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About Dave Webb

Dave Webb is Chair of National
CND; Chair of Yorkshire CND;
Convenor of the Global Network
Against Weapons and Nuclear
Power in Space; a member of
Scientists for Global Responsibility; a Professor
of Engineering and Director of the Praxis Centre
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Lancaster He has a DPhil in Space Physics, and has taught a
September variety of subjects including Engineering and
Peace and Conflict Resolution.
He has given expert evidence to various bodies,
including the European Parliament.
We are delighted that Dave has agreed to speak at
our AGM. Please come and support him!
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We shall also be setting priorities for the coming
year. Please come along and have your say.

One report suggests that one third of all people
killed in Pakistan by drones are civilians.

The Oxford Research Groupms suggested that
all parties using drones, whether these parties are
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Helen John has set up a peace camp at RAF Wad-
dington where training is to be provided for those
using UK"s Reaper Dr g
http://dronewarsuk.wordpress.com/
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US Intercontinental Missile Test Planned for

UN Internation

al Day of Peace

In 1981, the United Nations General Assembly
created an annual International Day of Peace to
take place on the opening day of the regular
sessions of the General Assembly. The purpose
of the day is for *“cod¢
strengthening the ideals of peace both within and
among all nati ons and

Twenty years later, in 2001, the General
Assembly, desiring to draw attention to the
objectives of the International Day of Peace, gave
the day a fixed date on which it would be held
each year: September 21st. The General
Assembly declared in its Resolution 55/282 that
“the International D
be observed as a day of global ceasefire and
non-violence, an invitation to all nations and
people to honour a cessation of hostilities for the
duration of the Day."’
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The Resolution cont.
ber States, organizations of the United Nations
system, regional and non-governmental
organizations and individuals to commemorate, in
amap@opriate ndatinér, thg Inteanatidnal Day of
Peace, including through education and public
awgreaess,[anld ® soopérate with the United
Nations in the establishment of the global

ceasefire.”

I

The United States has announced that its next test
of a Minuteman III will occur on September 21,
2011. Rather than considering how it might
participate and bring awareness to the Interna-

L tivnal Ddy of Peaca, theeUnied Satks will lee n
testing one of its nuclear-capable intercontinental
ballistic missiles that, 20 years after the end of the
Cold War, continue to be kept on high-alert in
readiness to be fired

I see my role as newsletter editor as serving three main
functions, social, informational and democratic. First, the
newsletter reassures our members that we are still here, and
still doing stuff, and that their subs are not simply
accumulating uselessly in some dusty bank account.
Members are part of a group, even if they sometimes
choose to take a relatively inactive. Second, the newsletter
provides information which, it is hoped, will be of interest
to members, and give them ideas about things they could do
in support of the aims of CND. Thirdly, the bulletin
provides members with information about what the elected
committee is doing on their behalf.

Very occasionally, I step outside that role and inject a more
personal note. This will be one such occasion. Two things
have triggered this brief departure from the norm: the
discussion arising from consideration at group and area
level of proposed national conference resolutions, and a
very fair comment made at an area meeting that there was
no point in having meetings for the sake of it.

One resolution to be put
next month includes a comment to the general effect that
CND should focus on its core aims and avoid issuing
statements which stray away from these aims.

From an original article by David Kreiger of the Nuclear Age Peace Foundation.

Editorial Reflections

There is probably a ,back
precisely what that may be is not clear. But the motion

does raise questions which have been asked in the past and
which, I suppose, we should ask ourselves from time to
time, about what our cor
how broadly or narrowly focused our campaign work

should be. These are political and strategic problems.
Nuclear power is one example: some people oppose nuclear
weapons but believe support nuclear power and will not
support CND because of its anti nuclear power stance.
Another example is opposition to NATO. One might
reasonably object to NATC
CND issue, while feeling that campaigning and
commenting on NATO policies in other areas is simply not
appropriate for CND. There is food for thought here.

Few people want meetings for the sake of them. That said,
committees do have responsibilities and must deal with
business, including finance and correspondence, properly.
But meetings do more than that: we do try to work
democratically and accountably, both within the group and
4t RgiofalMd naBonalflQdk 1€ KoWe e e ark N B
beginning to feel that some meetings have no real purpose,
then it may be time to look again at what we are doing, and
why. More food for thought? The Editor
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Sellafield MOX Plant Closed

Sell afield"s Mixed OX
the taxpayer £1.4bn to date, and has been dogged
by technical problems, has now been closed. This
follows on from the disaster at Fukushima: Japan
was the only customer for the product. The Mox
fuel is made from a combination of plutonium and
uranium. Only some types of power station use it.
The Nuclear Decommissioning Authority, which
operates the site, says the closure was necessary

to prevent further calls on the public purse.

The potential commercial success of such proc-
essing has been one argument in favour of main-
taining large stocks of plutonium. This success
has not yet materialised. Without this argument,
our stock piles of this highly dangerous material
amount to nothing but a drain on resources, a
negative in the balance book.

