuesday in nine Vermont newspapers.
In a lengthy letter addressed to "Dear Vermonters," J. Wayne Leonard, chairman and chief executive officer of Entergy
Corp., outlined his company's reasons for suing the state of Vermont, Gov. Peter Shumlin and the Public Service Board, in order
to keep Vermont Yankee open beyond its projected closing date of March 21, 2012.
"1know that Vermonters are deeply divided on the subject of nuclear power," Leonard wrote.
But Leonard had his harshest criticism for some unnamed "public officials," and the Vermont Legislature, which he said
changed the rules of the regulatory game Entergy agreed to in 2002.
"We agreed to a process in which an independent expert agency would decide Vermont Yankee's future based on
evidence and facts developed through an impartial process with the possibility, ifnecessary, of court review," he wrote.
The full-page advertisements came a day after Entergy and two of its subsidiaries, sued the state in US District Court in
Burlington, claiming the state has violated the Atomic Energy Act by trying to block Vermont Yankee's continued operation.
Leonard, reiterating many of the arguments made by Entergy executive Richard Smith Monday with reporters on a
conference call, said that Entergy tried to avoid a costly and lengthy lawsuit.
Entergy Nuclear spokesman Larry Smith said Entergy placed the advertisements in nine Vermont newspapers in an effort
to "open a conversation" with the people of Vermont.
The full-page ads come after a long series of advertisements promoting Yankee as "safe, clean and reliable" that Entergy
has been running in Vermont media - television, radio and newspapers.
On Monday, there was a large ad featuring Michael Colomb, the site vice president of Entergy Nuclear at Vermont Yankee,
addressing issues raised by the nuclear disaster at the Fukushima Daiichi nuclear plant.
Smith said that the company was having a positive response to the ad campaign.
"His message is receiving positive response from members of the business community in the state and supporters of
Vermont Yankee," he said, while adding he could not answer questions about the federal lawsuit.

State Readies For Legal Showdown With Vt. Yankee (WCAX)
By Jennifer Reading
WCAX-TV Burlington, VT, April 20, 2011
The swords are drawn. Both Vermont and Vermont Yankee are ready to go to war over the future of the aging nuclear
power plant in Vernon.
"They've finally started the battle and we're ready to fight," said Bill Sorrell, D-Vt. Attorney General.
On Monday Entergy- the New Orleans-based company that owns Vermont Yankee-- sued the state. Itwants a court order
blocking Vermont from shutting Yankee down next year.
"We believe the general assembly changed the rules and left us with no other choice. We had a judgment call to make.
Seek relief in the courts or shut the plant down at the end of the current license," said Richard Smith, the president of Entergy.
"We're going to try very hard in court to say that this is not the kind of case in which an injunction should be issued and that
we should be able to enforce our laws," Sorrell said.
This is a legal battle over jurisdiction. Does the federal government or the state of Vermont have the authority to close
Yankee's doors? Vermont is the only state with a law requiring legislative approval for a license extension. But Entergy now
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claims that the Atomic Energy Act and the Federal Power Act- two federal laws-- pre-empt state control over Yankee's license
and power sales. This case is expected to draw national attention. And the battle's not expected to be brief.
"This case could drag on for years. Easily," Sorrell said.
And that could mean hundreds of thousands of dollars if not more in legal fees for the state. Sorrell says he has the
govemor's financial support, explaining the case will be paid for through attorney general's office budget and a special
appropriation
necessary.
"Idon't if
really
care which pot it comes from as long as we have it available to expend to defending this important
case,"
Sorrell said.
Afight he says is worth every penny.
IfEntergy wins its injunction itwould be allowed to continue operating despite state law while the case is litigated and that
gives Entergy little motivation to speed things along.

Former PSB Chair Says Vermont In Position Of Strength In Lawsuit (VTPR)
By Mitch Wertlieb
Vermont Public Radio, April 20, 2011
The owner of Vermont Yankee nuclear power plant has sued the state, asking a federal judge to block the state from
shutting the plant down next year.
Yankee's original 40-year operating license was scheduled to expire next March. But, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
has approved extending the license for another 20 years.
So will Vermont Yankee be able to keep operating? VPR's Mitch Wertlieb gets some perspective from Michael Dworkin, a
former chairman of the Vermont Public Service Board who now heads the Institute for Energy and the Environment at Vermont
Law School.

Shumlin Disputes Entergy Claims (BR)
By Bob Audette
Brattleboro Reformer, April 20, 2011
BRATTLEBORO -- During a press conference in Montpelier on Monday, Gov. Peter Shumlin disputed Entergy's contention
that the Legislature's approval of Act 160 "changed the rules" of an agreement reached when Entergy bought Vermont Yankee
power plant in2002.
Act 160 may not have been part of the memorandum of understanding signed in 2002, said Shumlin, but Entergy's
lobbyists, executives and lawyers all participated in the process of reviewing Act 160.
"Indeed, Entergy expressed its support of that law at the time," he said.
During an interview with the Reformer
on April 7, Shumlin said if Entergy sued the state, itwould have a hard time justifying its position before a federal judge.
"Ithink it's a tough argument to make to a judge -- 'Your honor, we didn't tell the truth about the underground pipes, we
didn't tell the truth about supporting the legislation that [former Gov. James] Douglas signed that gave the Legislature the
authority to determine whether or not the power company's a public good," he said. "How many times are they going to tell us
they didn't mean what they said?"
In a statement issued on Monday, Shumlin said as governor he has taken an oath to uphold and protect the laws of
Vermont. He also stated that Entergy's decision to sue "flies inthe face" of the commitments itmade to the state.
"Entergy is now attempting to rewrite history, breaking its own promises and its own support of Vermont law," stated
Shumlin. "Instead of following Vermont law, Entergy seeks to subject the taxpayers of Vermont to an expensive legal
proceeding."
Entergy clearly agreed that itwould not attempt to claim preemption regarding the state's licensing decision, he stated.
"The Public Service Board relied upon that promise when itallowed Entergy to purchase the plant," stated Shumlin. "Later,
Entergy supported the law passed by the Legislature and signed by my predecessor giving the Legislature a role in the state
licensing process."
Larry Smith, director of communications for Yankee, said he had no comment on Shumlin's contention that Entergy did not
oppose the enactment of Act 160.
Ray Shadis, spokesman for the New England Coalition, which is opposed to Yankee's continued operation, agreed with the
Governor's characterization of Entergy's position on Act 160.
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When Entergy dropped its opposition to the legislation itgave "tacit approval to its affirmative vote out of committee and to
passage," wrote Shadis in an e-mail to the media.
Entergy dropped its opposition to the act because itwas confident that the Legislature would never vote against Yankee's
continued operation, he stated.
Rep. Sarah Edwards, P-Brattleboro, also asserted Entergy's position on Act 160 was clear at the time the Legislature
passed it.
Vernon Selectboard member Patty O'Donnell, who formerly represented Vernon inthe Legislature and supports Yankee's
continued operation, said she wasn't surprised by Entergy's decision.
"They have every right to do what they are doing," she said, adding the state will be spending millions of dollars on
defending itself infederal court, money that would be better spent elsewhere.
"It's a shame we are putting our resources into a court case instead of inthe vulnerable people inVermont," said O'Donnell.
Attorney General Bill Sorrell said his office has been preparing for well over a month for the possibility that either Entergy
would be suing the state or itwould continue operating the plant, forcing the state to sue Entergy.
"We've known this was going to end up in court," he said. "The governor authorized us to get more resources, both in
staffing and expert witnesses. We've got a lot of work to do, but we're not scrambling woefully behind."
He said the judge who will be hearing the case will decide on a schedule in the next few weeks, but he expects a decision
will be rendered sometime between the end of spring and mid-fall.
Despite which way the federal judge rules, Sorrell said he expected the case to wend its way to the federal appeals court in
New York City and most likely to the US Supreme Court.
"Iwould be shocked ifthe litigation ended indistrict court," he said.
He also said Entergy's filing will not delay the release of a report his office has been working on investigating whether
Entergy representatives knowingly gave false or misleading testimony to the state about the nature of underground and buried
pipes at Yankee.
However, said Sorrell, he would not release the date on when he expects that report to be available to the public.
Ina letter to Shumlin and Sorrell, State Auditor Tom Salmon stated no one was surprised by the filing of the lawsuit.
"Ithas been a relationship scheduled for failure," he wrote.
In the letter, he wrote that Vermonters "deserve professionalism, transparency and a lack of nonsense more than ever.
Please keep that in mind as you proceed."
Salmon asked that Shumlin and Sorrell detail how much the state will spend defending its position in court, how many
experts itwill hire and ifthe matter had been directed to the Public Service Board, would the costs of that process incurred be
billed back to Entergy?
"This process creates a risk to the financial stability of the state. According to the Pew Center on the States, Vermont has
demonstrated its inability to plan ahead and was given low marks for attaining traction in strategic directions," wrote Salmon.
"Posturing and out-messaging ...does nothing to promote a stable and attractive business climate."
He stated that policy-makers might consider focusing on making Vermont a no-income tax state by 2021.
"Instead, we seek to expend energy and resources ina fight ... that we created ..." he wrote.
Inan e-mail update to his constituents, Rep. Oliver Olsen, R-Jamaica, wrote Vermont has no jurisdiction over radiological
safety issues, which is why the state has taken care to frame any formal discussions about the nuclear plant within the context of
reliability and economic benefit.
"But, in offering their case, the owners point to actions of the Vermont Legislature and statements by elected officials in
support of their claim that Vermont's real focus has been concern over radiological safety," he wrote. "Itwould not be surprising to
find public statements from elected officials that might lead one to conclude that Vermont's unwillingness to authorize continued
operation of the plant has been motivated by concerns about radiological safety."
Olsen asserted that the Legislature's "politicization of the process through the post-2002 enactments" and repeated
statements by Shumlin and other elected officials crossed the line into concerns over safety and public health.
Vermont's congressional delegation also stepped into the fray.
"Itappears that Entergy has developed a bad case of corporate amnesia in refusing to honor an agreement it signed with
the state in2002," stated Senators Patrick Leahy and Bernie Sanders and Rep. Peter Welch. "Entergy agreed to waive any claim
that federal law preempts the jurisdiction of Vermont. The company also agreed to comply with the terms of the agreement and
Vermont laws. Now, reversing course, Entergy is seeking in federal litigation to avoid complying with Vermont law and the
agreement. We look forward to the court system resolving this case inVermont's favor."
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IfEntergy wins the suit, said O'Donnell, the state's utilities will lose the ability to negotiate a power purchase agreement with
Entergy, but even without a power purchase agreement, said Steve Costello, spokesman for Central Vermont Public Service, the
state will continue to benefit via a revenue sharing agreement.
"Under that agreement, if the plant operates after March 2012, Entergy must share with our affiliate, Vermont Yankee
nuclear power corporation, 50 percent of any revenues derived from sales above an escalating strike price of $61/MwH for 10
years," said Costello.

Entergy Sues Vermont To Keep Yankee Going (RUTHER)
By Susan Smallheer
Rutland Herald, April 20, 2011
BRATTLEBORO - Finally ending the guessing over its future, Entergy Corp. filed suit Monday against the state of
Vermont in a bid to keep the Vermont Yankee nuclear plant operating past 2012.
Ina 57-page filing in US District Court in Vermont, Entergy claimed that Vermont was violating the Atomic Energy Act by
impinging on federal authority over nuclear power plants. Italso said the state was withholding its approval of continued operation
inorder to extract a lower price power contract from Entergy.
"We have made every reasonable effort to accommodate the state of Vermont and its officials," said Richard Smith,
president of Entergy Wholesale Commodities, ina morning statement.
Smith said Entergy had no choice but to file suit inorder to protect not just its shareholders but its 650 employees.
"We believe that the state of Vermont changed the rules on us," Smith said, referring to Act 160, a 2006 law.
Gov. Peter Shumlin said the state was well-prepared to fight Entergy over Vermont Yankee's future operation.
Shumlin said Entergy's lawsuit was one more example of Entergy's corporate untrustworthiness.
"Entergy is now attempting to rewrite history, breaking its own promises and its own support of Vermont law," Shumlin said
at a Montpelier afternoon news conference.
Shumlin, joined by Attorney General William Sorrell, said the state was ready to defend the 2006 state law, which
established the Legislature as the gatekeeper of state approval.
Last year, the Vermont Senate, led by then-Sen. Shumlin, soundly defeated a move toward relicensing, in the wake of
underground radioactive tritium leaks at the plant and misstatements by plant executives under oath about the existence of
underground pipes carrying radioactive materials.
Shumlin noted that in 1970, it took a vote of the Vermont Legislature before Vermont Yankee could be given its original
certificate of public good, so itwas keeping with that precedent that the 2006 law set up another legislative vote.
Shumlin, pointing to a 2006 Rutland Herald article, noted that Entergy itself supported Act 160 at the time, which gave the
Legislature a key role inthe issuing of any new certificate of public good for Vermont Yankee.
Under the law, the Legislature had to vote in favor of Vermont Yankee's continued operation before the Public Service
Board could render its final decision on a proposed certificate of public good.
Sorrell said that a team of lawyers from his office had been working on the state's response to a federal pre-emption issue
challenge. He said he expected Entergy to file for an injunction to keep Yankee open while the lawsuit was pending later this
week.
Sorrell said that the case is not just important to Vermont, and that ithas national repercussions.
"This is a case of potentially national significance, not only with the nuclear power industry watching this case closely, but
an awful lot of states and state legislatures will be watching this case very closely," said Sorrell.
Sorrell scoffed at the Entergy contention that Vermont's strategy was an attempt to get a better price on a power contract.
Smith told reporters that he had met personally with Shumlin on March 30 to discuss if there was any room for a
compromise and to keep the plant open.
Some legal observers said that Entergy was not on firm ground in challenging the state's oversight on Yankee's reliability,
its economics, and its environmental impact.
Michael Dworkin, the director of the Vermont Law School Institute for Energy and the Environment, was chairman of the
Vermont Public Service Board in 2002 when the board approved the sale of Vermont Yankee to Entergy.
Dworkin said Monday that Entergy overlooked half of the US Supreme Court 1983 case itcited on the issue of federal preemption, which granted states a role in nuclear power plants, with the exception of safety.
Dworkin said that Entergy's obvious omission of half of the Pacific Gas & Electric case was another strike against its
credibility.
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"Ifind itvery troubling they would change this," said Dworkin, who added that Entergy had supported the law back in 2006
and "five years of silence" on the law would not go well ina court of law.
Entergy had benefitted from Act 160 for those five years, he said.
In2002, Entergy officials said under oath that they would not challenge state regulatory authority, he said, noting the state
had long been interested in having a concrete role in its energy future.
"Itwasn't just an abstract idea," he said.
Environmental and anti-nuclear groups said the Entergy lawsuit was not a surprise.
James Moore of the Vermont Public Interest Research Group, noted that Entergy was now challenging legislation it had
supported.
"Just on its face, it is remarkably questionable," said Moore. "Itwould be a heck of a lot better if Entergy would just
recognize this facility's time has come, and that they should close itdown and clean itup."
And Moore said Entergy's claim that the state was "trying to gouge" Entergy over power contract deals "just doesn't fly."
Moore said VPIRG would likely file for intervenor status inthe court case.
"This is the legal version of an attempted home invasion," said Raymond Shadis, technical advisor to the New England
Coalition, who said the coalition would do 'Whatever is necessary to support the state in its opposition to imposed Entergy
occupation."
On the other side of the discussion came William Driscoll of Associated Industries of Vermont.
"Ithas been a failure of leadership and responsibility on the part of the administration and legislative leaders that this issue
has come to this point," he said ina statement.
"The legislative interference with the Public Service Board doing its job in deciding on Vermont Yankee's future has
undermined the
credibility of our regulatory system. Unfortunately, with the Legislature and the governor blocking any decision on the part of
the
Public Service Board, Vermont Yankee would seem to have had little other choice than to take the action that they have."

