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U.S. PIRG

ISSUE: Repository for Spent Nuclear Fuel

June 16, 2000

Interview conducted in person by Jeff Berry

Secondary interview for issue identified by Nuclear Energy Institute

Basic Background

Prior Activity

“Oh the screw Nevada policy. This issue is about the unbelievable clout by the nuclear industry. 60% of all federal R and D dollars for energy since the 1940s have gone to nuclear energy research. There’s the Price-Anderson bill. You and I and all other taxpayers underwrite the insurance for the nuclear industry. We worked on raising the cap [successfully] to _____. There’s a huge ignorance about nuclear waste. Fermi said, don’t build them until you figure out what to do with the waste.”

“In 1982 they were successful in getting the federal government to commit to taking their waste, but they eroded a sound framework for dealing with the nuclear waste. And they want to erode it still further. They want to move the waste before there’s a dump ready. They want to have the Dept. of Energy take over responsibility. They’re weakening standards for Yucca Mountain. Clinton has been steadfast on this. Maybe it’s because the utilities pissed him off so much when he was in Arkansas. We get angry with Clinton and Gore all the time because they change their minds and give in on all sorts of things. But Clinton has been great on this. Thank God we have 34 votes to uphold a veto.”

“That’s their clout. You’re from Massachusetts. Think about the bail-out of the utilities there.”

“[for there to be a solution] you have to have something that will last 10,000 years. That’s 10 times the half life of some of the dangerous elements in the fuel.”

“The process is political expediency.”

Advocacy Undertaken

Direct lobbying

Future Advocacy Planned

Direct Lobbying

Key Cong. Contacts:
None mentioned

Targets of Direct Lobbying

Not clear if lobbying extends beyond the relevant committees

Targets of Grassroots Lobbying:

Nothing mentioned about grassroots lobbying

Coalition Partners:

“The coalition is just two groups, us and Public Citizen. I wish it were bigger. We’re have to work on that.”

Other participants

None mentioned

Ubiquitous argument

The nuclear fuel waste is dangerous and the method to dispose of it unreliable and therefore dangerous.

Secondary argument

a. Scientific standards are being weakened; 

b. Taxpayers are being ripped off

[People ask] “What’s your solution? I have to tell congressmen I don’t have a solution. We only play defense. What we say is that this solution [Yucca Mt.] is not based on science. Yucca Mountain is unsafe. We say there is an ongoing process and that scientific objectivity has already been weakened. [We say], ‘don’t weaken it more.’ We need to let the science go forward. Don’t move it [the spent fuel] prematurely. Let’s not reduce safety standards.” 

“The industry can’t say this stuff is dangerous because that would mean that it’s dangerous where it is at the local plants.”

“We haven’t done transportation safety yet. We haven’t done that argument yet. But it could be important in Colorado which is a key transportation segment on this. In Indiana too. But we haven’t done this yet.”

“This is a heinous issue.”

Targeted argument

None mentioned

Nature of opposition

Nuclear power industry

Ubiquitous arg/opp

Not articulated here [from other interview w/ the Nuclear Energy Institute, it’s that the government has not lived up to its commitment to take care of nuclear waste].

Secondary arg/opp

Not articulated here [from other interview w/ the Nuclear Energy Institute, it’s that the taxpayers’ is being wasted as costs pile up while the federal government diddles].

Targeted arg/opp

None articulated here; see Nuclear Energy Institute interview for them]

Partisan?

Yes

Venue:

Congress

Action Pending

Final decision on Yucca Mt. [from other interview, there’s a DOE report due next summer and that will frame the decision as to whether or not to go ahead with Yucca Mt.

Policy objectives

U.S.PIRG wants to stop use nuclear power. Since that’s not really feasible, they want to stop the building of a nuclear repository for spent fuel to further weaken the industry and limit its future. The industry, on the other side, wants the Yucca Mt. repository built so the nuclear waste they generate gets taken off their hands. 

Advocate’s Experience
Don’t know exact number; more than a few

Reliance on Research

From the interview with her on roads in the national forests, it’s clear that they do a fair amount of research, including research clearly oriented as exposes.

Number of individuals involved in advocacyB

18

Units

3

Type of Membership

Individuals

Membership size

DK

Org. Age

13

NOTE: SHE WAS ALSO INTERVIEWED AS A PRIMARY ON ANOTHER ISSUE AND WHAT’S BELOW IS WHAT WE HAVE RECORDED IN THAT INTERVIEW: “My background is in physics and environmental engineering. I have an MA in environmental engineering from MIT.” 

