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Nuclear plants aren't as benign as described 

By Linda Gunter  

There are several misrepresentations contained in George Vanderheyden's letter about his 
company's plans to build a new reactor at Nine Mile Point in Scriba ("UniStar committed to 
building in Scriba," March 10). 

The first and most obvious is his, albeit self-interested, claim that nuclear energy is "clean," 
"safe" and "reliable" and even "carbon-free." Nuclear energy relies on uranium, which must be 
mined from the ground. This process is not only highly carbon-intensive, but also leaves behind 
radioactive contamination of the water, land and air and a legacy of disease and death among 
those who mine it -- in this country predominantly Native Americans. 

The process also uses vast amounts of water, often depleting already scarce supplies in the 
usually arid environments in which uranium is found. At the other end of the nuclear fuel chain, 
reactors produce mountains of long-lived radioactive waste for which no safe, reliable storage 
solution has yet been found. Efforts to dump this waste on Native American lands -- the Western 
Shoshone lands at Yucca Mountain and on the Skull Valley Goshute Reservation in Utah -- have 
so far been thwarted. 

From mining to milling and enrichment of uranium, through fuel transportation, reactor 
construction and waste storage facilities, nuclear power contributes to greenhouse gas emissions. 
The "carbon-free" claim refers only to the generation phase and ignores the vast infrastructure 
needed to bring a single reactor on line. New reactors, like old ones, are at their most dangerous 
phase, more subject to technical failure than those in mid-life. Most of the country's 104 
operating reactors are old. Adding new ones simply doubles the risk of catastrophic accident. 

The consequence of a reactor accident -- unlike any mishap that might befall a wind turbine or 
solar panel -- could result in radiation dispersed over wide areas, causing thousands of immediate 
and hundreds of thousands of latent cancer deaths. 

Construction jobs at nuclear sites are temporary. Permanent jobs are often imported -- offered to 
technical experts in the field who are not residents in the community. The jobs panacea is largely 
an illusion that would be best dispelled and replaced with safe, long-term, green jobs provided by 
the manufacture and implementation of renewable energy sources and energy efficiency. These 
jobs do not come with the risk of exposure to radiation. 

UniStar's planned reactor design, as Vanderheyden stated, is the EPR, known in the United 
States as the Evolutionary Power Reactor -- and designed by the French government-owned 
nuclear corporation Areva. The EPR -- known in Europe as the European Pressurized Reactor -- 
is currently under construction in Finland and France. The French EPR has faced considerable 
public opposition, with 62,000 citizens demonstrating in opposition across France on a single 
day before ground was broken. 



The energy needs of Oswego County are poorly served by the construction of yet another 
dangerous and expensive nuclear plant. The community would benefit far more from the creation 
of green jobs that would deliver needed energy efficiently, safely and more cheaply than nuclear 
power. 

Please join Peace Action for our Third Annual Peace Conference on April 25 at New  
York State United Teachers offices in Brittonfield Park in East Syracuse from 12:30 to 4:30 p.m. 
Paul Gunter and I plan to deliver the keynote address, "A Nuclear Free Future." This will be 
followed by a panel discussion with Congressman Dan Maffei and author, activist and Peace 
Action national board member Professor Larry Wittner of SUNY Albany. 

 