Vermont Yankee Nuclear Station Takes Vt. To Court (WBUR)
By Fred Bever
WBUR FM Boston, April 20, 2011
The owners of the Vermont Yankee nuclear power station are taking the state of Vermont to court. Depending on the
outcome of the case, the plant could shut down next year or stay inservice for another two decades.
Vermont Yankee's federal license was due to expire inless than a year, but last month the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
approved a two-decade license extension. But Vermont legislators, its governor and others who want the plant closed say a state
law - unique inthe nation - gives the legislature what amounts to veto power over the future of the plant after next year.
Now Richard Smith, an executive at Yankee's owner, the Entergy Corp., has announced a lawsuit seeking federal
preemption of Vermont's law.
"We came to one conclusion. We had no choice. We believe that the state of Vermont changed the rules on us," Smith
said.
The 650-megawatt plant sits next to next to the Connecticut River, just north of the Massachusetts border, and itsupplies
relatively low-cost electricity to the New England power grid. Entergy's suit cites the supremacy and commerce clauses of the US
Constitution. And Smith cited the needs of neighboring states.
"This issue is not just about Vermont. Retiring the plant would have an impact on the cost and reliability of service in New
Hampshire and Massachusetts, which receive power from Vermont Yankee on the wholesale market," Smith said. "Those states
deserve consideration inthis discussion."
"Entergy has said, and said repeatedly, that they would abide by Vermont law, and obviously they don't want to now," said
William Sorrell, Vermont's attorney general.
Sorrell said the state will fight to make sure the plant closes next March, whether or not the federal judiciary has reached a
final decision on the suit.
"Among other things that we will be litigating is that one, Vermont's lie isappropriate and legal, and that two,
when Entergy bought the plant, and subsequent to that, they made statements that they had every intention of abiding by
Vermont law," Sorrell said.
Sorrell said if Vermont wins the case, that would set significant precedent for other state legislatures that may want to
assert their own authority over nuclear power plants. And, he said, the state continues to pursue a separate criminal investigation
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concerning allegedly false statements Entergy officials made under oath about the existence of underground pipes at the plant,
pipes which last year proved to be leaking irradiated water.
Fred Bever is news director of WFCR-FM inAmherst.

How A Federal Court Battle InVermont Could Recast Nuclear Power (CSM)
By Mark Clayton
Christian Science Monitor, April 20, 2011
A utility company has challenged a state's sovereignty over nuclear power plants within its borders, in a case whose
eventual outcome could ripple across the nation.
The owner of the Vermont Yankee nuclear power plant - a subsidiary of New Orleans-based Entergy Corporation - sued
Vermont yesterday infederal court, to prevent the state from forcing the 39-year-old power plant to cease operation next March.
Whoever prevails, the precedent could affect the relicensing process for aging reactors nationwide, legal experts agree.
There are 104 nuclear reactors, now operating in 31 states across the country, that collectively provide about 20 percent of the
nation's electricity. As costs for new construction of a nuclear power plant skyrocket, Entergy is only one of a long line of utilities
seeking federal permits to extend - by 20 years - the 40-year licenses held by more than three-quarters of existing reactors.
"This will likely be a landmark case, establishing a dividing line between federal government and states over nuclear
issues," says Boris Mamlyuk, an assistant professor at Ohio Northern University College of Law, who has written about the case.
"Italso holds potential - ifthe ruling goes for Vermont - to help revive the nuclear safety debate inthe US on a major scale."
The case, he and others note, is heightened by public concern over the Fukushima accident and the safety of 28 existing
plants in the US with the same design as the Japanese plant - including the Vermont Yankee plant. Some question whether
federal oversight is adequate, since the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) granted a new federal license to the plant - over
Vermont's protests - even as the Fukushima crisis was unfolding.
"NRC violated the law by re-licensing the Vermont Yankee reactor at the same time it launched an investigation into
whether US safety and environmental standards are strong enough, in light of the Fukushima accident," says Diane Curran, a
Washington attorney representing several groups seeking an NRC review of relicensing.
Under existing law, states have definite - ifstrictly limited - rights regarding nuclear power plants. These included a say in
the siting, economics, transmission, aesthetics and other issues. States do not have authority over safety and licensing. That
resides squarely with the federal government.
The Vermont case could reinforce those states' rights, expand them - or see them overturned entirely. Entergy argues the
federal government has near-complete control over the licensing of nuclear power plants. Ifthe case rises to the US Supreme
Court, as some suspect itmight, the ruling could sharply curb federal say on nuclear power plants inside state lines.
"Litigation is by far the least-preferred approach," said Richard Smith, president of Entergy Wholesale Commodities, in a
statement. "But itis clear our disagreement with the state of Vermont on the scope of its authority over Vermont Yankee cannot
be resolved between the two parties."
There are unique issues, too. Unlike other states, Vermont negotiated a 2002 agreement with Entergy, which itamended in
2006, giving the state authority to grant - or not - a state permit, ifthe company sought to relicense the plant. Last year, the state
senate voted 26 to 4 to refuse a new state permit, citing radioactive leaks that went unreported and the collapse of a Vermont
Yankee cooling tower in 2007, among other concerns.
Despite these unique elements, Mr. Mamlyuk, Ms. Curran, and other experts say the decision appears to fall under
precedent set by a 1983 Supreme Court case in which California succeeded in blocking Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E) from
building new nuclear plants, due to lack of nuclear-waste storage. The case also established "federal preemption" - and the
supremacy of federal oversight of nuclear licensing and safety matters.
"Ifthis case were to change the 1983 court decision, then every state would lose the power they've had since joining the
union," says Michael Dworkin, former chairman of the Vermont Public Service Board. "We're talking about a state's power over
land use and all powers not expressly taken away by Congress. That's what's at stake ifthe company convinces the Supreme
Court to take away those powers currently granted."
Peter Bradford is less sure the case outcome could broaden state power, but agrees itcould provoke Congress to set new
terms for the collision between nuclear-power jurisdiction and states' rights.
"This is probably the first major litigation involving [federal] preemption in years," says Mr. Bradford, a former NRC member
and former chair of the Maine and New York utility commissions. "Itwill present some big questions for Congress to solve, no
matter the outcome of this case."
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Entergy Files Suit To Keep Plant Open (WorldNuclearNews)
World Nuclear News, April 20, 2011
Entergy Corporation has filed a complaint with the US District Court ina bid to prevent the state of Vermont from forcing the
closure of the Vermont Yankee nuclear power plant in2012.
The suit filed by Entergy subsidiaries Entergy Nuclear Vermont Yankee and Entergy Nuclear Operations follows the March
2011 decision by the US Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) to renew the plant's operating licence to March 2032. The
single boiling water reactor plant has been in operation since 1972. The state of Vermont remains opposed to the operation of
the plant beyond the expiry of its original licence, inMarch 2012.
The NRC's licence renewal decision, reached after an in-depth review, would normally be sufficient to ensure that a plant
could continue to operate. However, in the case of Vermont Yankee, state approval isalso needed for itto extend operations -- a
condition of the purchase of the plant by Entergy in2002. Under a memorandum of understanding (MoU) signed at the time, the
two Entergy subsidiaries had agreed they would seek a certificate of public good from the Vermont Public Service Board if
seeking to operate the plant beyond 21 March 2012. Entergy contests that a law passed by the Vermont General Assembly in
2006 repudiated the MoU, breaching the agreement and excusing the two Entergy subsidiaries' obligation to further comply with
that specific provision.
"The 2006 state law took the decision about Vermont Yankee's future away from the Public Service Board, a quasi-judicial
expert decision-maker, independent of legislative control," said Entergy Wholesale Commodities president Richard Smith. Inso
doing, it"placed Vermont Yankee's fate inthe hands of political decision-makers," who could deny the plant's continued operation
for unsupported or arbitrary reasons. "This is not what we signed up for in2002," Smith added.
Entergy says it has made considerable efforts to achieve the necessary state approvals to allow the continued operation of
the plant without resorting to litigation, including filing for a certificate of public good, offering Vermont utilities favourable terms for
long-term power purchase agreements, offering to negotiate a date for commencement of decommissioning activities at Vermont
Yankee earlier than the 60-year SAFSTOR period permitted by NRC regulations, and exploring the potential sale of the plant.
The company says its recent attempts to sell the plant were stymied by political uncertainty in the state, and "more specifically,
due to the stated intent of Vermont officials to shut down the plant."
Smith described litigation as by far the last preferred approach, but the action was taken following a 30 March meeting
between Entergy and state governor Peter Shumlin in which the governor reiterated his opposition to the continued operation of
Vermont Yankee beyond March 2012.
The suit contends that the state of Vermont is violating the Atomic Energy Act in asserting that it can close a federally
licensed and operating nuclear power plant, and the Federal Power Act in making an agreement to provide power to Vermont
utilities at preferential wholesale rates a condition of continued operation.
Meanwhile, Governor Shumlin accused Entergy of "attempting to rewrite history." Shumlin states that the 2006 law clearly
outlined the requirements for continued operation of a nuclear power plant in the state. "When it purchased Vermont Yankee,
Entergy clearly agreed that it must obtain a new state licence to operate beyond March 2012, and that itwould not attempt to
claim preemption regarding the state's licensing decision," he said. "Vermont has a proper role in granting or denying state
approval for Vermont Yankee," he added.

Shumlin Up For Showdown (KEENE)
By Kyle Jarvis, Sentinel Staff
Keene (NH) Sentinel, April 20, 2011
The battle over whether to extend the Vermont Yankee nuclear power plant's operating license beyond March 2012
advanced Monday, as plant owner Entergy Corp. filed suit against the state.
But Vermont officials, including Gov. Peter Shumlin, are crying foul, claiming Entergy is doing exactly what itpromised not
to do when itsigned an agreement after purchasing the plant in 2002.
The lawsuit, an attempt to keep the state from forcing a shutdown of the plant next year, comes on the heels of the federal
Nuclear Regulatory Commission's renewal of Vermont Yankee's license for 20 years, allowing the plant to remain online through
March 21, 2032.
"They (Entergy) signed a memorandum of understanding to follow all Vermont laws," Shumlin said Monday in a telephone
interview. "They supported the legislation passed in2006 that they're now complaining about."
The legislation Shumlin referred to involves a 2002 agreement between Entergy and state officials that said Entergy would
need approval from the Vermont Public Service Board ifithoped to operate the Vernon, Vt., plant beyond March 21, 2012.
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In 2006, state officials revisited the law, requiring approval from the Legislature in addition to the Vermont Public Service
Board.
Last year, the state Senate voted 26-4 against renewing Vermont Yankee's license.
By doing so, Vermont broke its deal with Entergy, making it more difficult for it to be approved for continued operation,
Entergy argued in its suit, because it would need approval from the Vermont Public Service Board as well as the state
Legislature.
But Vermont officials said Entergy was onboard with the 2006 legislation, making its suit all the more curious.
"Entergy's lobbyists, executives, and lawyers all participated in that process - indeed, Entergy expressed its support of
that law at the time," Shumlin said in a statement released Monday. "Entergy is now attempting to rewrite history, breaking its
own promise and its own support of Vermont law."
Shumlin said he's concerned by the Entergy suit because "itflies inthe face of commitments made by Entergy."
Entergy's suit cites federal law under the Atomic Energy Act and the Federal Power Act, which says states have no
authority over nuclear power plant licensing and prevents states from interfering in regulation of rates in the wholesale power
market.
Shumlin said Entergy agreed itwould not cite this provision when itcame to licensing matters.
Ina statement Monday, the Vermont delegation agreed.
"Itappears that Entergy has developed a bad case of corporate amnesia in refusing to honor an agreement itsigned with
the state in2002," officials said in the statement. "Entergy agreed to waive any claim that federal law preempts the jurisdiction of
Vermont."
Entergy said it has done everything in its power to appease the state, including filing a petition for a certificate of public
good in 2008 required by the state, offering Vermont utilities a 20-year power purchase agreement at reduced rates, offering to
establish a "date certain" for starting the plant's shutdown process and trying to sell the property.
Entergy said it has been unable to sell the property due to the uncertain political climate in Vermont, and because of the
stated intent by Vermont officials to have the plant closed next year.
Shumlin said he's confident about what's to come.
"We'll make sure the Attorney General's Office has all the resources itneeds to argue this case incourt," he said.

Vt. Has Ways To Pressure Yankee (RUTHER)
By Peter Hirschfeld
Rutland Herald, April 20, 2011
MONTPELIER - When Entergy Corp. sued in US District Court on Monday to keep Vermont Yankee operating, the fate of
the nuclear plant appeared to have been placed in the hands of a federal judge.
However, lawmakers say that even ifthe plant's owners emerge victorious, the Legislature and state regulators will retain
considerable power over the facility's ability to operate beyond 2012.
From new taxes to more burdensome regulations, Vermont could undermine Vermont Yankee's ability to profitably run its
660-megawatt reactor inVernon.
"The state has a whole lot of ways in which they could make itmore expensive for Entergy to continue to operate the plant
in the event the Supreme Court eventually rules the state has no authority to actually shut the plant down," said Patrick
Parenteau, a Vermont Law School professor who formerly headed the school's Environmental Law Center and the
Environmental and Natural Resources Law Clinic.
Legal observers say the case is likely headed for the Supreme Court, where justices will determine whether the federal
Atomic Energy Act of 1954 supersedes states' ability to reject nuclear power plants.
"Ido think the case could end up inthe Supreme Court," Parenteau said. "And we could get into that question: Does federal
law totally and absolutely pre-empt state law?"
Parenteau said it's unlikely the Supreme Court would reach that conclusion, especially in light of a 1983 decision inwhich
the court upheld states' authority over certain aspects of nuclear oversight.
Even if the court did grant absolute authority over nuclear power to the federal government, Parenteau said, "itcertainly
doesn't pre-empt states' regulation over things like water quality."
Rep. David Deen, D-Westminster, chairman of the House Committee on Fish, Wildlife and Water Resources, said
Vermont's authority over "thermal discharges" into the Connecticut River lends it considerable influence over the cost at which
Yankee isable to produce nuclear power.
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Thermal discharges are governed by a National Pollution Discharge Elimination System permit, issued by the state of
Vermont.
Water-quality standards, according to Deen, stipulate that industrial operations cannot raise ambient water temperatures in
Class B waterways like the Connecticut River more than 1 degree.
Under an exemption allowed in the federal Clean Water Act, the state allows Vermont Yankee, which uses water from the
river to cool its reactor, to raise river temperatures by 6 degrees.
"But that does not mean we have to issue that exemption," Deen said.
The exemption allows Vermont Yankee to keep idle the 22 cooling towers that would otherwise cool the reactor. Revoking
that exemption, according to Deen and Parenteau, could increase Yankee's operating expenses dramatically.
"The state could insist Vermont Yankee use its cooling towers year-round, instead of allowing them to shut down,"
Parenteau said. "Entergy claims itcosts $1 million a day to run those towers. I don't know ifthat's true, but certainly that could
impose significant new costs."
Deen said "there are a couple of ways Entergy could be forced to be a better neighbor, and they could be very expensive."
Reducing the "shine" - a term that refers to levels of radioactivity - at the boundary of the plant property to zero, for
instance, could force costly additions of lead cladding, Deen said.
"The Department of Health could say they have to go to zero, and that would be a huge retrofit," Deen said. New
restrictions might not make itfinancially impossible for Yankee to continue to operate beyond 2012, Deen said.
"'Impossible' is a big word," he said. "But itcould certainly make operations much more expensive and more demanding."
Lawmakers also could levy additional taxes, a tool Parenteau said the state would retain regardless of the outcome of the
court case.
"(Gov. Peter Shumlin) has proposed in the past a waste storage tax, and there is nothing in the Atomic Energy Act that
prohibits that," Parenteau said.
Sen. Ginny Lyons of Chittenden County, chairwoman of the Senate Committee on Natural Resources, said if Vermont
Yankee is to continue operating, the communities near which itstores radioactive waste should be compensated handsomely.
"And I feel strongly that all communities inthe state should benefit financially from allowing the owners of Vermont Yankee
to store their spent fuel here," Lyons said.
Shumlin has said he's readying a proposal for a tax on radioactive waste for consideration in next year's legislative session.
Parenteau said the state could impose other financial burdens on Entergy. According to recent projections, the company's
decommissioning fund - money needed to retire the plant when itdoes shut down - is short by as much as $400 million.
"The state is free to impose additional decommissioning costs on operating nuclear power plants beyond what the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission would require," Parenteau said.
Vermont could also seek monetary damages for groundwater contamination caused by tritium leaks.
"The state could certainly require a total cleanup, and that's an expensive proposition," Parenteau said.

