ALLIANCE FOR NUCLEAR ACCOUNTABILITY
GREENPEACE INTERNATIONAL
NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL
NUCLEAR CONTROL INSTITUTE
NUCLEAR INFORMATION AND RESOURCE SERVICE
PEACE ACTION
PHYSICIANS FOR SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY
SAFE ENERGY COMMUNICATIONS COUNCIL
October 3, 2002
Re: Oppose nuclear reprocessing provisions in H.R.4
Dear Energy Conferee:
As national public interest, environmental, and public health organizations actively engaged in
nonproliferation issues, we urge you to reject provisions in H.R. 4 (research and development)
that would promote nuclear fuel reprocessing and initiate a dangerous reversal of U.S.
nonproliferation policy. The House-passed energy bill authorizes $10 million towards this effort,
while the Senate amendment establishes an Office of Spent Nuclear Fuel Research within the
Department of Energy.
Reprocessing irradiated fuel yields plutonium, which is vulnerable to theft or diversion by
terrorists, running contrary to the post-9/11 efforts to improve national security. Rejected by
U.S. non-proliferation policy since the Ford and Carter Administrations, reversing the U.S. ban
on reprocessing would set a dangerous precedent, encouraging other countries to create
plutonium industries and adding hundreds of tons to global plutonium stockpiles that already
pose serious proliferation and security risks. The attached Wall Street Journal lead editorial of
October 2, 2002, highlights the risks involved. Though primarily focused on the problems
associated with plans to process weapons plutonium into nuclear fuel, the authors correctly
connect these issues and call for an immediate end to the commercial use of plutonium.
Reprocessing and other “spent fuel technologies” will not solve the nuclear waste problem.
These costly technologies separate weapons-usable plutonium from high- level waste for use as
nuclear fuel, in spite of the increased risk of reactor accidents and high costs associated with
plutonium fuel. But plutonium constitutes only about one percent of high- level nuclear waste, so
most of the deadly radioactive poisons would remain as waste. In addition, these messy
processes create their own hazardous, radioactive and mixed waste streams that, as liquids and
gasses, are even more difficult to manage than waste that has been left in solid form. In the case
of conventional reprocessing, the volume of unusable waste that would require permanent
isolation from the environment would be greater than the original amount of irradiated nuclear
fuel by at least a factor of ten. The “spent fue l technologies” proposed in H.R.4 would not
alleviate the controversy over federal nuclear waste policy; high- level nuclear waste
storage/disposal facilities would still be needed to support any reprocessing or transmutation
scheme.
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So-called advanced technologies, such as accelerator transmutation of waste, would require
numerous reprocessing cycles, each stage increasing risks of accident and theft. These
technologies would also necessitate construction of an entirely new generation of reactors and
reprocessing plants, which would cost billions of dollars and take decades to accomplish - if
they proved technically feasible. DOE estimates that using accelerators for transmutation of
nuclear waste would require 118 years and $279 billion to treat the entire U.S. irradiated fuel
inventory.
At West Valley, New York, the only commercial reprocessing plant in this country failed
miserably, reprocessed only one years’ worth of irradiated fuel in the 6 years it operated (19661972), and was plagued with fuel cladding fires, high worker exposures and environmental
contamination. The uranium recovered was contaminated and unable to be used for reactor fuel.
In 1996, DOE projected the cost to clean up the mess at up to $8.3 billion. US and NY taxpayers
are spending about $100 million a year to clean up and prevent further environmental damage
from the eroding and deteriorating site.
Elsewhere, in Britain, France, Japan and Russia, the reprocessing of irradiated fuel has resulted
in massive stockpiles of weapons- usable plutonium that presents a formidable disposition
challenge. The amount of plutonium accumulated in those countries will soon rival the entire
amount of plutonium stockpiled during the Cold War by U.S. and Soviet military operations,
continually increasing the global nuclear weapons proliferation risk.
Reprocessing irradiated nuclear fuel is an economic, security, environmental and health mistake
that should not be repeated in the United States. We urge you to use your influence to ensure
that these provisions do not become law.
Sincerely,
Susan R. Gordon
Director
Alliance for Nuclear Accountability

Mary Fox Olson
Nuclear Waste Specialist
Nuclear Information & Resource Service

Tom Clements
Senior Nuclear Campaigner
Greenpeace International

Kevin Martin
Executive Director
Peace Action

Christopher Paine
Senior Analyst
Natural Resources Defense Council

Robert K. Musil, PhD, MPH
Executive Director and CEO
Physicians for Social Responsibility

Dr. Edwin Lyman
President
Nuclear Control Insititute

Scott Denman
Executive Director
Safe Energy Communication Council
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With the support of the following regional and local organizations:
Action for a Clean Environment – Alto, GA
Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League – Glendale Springs, GA
Central Penns ylvania Citizens for Survival - State College, PA
Citizen Alert – Las Vegas, NV
Citizens Awareness Network – Vermont, Connecticut, Massachusetts, New York
Citizens' Resistance at Fermi Two - Monroe, MI
Coalition for a Nuclear Free Great Lakes - Monroe, MI
Coalition for Nuclear Justice - Brookport, IL
Don't Waste Michigan - Holland, MI
Don’t Waste Oregon – Portland, OR
Environmental Coalition on Nuclear Power - State College, PA
Food Not Bombs/Atlanta – Atlanta, GA
Georgians Against Nuclear Energy – Atlanta, GA
GRACE Public Fund – New York, NY
Heart of America Northwest – Seattle, WA
Los Alamos Study Group – Albuquerque, NM
Nevada Nuclear Waste Task Force – Las Vegas, NV
Nuclear Energy Information Service – Evanston, IL
Portsmouth/Piketon Residents for Environmental Safety and Security – McDermott, OH
Redwood Alliance – Arcata, CA
Rocky Mountain Peace and Justice Center - Boulder, CO
Shundahai Network – Nevada, Utah, California
Snake River Alliance – Boise, ID
Southwest Research and Information Center – Albuquerque, NM
Tri-Valley CAREs – Livermore, CA
Western NC Physicians for Social Responsibility – Asheville, NC

cc. The Honorable Tom Daschle, Senate Majority Leader
The Honorable Trent Lott, Senate Minority Leader
The Honorable Dick Armey, House Majority Leader
The Honorable Dick Gephardt, House Minority Leader
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