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----------------------------------------
The public issues committee of the WCC proposed that 
the central committee adopt the following statement on 
seeking a nuclear weapon free world. 
This version has been adopted unanimously by the 
Central Committee.
We consider this statement as a great event and we hope 
that the Catholic Church in France will agree with it.
          ACDN, France, 3 September 2009
               ACDN = Action of Citizens for the total Dismantling of Nukes
              (ACDN is a non-governmental organisation registered in 1996)
----------------------------------------
“The production and deployment as well as the use of nuclear 
weapons are a crime against humanity and must be condemned 
on ethical and theological grounds.”
             William Thompson, Presbyterian Church USA, Vancouver Assembly, 1983
----------------------------------------
Seeking a nuclear weapon free world
1. The international community is in a season of hope. Eminent 
world and national figures now advocate for a world without 
nuclear weapons, reversing longstanding policies. Global majorities 
for nuclear disarmament are astir in cities, parliaments, the sciences 
and religions. President Barack Obama has acknowledged that, 
as the only nation ever to use nuclear weapons in war, the United 
States must lead in their elimination. The 65 nation United 
Nations (UN) Conference on Disarmament has adopted a program 
of work after a dozen years of political and procedural stalemate. 
Africa has brought its 1996 nuclear weapon free zone (NWFZ) 
treaty into force and, with it, nuclear weapons are banned from 
a majority of the world’s countries for the first time. These 
positive developments must be encouraged and deepened.
2. Seven decades into the nuclear age, the onus for international 
peace bears down ever harder on the five permanent members of 
the UN Security Council. Their possession of nuclear weapons 
is fundamentally incompatible with their privileged responsibility 
for international peace and security. The 183 non nuclear weapon 
states still await the five nuclear states to fulfil the pledge to eliminate 
their nuclear weapons.
3. Meanwhile, nuclear forces remain on high alert, nuclear know how, 
technology and materials are accessible to diverse groups, more 
nuclear power plants cause increased security and pollution problems, 
militaries routinely break norms on the use of force and the protection 
of civilians, and progress toward global public goods is pre-empted 
by national sovereignty. India, Pakistan, Israel, and, in all likelihood, 
North Korea possess nuclear weapons outside the treaty. The time 
to act is now.
4. It is essential for the international community to face up to this great 
challenge together and to take advantage of a number of promising 
opportunities that the coming year presents. Churches, international 
civil society groups, and a world public will be watching governments 
for convincing evidence of progress, while taking responsibility for 
action and advocacy themselves. The focus for participation and 
concern includes:
    International Day of Peace, 21 September 2009 - The UN 
    sponsored day merits wide observance. This year it comes with 
    100 reasons to disarm and builds on the UN secretary general’s 
    Five Point Proposal for nuclear disarmament.
    International Day of Prayer for Peace, 21 September 2009 - In  
    an agreement with the UN, and as part of the Decade to Overcome 
    Violence, the World Council of Churches (WCC) invites member 
    churches worldwide to make this an annual day of prayer for peace.
    US president chairs UN Security Council, 24 September 2009 - A 
    special disarmament session for heads of state chaired by President 
    Obama presents a unique opportunity for the Council’s permanent 
    members to acknowledge the essential link between nuclear 
    disarmament and non-proliferation. A collective commitment to far 
    greater transparency in reporting on their nuclear arsenals would 
    be a welcome first step in turning today’s inspiring disarmament 
    rhetoric into action. Transparency is feasible, indispensable and 
    long overdue.
    UN General Assembly and its First Committee, September-October 
    2009 - With the spectre of renewed stalemate arising again at the 
    Conference on Disarmament (CD) in Geneva, remedial action at the 
    General Assembly in New York may be needed. If the CD cannot 
    negotiate a Fissile Material Cut-off Treaty now, as it has agreed, 
    it may be necessary for the UN General Assembly and First Committee 
    to charge another appropriate body with the task.
    Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START) renewal, 5 December 
    2009 - The US and Russia have added hope to this year of opportunity 
    by commencing negotiations. It is urgent that START II sets the target 
    for weapons reductions at the lowest stated level, namely 1,500 nuclear 
    warheads each. 
    African nuclear weapon free zone - We salute the African states that 
    have ratified the Treaty of Pelindaba and brought it into force, most 
    recently Burundi, Malawi, Mozambique and Ethiopia. We welcome 
    Namibia’s progress in this regard and urge completion of all remaining 
    ratifications. We ask that Russia and the US join China, Britain and 
    France in signing the treaty protocols that give Africa added protections. 
    Africa’s success demonstrates the new leadership of a 116 country 
    world majority in protecting national territory from nuclear dangers. The 
    Southern Hemisphere and much of the global South thus send an 
    urgent signal to the nuclear dominated north.
    Meeting of nuclear weapon free zones, April 2010 - An important 
    political and geographic majority will gather prior to the 2010 Nuclear 
    Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Review Conference. Its agenda is likely to 
    include confidence building measures these zones can undertake, 
    particularly in areas of tension including the Middle East and northeast 
    Asia. Representatives from civil societies, including churches, will be 
    present. States that have established NWFZs will seek to consolidate 
    their strength around practical measures. These include accessions to 
    existing treaties, security protocols with nuclear weapon states, and 
    expert groups to address key issues for future NWFZs.
    Conclusion of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) 
    security policy review, 2010 - The WCC, the National Council of the 
    Churches of Christ in the US, the Canadian Council of Churches and 
    the Conference of European Churches have called upon NATO to 
    abandon the notion that nuclear weapons preserve peace, and to take 
    full advantage of the current political momentum to eliminate its reliance 
    on nuclear arms, including the removal of foreign nuclear weapons 
    based in five NATO member countries. The joint letter to NATO leaders 
    stated, “that security must be sought through constructive engagement 
    with neighbours and that authentic security is found in affirming and 
    enhancing human interdependence in God’s one creation”.
    NPT Review Conference, 2010 - By this much-anticipated mid-year 
    meeting, the nuclear weapon states must have made agreements that 
    confirm their good faith commitment to fulfil more of their disarmament 
    obligations. At minimum, this will include entry into force of the 
    Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, consensus on an advanced draft of 
    the Fissile Material Cut-off Treaty, and agreement on the transparency 
    measures mentioned above. It will also require clear commitment to 
    progress in the next cycle of the NPT including a plan to begin intensive 
    work on a Nuclear Weapons Convention.
The international community stands before a year of opportunity. 
The central committee of the WCC, meeting in Geneva, Switzerland, 
26 August - 2 September 2009:
    A. Encourages governments and other parties involved to look to 
         this year of disarmament opportunities with urgency and hope.
    B. Challenges the nuclear weapon states to fulfil their “unequivocal 
         undertaking to accomplish the total elimination of their nuclear 
         arsenals leading to nuclear disarmament” (2000 NPT Review 
         Conference).
    C. Invites churches to support their governments in making whole 
         regions of the world safer from nuclear weapons through the 
         establishment and strengthening of nuclear weapons free zones. 
    D. Calls upon member churches to declare to their national leaders, 
         “Transform opportunity into action. Signal your intentions to the global 
          majority who want the elimination of nuclear weapons, and supply 
          the proof of progress. Let a year of cooperation reverse a decade 
          of nuclear deadlock. Reject weapons that should never have been 
          made and that must never be used. Begin now to fulfil the inter-
          national treaty promise to free the world from nuclear weapons. 
          Put a deadline on this obligation to us all.”
APPROVED BY UNANIMOUS CONSENSUS