Entergy Files Suit To Keep Vermont Yankee Open (ENERCOL)
Energy Collective, April 20, 2011
This morning, Entergy filed suit to keep the Vermont Yankee plant open by requiring Vermont to honor its signed contracts.
The State of Vermont signed a Memorandum of Understanding with Entergy in 2002. The State has attempted to amend that
contract on a one-sided basis. Entergy's lawsuit was described in a Burlington Free Press article this morning. You can also
download the filed lawsuit here.
According to the Memorandum of Understanding (page 6) the parties "espressly and irrevocably decree that the Board
(Public Service Board)(1) has jurisdiction under current law to grant or deny approval of operation of VYNPS beyond March 12,
2011."
However, in 2006, the legislature voted that the PSB could not issue such a certificate without legislative approval (Act
160). This was basically a one-sided change to a written contract. There are tons of precedents that one side cannot change a
contract without the other side's approval. Let's see the list of such precedents.
According the the Vermont Yankee press release, there are further precedents, not closely related to Act 160. (Note, the
precedents cited above are my opinions, not taken from Entergy documents.) Here's a quote from that release about some
nuclear and interstate commerce law precedents.
The Governor
Not surprisingly, itcomes down to Shumlin again.
Another quote from the press release:
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Ina meeting with Entergy representatives on March 30, 2011, the governor reiterated his firm opposition to the operation of
Vermont Yankee after March 21, 2012.
Ah well. At least he's consistent, I suppose. He campaigned against Vermont Yankee, and he was losing. Then he began
campaigning on reproductive rights and healthcare and sneaked to victory.
Was I Behind the Curve on This?
Sometimes, I think I am the last person to know these things. Do you remember this chart of Vermont's Committed
Resources that I put in my blog several weeks ago? The chart comes from a Department of Public Service presentation from
March of this year. Note that Vermont Yankee electricity supply doesn't end on March 21, 2012, but continues for a while. If
there's a lawsuit, the plant can almost certainly keep running while the suit continues. Why didn't I notice this aspect of the chart
before?

Entergy's Half Truths (RUTHER)
Rutland Herald, April 20, 2011
Entergy's bag of tricks isempty so ithas had to resort to bullying and half truths.
That is the conclusion that must be drawn from the company's decision to sue the state of Vermont in an effort to set aside
Vermont law concerning its bid to renew the license of the Vermont Yankee nuclear power plant for another 20 years.
When Entergy bought Vermont Yankee in2002, itsigned an agreement stating itwould not seek to operate beyond 2012
without approval from the state Public Service Board. Italso stated expressly that itwould not seek to undo that commitment by
arguing that federal law pre-empted state law on the operation of the plant. But that is exactly the argument Entergy is making.
In 2006 the Vermont Legislature passed a law approving storage of nuclear waste in dry casks, and as one condition of
that approval established that the PSB would not have the power to grant a license extension to Vermont Yankee without
approval of the Legislature.
Since then Entergy's stewardship of Vermont Yankee has been a fiasco. Physical problems at the plant have included the
collapse of cooling towers, a highly visible sign of the inadequate resources devoted to the plant's upkeep, as described by the
report of an independent review panel. And there was the leakage of radioactive water into the groundwater from pipes whose
existence the company originally denied.
Physical problems at the plant have been compounded by the mistrust generated by company policy and the lack of
truthfulness of company officials. Itwas not lost on Vermonters that the company had failed to contribute to the decommissioning
fund itwould need to pay for the closing and cleanup of the plant. Then when Entergy sought to spin off ownership of Yankee to
a highly indebted independent corporate entity, itwas a warning sign that the company was seeking to escape its responsibilities
through shady Wall Street-style maneuvering.
The company has since abandoned its proposed spin-off, and it has also failed to sell the plant to another potential owner.
Further, the likelihood that the Legislature will approve continued operation of the plant is nil. Last year, the Senate voted
decisively not to extend Vermont's license to operate, and without approval from both houses of the Legislature and the signature
of the governor, the PSB has no authority to consider Entergy's request for a license extension. Ina desperate gesture before the
Senate vote last year the company dangled the possibility of a favorable contract for Vermont utilities, but the Senate did not fall
for it.Peter Shumlin, then a senator and now the governor, has said Vermont cannot be bought.
Entergy argues that Vermont has changed the rules of the game. It believes the 2006 law abrogated the 2002 agreement,
though itraised no objections at the time. What itdid for the next five years was collect millions of dollars in profits on the basis of
the 2002 agreement. Michael Dworkin, professor of law and former chairman of the PSB, says that Entergy's silence on that
issue for five years will be telling in a court of law.
Entergy's legal arguments depend on half truths. It argues correctly that a 1983 US Supreme Court case established that
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission is the body that rules on nuclear safety and that state laws on nuclear safety are pre-empted
by federal law. What Entergy does not say is that the same Supreme Court decision found that states have the right to regulate
nuclear power plants on other issues, such as reliability, land use, and rates.
Entergy has agreed to submit to the findings of the PSB, a state board whose powers are established by the Legislature.
Now Entergy is seeking to renege on its agreement. It is acting like a corporate bully in an attempt to salvage its bad investment
inVermont Yankee. The state of Vermont must mount a strong defense of Vermont law as a rebuff to Entergy's arrogant evasion
of responsibility and disregard for the truth.

Security Exercises Planned For Indian Point (MIDHUD)
Mid-Hudson News, April 20, 2011
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Entergy will be conducting security training drills at the Indian Point Energy Center the evening of April 19 and April 28
using simulated weaponry that sounds like actual gunfire.
During the drills, persons near the site may hear the sound of simulated gunfire as participants carry out simulated attack
scenarios that are intended to be as realistic as possible.
Local law enforcement agencies have been informed of the events.
Entergy will be using a technical innovation for the exercise known as "MILES" gear, or Multiple Integrated Laser
Engagement Systems. They use laser "bullets" and vests with laser detection equipment, and duplicate the effects, including the
sound, of live ammunition. MILES gear is used for military and counter-terrorism training across the country to be as realistic as
possible without using real bullets.

AZ Nuke Plant Offers Look Inside (ADS)
By Griselda Nevarez
Arizona Daily Star, April 19, 2011
WINTERSBURG - When this reactor at Palo Verde Nuclear Generating Station is operating, no one, let alone a group of
reporters, is allowed into this viewing area overlooking its core.
But on this day, when Unit 2's reactor is having its fuel rods replaced, plant officials are using the opportunity to show how
Palo Verde is different from the Japanese nuclear power plant that's leaking radiation after a devastating earthquake and
tsunami.
The differences start, they say, with the containment walls towering above the core. Much thicker than those in the
Fukushima Dai-ichi plant, the steel-reinforced concrete walls can withstand the impact of a jumbo jet or a 300 mph tornado.
The interior of the containment dome is 10 times more spacious than the containment buildings in Japan, meaning they
would be better able to absorb energy during an emergency, plant officials say.
While the general public isn't allowed this far inside the plant, Bob Bement, senior vice president of site operations, said
Arizonans should understand that Palo Verde was engineered to maximize safety.
"Itis important that the public learn about nuclear power," he said. "Nuclear power, I believe, is part of our future."
Palo Verde, which Arizona Public Service runs on behalf of several power companies, is the largest nuclear generating
facility inthe US and supplies electricity to about 4 million customers inArizona, California, New Mexico and Texas.
While concerns about Japan weren't the only reason for the tour, events there are informing how Palo Verde's operators
prepare for emergencies.
Inthe plant's response room, workers were going through responses to scenarios involving a power outage similar to the
one that occurred at the Japanese plant.
During a power outage, Bement said, Palo Verde would have access to multiple sources of backup electricity, including
emergency diesel generators and sets of batteries ineach unit.
Palo Verde officials now are modifying procedures so the plant can operate on battery power for up to 72 hours if backup
generators malfunction, Bement said.
"Now that we've seen a plant that lost off-site power and lost all of their backup AC power for an extended period of time,
we will train on that," he said.
Employees in the response room also have been monitoring the Japanese plant and are working with the US Nuclear
Regulatory Commission and the Institute of Nuclear Power Operations to improve ways the plant would share information with
the public in an emergency, said Michael Powell, who ispart of the plant's crisis team.
As the reporters cross a four-story-high walkway into the turbine building at Unit 1, the sweeping desert view illustrates the
operators' primary argument that this plant is nothing like the one inJapan.
Palo Verde, which is about 50 miles west of downtown Phoenix, is located far from the ocean and away from areas prone
to major earthquakes.
"This is an excellent location, and itwas picked looking at how to design a plant and where to design it," Bement said.
Although the plant isn't close to a large body of water, it has enough water on-site -treated effluent - to cool its reactors for
a year.
The plant's biggest risks include an earthquake, the possibility of a 100-year flood and dust storms, but Dwayne Carnes, a
communications consultant who was recently the assistant plant manager for Unit 2, said Palo Verde is prepared to withstand all
of those.
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And while the federal government has frozen efforts to build a central repository for spent nuclear fuel from plants across
the nation, Palo Verde is ina good position to store its fuel, Carnes said. Tall storage cylinders with 28-inch-thick concrete walls
house the waste, and the plant has enough land to keep increasing its storage capacity indefinitely, he said.

Turkey Point: Congressional Members Tour FPL's South Florida Nuclear Power Plant
(FLSUNSEN)
South Florida Sun-Sentinel, April 20, 2011
MIAMI DADE COUNTYInthe wake of the ongoing nuclear meltdown in Japan, members of a congressional delegation on Monday toured FPL's
Turkey Point nuclear power plant, and said they are reassured the South Florida facility is safe.
US Reps. Ileana Ros-Lehtinen, Frederica Wilson, Mario Diaz-Balart and David Rivera said they still support nuclear energy
but promised to keep vigilant.
"We understand how different this facility is from the facility in Japan," Ros-Lehtinen said. "So we have a responsibility to
reach out to our constituents, explain what the dangers, and the problems, and the challenges are - and allay their fears."
One of the differences between the two plants, said FPL spokesman Michael Waldron, is a backup cooling process that
runs on steam when generators fail, which is what happened inJapan.
Delegation members still had concerns. Wilson questioned the safety of the storage of the facility's spent fuel.
"1am concerned that no matter how secure that waste is kept ina sealed room, or container, or box - or how many levels
of cement that they have put there - there's always some way," Wilson said. "Some terrorist, some kind of activity [could] take
place that would destroy that."
At the Turkey Point plant, spent fuel is stored in cooling pools. The plant is building a "dry" storage facility, which would
store the material in airtight steel-and-concrete canisters, according to the power company. FPL says both storage methods have
been used safely for more than 20 years.
Security measures to enter the facility also were an issue, Wilson said. The plant is guarded by screened personnel,
features concrete barriers and a crash-resistant gate, according to FPL. But while an armed guard stood at the plant's entrance
on Monday, Wilson said the gate was unstaffed the day before on a pre-visit.
The congressional delegates were given a safety briefing and toured the facility. Then the delegates packed into a control
room simulator, with wall-to-wall gauges, switches and flashing lights. Plant officials ran a simulation of what would happen
should the plant lose power, which happened inJapan.
In less than 30 seconds, the simulation showed the plant had switched to its diesel generators and was producing power
again. Officials were assured that the generators are protected in buildings meant to withstand earthquakes, floods and
hurricanes.
"This plant is designed for anything way beyond anything that is expected inthis area - as far as an earthquake, as far as
flooding," said Greg Laughlin, operation training supervisor with FPL.

