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future with a technology that developed From
the deliberate destruction of two cities and
their inhabitants by nuclear devices, at Hiro-
shima and Nagasaki.
Those of us who were about at the time Felt

the wave. of horror and foreboding that went
round the world in consequence of this act.
The development of nuclear weapons has not
ceased. Even the testing of such weapons has
probably resulted in casualties that have been

use of t|mber as fuel an the past (part|cu arly
in China) has had a devastating ecological
effect. It could be argued that use of nuclear
energy might have some beneficial effects in
this respect. The main practical obiections
are:

I) the creation of highly toxic radioactive
wastes which there is no technology to adequ-
ately contain;
2) that the necessarily vast numbers of power
srqricns will increase the background radioact-

uncounted. The atmospheric testing of nuclear gvify Con]-inuqlly (remember rhqr mqny experts
. weapons was abandoned by the world nuclear

powers, apart From China and France, after
consider that guy increase in this is hazardous);
3) the ecological effects of heat wastage (into

the growth of a world-wide campaign spearÄ- ' Wei-er end 1-he qt-mggphere);
headed by direct action of the Committee oF
I00.

4) the pressure on other Finite resources that

Around these nuclear activities a vast com-
mercial and industrial network had been per-
suaded that this great act of violence by the
United States could be harnessed fcr the peace-
ful use and good of mankind .

Over the years the inherent dangers of this
technology, so dramatically and tragically il-
Iustrated by the dropping of the atomic bombs,

0have been pushed to the back of the human
mind as we have come to accept a belief that
the continued Functioning of human society de-
pends on large quantities of energy.
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It is true that the consumption of vast quanti
ties of hydrocarbon Fuels (gas, coal, oil) also
pollutes and that supplies are limited. The

unlimited energy resources presupposes.

Leaving aside here the social consequences
of nuclear-based society, let us deal with the
economics of nuclear energy.

A report in the Guardian by Anthony Tucker
recently said

. . ..tlnismeans that we are now talking ab-
out public investment For the whole nucle-
ar programme of sums well in excess of
Ã 2,000 millions and probably in excess of
Ã 3,000 millions during the next decade.
And it is already clear From many assess-
ments that this is an act of Faith upon
which no normal economic returns can be
expected.

THIS SORT OF INVESTMENT ALSO RE-
QUIRES A TREMENDOUS CONSUMPTION
OF FOSSIL FUEL TO MANUFACTURE THE
MILLIONS OF TONS OF CONCRETE
REQUIRED. TO BUILD THE REACTORS FOR
SUCH AN ENORMOUS PROGRAMME.

As has'been pointed out by Professor Ryle of
the Mullard Radio Astronomy Laboratory at
Cambridge University, a large proportion of
the energy we use is taken up in heating
buildings. In a climate like Britain's where
temperatures fluctuate habitually, appropriate
ad iustments can easily be made by variation of
burning of oil, gas or coal . Electricity cannot
easily be stored and therefore the number of
power stations will have to be increased enor-
mously to cope with the peak periods. In his
recent letter in reply to a Guardian leader
Professor Ryle says, "How soon this capacity
will be needed depends on whether the present
trends in total energy demand can be reduced,
but it seems likely that by the year 2000 world
supplies of oil will be in short supply and very
much more expensive. The most recent analysis
(EneÄyð-Global Prospects l985-2000,sponsor_-

I995." And he concludes:
. . . wind-power is close to the stage where
a large production prototype could be built
and at present seems to be the only way in
which a maior part of the óenergy gapó
ccauld be filled in time; it should produce
useful energy at about one third the cost of
a nuclear system.
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"WE SHOULD NOT RELY ON A PRO-
CESS THAT PRODUCES PLUTONIUM
UNLESS THERE IS NO REASONABLE
ALTERNATIVE . "
ðreport of the Royal Commission on

Environmental Pollution . No .6 (HMSO)

LONDON GREENPEACE

PRE-WINDSCALE INQUIRY

"Mutants' March "
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Assemble 2.30 p.m. at Riverside Gardens
S.W,l (north end of Vauxhall Bridge)

March goes via Electricity Council,
Department of the Environment, British
Nuclear Fuels Ltd, --ð~ -to end in
ST. JAMESó SQUARE (Rio Tinto Zinc
and British Nuclear Associates Ltd.)

Fear of the consequences of widespread de-
pendence on nuclear energy has spread to the
Establishment itself and they are having an in-
quiry not only into the processing plant at
Windscale but also into the fast breeder reactor
In the House of Commons on May 27th, the
Environment Secretary, Peter Shore, accord-
ing to The Guardian "made it plain that he
requires far greater public debate on the sub-
iect before he is prepared tr. allow the reactor
to be built.

In particular, he is concerned at the long
radioactive life of the nuclear waste left
after the plutonium has been burned in the
reactorðand at the dangers for a Free de-
mocratic society posed by the substantial
presence of plutonium, which is also the
raw materi.al for nuclear weapons.
Mr. Shore said: 'I do not think anyone

can doubt that we are dealing with prob-
lems of quite exceptional character, and
are making decisions that inevitably go far
into the future in their implications.
