New Detroit Edison program will enable customers to cut the cost of installing solar energy 
http://news.moneycentral.msn.com/printarticle.aspx?feed=PR&date=20090901&id=10354147
DETROIT  - Detroit Edison has introduced a new program that will make installing a solar energy system 50 percent more affordable for homes and businesses.

Called SolarCurrents, the pilot program is intended to encourage Detroit Edison customers to purchase and install a solar energy system, and at the same time help the utility meet renewable energy targets contained in comprehensive energy legislation approved last year.

"SolarCurrents provides a significant financial incentive for Detroit Edison customers interested in installing a solar energy system on their home or business," said Trevor F. Lauer, vice president of retail marketing for DTE Energy, parent company of Detroit Edison. "Customers will receive a payment when the system is installed, then will receive monthly payments over the next 20 years for the renewable energy credits associated with their solar system."

Solar energy systems generate electricity through the use of photovoltaic (PV) technology, which turns the sun's light energy into electricity. After passing through a component called an inverter, the direct current electricity generated by the solar panels is converted to alternating current – the type of electricity accessed through standard electric outlets.

A solar energy system for a typical 2,000 square foot home or business can cost about $18,000 to install. Under SolarCurrents, customers will receive a one-time payment when their system is installed. They then will receive monthly credits on their electric bill for the next 20 years for providing Detroit Edison with renewable energy credits associated with the system.

"When all is said and done, SolarCurrents can help reduce the cost of purchasing and installing a qualified solar energy system by 50 percent or more," Lauer said.

Solar Currents was developed following passage of the Clean, Renewable and Efficient Energy Act of 2008 – legislation that requires Michigan's electric utilities to provide 10 percent of their electricity sales from renewable resources by 2015. Detroit Edison expects upwards of 1,500 customers to take part in the SolarCurrents program.

Detroit Edison also plans to introduce a second-phase of the SolarCurrents programs in which the company will place large-scale solar energy panels it owns on customer rooftops or property. In return, Detroit Edison will pay long term leasing or rental fees to the property owners. Further details on the next phase of the SolarCurrents program are expected in the coming months.

Detroit Edison is an investor-owned electric utility serving 2.2 million customers in Southeastern Michigan and a subsidiary of DTE Energy (NYSE:DTE), a Detroit-based diversified energy company involved in the development and management of energy-related businesses and services nationwide. Information about DTE Energy is available at www.dteenergy.com .

For more information on SolarCurrents, visit dteenergy.com/solar, or call (313) 235-4SUN (4786).