Beyond Nuclear Petitions US NRC For Suspension Of 21 Atomic Reactor Licenses In Wake Of
Japanese Nuclear Catastrophe (Common Dreams)
Watchdog group alleges General Electric Boiling Water Reactor Mark 1 design's weak containment, inadequate
experimental venting back fit, and radioactive waste storage pool are accidents waiting to happen
Common Dreams, April 20, 2011
Today the US Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) docketed an emergency enforcement petition filed by the
environmental watchdog group Beyond Nuclear. Beyond Nuclear's petition calls for the suspension of operating licenses at 21
General Electric Boiling Water Reactors of the Mark 1 design (GE BWR Mark 1s). Beyond Nuclear has filed the petition in the
wake of catastrophic failure of just such containment systems at identical atomic reactors in Fukushima, Japan at the Dai-lchi
nuclear power plant. In addition, Beyond Nuclear has highlighted the extreme risk posed by GE BWR Mark 1 high-level
radioactive waste storage pools, at a total of 24 such reactors in the US, which lack emergency backup power supplies for
circulating cooling water in the event of a loss of electricity from the primary grid. Lack of cooling water circulation in high-level
radioactive waste storage pools can result in boil off, subsequent irradiated nuclear fuel fire, and large-scale releases of
hazardous radioactivity directly into the environment, as has occurred at Fukushima Dai-lchi Unit 4.
Beyond Nuclear's Reactor Oversight Project Director, Paul Gunter, has identified 21 GE Mark 1 BWRs inthe United States
that utilize the Fukushima Dai-lchi style, free-standing primary containment structure composed of a carbon steel drywell,
connected by large diameter piping to the carbon steel suppression chamber referred to as the wet well or torus, which altogether
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comprises the safety-credited pressure suppression containment system. The 21 GE BWR Mark 1 atomic reactors at risk of
catastrophic containment failure inthe US are, in alphabetical order: Browns Ferry Units 1, 2, and 3 in Alabama; Cooper Unit 1 in
Nebraska; Dresden Units 2 and 3 in Illinois; Duane Arnold Unit 1 in Iowa; Fermi Unit 2 in Michigan; Fitzpatrick Unit 1 in New York;
Hatch Units 1 and 2 inGeorgia; Hope Creek Unit 1 in New Jersey; Monticello Unit 1 in Minnesota; Nine Mile Point Unit 1 in New
York; Oyster Creek Unit 1 in New Jersey; Peach Bottom Units 2 and 3 in Pennsylvania; Pilgrim Unit 1 in Massachusetts; Quad
Cities Units 1 and 2 in Illinois; and Vermont Yankee Unit 1 inVermont.
"The Fukushima Dai-lchi nuclear catastrophe in Japan has dramatically illuminated the grave risks and unforgiving
consequences of a severe accident combined with the fundamental failures of the GE BWR Mark 1 containment concept, design,
construction, and subsequent experimental retrofit which unsuccessfully attempted to mitigate these significant flaws," said
Gunter. "Any loss of cooling to the reactor core could lead to pressure build up that could breach these old, small, weak, badly
designed and built containment structures," he added.
Gunter recounted that high-level US nuclear power regulators have long identified the undue risks associated with GE
BWR Mark 1 type containments. In1972, Dr. Stephen Hanauer of the US Atomic Energy Commission (AEC) warned about the
buildup of explosive hydrogen gas during a reactor core accident in such relatively small containment structures, and urged that
"the AEC adopt a policy of discouraging further use of pressure suppression containments...".
At Fukushima Dai-Ichi Units 1, 3, and 4, such hydrogen explosions severely damaged or entirely destroyed the secondary
containment buildings. This happened despite attempts, in the earliest days of the Fukushima Dai-Ichi nuclear catastrophe, to
vent radioactive steam into the environment in an effort to prevent catastrophic rupture of the containment structures.
Also, at Fukushima Dai-lchi Unit 2, failure of the containment venting system led to a large hydrogen explosion within the
primary containment structure which has very likely severely damaged the wet well/torus, creating a direct pathway to the
environment for hazardous radioactivity releases. This is made all the worse by the likelihood that the Fukushima Dai-lchi Unit 2
nuclear fuel core has melted through the bottom of the reactor pressure vessel.
"Itis unreasonable to back fit an identified severe design flaw with a venting system to deliberately defeat the purpose of a
leak tight containment inorder to save itfrom catastrophic failure based on the unlikelihood that the task will be required," Gunter
surmised.
Inaddition, safety concerns over the substandard Mark I pressure suppression containment system were again affirmed in
1986 by Dr. Harold Denton, Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation at NRC. Denton told a nuclear industry conference that this
flawed reactor containment type has as high as a 90% chance of failure ifchallenged by severe accident conditions.
Beyond Nuclear's emergency enforcement petition, brought under Title 10, Part 2.206 of the Code of Federal Regulations,
also calls for emergency diesel generators and backup batteries to be connected to 24 GE BWR Mark 1 reactor units' storage
pools for high-level radioactive waste. Currently, these elevated storage pools for irradiated nuclear fuel are located outside of
credited primary containment structures and lack "Class El" safety-related backup power supply systems in the event of a loss of
electricity from the primary grid for running cooling water circulation pumps. These 24 pools include those at the permanently
closed Millstone Unit 1 atomic reactor in Connecticut, as well as the Brunswick Units 1 and 2 atomic reactors in North Carolina.
"Itis incredible that pools for storing high-level radioactive wastes in the US are not connected to emergency backup power
supplies," said Kevin Kamps, Radioactive Waste Watchdog at Beyond Nuclear. "Any loss of the electrical grid - whether due to
tornadoes, hurricanes, ice storms, or even wildlife or tree branches touching power lines - could begin pool boiling within hours,
leading to complete boil off within a day or two, followed by a radioactive waste inferno within hours of the irradiated nuclear fuel
losing its cooling water cover," Kamps added.
"Whereas Fukushima Dai-Ichi Unit 4's pool contained around 130 tons of high-level radioactive waste, pools in the US are
crammed with significantly more," Kamps added. "For example, Fermi Unit 2 in Michigan - the largest GE BWR Mark 1 in the
world - has well over 500 tons of high-level radioactive waste crammed into its pool. This means that without the primary
electrical grid, the pool could begin boiling injust over four hours, could boil dry and catch fire all that much more quickly, and the
consequences downwind would be multiple times worse than the still-unfolding catastrophe at Fukushima Dai-lchi Unit 4's pool,"
Kamps concluded.
A 1997 study commissioned by the NRC estimated the median consequences of a high-level radioactive waste storage
pool fire, which included: 54,000 to 143,000 latent cancer deaths downwind; 770 to 2,700 square miles of agricultural land
condemned; and economic costs due to evacuation of $117 to 566 billion ($158 to 765 billion when adjusted for inflation to
current dollar values).
Beyond Nuclear's 2.206 emergency enforcement petition, and NRC's docketing announcement, are posted at the top of
Beyond Nuclear's homepage, www.beyondnuclear.org, and can be provided upon request.
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Fleischmann, DesJarlais Endorse Nuclear Facility (KNOXNS)
By Bob Fowler
Knoxville News Sentinel (TN), April 20, 2011
KINGSTON - The two US congressmen who represent Roane County voiced support Tuesday for plans by TVA to build
a modular nuclear power plant at the old Clinch River Breeder Reactor site.
Freshmen Republican lawmakers Scott DesJarlais and Chuck Fleischmann gave their endorsements Tuesday during a
get-together in the headquarters of the Roane Alliance.
The first-ever event offered local officials and Roane Alliance members a chance to "get to know our congressmen," said
Leslie Henderson, president and CEO of the county's economic development organization.
Fleischmann called the modular reactor proposal the 'Wave of the future."
"We've got to have nuclear power," he said, calling itpart of the solution to the country's long-term energy needs.
While TVA's concept is now seen as something that could happen in 10 years, "I'd like to see itexpedited," DesJarlais said.
The breeder reactor site is a 1,364-acre tract owned by TVA next to the Clinch River in Roane County. That cutting-edge
reactor project was abandoned inthe 1980s.
DesJarlais represents all or parts of 24 counties in the 4th Congressional District, which includes parts of Middle and East
Tennessee.
Fleischmann's 3rd Congressional District includes 11 East Tennessee counties in a narrow swath that stretches from
Kentucky to Georgia.
They each represent part of Roane County.
Both men were swept into office inthe Republican takeover in November of the US House of Representatives.
"Iwas very pleased to have both of our congressional representatives in the same room at the same time," Kingston Mayor
Troy Beets said of Tuesday's event.
Despite warning that deep cuts must be made in the federal budget to stem the deficit, Fleischmann also said he has a
"steadfast commitment" to Oak Ridge National Laboratory, the Y-12 nuclear weapons plant and the ongoing cleanup of the
former K-25 uranium enrichment site.
"We're fortunate to have two congressmen ... that have great interest in what is going on here," said Bob Eby, manager of
USEC's Oak Ridge site.
USEC provides uranium for commercial nuclear power plants and has a testing facility at the former K-25 site, now called
East Tennessee Technology Park.
Jim Gann, president of Roane Medical Center, was one of the 40 attendees at Tuesday's luncheon. He said the two
lawmakers "are committed to controlling the government's financial problems, primarily by controlling unnecessary spending."

Malloy Opposes Millstone Nuclear Tax (HARTBZ)
By Brad Kane
Hartford Business, April 20, 2011
Gov. Dannel Malloy says he opposes the proposed tax of the Millstone nuclear plant inWaterford, which forced the facilities
owners to consider closing Connecticut's largest producer of electricity.
The proposed electric generators tax inSenate Bill 1176 would have raised $340 million intaxes annually, with $332 million
of that money 'coming only from Millstone. The proposal passed the Energy & Technology Committee in a 12-9 vote and was
being considered as part of the larger tax package inthe state budget.
Dominion, the owner of Millstone, said the tax would have been passed onto consumers intheir electric bills and eventually
would have forced the shutdown of the two nuclear reactors inWaterford. The plant employs more than 1,500 and generates half
of the electricity produced inConnecticut.
"We are encouraged to hear that the governor does not support Senate Bill 1176," Millstone spokesman Ken Holt said.
"This massive tax will result in higher electricity rates and will send a terrible signal to businesses within the state and those
considering moving here."
Malloy still favors a tax on electricity generation, although much smaller and spread out over all the electricity generators in
Connecticut, which includes natural gas, coal and oil plants as well. Malloy's proposed tax would generate $60 million per year,
with half coming from Millstone.
Dominion officials have expressed their concerns to Malloy about the smaller tax, as well, Holt said. Any tax will result in the
costs being passed onto the consumer.
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Defeat Tax On Power Plants (HARTC)
Hartford Courant, April 20, 2011
A bill that would multiply by 10 the tax burden on the Millstone nuclear power plants is the legislative equivalent of a taxpolicy Hail Mary that would generate $342 million in taxes, but would be extraordinarily punitive to one corporation and send a
bad message about the state's friendliness to business. Itshould be defeated.
Under the proposed measure, Millstone would be charged 2 cents per kilowatt hour for the electricity it produces, for a tax
of about $335 million annually. Another $7 million would come from coal and oil-fired power generators, which would be taxed at
a lower rate. Gas and alternative fuels plants would be exempt.
Millstone's tax burden would equal nearly half the total "corporation business taxes" (the largest of business taxes) paid by
all companies in Connecticut. To expect one company to shoulder that much of the state's revenue burden flunks the fairness
test. This proposed tax is based on a new law that was expressly aimed at skimming nuclear generation profits.
Millstone's parent company, Dominion, purchased the three nuclear generation stations in Waterford in 2001 for $1.3
billion. Dominion has spent more than $600 million on improvements, with an expectation of market and tax conditions remaining
stable.
Proponents of the new tax argue that the Millstone plants benefit from arcane pricing rules, set by government regulations,
that pay nuclear generators the same high price for their low-cost nuclear-generated power as is paid to generators using more
expensive fuel.
Dominion has long refused to open its books, but its profitability is unquestioned. Even so, a business should not be singled
out for operating successfully within the existing rules. The regulations on the pricing of electricity should be modified in a way
that would allow market forces to determine the price paid to Millstone, rather than an artificially inflated price.
Millstone currently pays about $35 million yearly in state and local taxes, which includes $19.2 million in property taxes
annually to Waterford. (Ifthe new tax is approved, it would lower the plants' net income, and the property tax would go down.)
Backers of the new tax insist that the cost would not be passed along to customers in higher rates. Millstone's existing
contracts for electricity may keep rates steady for a year or two. But after that, ratepayers may feel the increase, according to the
legislature's nonpartisan Office of Fiscal Analysis. Such a tax may inevitably end up on ratepayers' bills, driving Connecticut's
highest-in-the-nation electric rates even higher - which is friendly neither to businesses nor consumers.
Dominion officials, aware of this state's budget problems, seem willing to go along with a significantly smaller tax proposed
by Gov. Dannel P. Malloy that would cost Millstone about $33 million. That would still double Millstone's current state and local
tax payments -- but at least it's not a ten-fold tax. Although more palatable, this remains a generation tax, which a number of
states have considered and rejected. Should this lower tax rate be approved, the law should include a provision to revisit its
implementation when the next two-year budget is being drawn.

Pull Nuke Tax Plug (NLDAY)
New London (CT) Day, April 20, 2011
Amid all the heated debate over the state budget, we're pleased to learn that Gov. Dannel P. Malloy is keeping a cool head
in opposing an ill-conceived plan to impose a new tax of about $335 million a year on nuclear electricity generation at Waterford's
Millstone Power Station.
The proposed legislation, intended to increase revenues and therefore lower tax bills, would have produced the exact
opposite effect by driving up costs for Millstone's owner, Dominion Resources Inc., that eventually would be passed on to
residential, industrial and commercial consumers.
The business community has long faulted Connecticut for high operating costs compared to other states, and rising electric
rates would have driven many to scale back, cut jobs or, even worse, move elsewhere in the country. Dominion itself had warned
that the tax, ifapproved, would force itto close one or more of Millstone's operating reactors.
Proponents of the new tax had unfairly lumped nuclear power with "dirty" and "dangerous" oil- and coal-powered electric
generators they said should be penalized to reward such "good" sources as natural gas, wind and solar power.
We're all for increasing the development of renewable sources of electricity, but also insist that nuclear power must remain
a significant component of any plan to reduce our dependence on oil and coal.
In light of the ongoing crisis at Japan's Fukushima Dai-ichi plant that was damaged during last month's earthquake and
tsunami, authorities must pay even closer attention to nuclear-power safety. We cannot afford otherwise - just as we cannot
afford to drive away existing businesses or discourage new ones from relocating to Connecticut.

27

Meanwhile, Gov. Malloy, who voiced his objections to the new nuclear tax during a radio interview Monday, has proposed a
smaller tax on nearly all electric-generating plants that would raise about $50 million. While this newspaper is not completely sold
on the new tax, we at least support the idea that the burden of any additional levy be shared by other power generators.

Concerns About Taxation (HARTC)
Hartford Courant, April 20, 2011
After reading the April 19 Courant, here are three concerns:
Page A12 carries a full page ad from Millstone Power Station telling us that we already pay the highest electricity rates in
the region.
Page BI: Gov. Dannel P. Malloy is explaining how he wants to tax Millstone nuclear plant [CTNow, "Malloy: 'Millstone Tax'
Won't Be Passed"].
This will mean another tax on everyone.
Page A9: Standard & Poor's tells us that our nation's credit rating is about to be lowered below the AAA rating [Business,
"S&P Warns Of Potential Cut InUS Credit Rating"].
Although the S&P part is national problem, it,along with the other two points, shows a profound mindset to tax every thing
possible to cure our problems. Total taxiation does not work. Meanwhile France, Germany and the United Kingdom have all got
their financial houses in order without laying on extra taxes.
Donald V.Clark,
East Lyme

Editorial: Tax Grab From South Of The Border (NORAND)
North Andover (MA) Eagle Tribune, April 20, 2011
We're used to New Hampshire residents tweaking Bay Staters' noses over the fact we pay an income and sales tax and
they don't. But now our neighbor to the south, Connecticut, is asking at least some Massachusetts consumers to pay a tax from
which its own residents would be exempt.
According to the Massachusetts Municipal Wholesale Electric Co., whose members include utilities in Peabody, Danvers,
Georgetown, Ipswich, Marblehead, and Middleton, the Connecticut General Assembly is considering a new tax on the power
generated at the Millstone nuclear power plant. The say the revenue is needed to close a gaping hole in the state budget.
MMWEC owns 4.8 percent of Millstone Unit 3, and officials estimate the tax would cost consumers inits member communities an
additional $9.3 million a year.
Connecticut's privately owned utilities have said the tax would be absorbed within the current rate structure and thus have
no impact on consumers there.
"Such a tax is at the very least unfair," MMWEC spokesman David Tuohey declared in a release issued last week.
"Massachusetts public entities are not responsible for Connecticut's budget problems and they should not be responsible for
paying to correct those problems."
MMWEC communities have financial problems of their own. Their residents should not be expected to help Connecticut
deal with its fiscal woes as well.