The option of a new plant as a way of utilising
UK plutonium stockpiles has not been ruled out.

LLochleMPdhiva@ahehdy calldhfar theltonshra-s
tion of a new Mox plant, producing fuels
which could be used by new-build power plants.

The campaign group Radiationfree Lakelangdon
the other hand, said that the plant should never
have been built in the first place, and suggested
that the expertise of workers should now be put
into finding and putting into practice sensible
solutions to the problems of nuclear waste dis-
posal, rather than creating more high level waste.

Martin Forwood, of the pressure group Core
(Cumbrians Opposed to a Radioactive Environ-
ment), suggested using the existing Mox plant to
convert the plutonium mountain into "low speci-
fication" Mox which could be encased in canis-
ters and buried in a long-term repository.

Mr Forward said, "It is a golden opportunity for
the Government and the Nuclear Decommission-
ing Authority to consider this option. o
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I n 2006, the gover nmg
dent Replacement estimated a cost of £11-14 bil-
lion for new nuclear weapons submarines. But
recently the government published a progress re-
port which shows that the cost of the subs is actu-
ally likely to be £25-26 billion. The total cost of
the whole programme, including lifetime costs,
will exceed £100 billion.

You can lobby the Defence Minister by using
CND" s o nl higyed.ipflaoylebby/& 1

Il t“s quick and easy,

CND 2500
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http://cnd.iparl.com/lobby/57

FUKUSHIMA - Worse than Chernobyl?

The response of the UK Government to the
nuclear disaster at the Fukushima power plant in
Japan was swift. Within three days of the
Tsunami, it approached the nuclear industry to
establish a joint PR approach. An unnamed civil
servant at the Department for Business, Innova-
tion and
anti-nuclear chaps and chapesses do not gain
ground on this.” The
“We need to quash any stories trying to compare
this to Chernobyl ”

The Department did not realise how soon its
comments would prove to be inappropriate. For
prominent scientists are now claiming that the
consequences of the disaster at Fukushima nu-
clear power plant in Japan could be more grave
than those of the 1986 accident at Chernobyl,
with which it officially shares a level 7 rating.

Among these scientists is Nobel Peace Prize
nominee Dr Helen Caldicott. In a video posted
on youtube, Dr Caldicott asserts that a number of
the engineers involved in designing the Fuku-
shima reactor type resigned because they knew it
was dangerous. Nevertheless, she pointedly
remarks, Japan went ahead and built them on an
earthquake fault.

Scientists with the Nuclear and Industrial Safety
Agency have said that the amount of caesium-137
released equals that of 168 Hiroshima bombs.
Comparisons with the effects of the bombs may
be intended to have an emotional effect, but can
backfire because those effects include shock and
heat waves not present at disasters like Fuku-
shima and Chernobyl. But caesium-137 is
dangerously radioactive, and, once released, gets
into ecosystems and food chains. Land contami-
nated by it can remain unusable for generations.

Other radioactive substances released from Fuku-
shima include plutonium, a component of the
MOX fuel used in one of the stricken reactors,
and one of the most dangerous radioactive
substances there is.

As always, there are disagreements about the
measurements and about what these mean in
terms of human health. There is a lack of trust in

official and industry figures. But it is certain that
residents evacuated from several towns close to
the site will never be allowed to return home.

Christopher Busby, a professor working with the
European Committee on Nuclear Safety, visited

SWd nted tsenswarthe t eJapan to take his own readings of radiation. His

view is that levels are much higher and more

De p ar t medangerous han efficialFugknowledge. He has

argued for more evacuation, especially of
children, who are more at risk.

Events at Fukushima discredit the idea that even a
highly advanced technological economy can
generate nuclear power safely.

Following the Fukushima disaster, increased
anti-nuclear feeling has been demonstrated in
many countries. Germany announced that all
nuclear power plants would be phased out by
2022. In earthquake-prone Italy, a referendum
rejected plans by Berlusconi for nuclear new-
build.

Whatever its effect on the long term future of the
nuclear power industry, this disaster will affect
the lives of very many people for a long time to
come. Our thoughts are with them.

A Greenpeace team monitors radiation in food crops grow-
ing outside the exclusion zone. Finding: cause for concern.

http://www.greenpeace.org/
http://www.guardian.co.uk/environment/interactive/2011/
jun/30/email-nuclear-uk-government-fukushima

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4ITrXVIMKeQ
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http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fukushima_I_nuclear_accidents#cite_note-311
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Anti-nuclear
http://www.greenpeace.org/international/en/campaigns/nuclear/safety/accidents/Fukushima-nuclear-disaster/
http://www.guardian.co.uk/environment/interactive/2011/jun/30/email-nuclear-uk-government-fukushima
http://www.guardian.co.uk/environment/interactive/2011/jun/30/email-nuclear-uk-government-fukushima
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4ITrXVJMKeQ