SOURCE Detroit Edison

Copyright 2009 PR Newswire


Study shows: Nuclear energy 
on downward trend worldwide
Minister Gabriel: 
There is no renaissance of nuclear energy
The share of nuclear energy in worldwide energy consumption is marginal and 
has been declining for several years. This is revealed in a study by independent 
experts of the energy and nuclear sector which was published by the Federal 
Environment Ministry today. 
As Federal Environment Minister Sigmar Gabriel said: "The renaissance of nuclear 
energy, much trumpeted by its supporters, is not taking place. The only thing 
frequently revived is the announcement. The study shows: the number of old 
nuclear power plants which are decommissioned worldwide is greater than the 
number of new ones taking up operation. 
Available resources, engineering performance and funds are not even enough to 
stop the downward trend, let alone increase the number of reactors. All the facts 
are in favour of phasing out this technology while at the same time expanding the 
use of renewable energies and energy efficiency, as this is a promising option for 
the future."
The authors of the study, headed by Mycle Schneider, Paris, collected crucial 
quantitative and qualitative facts on nuclear power plants which are in operation, 
being built or planned today and assess the economic viability of old and new 
nuclear power plants.
At the time of going to press, 1 August 2009, there were only 435 reactors in 
operation worldwide, which is nine less than in 2002. Nuclear energy accounts 
for only about 5.5 % of worldwide commercial primary energy consumption and 
only around 2 % of worldwide final energy consumption - and consumption has 
been steadily declining for years.
The authors also found out that the number of nuclear power plants will decrease 
worldwide over the next decades. Between 2015 and 2025 the capacity of nuclear 
power plants is expected to sink compared to today's output.
Even with the support of countries seeking to use nuclear energy in future, this 
downward trend will not be reversed. It is unlikely that these states will be able to 
set up the necessary technological, political and economic framework conditions 
for a civil nuclear energy programme in the near future. Most of this states also 
lack electricity grids which would be capable of holding or distributing the output 
of a larger reactor.
Furthermore, the authors are concerned that there will be a considerable 
shortness of qualified experts in almost all countries. Even in France, which 
probably has the largest pool of nuclear energy experts, the lack is worrying. 
Currently, there are only 300 graduates of nuclear technology study 
programmes compared to a demand of 1,200 to 1,500.
In addition to staffing problems, industrial capacities are not sufficient either. 
For example, Japan Steel Works is the only company in the world able to 
manufacture the cast steel parts for the pressure vessels of the European 
Pressurized Water Reactor (EPR).
Current and planned building projects of the nuclear industry are becoming 
increasingly expensive. The EPR, for example, the flagship of the world's 
largest manufacturer of reactors, AREVA NP, which is currently in construction 
in Olkiluoto in Finland, has so far exceeded planned costs by at least 55 %.
based on 
The World Nuclear Industry Status Report 2009
With Particular Emphasis on Economic Issues
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CONTINUING  THEIR  MONTHLY  GROWTH, 
 

RENEWABLE  SOURCES  REACH  11.6  PERCENT 
 

OF  U.S.  ENERGY  PRODUCTION 
 

 
 

FOR  SECOND MONTH  IN  A  ROW, 
 

RENEWABLES PROVIDE  MORE  ENERGY  
 

THAN  NUCLEAR  POWER
 

 

For Immediate Release:  August 28, 2009

 

Contact:  Ken Bossong, 301-270-6477 x.11

 

Washington DC -- According to the latest issue of the "Monthly Energy Review" by the U.S. Energy Information Administration, renewable energy sources (i.e., biofuels, biomass, geothermal, hydroelectric, solar, wind) provided 11.6 percent of domestic U.S. energy production in May 2009 the latest month for which data has been published.  Moreover, for the second month in a row, renewable sources accounted for more domestic energy production than did nuclear power (0.707 quadrillion Btus from renewables vs. 0.684 quads from nuclear).  

 

For the first five months of 2009, renewable energy production (3.219 quads) was 5.5 percent higher compared to the same time period in 2008 (3.051 quads), and 9.7 percent higher than the same period in 2007 (2.935 quads).  Comparing the first five months of 2009 to the first five months of 2008, wind increased by 29.9 percent, hydropower increased by 8.7 percent, geothermal increased by 0.7 percent, and biomass + biofuels increased by 0.5 percent, while solar remained largely unchanged.

 

For the first five months of 2009, U.S. renewable energy production was comprised of hydropower (35.9%), wood + wood wastes (30.2%), biofuels (19.1%), wind (9.0%), geothermal (4.5%), and solar (1.1%) [total is a bit less than 100% due to rounding].  

 

On the other hand, domestic energy production from fossil fuels dropped by one percent during the first five months of 2009 compared to the same period in 2008 while nuclear powers contribution increased by 1.9 percent. Total domestic energy production from all sources for the period January - May 2009 declined slightly to 30.553 quads from 30.559 quads during the first five months of 2008.

 

Total U.S. energy consumption (i.e., domestic production plus imports) fell 6.0 percent during the first five months of 2009 compared to the same period in 2008 (40.078 quads vs. 42.624 quads) with fossil fuel use accounting for almost the entire decline.

 

As Congress continues to debate energy funding priorities and climate legislation, it would do well to take note of the clear trends in the nations changing energy mix, said Ken Bossong, Executive Director of the SUN DAY Campaign.  Fossil fuel use is dropping sharply while month-after-month the mix of renewable energy sources continues to set ever-higher records and is now even outpacing nuclear power.