Proposed Millstone Tax Is Discriminatory (NLDAY)
By Bill Forrestt
New London (CT) Day, April 20, 2011
As a reactor operator at Millstone Power Station I am disappointed with The Day's continued inadequate coverage of a
proposed state generation tax that would cost the company about $330 million annually.
Senate Bill 1176 represents a gross abuse of legislative power. No other state has ever enacted such a discriminatory,
crippling tax. Dominion has come into our state and turned Millstone station around while being a model corporate citizen. It has
worked hard at improving operations while minimizing environmental impact, operated within the rules the state wanted
(deregulation) and now certain legislators are trying to steal as much profit as they can. Ifthis was Google or General Electric the
legislators would not be doing this. But since the legislators realize that Dominion can't move the plant, they are going to stick itto
the company. This bill is an embarrassment to the entire state. Consider:
0 The legislators who wrote this bill claim the Millstone tax would not be passed to ratepayers. This couldn't be more
wrong. Millstone is one of the cheapest energy sources and comprises more than one-third of state generation. IfMillstone stops
generating because of this tax, the laws of supply and demand will take over and electricity prices will go up.
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0 Millstone brings $1.2 billion into the region and state every year. Plant closure would be devastating. Up to 4,000 jobs
would be lost, yet there has been insufficient coverage on this.
0 Connecticut has the highest electricity prices in New England because we tax the most. All of New England is in a
common power pool called ISO New England. So, why is itthat surrounding states have cheaper rates with the same bidding
pool? The answer is in all the additions to our monthly energy bills. One addition was set to go away last year, but the state kept
taking the money. Rather than let the charge expire, the state grabbed the money and kept the charge going.
* The added $330 million per year isn't earmarked toward paying off the budget shortfall, but to fund developing green
energy sources in state. Because a few legislators want to go green, Millstone should be forced out of business by a $330 million
tax? Are you kidding?
The Day should use investigative reporting and produce all the facts about this bad proposal. It is clear that certain
members of the Energy and Technology Committee have an agenda to develop green energy sources at any cost. Are we sure
that the people of Connecticut want this? Furthermore, what are the qualifications of the people making these decisions?
Bill Forrestt works at the Millstone Power Station inWaterford.

Crowded, Complicated Agenda Awaits New Nuclear Chief (GWIRE)
By Hannah Northey
Greenwire, April 20, 2011
The Department of Energy's new assistant secretary for nuclear energy yesterday started his job, which will force him to
help craft a US response to an international nuclear crisis, help jump-start the US nuclear industry and wrestle with a longstanding question of where to put America's nuclear waste.
Assistant Secretary Peter Lyons will oversee research with significant implications for the development of new reactors, the
life span of the existing fleet, the choice of fuels and the storage of wastes.
The Obama administration has stood firm in support of nuclear power, even as questions about the safety of US reactors
surfaced inthe wake of the crippling of Japan's Fukushima Daiichi nuclear complex by a March 11 earthquake and tsunami.
A slowdown in US nuclear permitting or increased regulation could hinder what little momentum the American nuclearpower industry has seen in past years. The last new US nuclear plant to come online was Unit 1 of the Tennessee Valley
Authority's Watts Bar nuclear plant, which came online in 1996.
Lyons said during an interview last Friday that he believes nuclear power is a clean fuel and hopes to ramp up deployment
of small modular reactors. The administration is requesting $67 million for fiscal 2012 for a cost-share program with industry to
deploy the technology, adaptations of the mammoth traditional nuclear plant that would be smaller and more interchangeable
and would potentially cost less.
"We're extremely optimistic that the small modular reactors could offer a new paradigm for nuclear power," Lyons said.
Even so, industry giants like General Electric Co. say the modular reactors are more politically charged than economically
sensible, and have cast doubt on widespread production of the plants (Greenwire, March 10).
Lyons said research at DOE's Office of Nuclear Energy could be relevant in addressing safety concerns that emerge from
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's nationwide review of nuclear plants.
The NRC launched a short-term review of the regulatory requirements, programs and processes for US nuclear plants in
response to the Japanese crisis. The agency will report its findings throughout the summer and conduct a longer-term review
once more information is known about the situation in Japan.
DOE is researching fuel claddings --the outer layer of the fuel rods -- that use silicon carbide, material that is stronger and
more durable at high temperatures than traditional materials.
The department is also investigating fuels with different "shapes" and conductivities, from which heat could be more easily
extracted.
Lyons has a long history of overseeing such programs and providing science-based advice to policymakers.
He served as DOE's acting assistant secretary of Energy since Warren "Pete" Miller left the position last November, and as
the agency's principal deputy assistant secretary since September 2009(Greenwire, Dec. 10, 2010).
Before that, Lyons served from 2005 to 2009 as a member of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, where he focused on
the safety of operating reactors and on lessons from operating experience.
Lyons was also a science adviser to former Sen. Pete Domenici (R-N.M.), who chaired the Senate Energy and Natural
Resources Committee from 2003 to 2007. Domenici was known as a staunch supporter of nuclear power, the "father of the
nuclear renaissance."
Yucca Mountain
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Lyons, in line with the shared opinion of the Obama administration, is an outspoken critic of using Yucca Mountain in
Nevada as a deep geologic nuclear waste repository.
President Obama zeroed out financial support for constructing the repository at Yucca Mountain in the fiscal 2011 budget
proposal, and DOE last year began to pull its site-development application from before the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
House Republicans have since challenged the administration's abandonment of Yucca, a site the federal government
studied for more than 20 years (E&ENews PM, March 31).
Without a national repository to store nuclear waste, plant operators now store the material on-site at nuclear power plants
inwet pools or dry storage casks, and Lyons said he's confident the material is safe.
Lyons, who was raised in the Las Vegas area, criticized the Yucca Mountain project for not having the level of local and
national support that nuclear waste repositories in Sweden and Finland enjoy.
The United States needs a solution formed with a high level of public involvement and widespread support, Lyons said,
adding that "ifwe don't have that solution, it's hard to see how much nuclear can contribute to [the country's] clean energy future."
Lyons said he has spent a fair share of his time researching alternatives to using Yucca Mountain -- including almost three
decades working at the Los Alamos National Laboratory from 1969 to 1996. During that time, he spent more than a decade
supporting nuclear test diagnostics.
DOE will take direction on nuclear waste from a draft report Obama's Blue Ribbon Commission is expected to submit to
Energy Secretary Steven Chu inJuly on alternatives for storing, processing and disposing of spent nuclear fuel and waste, Lyons
said.
The White House assembled the commission last year, and the group is scheduled to submit a separate, final report on its
findings inJanuary 2012.

Nuclear Dead End: It's The Economics, Stupid (NAT)
By Christian Parenti
The Nation, April 19, 2011
For about a decade now, nuclear boosters have been telling us that a "nuclear renaissance" is underway thanks to the
advent of cheaper, safer and faster-built "third-" and "fourth-generation" reactors. Their ranks have been swelled lately by green
champions of nuclear power like George Monbiot, who has recently embraced nuclear energy as an alternative to fossil fuels in
the quest to mitigate climate change. Anti-nuke activists like Helen Caldicott have responded with dire warnings of nuclear
apocalypse and radiation-induced cancer (see their exchange on a recent episode of Democracy Now!).
But for all its moral urgency, this debate usually ignores the economics of nuclear power. Itis economic factors like costs,
supply chains, financing and profitability that will determine our future energy mix. And so far, the dollars and cents calculations
for nuclear power just do not add up.
The argument for nukes gets even weaker when one considers the compressed time frame of climate change: carbon
emissions must drop sooner and faster than the long, slow, costly process of building new nuclear plants would allow. The
boosters of nuclear power, including greens like Monbiot, seem to forget the reactors don't build themselves. They are built and
operated by specific institutions under concrete economic circumstances like the price of capital, special metals, insurance and
the availability of skilled labor. Once the economic arguments get to that level of specificity, the viability of atomic power falls
apart.
Moreover, casting a nuclear renaissance as the panacea for climate change is dangerous because itthreatens to delay the
shift to clean energy. Continually pushing nukes has opportunity costs; every dollar, euro or RMB spent on nuclear power is one
not spent on clean technology like wind, solar, hydro or tidal kinetics.
First, a bit of history: The initial wave of nuclear power reached its zenith after the Arab oil embargo of 1973. That political
and economic shock sent many developed economies on a reactor construction spree. The logic here was fundamentally
geostrategic, not economic: better to have power from nukes that operated at a loss and were subsidized by the rest of the
economy than to have your whole economy collapse because you could not import oil. In particular, Japan and France went
nuclear; France converted the majority of its electrical supply from fossil fuels to nuclear.
But these second-generation reactors, which make up the majority of the world's current fleet of 443 nuclear power
stations, soon proved to be prohibitively expensive and slow to build. After the Three Mile Island accident, hundreds of planned
plants in the United States were canceled and construction around the world slowed. Bankruptcies associated with nuclear power
rose, and investors began to turn away from it.
Even in France and Japan, building new reactors mostly halted. France became the most nuclear-powered country inthe
world, in part because its system is fundamentally socialized; the various companies associated with construction and operation
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of nuclear plants never had to turn a profit and managed to offload most of their debts onto the public. Japan's reactors are also
heavily subsidized.
In the US and the UK cost overruns on nuclear plants helped bankrupt several utility companies. In the US these losses
helped usher inthe debacle of energy deregulation in the mid-'90s that saw rising rates and power blackouts in California. When
the UK began privatizing utilities its nuclear reactors were so unprofitable they could not be sold. Eventually in 1996, the
government gave them away. But the company that took them over, British Energy, had to be bailed out in 2004 to the tune of
3.4 billion pounds.
It was around the turn of the millennium that people like British Prime Minister Tony Blair and Senator Pete Domenici of
New Mexico began championing the second coming of the atom. Yes, they agreed, the critiques of the old equipment were
correct. But the new third- and fourth-generation reactors would be safe, cheap and quick to build.
InFebruary 2002, the Bush administration tried to jump-start nuclear construction with its "Nuclear Power 2010 program," a
package of subsidies and streamlined planning procedures. It was expected that these incentives would lead to at least one
"Generation II1+
unit" being operational by 2010.
It is true that Generation III reactors are safer than older reactors like the GE MAC 1 at Fukushima, Vermont Yankee and
other plants around the world. But the new technology is not cheap, nor is it quick to construct. After a decade in which the
federal government did all itcould to boost this new version of nuclear power, only one Generation II1+
reactor project has even
been approved. Work on ithas just begun inGeorgia, and already there are conflicts between the utility, Southern Company and
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. Moreover, this project is going forward only because it is in one of the few regions of the
United States (the Southeast) where electricity markets were not deregulated. That means the utility, operating on cost-plus
basis, can pass on to rate-payers all its expense over-runs.
Another US reactor is being assembled at the Tennessee Valley Authority's Watts Bar plant. But construction on this
second-generation, Westinghouse-designed Pressurized Water Reactor, designed in the 1960s, was begun in 1972. After long
delays, the unit should be up and running in2012.
InWestern Europe the situation is very similar. Only two Generation II1+
reactors are under construction. The plant closest
to completion is Olkiluoto 3 in Finland. This 1,600-megawatt European Pressurized Reactor (EPR) is being built by Areva, the
French government-controlled nuclear construction firm. The reactor was scheduled to take four years and cost about $5 billion.
But now construction will take at least eight years and is 68 percent over budget, at a projected final cost of $8.4 billion. Some
fear that the Olkiluoto 3 could bankrupt its owner, TVO. The other EPR under construction is in Flamanville, France. It began in
2007 and is now two years late and at least 50 percent over budget. Inthe best-case scenario, itwill open in 2012.
In the United States, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's review process to certify the safety of the EPR is itself two
years behind schedule.
There are sixty-four, mostly old-style nuclear plants under construction worldwide, and most of these are inAsia. Sixty-plus
reactors might sound like a lot, but when you compare that to the overall size of the world appetite for energy, it's not much. Ifall
of these nuclear power plants are completed they will add 62.56 gigawatts of capacity, which is less than one-third of alreadyexisting wind capacity worldwide, which was at 196.63 gigawatts at the end of 2010.
Of the sixty-four nuclear plants under construction worldwide, twenty-seven are in China and eleven are in India. China
already has thirteen operating reactors, which produce less than 2 percent of its total electricity. India gets a little more than 2
percent of its electricity from existing nuclear plants. IfChina finishes building all of the nuclear plants under construction there,
nuclear power will still only account for 9 percent of the country's total electricity.
Even in China wind is outpacing nuclear power. China's total installed wind capacity, which has been roughly doubling
every year for the past several years, was 44.7 gigawatts at the end of 2010. The Chinese wind sector is set to reach as much as
200 gigawatts by 2020, according to the China Wind Power Outlook 2010 report. That figure dwarfs the 10.06 gigawatts of
nuclear power online now, which will increase by only 27 gigawatts ifall of China's planned plants get built. "China is not going
nuclear they way France did the 1970s," says Stephen Thomas, professor of business at the University of Greenwich inthe UK.
An analysis by economist Mark Cooper, senior fellow for economic analysis at the Vermont Law School, found that adding
100 new reactors to the US power grid would cost $1.9 to $4.1 trillion. And the problem is not simply this direct investment.
"Once a utility embraces a huge nuclear project, their finances are completely tied up. The company's management is
completely tied up. They begin to look at all other alternatives-efficiency and renewables, which you can buy in smaller bitesas threats to their big project," said Cooper. "They become very hostile to sensible policy. And then you end up with extremely
expensive power."
Ina comparative analysis of US states, Cooper found that the states that invested heavily in nuclear power had worst track
records on efficiency and developing renewables than those that did not have large nuclear programs. Inother words, investing
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in nuclear technology crowded out developing clean energy. That's dangerous because the primary problem facing clean
alternative energy is the "price gap"-they are still more expensive than fossil fuels. As I've outlined in these pages previously
(see "The Big Green Buy"), economies of scale, along with subsidies and planning, will help close this price gap.
Only when clean technologies-like wind, solar, hydropower and electric vehicles-are cheaper than other options will
global capitalism make the switch away from fossil fuels. The good news is that clean tech is catching up. An authoritative study
by the investment bank Lazard Ltd. found that wind beat nuclear and that nuclear essentially tied with solar. So the race is tight.
The Worldwatch Institute reports that between 2004 and 2009, electricity from wind (not capacity but actual power output) grew
by 27 percent, while solar grew by 54 percent. Over the same time, nuclear power output actually declined by half a percent.
Another danger with pursuing the myth of a nuclear renaissance is the overall timing of climate change. Science tells us
that aggressive emissions reductions need to start immediately. Emissions need to peak by 2015 and then decline precipitously if
we are to avoid catastrophic climate change.
Amassive industrial-scale build out of fourth-generation nukes-the ones that are supposed to be safe, cheap and easy to
build-would arrive too late to stave off climate change's tipping points. The US Department of Energy (DoE), a major booster of
all things nuclear, gives 2021 as the earliest possible date for a fourth-generation nuclear plant to open. Keep in mind, no
American nuclear plant has yet been built on time or within budget, so the DoE's forecast is very optimistic.
Nuclear power is simply not going to sweep in over the next handful of years and change the energy mix and save us from
these tipping points. The catastrophically tight timeframe of climate tipping points means we must scale up actually existing clean
technology. That will take massive investments and serious planning-but that project has already begun. Alternatives are slightly
cheaper than nukes, come online faster and are growing robustly.
In other words, nuclear power is not only physically dangerous; it is also economically wasteful and slow, especially when
built inmarket economies. Quite simply, itisa stupid way to address climate change.
As the wags like to say: "Nuclear power is the energy source of the future. And italways will be."

