pany's Spanish affihiate. (Spain 13 not
ati NPT signer either) The U.S. com.
pany, Edlow Internstional, has acted

at broker far the sale of French enrich-
ed wranium fue!l for two South Afrncan
planis butlh by the French company,
«nd former Westinghouse subuidiary,
{ ramatome,

Sen. Gary Hart and Rep Richasd
( tiager recently introduced legisiation
that would close thn partculass
loophole and otherwise strengthen ex-
isung  nonaproliferation  legisiation,
Charging the Resgan sdministration
with "an utterly irresponsible ap-
oroach to the proliferation issye,’
Hart caxms the Wll, entitled (he
Nuclear Non-Prohiferation At
Amendments of 1981, u designed (0
directly counter several steps either be-
ing taken or under consideration by the
sdmunistzation. ""The sdmunistration
has & stated policy of making this na-
tion a ‘rehable auclear suppher.” But
without proper safeguards, we will
wind up becoming a reliabie supplier of
the tools for our own snnihilation,”’
explains Hart.

v Alithough it is doubtful the bill wik
see congressional sction Yhis session, It
may be the basis for hearings and will
be:a tallying point for the few legis-
lators and many aational organizations
and citizens’ groups concerned with the
dangers of nuclear proliferation.

If international sefeguards make the
control of plutonium difficult now, re-
cent government moves (oward allow.
ing the use of commercially produced
plutonium in nuclear wespons sysiems
would completely wipe awsy the
W-year-old lusion of distance be-
tween “‘peaceful”’ nuclear power and
mililary weapons programs.

Rergan Bids for Weapons Link

Last fall the Reagan sdministration
dropped & political bombshell when it
proposed that the Departmant of
Energy soive & mupposed plutonium
shoriage by "‘mining'’ nuclear plant
wasie, By reprocessing commercisl
spent fusl, tons of plutonium could be
recovered for the nuciear weapons
systems being planned. A new laser
isolope-separstion process would
isoigte the valusble plutonium.13%
from other plutonium isotopes. .

ioternstional reaction was swift.
Sigvard Eldund, director-general of the
IAEA, was reportedly ““aghast.”” He
warned a visiting DOE team that such
a move could unleash a new wave Of
European hostilitv  taward nucleas
sOeTgY In countries such as his nalive
Sweden. It would also threaten the
continued peaceful use of the stom
worldwide, opening still wider the door
16 nuclear weapons proliferation.

If this “"plutomum connection’’ were
o be made, the hnk beiween power
plants and weapons would be forever
welded. In a surprisingly decisive voie,
the Senate overwhelmingly approved
an amendment by Sens, Hart, Simp-
son, and Mitchell that would ban the
use of pluiomum from commercial
nuclear plants in npuciear weapons.
Although the amendment was accepied
£3-9 by the Senate, and is expecied (0
be accepted by the House and enacied
into law, funding continues for the
laser isotope-separation research. The
story of this piuionium connection 1%
by NC Means over, |

Increasingly, there seems (0 be little
rationale lefl for isolating plutonium
bestdes a desire (0 make nuciear
weapons. The breeder reactor, once the
hoped-for source of limitless energy.
has run into political, economic, and
techmcal problem< in every countrny
that's tried . This country's own
Clhinch River Breeder Reactor project 1
floundering after 10 years and §I
bithon., A May 1982 General Accoun
ting Office report critical of Chinch
River cited problems in British,
French, and carhier U.S. breeder ef
forts, and called the current breeder
project prone 1o component fardure,
and financially risky.

A Plutonium Freeze

Paul 1cventhal, once stafl direcior
of the Senate's nuclear regulanons sub-

committee and now president of the

Washington-based Nuclear Comtrol
(formerly the Nuclesr Club, lInc.),
urges & compleie Ifreeze on plutomium
production. "'Given the obyious Limta-
tions of safeguards and the hazasds of
plutonium, it would seem logick! and
prudent to ban plutomum & @ fuel
before the world is gwesh in the stuff
This i3 perfectly feauble Nerhes
research reactors nor utihities need
piutontum fue! A nucicss weadons
{reeze by the superpowers would be in-
compicie unless accompanied by &
plutomum freeze worldwide,  wrofe
Leverttha! 1in & recent edstonial in the

Los Angrles Times
Fven without the “"plutoruum con-

Union Support

There has dbeen increasing iabor op
position to nuclear power, much of n
based on swareness of ouclesr s
economic costs and the job. producing

potential of conservation, solar, and

alternative technologies. Two national
labot confergnces for safle energy and
full employment, one held in Pilts.
burgh in 1980, the other n Gary, in

“dinna, in November 19R] strongly sup.