 

The U.S. Energy Information Administration released the "Monthly Energy Review" on August 27, 2009.  It can be found at:  http://www.eia.doe.gov/emeu/mer/contents.html. The relevant tables from which the data above are extrapolated are Tables 1.1, 1.2, and 10.1

 

# # # # # # # #
 

The SUN DAY Campaign is a non-profit research and educational organization founded in 1993 to promote sustainable energy technologies as cost-effective alternatives to nuclear power and fossil fuels.
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	Another Major Setback for "Nuclear Renaissance": Industry Goes 0-6 in 2009 Efforts to Overturn State Bans on New Nuclear Reactors.
More Lobbying Expected in 2010 in Even Tougher Environment After Yucca Mountain and Soaring Cost Estimates; Outside of Bans, Industry Falters on CWIP in Missouri and Key Fights in Other States. 

WASHINGTON, D.C.///August 27, 2009///The so-called "nuclear renaissance" is finding few friends among state lawmakers in the United States. The nuclear power industry has been shut out across the board in 2009 in its efforts in all six states — ranging across the nation from Kentucky to Minnesota to Hawaii -- where it sought to overturn what are either explicit or effectively bans on construction of new reactors, according to the nonprofit Nuclear Information and Resource Service (NIRS). Efforts to overturn bans also have failed to advance in Illinois and West Virginia and Wisconsin. 

Beyond failing to reverse a single state-level ban on new reactors, the industry also suffered a wide range of major defeats, including an effort to repeal a ban on "Construction Work in Progress" (CWIP) payments that would have been imposed on Missouri ratepayers to finance a new nuclear power plant, which was then promptly mothballed. Industry efforts to get nuclear declared "renewable" by the states of Indiana and Arizona also failed to achieve results. Also going nowhere is a California bill to lift the state's pioneering law banning new reactors until a high-level waste dump is in place. That follows a 2008 California statewide referendum drive with the same focus that failed for lack of sufficient signatures to get it on the ballot. 

Michael Mariotte, executive director, Nuclear Information and Resource Service, said: "While the nuclear power industry and a few members of Congress claim the U.S. is on the verge of a nuclear power resurgence, the industry looks more like a critical patient struggling to get by on life support out in the real world beyond the Beltway. No one seriously expects the industry to go away. But the truth is that things will be even tougher for their state lobbyists in 2010 now that the freeze on Yucca Mountain has taken long-term waste disposal off the table and also in the wake of new evidence of runaway construction costs that make nuclear power even more of a boondoggle." 

Dave Kraft, director, Nuclear Energy Information Service, Chicago, IL., said: "Authorizing construction of new nuclear reactors without first constructing a radioactive waste disposal facility is like authorizing construction of a new Sear's Tower without bathrooms. Neither makes sense; both threaten public health and safety." Jennifer Nordstrom, Carbon-Free Nuclear-Free coordinator, Institute for Energy and Environmental Research, Madison, WI., said: "Telling states to build new nuclear plants to combat global warming is like telling a patient to smoke to lose weight: There are too many other serious downsides that cannot be ignored. Fortunately, it is both technically and economically feasible to go both carbon-free and nuclear-free by 2050. Here in Wisconsin, we have a carbon-free, nuclear-free coalition in support of Wisconsin's current law on nuclear power, and a 100 percent renewable Wisconsin." 

Commenting on the defeat of an industry-sought CWIP repeal in the Missouri Legislature this year, Mark Haim, chair, Missourians for Safe Energy, Columbia, MO., said: "New nuclear plants are far too risky and expensive to attract investor funding. Utilities will only build them if they can transfer the risk to the taxpayers or their ratepayers. Here in Missouri AmerenUE attempted to repeal a voter-enacted state law that bans Construction Work in Progress charges. Their goal was to get the ratepayers to assume the risks. When our legislators heard from consumer, senior, low-income and industrial groups all opposing CWIP, the CWIP repeal went nowhere. Once Ameren realized they couldn't get CWIP, they announced that they were abandoning efforts to build a new nuclear reactor. The pattern is clear, investors find nuclear too risky and utilities will only go down the nuclear path if their customers or the taxpayers underwrite the project." 

NIRS provided this overview of the six states where industry efforts to overturn what are explicit or effective bans on new reactors failed: 

MINNESOTA. The 1994 law in Minnesota provides that the state will not approve "the construction of a new nuclear-powered electric generating plant..." The Minnesota House voted 70-62 on April 30, 2009 to keep the state's nuclear moratorium in place. Rep. Frank Hornstein, DFL-Minneapolis, has stated publicly that the issues that led to the 1994 law are still not resolved. "We hear about advancement in technology, but we haven't solved the issue of waste -- a million-year radioactive toxic legacy that we'll pass on to untold generations," said Hornstein. 

Since then, Minnesota has seen the launch of a group calling itself "Sensible Energy Solutions for Minnesota" including a retired power company CEO and the self-proclaimed head of a wildlife group who also headed up an organization called "Sportsmen for Bush." According to the St. Paul Pioneer Press, the new organization was founded by "three veteran Republican operatives": Matt Burns, spokesman for the 2008 Republican National Convention; Ben Golnik, who last year was Midwestern manager of Sen. John McCain's presidential campaign; and Tom Steward, a campaign spokesman for McCain and communications director for former Sen. Norm Coleman. By contrast, the Minnesota House's upholding of the moratorium was supported by the Clean Water Action Alliance of Minnesota, Environment Minnesota, Izaak Walton League of America—Minnesota Division, Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy and Sierra Club North Star Chapter. 