Japan's Fukushima Nuclear Meltdown Forces US To Rethink Its Disaster Preparation (UCLA)
By Suzy Strutner
Daily Bruin, April 20, 2011
The effects of the Fukushima nuclear power plant damage inJapan could span a century, Glen MacDonald announced at
a panel discussion on Monday.
Following the 9.0 magnitude earthquake in Japan, the Fukushima nuclear power plant suffered a partial meltdown,
releasing dangerous amounts of radiation into surrounding Japanese towns.
MacDonald, a director of the UCLA Institute of the Environment and Sustainability, said the Japanese government has
categorized the incident in the same sector as the 1986 Chernobyl disaster.
Researchers and professors from an array of UCLA departments assessed the intensity of the disaster during Monday's
discussion.
Japanese officials have urged residents living within 18 miles of the reactor to evacuate, and recently-installed robots have
confirmed that radioactivity is probably still leaking from one reactor, MacDonald said.
Though the radioactive contamination has not yet caused sicknesses or deaths, many Japanese citizens will eventually die
from radiation-related illnesses, said Albert Carnesale, UCLA chancellor emeritus and a professor of public policy and of
aerospace engineering.
Fear erupting from the crisis will impede production of nuclear power in the United States, Carnesale said. Japan's
meltdown, he added, serves as a warning for American power plants.
"We need to plan for unlikely events and come up with realistic responses to accidents," Carnesale said. "People need
evacuation plans that they can actually follow."
Because California is not located near a subduction plate, the state's supposedly imminent "big quake" won't involve a
magnitude as big as Japan's. Yet the potential event still merits preparation with regard to nuclear power, said Jon Stewart, vice
chair of the department of civil and environmental engineering at the UCLA Henry Samueli School of Engineering.
Japan experienced an unusual series of smaller quakes prior to its 9.0 shake on March 11, Stewart said. He spoke about
the importance of recognizing similarly strange patterns in California and consistently updating reactors in response to
developments in nuclear science.
Japan's recent incident has brought some viable concerns to light, said Sean Hecht, executive director of UCLA's
Environmental Law Center.
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Experts have taken a closer look at the expenses of nuclear power production and the risks involved with placing plants in
such proximity to metropolitan areas as San Onofre, Carnesale said.
The Nuclear Regulatory Commission is currently increasing regulations for American nuclear plants, likely in an effort to
reassure the public that reactors are secure, Hecht added.
The Nuclear Regulatory Commission has not analyzed the effects of a terrorist attack on nuclear plants, deeming the event
"not reasonably foreseeable." Japan's crisis has prompted some groups to lobby for a change in this policy as well, Hecht said.
"Fukushima is a warning to use vigilance," Camesale told the audience. "Though it's rare, nuclear power can cause some
pretty bad things to happen."

After Fukushima (CHIT)
Chicago Tribune, April 20, 2011
Afew days ago, Japanese officials declared that the accident at the Fukushima Dai-ichi power complex rated a "7"on a
ranking with a scary name: the International Nuclear and Radiological Event Scale. That's the same rating as the Chernobyl
accident of 1986.
Some experts convincingly disputed that dire evaluation, arguing that the release of radiation from Chernobyl was much
worse than the situation inJapan - which to date has killed no one. But there's no denying that the ongoing disaster has shaken
the nuclear industry worldwide. Six in 10 Americans oppose building new nuclear power plans, a recent AP-GfK poll says. That's
up from 48 percent in November 2009. Overshadowing an earthquake and tsunami with a death toll approaching 14,000 - with
a like number missing - is no easy feat. But such is the level of public fear of nuclear energy.
It's urgent that governments and power providers take a fresh look at nuclear power in light of this crisis. Example: The
Tennessee Valley Authority said Thursday it is considering millions of dollars in improvements to protect its six nuclear reactors
from earthquakes and floods.
But curbing or abandoning nuclear power plants, as some reinvigorated critics are proposing, is shortsighted. Nuclear
power supplies about 20 percent of this nation's electricity. Renewable energy sources such as wind and solar are gaining
importance, but nuclear remains a key component inelectrical generation that releases minimal carbon emissions.
For the industry, the timing of the Japanese disaster couldn't be worse. In recent years, nuclear energy started to gain
momentum, even among some environmentalists, as a viable alternative to fossil fuel generation. Now Fukushima raises the
specter of earlier nuclear accidents: not only Chemobyl but the less severe Three Mile Island. That 1979 accident similarly
occurred at a time when nuclear power was gaining popularity in the aftermath of the Arab oil embargo. Acooling malfunction at
that plant in Pennsylvania led to a partial evacuation - and screaming headlines about a potential meltdown. Inthe end, the
main casualty was America's faith in nuclear energy. Planning for new plants stopped. Then came Chemobyl. "Nuclear power =
high risk" was entrenched inthe American psyche.
That legacy is reflected inAmerica's aging nuclear fleet. More than half the 104 operating power reactors inthe US are at
least 30 years old. Only three have been built in the past 20 years, the last coming online in 1996. As a way to boost output,
utilities are turning to a technique called "uprating," in which existing plants are run at higher capacity to produce more power.
Retrofitting existing plants is a more cost-effective alternative to building new ones. But itcarries added safety concerns.
Even before Fukushima, the cost of building new nuclear plants had become all but prohibitive. The price tag for a new
1,000-megawatt facility: around $6 billion, and now likelier to rise than to decline.
Nuclear power is not risk free. But we need to weigh those risks against the known costs associated with fossil fuel use.
Among them: environmental accidents such as last year's Gulf of Mexico oil spill and lethal industrial accidents in coal extraction
- not to mention the carbon impact of burning fossil fuels.
As emotions cool and acceptance of nuclear power re-emerges, power providers and regulators will focus intently on
modem designs for future plants. This we know: No one will be building any more plants from 40-year-old engineering plans like
those used at Fukushima.

Cyberattack Fears On The Rise: Study (AFP)
By Chris Lefkow
AFP, April 19, 2011
WASHINGTON - Cyber threats such as Stuxnet pose an increasing risk to critical infrastructure worldwide but many
facilities are unprepared to face the danger, according to a report released on Tuesday.
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"We found that the adoption of security measures in important civilian industries badly trailed the increase inthreats over
the last year," said Stewart Baker of the Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS), releasing a report conducted with
computer security firm McAfee.
For the report, "In the Dark: Crucial Industries Confront Cyberattacks," McAfee surveyed 200 information technology
executives charged with security at power, oil, gas and water facilities in 14 countries.
"What we found is that they are not ready," the McAfee-CSIS report said. "The professionals charged with protecting these
systems report that the threat has accelerated -- but the response has not."
"The fact is that most critical infrastructure systems are not designed with cybersecurity in mind, and organizations need to
implement stronger network controls, to avoid being vulnerable to cyberattacks," McAfee vice president Phyllis Schneck said.
Forty percent of the critical infrastructure executives surveyed said they believed that their industry's vulnerability had
increased and 30 percent said their company was not prepared for a cyberattack.
Forty percent said they expect a major cyberattack within the next year -- defined as one that causes severe loss of
services for at least 24 hours, a loss of life or personal injury, or the failure of a company.
Nearly 70 percent said they frequently found malware designed to sabotage their systems and nearly half of the
respondents in the electricity industry sector said they had found Stuxnet on their systems.
Atop Iranian military officer last week accused the United States and Israel of being behind the computer worm designed to
sabotage Iran's nuclear program.
Stuxnet targets computer control systems made by German industrial giant Siemens and commonly used to manage water
supplies, oil rigs, power plants and other critical infrastructure.
Stuxnet reportedly targeted Iran's Bushehr nuclear power plant, where technical problems have been blamed for delays in
getting the facility fully operational, but italso hit systems inother countries.
Eighty percent of the respondents said they have faced a large-scale denial of service attack (DDoS), in which a large
number of computers are commanded to simultaneously visit a website, overwhelming its servers.
About one in four of the ITexecutives surveyed reported daily or weekly DDoS attacks and the same number said they
have been victims of extortion through cyberattacks or threatened cyberattacks.
The 14 countries surveyed were Australia, Brazil, Britain, China, France, Germany, India, Italy, Japan, Mexico, Russia,
Spain, the United Arab Emirates and the United States.
India and Mexico have the highest rate of extortion attempts with 60 percent to 80 percent of executives inthose countries
reporting extortion bids.
The report said Brazil, France and Mexico are lagging in their security measures, adopting only half as many as leaders
China, Italy and Japan.
China was the country most recently cited as the major source of concern for government-sponsored cyber sabotage or
espionage, followed by Russia, the United States, North Korea and India.
Over half of the executives surveyed said they believe that foreign governments have been involved in network probes
against their domestic critical infrastructure.
To counter the growing cyber threat, the report recommended increased use of tokens and biometric identifiers instead of
passwords, better encryption and network monitoring and greater oversight of connections to the Internet and mobile devices.

Execs: Electrical Companies Moving Slowly To Address Cyber Threats (NATJO)
By Josh Smith, National Journal
National Journal, April 20, 2011
In the summer of 2010, analysts identified Stuxnet, a complex computer virus that targeted industrial control systems and
opened up a whole new range of cyber threats. Almost a year later, however, the security response from companies that protect
vital electrical grids remains woefully slow, according to a new report by the Center for International and Strategic Studies and
Internet security firm McAfee.
Cybersecurity experts warn that more electrical infrastructure is being connected to the Internet or other networks, opening
up the whole system to cyber attacks. Atargeted attack could plunge millions of Americans into darkness, or worse.
This year's study polled 200 electrical infrastructure industry executives from 14 countries. The team's researchers found
that Stuxnet "transformed the threat landscape," with 40 percent of respondents reporting that the virus had infected their
networks.
"The emergence of Stuxnet points to an overriding need for critical infrastructure companies to acknowledge the changes in
the cyberthreat landscape," the report states.
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Despite the threat, the adoption rate for security systems has grown only incrementally.
"Overall, we found little good news about cybersecurity in the electric grid and other crucial services that depend on
information technology and industrial control systems," the report concludes. "Security improvements are modest and
overmatched by the threat."
Not only are private companies moving slowly to address the potential problem, the US government has yet to get involved
in a serious way, according to the 40 percent of American executives who said they do not interact with government officials on
cybersecurity or defense issues. Just over 10 percent of American respondents said their cybersecurity plans had been audited
by the government, versus 100 percent of Japanese executives.
"As a country, we are going to have to decide what our government and private industry response looks like," said Kevin
Gronberg, senior counsel for the House Homeland Security Committee. "The only way to decide how much government is
involved isto engage in debate over it."
Compared to western nations and India, countries in East Asia seem to be pursuing a more concerted campaign to secure
their networks, the researchers found.
The report calls for "true infrastructure protection policies" around the world, including improved authentication measures;
more encryption and detection technology; increased oversight of industrial control systems; and effective partnerships with
governments.
Senate Democrats have introduced legislation designed to safeguard critical infrastructure, including the electric grid,
military assets, the financial sector, and telecommunications networks. It outlines federal authority and establishes incentives for
private industry to protect their systems.
"Today we rely more heavily than ever on technology to run everything from power plants to missile systems to personal
computers. Ina rapidly changing world it's important that we adapt new to threats to our security," said Senate Majority Leader
Harry Reid, D-Nev., when the plan was announced inJanuary.

Electricity Grid Vulnerable To Cyber Attacks (FT)
By Joseph Menn, San Francisco
Financial Times, April 20, 2011
Full-text stories from the Financial Times are available to FT subscribers by clicking the link.

EXCLUSIVE-Anti-bomb Plan For Pentagon Annex Posted Online (REU)
Reuters, April 20, 2011
Full-text stories from Reuters currently cannot be included in this document. You may, however, click the link above to
access the story.

Report: US National Lab Needs More Cyber Controls (AP)
By Garance Burke
Associated Press, April 20, 2011
Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory failed to set up adequate cyber security controls for classified information,
including details about the nation's nuclear stockpile, according to a federal report released Tuesday.
Livermore is one of the federal government's top science labs and maintains several national security systems, including
supercomputers that process sensitive and classified information about the safety and reliability of nuclear weapons along with
homeland security matters.
Rickey R. Hass, deputy inspector general for audits and inspections at the Energy Department, said in the report that
outside contractors had made changes to one system meant to monitor nuclear explosions without first getting approval from the
proper federal officials.
That and other site-level problems have persisted in part because the government hasn't ensured that changes to its
information systems are in line with potential risks, the department's internal watchdog's office said.
"Without improvements, the weaknesses identified may limit program and site-level officials' ability to make informed riskbased decisions that support the protection of classified information and the systems on which itresides," the audit concluded.
No classified information was compromised, said Damien LaVera, a spokesman for the Energy Department's National
Nuclear Security Administration, which operates the labs.
Ina written response to the inspector general, a top ranking administration official said the paper-based compliance review
did not factor inthe lab's additional strategies to counter a constantly changing set of threats.
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"We do not believe conclusions documented in this report can be extrapolated to determine the state of the entire risk
management program," wrote Gerald Talbot, Jr., the administration's associate director for management and administration.
"Furthermore, the general recommendations made by the IGwere already inplace."
Lawrence Livermore has long served as one of the nation's key labs for nuclear research. More recently the lab has
focused on monitoring radiation from the ongoing nuclear crisis inJapan and on devising measures to counter possible chemical
and biological terrorist attacks.
"We feel we have a good strong cyber security system at the lab," said Don Johnston, a spokesman for the lab. "That said,
we're always looking to improve itand make itbetter."

INTERNATIONAL NUCLEAR NEWS:
Water Pumping Begins At Japan Nuclear Reactor (NYT)
By Keith Bradsher And Hiroko Tabuchi
New York Times, April 20, 2011
TOKYO - The difficult task of pumping highly radioactive water out of the basement of a turbine building at a damaged
Japanese nuclear power plant began Tuesday, but officials cautioned that the work would be slow and difficult.
The Japanese government, meanwhile, said itwas considering a plan to further restrict access to the evacuated area within
12 miles of the plant, the Fukushima Daiichi Nuclear Power Station. Some families have been re-entering the area to remove
belongings, and dozens of people have never left.
At the plant itself, the Tokyo Electric Power Company said that it planned to pump 10,000 metric tons of water into a
storage building at a rate of 480 tons a day, which would take nearly three weeks. The company is still working on ways to
remove an additional 57,500 tons of heavily contaminated water at the same building, next to Reactor No. 2, and at other nearby
buildings.
The cautious pace of the pumping and the volume of water to be moved are further signs of the complexity of the
undertaking that faces Tokyo Electric. Removing the water is one of the 63 tasks that the company outlined Sunday in its plan to
fully shut down the stricken reactors, halt all releases of radioactive material and restore reliable cooling and electricity roughly by
the end of the year.
Michael Friedlander, a former senior nuclear power plant operator in the United States, said that while the pumping might
be proceeding slowly, a faster pace could prove dangerous.
"Ifa pipe breaks and you're pumping hundreds of gallons a minute, you're going to make a huge mess," he said.
Hidehiko Nishiyama, the deputy director general of Japan's Nuclear and Industrial Safety Agency, said that the heavily
contaminated water that had accumulated in basements and trenches at the site is two million times as radioactive as the less
contaminated water that workers pumped into the ocean from April 4 to April 10. Workers pumped 10,393 tons of the less
contaminated water into the ocean in order to make room in storage areas for the far more highly radioactive water from inside
the reactor buildings.
Pumping contaminated water into the ocean has provoked considerable dismay from Japanese fishermen and from nearby
countries, particularly South Korea and China. Mr. Nishiyama said Tuesday that Japan had no plans and no need to do so
anymore.
Plans are being made for the installation of water-purification equipment and heat exchangers so that the same water can
be pumped repeatedly through the reactors.
Anne Lauvergeon, the chief executive of Areva, France's nuclear-power equipment provider, said at a news conference in
Tokyo on Tuesday evening that itwould probably take until the end of May to set up a water treatment station at the plant. Once
running, she said, itshould be able to handle 50 metric tons of water an hour and should almost entirely remove the radiation.
The technology, called "co-precipitation," uses chemical agents to remove radioactive elements from water. The treatment
station itself will be provided by Veolia Water, a British water and waste management service. Areva and Tokyo Electric have not
discussed the cost of the services, Ms. Lauvergeon said.
Areva, together with Veolia Water, will also provide three lines of desalination equipment to enable Tokyo Electric to
convert seawater into fresh water for cooling the reactors. Fresh water provides better cooling; the spaces between the fuel rods
have started to become congested with salt from seawater.