poried this view. At the first meeting,
members and officals from & ne
nonal unioas 10ok & strong antinucieas
piant stand, bui reflused 1C Oppose
nuclear wespons. But s an carly in
dicstion of the ant arms race seni;.
men! that was beginmung (o sweep the
country, stiendees 8t the foliowing
year's conference enthusistically en
dorsed g siand sgainst nuclear weapons

nection.'” puclensr power poses en

as well as plants *'Nuclear means

A typical nuclear power plant produces in its

radioactive waste by-products between 300

and 500 pounds of plutonium a year, or
enough for about 25 to 40 Nagasaki-type

weapons.

vironmental, social and scoaomic Cosls
that make it unacceptable in both
s clvilian and milliary formgs.
Urenlum mining and milling,
dominated by multinstionals

ke Rio Tinta Zingc, Union

Curbide, Exxon, and other

oil/energy conglomerktes, tre-
ates severs environmenial and
health problems for both miners
and surrounding communities. Most
wanium (s Jocated on native lands,
with large deposits in the southwestern
U.S., Canada, and Australia. In
Namibis, Rio Tinto Zinc selly
yellowcake from the world's largest
open-pit mine to, mmong others, the
U.S. and Britain, in contravention of
U.N, Decree [ of 1974,

Australia. In Namibsa, Rio Tinto Zing
seils yellowcake from the world's
largest open-pil mine {0, among
others, the U.S. and Bruain, in con-
(ravention of U.N. Decree | of 1974

- The South-West African People's
Organization (SWAFPO) opposes
uranium mining as a fundamentally
antisocial activity. In the U.S. the In-
ternational Indign Treaty Council,
Women of All Red Nanhons, and the
American Indian Movement made are-
cent statement of solidarity with the
“"bBberation forces of South Afnca”
specifically on the subject of uranium
mining, which poses severe dangers 10
their people, Native peoples and other
granium opponents have met 0 ex-
change information and strategies af
severgl international conferences, but
theyw ympact thus far Bas been Lmited.

From the uranium mill the radioac-
live element moves on 10 be ennched
for emther recactor fuel or nucleas
weapons use. Union Cartwde, the
uranium mine! and miller that has long
operated the government's ennchment
and other facitinies at Oek Ridge, Ten.
nessee, recently ammounced that 1t will
Quit its aperanons there. Another com-

‘pany involved 1in both the commerca!

and milnary sectors of the atomic
business 1s General Electric, the largest
manufaciurer of reactors butht in the
U.S. (Westnghouse dominaies the
foreign market).

The workplaces cveated by these
nuclear corporations are dangerous,
exposing workers 1o polentiglly hazar.
dous levels of radiation. Cases of
worker health problems and studies of
gtomic worker bealth can be found 1n
Kithmg Our Own' The Disaster ¢f
Amernwca's Experience with  Atomig
Radiation by Wasserman, Solomon, et
)i, (Deita, 1982} The harargs 10
workers are essentrally the same in
both commercial and malitary
facilities, although commercial ones,
regulated by the Nuclear Regulatory
Commssion, are under more public
swrubiny .

¢

nuclear, whether it's power of
weapons,'' sald mineworker Donnie

Constock gt the Garv conference.
People opposed to nuclew
.o\ power and weapons in This

L

country are more and more
wlking and vouing for conver.
sion of precious sconomic and
human resources away fromw
war ¢fforis to soclally uselu
production. Certainly the safe
energy movemen! has, with il
labor allies, urged the retraining
of nuclesr workers in cther energ)
technologies. But the Reagan ad
minigtiration remains mote dedicated (0
nuclesr power and weapons than ever
The Department of Energy, which used
o make 2t least token efforts at solas
and conservation, has gutied these pro-
grams, and is now almost completel)
geared 10 nuclear weapons snd power
If the sdministration b3 s way, 6°
perceni of the “energy’” budget will go
1o stomic weapons programs. Of the
remaining energy funds, B7 percent will
be poured into nuclear fisnon and fu-
sion development.

")

Clearly turning away from eihgr
form of the stom will be 3 major
political feal, both n this country aad
internationally, But the situstion wy
find ourseives in now did not happen
overnight. [t took 30 years of atomue
selesmanship and statesmanship. Teo
reverse the nuclear tide will also taje
time. A starting point {s the realization
that  there s no such thing
“pesceful’’ nucless power, :

The evidence that commercial nu-
clear power {3 no substitute for ol 1s
growing daily. Expensive, subject io
unplanned outages and accidenty,
nuciear power is & [ragile and
dangerous technology on which te b#:
developing society. Much more eifr
cient. economical, and ecological §r¢
the appropriate technologies based on
available resources in & given regiom.
Much work has been done in this argg.
Now what is needed is the political y-
sion, commitment, and power 10 make
ihe non-nuclear future a reality.

Anng Gyorgy s deeector of Public

Cinizen'’s Critical Mass Energy Project,
ond aguthor 0f No Nukes: Everyone's
Guide to Nuclear Power. This erticle
originally eppecred tn the Jure 13,
1982 Village Voice, a special ssue on
the U N. Specigl Sessiwa on Disarma.

men!.