WEST VIRGINIA. In 1996, section §16-27A-2 of the West Virginia State Code was enacted, stipulating that any nuclear facility must be approved by the Public Service Commission, comply with environmental requirements, be economically feasible for in-state rate payers, and, most importantly also that "a functional and effective national facility which safely, successfully and permanently disposes of any and all radioactive wastes associated with operating any such nuclear power plant, nuclear factory or nuclear electric power generating plant has been developed and that such facility has been proven safe, functional and effective by a minimum of twenty-four months' operation or experience." This spring, a bill to repeal West Virginia's effective ban on nuclear power plants died in the 2009 Legislature. 

WISCONSIN. Wisconsin law sets two conditions that must be met before new nuclear power plants can be built in the state. One is that there must be "a federally licensed facility" for high-level nuclear waste. In addition, the proposed nuclear plant "must be economically advantageous to ratepayers." As the Center for Media and Democracy noted on March 26, 2009: "Given the near-death of the planned waste storage facility at Yucca Mountain, and the estimated $6 to $12 billion cost of building one nuclear reactor -- not to mention the lack of interest from private investors and the tanking economy -- Wisconsin's law effectively bans new nuclear plants in the state. The major industry group Nuclear Energy Institute (NEI) registered four lobbyists in Wisconsin. NEI is lobbying state legislators on issues related to 'nuclear generation ... engineering education and other issues related to state policies on energy, job creation, and environmental law,' according to disclosure forms. It's the first time that NEI has had lobbyists in Wisconsin since at least 1996, though the group has organized public and media events here, especially in recent years." 

As the Milwaukee Journal reported on April 21, 2009: "Supporters of nuclear power made a big push earlier this spring to overturn the state's ban on construction of nuclear reactors. The supporters included (Patrick Moore) a co-founder of Greenpeace who now is working for an energy coalition funded by the Nuclear Energy Institute.... [A] coalition of environmental groups and others concerned about nuclear power responded, saying the high cost of nuclear power and the challenge of radioactive waste -- the spent fuel left over from production of electricity from reactors -- make nuclear the wrong choice for the state. 'Given nuclear power's high costs and its legacy of nuclear waste, expanding the use of nuclear power is not a responsible choice for meeting future electricity needs in Wisconsin,' Physicians for Social Responsibility and other groups said in a letter to Gov. Jim Doyle and members of the Legislature. 

HAWAII. Hawaii's ban on nuclear reactors dates back to the state's 1978 Constitutional Convention, which added Article XI, Section 8 to the State Constitution: "No nuclear fission power plant shall be constructed or radioactive material disposed of in the State without the prior approval by a two-thirds vote in each house of the legislature." Industry-supported bills to lift this constitutional requirement failed in the 2009 Legislature. 

ILLINOIS. Illinois' law requires either a federally-approved waste disposal strategy or the state legislature's approval for a new reactor project. According to the Nuclear Energy Information Service, the repeal attempts of the Illinois nuclear construction moratorium did not move in the 2009 legislative session in the Capitol. Bills introduced in the Illinois House and Senate died in both chambers. These restrictions may be linked to the fact that Illinois is described as "the Most Nuclear State in the USA". Illinois has 11 operating power reactors, three power reactors prematurely closed, and hearings underway for a new plant. Illinois also has a waste closed and leaking dump for "low level" radioactive waste, a storage facility for spent fuel, and Manhattan Project waste buried in a forest preserve. 

KENTUCKY. Kentucky's law not only requires a high-level nuclear waste facility "in actual operation" by the time the new nuclear reactor would require it, but also insists on detailing "the cost of [waste] disposal ... with reasonable certainty." A combination of industry-backed bills designed to remove these restrictions died in the 2009 Legislature. 

According to NIRS, the nuclear industry's 2009 defeats in 10 or more state capitols — including all six efforts to overturn bans on new reactors — were offset by only one win. Georgia state lawmakers approved CWIP, empowering a subsidiary of the Atlanta-based Southern Co. to collect $2 billion from its customers before a single watt of power is produced from two planned nuclear reactors. Outside of the South, CWIP bail-outs for the industry have made little headway to date. ABOUT NIRS 

The year 2008 marked the 30th anniversary of the nonprofit Nuclear Information and Resource Service (http://www.nirs.org). NIRS was founded to be the national information and networking center for citizens and environmental activists concerned about nuclear power, radioactive waste, radiation and sustainable energy issues. NIRS does not support construction of new nuclear reactors as a means of addressing the climate crisis. Available renewable energy and energy efficiency technologies are faster, cheaper, safer and cleaner strategies for reducing greenhouse emissions than nuclear power." 

CONTACT: Leslie Anderson, for NIRS, (703) 276-3256 or landerson@hastingsgroup.com.  She will provide contacts for the individual experts.

EDITOR'S NOTE: A streaming audio recording of the news event :   http://www.nirs.org/press/08-27-2009/1   and click the link at the bottom of the page. 