36

She also said that Areva was not preparing an overall plan to decommission the troubled plant, though she said the
company was prepared to cooperate with any long-term process to eventually dismantle Fukushima Daiichi. Toshiba and Hitachi
have submitted competing plans to dismantle the plant; the work could take decades.
In a further effort to improve cooling, Mr. Nishiyama said Tuesday that a decision had been made to flood the primary
containment vessels of the No. 1 and No. 3 reactors with enough water to cover up the sides of the reactor pressure vessels up
to the level of the uranium fuel rods.
This was not done sooner because only now have workers been able to determine that the primary containment vessels
are sufficiently watertight. The vessel at the No. 2 reactor is damaged and leaking gases, and the leak or leaks need to be
plugged before itcan be flooded, Mr. Nishiyama said.
The No. 2 reactor has posed some of the greatest challenges in recent days, including another leak that spewed
radioactive water until plugged two weeks ago.
Robots entered Reactors Nos. 1 and 3 on Sunday and measured the radiation inside. But when two robots entered
Reactor No. 2 on Monday, the steam inside was so dense that a robot mounted with a camera was unable to get a clear image
of a radiation sensor carried by the other robot, Japanese officials said.

Japan Nuke Plants Start Pumping Radioactive Water (USAT/AP)
USA Today, April 20, 2011
The operator of Japan's crippled nuclear plant began pumping highly radioactive water from the basement of one of its
buildings to a makeshift storage area Tuesday ina crucial step toward easing the nuclear crisis.
Removing the 25,000 metric tons (about 6.6 million gallons) of contaminated water that has collected inthe basement of a
turbine building at Unit 2 of the Fukushima Dai-ichi plant will help allow access for workers trying to restore vital cooling systems
that were knocked out in the March 11 tsunami.
It is but one of many steps in a lengthy process to resolve the crisis. Tokyo Electric Power Co. projected in a road map
released over the weekend that it would take up to nine months to reach a cold shutdown of the plant. But government officials
acknowledge that setbacks could slow the timeline.
The water will be removed in stages, with the first third of it to be handled over the coming 20 days, said Hidehiko
Nishiyama of Japan's Nuclear and Industrial Safety Agency. In all, there are 70,000 tons (about 18.5 million gallons) of
contaminated water to be removed from the plant's reactor and turbine buildings and nearby trenches, and the entire process
could take months.
TEPCO is bringing the water to a storage building that was flooded during the tsunami with lightly contaminated water that
was later pumped into the ocean to make room for the highly contaminated water.
The operator plans to use technology developed by French nuclear engineering giant Areva to reduce radioactivity and
remove salt from the contaminated water so that it can be reused to cool the plant's reactors, Nishiyama said, adding that this
process would take "several months."
Once the contaminated water in the plant buildings is safely removed and radioactivity levels decline, workers can begin
repairing the cooling systems for the reactors of Units 1, 2 and 3, which were in operation at the time of the tsunami. Workers
must also restore cooling functions at the plant's six spent fuel pools and a joint pool for all six units.
When the tsunami struck, units 5 and 6 were going through a regular inspection. On March 20, they were put in cold
shutdown, which iswhen a reactor's core is stable at temperatures below 212 Fahrenheit (100 Celsius).
With the nuclear crisis dragging on, public frustration with the government is growing. Opinion polls show more than twothirds of Japanese are unhappy with the leadership of Prime Minister Naoto Kan, who was grilled for hours Monday by opposition
politicians, many demanding he resign.
TEPCO has offered residents forced to evacuate from homes around the plant about $12,000 per household as interim
compensation. People elsewhere inthe disaster zone who lost houses to the tsunami - which also left more than 27,000 dead
or missing - say help has been slow to materialize.
"Idon't understand what the politicians are doing, there are new committees and meetings everyday," said Hiroshi Sato,
who lost his house in Kesennuma and now lives ina fabric warehouse from his old business.
"We need support, financial assistance, and nothing has come yet," he said.
In TEPCO's blueprint for stabilizing the reactors, the utility aims to cool the reactors and spent fuel pools and reduce
radiation leaks over the next three months. Within 6-9 months, the goal is achieve a cold shutdown of the reactors and cover the
buildings, possibly with a form of industrial cloth, to further tamp deter any possible radiation leaks.
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Two remote-controlled robots sent into the reactor buildings of Unit 1 and Unit 3 on Sunday showed that radiation levels
inside - up to 57 millisieverts per hour - were still too high for humans to realistically enter.
The US-made Packbots, which resemble drafting lamps on tank-like treads, also were briefly sent into Unit 2 on Monday,
officials said, and the radiation level was found to be a much lower 4.1 millisieverts per hour.
But the high level of humidity inside the reactor building fogged up the robot's camera lens, making it difficult to see
conditions inside. They were pulled out after less than an hour, officials said.
"We didn't want to lose sight of where the robot was and then not be able to retrieve it," TEPCO manager Hikaru Kuroda
said.
The reason for the higher humidity wasn't clear, but it suggests that workers - ifthey were to go inside - also would have
difficulty seeing through their masks, Kuroda said.

Removal Of Radioactive Water Starts (WSJ)
By Mitsuru Obe
Wall Street Journal, April 20, 2011
Full-text stories from the Wall Street Journal are available to Journal subscribers by clicking the link.

Japan Mulls Restricting Access To Evacuation Zone Near Crippled Nuclear Plant (AP)
Associated Press, April 20, 2011
Authorities may for the first time ban access to the evacuation zone around Japan's crippled nuclear plant, citing concerns
Wednesday over radiation risks for residents who may be returning to check on their homes.
About 70,000-80,000 people were living in the 10 towns and villages within 12 miles (20 kilometers) of the Fukushima Daiichi plant, which has been leaking radiation after a March 11 earthquake and tsunami wrecked its power and cooling systems.
Virtually all left after being advised to do so, but some occasionally have returned, defying warnings from police who have
set up roadblocks on only a few major roads in the area.
"We are considering setting up 'caution areas' as an option for effectively limiting entry" to the zone, Chief Cabinet
Secretary Yukio Edano said.
Noriyuki Shikata, one of Edano's deputies, said the government was still considering details of how to control access to the
immediate vicinity of the nuclear plant while also responding to demands from residents to check their homes and collect
belongings.
Now that the situation at the plant appears to have stabilized somewhat, both residents and the authorities are considering
how to best weather a protracted evacuation. Only a few warning signs, mainly about road conditions, have been erected in the
area so far.
"There are a number of people who may be entering the area. Under the current regime, we are not in a position to legally
enforce - there's no penalty for entering into the area. There is a realization of a need to have a stronger enforcement of the
area," Shikata said.
At present, police just keep track of people entering the evacuation zone by noting down their license plate numbers.
Officials say one chief concern is that if there were a major accident, tracking down those inside would be difficult if not
impossible.
Itwas unclear when the restrictions on entry into the area might be imposed.
In a step toward restoring the crippled nuclear plant's cooling systems, Tokyo Electric Power Co., the nuclear plant's
operator, is pumping highly radioactive water from the basement of one of its turbine buildings to a makeshift storage area.
Removal of the first 10,000 metric tons (2.6 million gallons) of 25,000 metric tons (about 6.6 million gallons) of
contaminated water that has collected just in the basement of the turbine building at Unit 2 of the plant began Tuesday and is
expected to take at least 20 days, nuclear safety officials say. Fully ridding the plant of 70,000 tons (about 18.5 million gallons) of
contaminated water in its turbine buildings and nearby trenches could take months.
Still, a senior official at the U.N. nuclear agency suggested the worst of the radiation leaks may be over in the worst nuclear
power accident since the 1986 catastrophe in Chernobyl.
The total amount of radiation released is expected to be only a "small increase from what it is today" if 'things go as
foreseen," said Dennis Flory, a deputy director general at the International Atomic Energy Agency in Vienna.
IAEA experts are discussing ways to help Japan meet targets laid out in a blueprint for ending the crisis that TEPCO
released over the weekend. Its plans call for achieving a cold shutdown of the plant within nine months. But government officials
acknowledge that setbacks could slow the timeline.
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In the meantime, TEPCO is continuing to spray water into the reactors and their spent fuel storage pools to help prevent
them from overheating and releasing still more radiation.
TEPCO plans to use technology developed by French nuclear engineering giant Areva to reduce radioactivity and remove
salt from the contaminated water inside the plant so that it can be reused to cool the reactors, said Hidehiko Nishiyama of
Japan's Nuclear and Industrial Safety Agency.
This process would take "several months," he said.
TEPCO said Wednesday ithas begun distributing applications for compensation to residents forced to evacuate from their
homes around the plant. The company is offering about $12,000 per household as interim compensation.
People elsewhere in the disaster zone who lost homes and suffered from other damage say help has been slow to
materialize.
Shikata did not provide exact details about how the government might enforce restricted access to the evacuation zone.
"Both the issue of ... strong enforcement of the area and a realization of temporarily going back home issomething we have
to closely coordinate with local municipalities," he said, noting that for now there is no penalty for entering the area.
"There are also issues surrounding non-residents who are entering the area. There are people who may steal things. There
are various issues involved," he said.
Police said Wednesday they had identified 11,715 of the more than 27,000 people reported dead or missing in the
disasters.
Meanwhile, trade figures showed Japan's exports fell for the first time in 16 months in March, hit by the fallout from last
month's massive earthquake and tsunami, which destroyed factories and damaged ports.
Auto exports especially took a beating, falling by 28 percent, as the twin disasters forced Toyota Motor Corp., Honda Motor
Co. and Nissan Motor Co. to suspend their all Japanese production due to shortages of components.

Japan Considers Banning Entry Into Evacuation Zone (WSJ)
By Toko Sekiguchi
Wall Street Journal, April 20, 2011
Full-text stories from the Wall Street Journal are available to Journal subscribers by clicking the link.

US Engineers Cite Lengthy Cleanup In Japan (NYT)
By Matthew L.Wald
New York Times, April 20, 2011
Veterans of the Three Mile Island cleanup said that a much larger task faced the Japanese engineers who are trying
contain and secure the damaged Fukushima Daiichi reactors. And Three Mile Island took 14 years.
Lake Barrett, the senior Nuclear Regulatory Commission engineer at Three Mile Island during the early phases of the
cleanup said by comparison, "itwas a walk inthe park compared to what they've got."
The Fukushima Daiichi reactors are similar to those in Pennsylvania - "the cores are probably really similar, partially
melted," Mr. Barrett said - but engineers pointed out several key differences in the aftermath of the accidents. In Japan, four
separate reactors are damaged, and fixing each one is complicated by the presence of its leaking neighbors. Itwill also require a
major infusion of equipment to replace parts far from the reactor's core, like pumps and switchgear that were destroyed by the
tsunami.
Inthe short term, weather is a factor: according to engineers who managed the American cleanup, which ran from 1979 to
1993, Tokyo Electric Power has only a few weeks to patch up the three smashed secondary containments before the coming
rainy season, when downpours could wash more contamination into the environment. And the company will have to carefully
watch that the number of workers with the necessary skills do not burn out under the size of the task, or absorb so much radiation
that they have to quit.
Still, Mr. Barrett and others say that the mess at Fukushima Daiichi can be contained, cleaned up and even securely
wrapped up for long-term disposal. The plant may benefit from past experience, because it is the second major accident
worldwide ina big water-cooled reactor, they say.
The first task, they agree, is to fill the reactors and the spent fuel pool with water that can be pumped out again, cooled and
then returned to the reactors. That would sharply reduce the possibility of generating new hydrogen and new explosions, and
would go a long way toward declaring that the plants were stable, a point that the N.R.C. observed recently that Fukushima
Daiichi had not reached.
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Right now the reactors are in "feed and bleed" mode, adding clean water and cooling the fuel by letting that water boil off or
dribble out, but such bleeding allows radiation leakage. "Whatever you bleed is letting cesium out," said Mr. Barrett, referring to
the radioactive isotope. Cooling with recirculating water could end releases of radioactive materials, but will require new pumps
and possibly new piping, experts said.
Before that new equipment can be installed, engineers will have to clean up the water in the basements of the reactor
buildings, the turbine buildings and other structures. At Three Mile Island, water in the reactor building and the primary auxiliary
building gave radiation doses as high as 1,000 rem an hour, said Ronald L. Freemerman, a Bechtel engineer who was the
project manager of the cleanup. That meant a worker would hit the N.R.C.'s annual limit in about a minute. The water can be
pumped through filters that will strain out the radioactive elements.
Engineers from Three Mile Island laid out the three next steps:
First, decontaminate the walls and floors, to hold down the potential radiation dose. "They have to economize on how they
expose these people," Mr. Freemerman said, or the company will run out of trained workers.
Second, rebuild the secondary containments of units 1, 2 and 4, and fix or replace the heavy cranes just beneath their
ceilings. That would allow workers to defuel the reactor. That step alone took five years at Three Mile Island, where no buildings
had to be rebuilt.
Third, peek inside the reactor vessel and figure out what tools will be needed to remove the wrecked fuel in the core. Three
Mile Island was a surprise, Mr. Freemerman said, because so much of the core had melted and flowed beneath a support made
of five plates of thick steel. Another veteran of the cleanup, Michael McGough, said only then did they realize they would need
new remote-controlled tools to cut through the metal, to get to the material below.
Mr. McGough's technicians worked from a trailer outside the containment vessel, manipulating a cutting tool that was
operating under about 40 feet of water. They also used long-handled picks and scoops to break apart the fused mass of ceramic
fuel pellets and metal. "Basically we dug our way down through that debris until we got everything removed," Mr. McGough said.
At Three Mile Island, technicians then painstakingly loaded debris into shielded casks, under water to shield themselves
from radiation, and then brought the casks to the surface. Eventually about 150 tons of radioactive rubble was shipped to an
Energy Department laboratory in Idaho Springs, Idaho, where it still sits, waiting, as all used American fuel does, for a final
resting place.
Japan may have another option if the wrecked core isn't too thoroughly mixed with other materials. It already has a
reprocessing plant, where old fuel is chopped up, dissolved in acid, and then sorted, with its plutonium being removed, and the
uranium sorted out for possible re-use. But that process is likely years away.