From Michael Welch at HomePower Magazine: 

http://www.homepower.com/view/?file=HP132_pg110_PowerPolitics
Nuke Plants
An Endangered Species?
by Michael Welch
Are nuclear-powered plants on their way to becoming the woolly mammoths of the U.S. electrical-generating world? That has long been the hope of many renewable energy
activists and concerned citizens, and recent news items may be heralding the early days of this species’ demise. Every spring, the anniversaries of two of the most catastrophic nuclear reactor events (Three Mile Island and Chornobyl) cause me to reflect upon the value of nuclear energy relative to the risks inherent in the technology. The fear of and results from those catastrophes—and the knowledge that they will likely happen again—turned me into a keen hunter of the nuclear mammoth. Depending upon the source, the radioactive releases from the Three Mile Island meltdown either caused no human health effects (Pennsylvania Department of Health) or caused a 600% increase in cancer deaths and a statistically significant increase in infant mortality (TMI Public Health Fund). Likewise, the Chornobyl meltdown either killed 57 workers and emergency personnel (International Atomic Energy Agency) or an additional 130,000 residents (Ukrainian Ministry of Public Health).

In 1976, three nuclear engineers quit their high-paying jobs with General Electric’s Nuclear Energy Division. Having once been excited about the prospect of a “limitless” source of energy, Dale Bridenbaugh, Greg Minor, and Richard Hubbard soon testified before Congress’ Joint Committee on Atomic Energy that “we could no longer justify devoting our life energies to the continued development and expansion of nuclear fission power…” They believed this energy source to be so dangerous that “it now threatens the very existence of life on this planet.” They went on to state that deficiencies “in the design, construction, and operation of nuclear power plants make a nuclear power plant accident…a certain event. The only question is when and where.”

That question was answered three years later in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania—and again a mere 10 years later in Chornobyl in the Ukraine. While some of the consequences of the meltdowns have been acknowledged, the horribly unfortunate thing is that the real lessons were overlooked, making the “certain event” likely to happen again.

The fear of accidents is enough to turn many citizens against the use of nuclear energy, and was the impetus that spurred me—and many others—into relentless “hunters” of the industry. Many other factors heap even more fodder onto the “No Nukes” side of the argument.

• No effective method exists to deal with reactors’ highlevel radioactive waste, which will remain dangerous for hundreds of thousands of years.
• Huge amounts of public money invested in nuclear energy take funding away from other cleaner, cheaper, and less centralized technologies.
• Nuclear energy is more expensive than any other commonly used source of electricity.
• Siting, licensing, and construction lead times on plants can span a decade.
• It’s the most centralized form of electricity production, since reactors must be humongous to approach justifying their economics, and they must be located away from populated areas (where the electrical loads are) for safety reasons.
• It produces “waste” materials that can be used to build nuclear weapons and “dirty” bombs.
• The processing of uranium into reactor fuel is a dirty and hazardous procedure.
• The mining of uranium exploits uninformed workers in developing nations, and leaves huge amounts of dangerously radioactive tailings and dust behind.
• Nuclear power plants require vast amounts of cooling water, and the return of the heated water back to its source affects the flora and fauna in those waters.
• Nuclear reactors are attractive targets for terrorist attacks.

Despite the seemingly overwhelming evidence condemning the use of nuclear energy, this has not been enough to kill it. It turns out that the industry is a hearty breed and able to survive by using propaganda and undeserved political influence. Although pronuclear faithfuls were in the minority for many years—reducing the likelihood that new nuke plants might be built—humancaused climate change has breathed new life into the nuclear industry with a new source of propaganda to exploit: Compared to fossil-fueled power plants, nuclear power plants produce less carbon dioxide while operating. But this industry is one that should be allowed—no, encouraged—to go extinct, for the sake of all the real species living on Earth. And hunters of the nuclear industry are celebrating recent events that are indications of the declining nuclear species.

Jon Wellinghoff is the new chairman of the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission—one of two major federal agencies that deal with energy. In April, he stated that we may never need to build a new nuclear power plant, claiming that nuke plants were too expensive. He said, “The last price I saw for a nuke was north of $7,000 a kilowatt. That’s more expensive than a solar system.” He explained that renewables and improved energy efficiency will meet future demand and that, in the meantime, natural gas can fill in.

Over the past four presidential administrations, Nevada’s Yucca Mountain has been the only potential permanent repository for high-level radioactive waste. But despite tens of billions of dollars spent and a Congress seemingly willing to spend $50 billion more, the project has never held much promise—mainly because the siting and concept were bad ideas from the beginning. The site was not chosen on its merits, but rather because there was less political power in Nevada opposing the site—even though other states had potentially more appropriate geology for a repository that needs to last for a thousand centuries.

The Obama administration intends to terminate the project, and has removed from its budget request any monies needed to move forward. In the meantime, the administration says they will explore other ways of dealing with reactor waste storage. My guess is it will pile up at the plant sites, while bureaucrats and the nuke industry hope for some kind of technological breakthrough for dealing with dangerous nuclear waste—the same hope they’ve had since the 1950s.

Another foretelling of the dying nuke industry is its recent inability to get what it needs for a resurgence: lots of free or “cheap” money. Time after time, the industry has tried to slip into legislation billions of dollars in federally guaranteed loans so that its financing problems will go away. Lenders consider repayment of nuclear financing so risky that money is not available to the nuke industry. But if the industry could get taxpayers to guarantee the loans, lenders would be more than willing to make the money available since there would be no risk to them. Then, when a nuke plant fails for whatever reason, taxpayers will pay off its loans. At least four times this year, nuke loan guarantees have made it into legislation—and three times, grassroots efforts have been successful at having them removed before passage. As I write this, another attempt was slipped into the Clean Energy Bank bill that would make unlimited loan guarantees available to the nuke industry. Activists are working hard to fight this, and the wording will likely be eliminated—showing once again that the nuclear mammoth is on its way out.

In a monumental grassroots victory, local activists have halted the planned construction of a nuclear power plant in Missouri. Utilities that want to build expensive new power plants have long counted on being reimbursed for construction work in progress (CWIP). This allows them to recoup their investment as a plant is built, thus shifting the risk and financial burdens to ratepayers without providing them with any electricity. But Missouri activists passed a state law banning CWIP, which applies to high-cost, long lead-time nuclear power plants. After failed attempts by the nuke industry to have the law overturned, utility AmerenUE cancelled its plans to construct a new French Areva reactor at the Callaway, Missouri, site. There has not been a single nuclear power plant that has started construction in the United States since Three Mile Island, and the overall percentage of U.S. electricity coming from nuclear has been on the decline ever since solar and wind (competing species) have gained a foothold in nuclear energy’s territory.

The nuclear industry continues to lobby for government funding, and still tries to convince the public that the technology is safe. Like the woolly mammoth, though, it is not aware of its impending demise as the citizens and government support truly renewable, sustainable energy sources. The extinction of the mammoth was due in part to pressure from hunting. So also goes the nuke industry, as modern humans keep up the pressure and sharpen their hunting skills by using the political system and improving grassroots organizing around the issue.

Michael Welch (michael.welch@ homepower.com) is keeping his political spear well honed and aimed at the heart of the nuclear industry.



http://www.rmi2009.org/blast/rmi2009.html
DTE Energy News Releases
Detroit Edison Seeks Renewable Energy Proposals
PRNewswire
DETROIT
(NYSE:DTE)
Aug 18, 2009


DETROIT, Aug. 18 /PRNewswire/ -- Detroit Edison has issued two Requests for Proposal (RFPs) that will add a significant amount of Michigan-based renewable power to the company's energy portfolio over the next two years. 


The two RFPs will help Detroit Edison meet renewable energy provisions contained in the "Clean, Renewable and Efficient Energy Act," a comprehensive energy reform package approved last year that requires Michigan's electric utilities to serve 10 percent of their retail sales from renewable energy resources by 2015.


"This is a major step forward in Detroit Edison's plan to meet the state's renewable energy targets," said Trevor F. Lauer, vice president of retail marketing for DTE Energy, parent company of Detroit Edison. "These RFPs will enable us to add more than 180 megawatts (MW) of homegrown renewable energy to our portfolio, and at the same encourage the development of new green energy projects located right here in Michigan."


The first RFP seeks potential partners for the development of a Michigan-based wind farm (or farms) capable of producing up to 75 MW of new wind power. The facilities must be operational by Dec. 31, 2011. Upon completion of the project (or projects), Detroit Edison would take ownership of the facilities, and would receive 100 percent of the wind energy and renewable energy credits. Responses to this RFP are due by Nov. 2, 2009.


The second RFP seeks long-term agreements for the purchase of capacity, energy and renewable energy credits from approximately 106 MW of renewable energy resources. Detroit Edison expects to sign multiple 20-year long power purchase agreements for qualifying Michigan-based energy produced from resources such as wind, solar, landfill gas and biomass. Responses to this RFP are due by Oct. 23, 2009.


Detailed bid documents for both RFPs are available on the PowerAdvocate bid event platform. Potential bidders must be registered with PowerAdvocate to access the bid documents; the registration site is www.poweradvocate.com.




The nuclear industry has been described as “the largest managerial disaster in history.”

The driving force of the ‘nuclear renaissance’ is a claim that nuclear power, once up and running, is a carbon-free energy source. The assertion is that a functioning nuclear reactor creates no greenhouse gases and thus contributes nothing to global warming or chaotic weather. That part is almost true, but the claim ignores the total environmental impact of nuclear energy, which includes a long and complicated chain of events known in the industry as the ‘nuclear cycle’. The cycle begins with finding, mining, milling and enriching uranium, then spans through plant construction and power generation to the reprocessing and eventual storage of nuclear waste, all of which creates tons of CO2.  

By Mark Dowie



http://www.dailymirror.lk/DM_BLOG/Sections/frmNewsDetailView.aspx?ARTID=56315


Subject: EPA News Release (HQ): EPA Statement on McKinsey & Company's New Report, "Unlocking Energy Efficiency in the U.S. Economy"
 
CONTACT: 
Brendan Gilfillan 
gilfillan.brendan@epa.gov 
202-564-2081 
202-564-4355 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
July 29, 2009 
EPA Statement on McKinsey & Company's New Report, "Unlocking Energy Efficiency in the U.S. Economy"

WASHINGTON – McKinsey & Company has released a new report today outlining opportunities for consumers, businesses and other institutions to save nearly $1.3 trillion in energy costs by 2020. According to the report, America could reduce its non-transportation energy usage by 23 percent by 2020 by investing in energy efficiencies. 