UN Nuclear Agency Expects Little New Radiation Release IfAll Goes According To Plan (AP)
Associated Press, April 20, 2011
A senior official at the U.N. nuclear agency issuggesting the worst may be over as far as radiation leaks at Japan's stricken
reactor complex are concerned.
Denis Flory says he expects the total amount of radiation releases to be only a "small increase from what it is today" if
"things go as foreseen." Flory, a deputy director general at the International Atomic Energy Agency, emphasized Tuesday that his
forecast was based on an estimate of the situation.
Tokyo Electric Power Co. projected in a road map made public over the weekend that itwould take up to nine months to
reach a cold shutdown of its Fukushima Dai-ichi plant. But government officials acknowledge that setbacks could slow the
timeline.
Flory told reporters the IAEA would work in a consultative role with Japan to help meet its road map targets and details of
that role are being discussed.

Radiation Release From Fukushima Won't Increase Much: IAEA (AFP)
AFP, April 20, 2011
The overall release of radiation from Japan's tsunami-hit nuclear plant will not increase much between now and when itis
finally brought under control, the UN atomic watchdog said Tuesday.
Japan has been working feverishly to bring the Fukushima Daiichi nuclear power plant, 250 kilometres (155 miles)
northeast of Tokyo, into safe shutdown since itwas hit by a 14-metre (46-foot) tsunami on March 11, triggering the world's worst
nuclear accident since Chemobyl.
The plant's operator, Tokyo Electric Power Company (TEPCO), said on Sunday it aims to reduce radiation leaks within
three months and to achieve a so-called "cold shutdown" within six to nine months.
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So far, the overall radioactivity release has been around 10 percent of that seen at Chernobyl 25 years ago, the Japanese
authorities have said.
And the International Atomic Energy Agency's head of nuclear safety, Denis Flory, said the amount would not increase
much further.
"There has been high bursts of radioactivity from the beginning," Flory told a regular news briefing here.
Currently, radioactivity was still leaking "at low level" but those leaks were decreasing.
"So, taking into account all the measures that are foreseen, the new amount of release will be decreasing and decreasing,
and the total amount would not be much different from what itis today," the expert said.
According to Japanese estimates, the total radiation release at Fukushima so far has been 370,000 terrabecquerels,
compared with 5.2 million terrabecquerels at Chernobyl.
Asked whether TEPCO's six-to-nine-month timeframe for achieving a cold shutdown was realistic, Flory replied: "Whether
they will be able to keep (to) this ...will be shown by the facts."
Nevertheless, itwas "very positive" that such a timetable had been set out at all, the expert added.
The IAEA's role over the next six to nine months would remain what ithas been so far, that is to "share information," Flory
continued.
The watchdog would, however, send a team of international experts on a first fact-finding mission to Fukushima before
June, he said.
And further follow-up missions would follow, Flory added.
The IAEA is to host a ministerial-level summit from June 20-24 to try to examine the lessons learned from the Fukushima
crisis.

Chernobyl Donors Conference Falls Short Of Goal (AP)
Associated Press, April 20, 2011
KIEV, Ukraine (AP) - A donors conference seeking euro740 million ($1.1 billion) to clean up the Chernobyl disaster site
fell well short of its goal Tuesday, but officials remained optimistic that money will be found to make the world's worst nuclear
accident site environmentally safe.
Pledges from nations and organizations at the conference totaled about euro550 million ($785 million), along with euro29
million ($41 million) from Ukraine.
The money is being sought to complete the construction of a gargantuan long-term shelter to cover the nuclear reactor that
exploded April 26, 1986, and to build a facility to store waste from the plant's three other decommissioned reactors.
Japan had been one of the top donors in previous years, contributing euro72 million ($103 million) in total. But this year,
after last month's devastating earthquake, tsunami and ensuing crisis at the Fukushima nuclear power plant, Japan held back
from pledging money.
Several other major donors in the past also did not announce pledges Tuesday, citing their own economic difficulties or
impending national elections. Among them were Ireland, Spain and Canada.
But "undoubtedly, the countries that were not ready to offer today are still with us," said French Prime Minister Francois
Fillon, whose country pledged euro47 million ($67 million). France isthe strongest defender of using nuclear power in Europe.
Ukrainian President Viktor Yanukovych reached out to countries not at the conference, saying, "We will always be thankful
for timely assistance."
Other top pledging countries at the conference included the United States, promising $123 million, Germany with euro42.4
million ($60.5 million) and Russia, a latecomer to decades of Chemobyl contributions, pledging euro45 million ($64 million).
Russia's pledge doubled the amount ithas donated since itbegan contributing in2005.
The European Commission pledged euro110 million ($157 million) and the European Bank for Reconstruction and
Development, which isdirecting the Chernobyl projects, promised euro120 million ($171 million).
The international community already has poured euro864 million ($1.2 billion) into the fund to build the shelter over the
reactor. In the months after the blast, workers hastily built a so-called sarcophagus to block off the radiation being spewed from
the reactor, but ithas already exceeded its proposed service life and has been plagued by structural problems.
The new shelter, which will look like a giant Quonset hut, is to be assembled adjacent to the reactor building and then slid
over it on rails. The shelter, designed to last 100 years, is supposed to be in place in 2015, after which the reactor can be
disassembled.
The separate spent-fuel storage facility is to hold the waste fuel from the plant's other reactors, which were phased out of
service after the blast.
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The donors' conference kicked off a week of meetings on the 1986 explosion that spewed a cloud of radiation over much of
Europe.
In Ukraine, an area of 30 kilometers (19 miles) radius around the plant remains blocked off by guards and is largely
uninhabited except for some rotating maintenance workers at the idle plant and a few hundred residents who moved back to their
homes despite advice to stay away.
It was followed in the afternoon by a "summit" on the safe and innovative use of nuclear energy, at which participants
including some heads of state called for improved international cooperation and more rigorous international standards for nuclear
power plants.
United Nations Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon told the summit that "the time has come to strengthen the IAEA," the UN's
nuclear energy agency and called for "a top-to-bottom review of nuclear safety standards."
The need for tightened universal standards was underlined by a dispute at the summit between Lithuania and Russia.
Lithuanian Prime Minister Andrus Kubilis complained that plants planned by Russia and Belarus near the Lithuanian border
had not had sufficient safety reviews. But Russian Deputy Prime Minister Igor Sechin responded that the plants would be so
sophisticated that "something like Fukushima isjust not possible."
At a separate conference in Kiev, one U.N. expert said ecological conditions in some of the fallout-affected areas have
improved considerably.
"In most of the territories, background radiation nowadays is not different to many places where there were no similar
catastrophes, and infact there can be normal life there. The health risks are much smaller than they used to be 20 years ago or
15 years ago," said Jerzy Osiatinski of the U.N. Development Program.
Associated Press Writer Anna Melnichuk in Kiev contributed to this report.

Pledges For New Chernobyl Cleanup Fall Short (WSJ)
By James Marson
Wall Street Journal, April 20, 2011
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With Eye To Japan, World Pledges Cash For Chernobyl (NYT/REU)
Reuters, April 20, 2011
Full-text stories from Reuters currently cannot be included in this document. You may, however, click the link above to
access the story.

IAEA Chief Defends Nuclear Energy (AP)
Associated Press, April 20, 2011
CHERNOBYL NUCLEAR POWER PLANT, Ukraine - The head of the International Atomic Energy Agency, speaking at
the site of the Chernobyl nuclear power plant explosion, says that accident and the Japanese nuclear crisis do not undermine the
value of nuclear power.
Yukiya Amano spoke Wednesday at the site of the world's worst nuclear accident. He was accompanied by U.N.
Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon and Ukrainian President Viktor Yanukovych.
Amano says many countries will continue to find nuclear power an important option for energy diversification but that the
global community must do its utmost to ensure its safety.
His visit comes just days before the 25th anniversary of the Chernobyl disaster.

Mob Sets Fires In Protest Of India Nuclear Plant (AP)
By Nirmala George
Associated Press, April 20, 2011
NEW DELHI - A mob opposing a government plan to build a nuclear plant in the western Indian state of Maharashtra
ransacked a hospital and set buses on fire Tuesday during a protest strike.
Residents of Jaitapur have been protesting the proposed plant since the government's plans became public four years ago.
The opposition has grown since Japan's nuclear crisis, with critics noting that Jaitapur is in a seismic zone.
The general strike was called after police fired to disperse protesters who attacked a police station Monday, killing one
person.
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The town's streets were mostly deserted as the strike took effect. But by midday, groups of people converged on the street,
shouting slogans against the government. The mob later ransacked a government-run hospital and set at least three public
transport buses on fire, police said.
Construction is to start this year on the first of six units at the proposed $10 billion plant, billed as the biggest in the world.
The project by the French nuclear energy company Areva will generate 9,900 megawatts of power when completed. The first unit
is expected to start producing power in2018.
India's Environment Minister Jairam Ramesh has said additional safeguards will be taken in light of the troubles at the
Fukushima nuclear power plant. The Fukushima plant's cooling systems were destroyed by an earthquake and tsunami last
month, and the Japanese operator has struggled to get the plant back under control.
Ramesh described the events unfolding at Fukushima as a "wake-up call," but said India could not abandon nuclear energy
in its quest for clean energy to fuel its rapid economic growth.
The government has countered protesters by asserting that the site is safe and the plant's location on a high cliff would
save itfrom being hit by a tsunami.
Jaitapur is about 260 miles (420 kilometers) south of Mumbai, India's financial hub and the Maharashtra state capital.
Anti-nuclear protesters plan to march Saturday from a nuclear power plant near Mumbai to Jaitapur to oppose the new
project.
At present, nuclear energy forms only 3 percent of power available in India. The government has announced plans to
increase the share of its nuclear power generation to 13 percent of its energy basket by 2030 to meet the rising demand for
electricity.

Second Day Of Violent Protests Over India Atomic Plant (AFP)
AFP, April 20, 2011
MUMBAI (AFP) - Mobs attacked a hospital and blocked a highway inwestern India on Tuesday in a second day of violent
protests against a planned nuclear power plant, after a protester was shot dead a day earlier.
The renewed violence prompted police to ban large public gatherings and political rallies, local television channels reported,
with anger seething over the proposed power station amid Japan's nuclear emergency.
A furious crowd targeted a hospital in Ratnagiri town in Maharashtra state, while state transport buses were pelted with
stones and a district highway road blocked with burning tyres, the Press Trust of India news agency said.
The Hindu nationalist Shiv Sena party called a shutdown in Ratnagiri town, 350 kilometres (220 miles) south of state capital
Mumbai, television channels said.
"The situation is calm and under control," a police official at the Ratnagiri police control room told AFP, asking not to be
identified.
Anger has been brewing in the area since national environment minister Jairam Ramesh last week ruled out a "rethink" on
the planned six-reactor, 9,900-megawatt facility inJaitapur in Ratnagiri district.
On Monday police shot a man dead during clashes with protesters, later saying they had "no choice" but to fire live bullets
at the crowd.
Demonstrators set a police station ablaze after the killing, and at least 20 were arrested.
The power plant is to be constructed with technical help from the French energy giant Areva.
But environmental campaigners argue the location is prone to earthquakes, while local people who are dependent on
fishing and farming say the plant will rob them of their livelihoods and nuclear waste could pollute the soil and sea.
Nuclear industry insiders have also cast doubt on India's ability to deal with a crisis on the scale of that faced by Japan at its
Fukushima Daiichi plant after a devastating earthquake and tsunami last month.
Anti-nuclear activists had been planning further protests on Sunday in Maharashtra state to demand that the nuclear power
plant be scrapped.
Energy-hungry India currently sources three percent of its electricity from nuclear power, but the government wants to
increase that to six percent by the end of the decade and 13 percent by 2030.

Protests Against India Nuclear Plant Turn Violent (REU)
Reuters, April 20, 2011
Full-text stories from Reuters currently cannot be included in this document. You may, however, click the link above to
access the story.

Italy Indefinitely Shelves Nuclear Plans After Japan Quake, Opposition Cries Foul (WP/AP)
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Associated Press, Apil 20, 2011
ROME - Italy's government proposed on Tuesday to shelve indefinitely its nuclear plans following radiation leaks at
Japan's nuclear plant.
The government presented an amendment to legislation under consideration in the Senate that would call off plans to find,
build and activate nuclear plants in the country. The amendment says the government plans to define a new energy strategy
instead.
Economic Development Minister Paolo Romani said the leaks at Japan's Fukushima plant had changed everything and
that Italy was merely taking the same steps as Germany and others in altering energy strategies following the disaster.
"Such important choices for our future can't be taken based on emotional waves or political maneuvering," he said in a
statement.
Critics and lawmakers opposed to nuclear energy said the government's decision was merely designed to imperil a popular
referendum set for later this year on the government's nuclear plans. They said with the issue off the political agenda, Italians will
be less likely to go to the polls in June to vote.
In a 1987 referendum following the Chernobyl disaster, Italians overwhelmingly rejected nuclear power.
The government in November began taking steps to introduce nuclear energy into the country, naming a board of directors
to look at the issue. Premier Silvio Berlusconi had wanted to go nuclear to reduce Italy's energy-dependency on foreign nations.
Some 86 percent of Italy's energy comes from outside the country, well above the EU average of 53 percent, according to
the International Energy Agency, a Paris-based group that advises member countries on energy matters.
The nuclear crisis in Japan, however, emboldened opponents and prompted even supporters to concede that there's a
need for further reflection.
Copyright 2011 The Associated Press. All rghts reserved. This material may not be published, broadcast, rewritten or
redistributed.
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Less than three years after embracing nuclear power, the government proposed a measure that would indefinitely delay
plans to develop a nuclear energy strategy, including the building of plants. Italy had already announced a one-year moratorium
on site selection and the construction of plants, but an amendment presented Tuesday in the Senate would scrap all the rules
governing their construction. The Senate was to vote Wednesday on the measure.
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Greenpeace protesters spent several hours Tuesday in the office of energy minister Brad Duguid calling for a halt to new
nuclear development in Ontario.
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The four protesters, linked together by a heavy chain, were cut free by police after several hours, and charged with
trespassing.
But Duguid said he has no intention of deviating from plans to continue getting about half Ontario's electricity from nuclear
plants, calling that an "appropriate level."
Ontario Power Generation is currently seeking permission to build new nuclear reactors at its Darlington station.
Shawn-Patrick Stensil, one of the protesters, said Ontario's current commitment to nuclear dates back to policies drawn up
in 2005.
"At the time what we were told is that new reactors would be cheap, the radioactive waste problem was solved, and safety
was completely under control," he said.
"What we have learned over the past five years is it's not cheap ... (and) the radioactive waste problem hasn't been solved.
And Fukushima reminds us of the dangers that come with using nuclear reactors."
He said Ontario needs to supply its future needs through renewable energy.
Duguid said inan interview that Ontario is the "leading jurisdiction inthe world" indeveloping renewable energy.
"We're building a new clean energy industry inthis province," he said.
Ontario is not adding to its nuclear supply, Duguid said. The new reactors will replace those at Pickering, which are nearing
the end of their lives.
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