EPA Administrator Lisa P. Jackson released the following statement in reaction to the report: 

"The energy that most effectively cuts costs, protects us from climate change, and reduces our dependence of foreign oil is the energy that's never used in the first place. According to McKinsey's report, energy efficiency improvements alone can reduce consumption more than 20 percent by 2020 and prevent up to 1.1 gigatons of greenhouse gases annually, helping America lead the way in averting the worst effects of climate change. The McKinsey report reveals new possibilities for energy efficiency, and will be instrumental in engaging consumers, businesses and everyone else to cut energy consumption, reduce harmful emissions, and save money on electricity. EPA will continue pioneering energy efficiency through programs like Energy Star, partnership with the Department of Energy in the National Action Plan for Energy Efficiency, and engagement in state and local climate and energy programs.'"
http://www.mckinsey.com/clientservice/electricpowernaturalgas/US_energy_efficiency/ 
 
And, if you missed this one:
 
  

Ka-BOOM! Appliance Standards Make a Big Bang

 

New Obama Administration Standards Could Slash U.S. Energy Use,

Cut Global Warming Emissions and Save Consumers Money

 
Washington, D.C. (July 22, 2009): Strong new national appliance standards for 26 common household and business products planned during President Obama's current term could slash total U.S. electricity use by over 1,900 terawatt-hours (1.9 trillion kilowatt-hours) cumulatively by 2030 while saving consumers and businesses over $123 billion, according to a report released today by the American Council for an Energy-Efficient Economy (ACEEE) and the Appliance Standards Awareness Project (ASAP). The new standards also could make a big contribution to U.S. efforts to cut global warming carbon dioxide pollution, eliminating 158 million tons per year by 2030, roughly the amount emitted by 63 large conventional coal-fired power plants.

 

The new standards will affect many common household and business products - ranging from furnaces to water heaters to air conditioners to fluorescent light bulbs. In many cases, standards first set in the 1980s or 1990s are due to be updated and can now be strengthened thanks to technological improvements. Cumulative savings from already existing standards total about $2,800 per household; savings from new standards due in the next few years could save an additional $1,100 per household over the life of the affected products.

 

The report, Ka-BOOM! The Power of Appliance Standards: Opportunities for New Federal Appliance and Equipment Standards, is available for free download at http://www.aceee.org/pubs/a091.htm or a hard copy can be purchased for $35 plus $5 postage and handling from ACEEE Publications, 529 14th St, N.W., Suite 600, Washington, D.C. 20045, phone: 202-507-4000, fax: 202-429-2248, 

e-mail: aceee_publications@aceee.org .


The website is: http://www.nukefree.org/

The editor is Harvey Wasserman. Current news on green energy issues and 
creating a nuclear free world.

Subject: University of Michigan lands $19.5 million solar energy project for federal government
 
http://www.mlive.com/business/ann-arbor/index.ssf/2009/04/university_of_michigan_lands_1.html
Recovery Act Announcement: Secretary Chu Announces $93 Million from Recovery Act to Support Wind Energy Projects

April 29, 2009

National Renewable Energy Laboratory to receive more than $100 million from Recovery Act

In an ongoing effort to expand domestic renewable energy, U.S. Secretary of Energy Steven Chu today announced plans to provide $93 million from the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act to support further development of wind energy in the United States during a visit to the National Renewable Energy Laboratory today. Secretary Chu also announced more than $100 million in funding from the Recovery Act for NREL facility and infrastructure improvements.

The funding will leverage the Department of Energy's national laboratories, universities, and the private sector to help improve reliability and overcome key technical challenges for the wind industry. These projects will create green jobs, promote economic recovery, and provide the investments needed to increase renewable energy generation.

"Wind energy will be one of the most important contributors to meeting President Obama's target of generating 10 percent of our electricity from renewable sources by 2012," said Secretary Chu. "The projects funded by this opportunity will advance wind technology so that it can reliably supply a substantial portion of our nation's electricity. They will also help in creating more new jobs and expanding a clean energy economy.

The full story can be read at the following web link;

http://apps1.eere.energy.gov/news/progress_alerts.cfm/pa_id=164
$26B cost killed nuclear bid
Energy Minister George Smitherman suspended process. 
Ontario ditched plan over high price tag that would wipe out 20-year budget

July 14, 2009 

Tyler Hamilton
ENERGY REPORTER

Snip:The Ontario government put its nuclear power plans on hold last month because the bid from Atomic Energy of Canada Ltd., the only "compliant" one received, was more than three times higher than what the province expected to pay, the Star has learned....

Snip: "Paying $26 billion for prototype reactors that may not even work is a huge gamble for the province," said [Shawn-Patrick] Stensil [nuclear researcher from Greenpeace Canada], adding the money could be better spent on less risky and greener alternatives. "This whole renaissance in nuclear was built on the premise of cheap reactors, and that's what they haven't been able to deliver."
Full article available at: http://greatlakesecho.org/2009/07/14/26b-cost-killed-nuclear-bid/

New Swedish study says sequestration, nukes, can't solve  climate change

Report from Science Daily: http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2009/07/090713085248.htm
