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3,000 CUBIC FEET OF 
RADIOACTIVE  GAS  LEAKED

See story page 2
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Xcel Energy, aka Nuclear Management 
Company (NMC) Inc. formerly NSP, our 
favorite Nuclear Utility,  has entered a new 
league of heinous contaminators.  

NAWO received an anonymous  letter this past 
Spring inquiring about the fact that the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission (NRC) Electronic 
Reading Room website,  Agencywide 
Documents Access and Management System 
(ADAMS), had not posted the 2007 Annual 
Routine Radioactive Effluent Release Report for 
the Prairie Island Nuclear Reactors.  

This document is usually posted in May of the 
year following the generation of the data and 
includes all radioactive isotopes as liquids, gases 
and solids that have been produced and released 
to the environment  though out the year.   The 
same report for the Monticello Reactor was 
posted in a timely fashion. 

The Prairie Island Reactors, of course,  are up 
for relicensing for another twenty years of 
nuclear operations and a capacity uprate (Oh, 
let’s run an aging reactor hotter).

Monticello  has  already been relicensed and has 
completed its dry cask storage process  and is 
now loading casks and placing them outside the 
containment building. Monticello, remember, is 
upstream from the drinking water intake valve 
for Minneapolis.

Well with everything that there is to worry about 
in the nuclear world we ignored the anonymous 
letter until three months later when NAWO was 
requested to develop a flyer on the Tritium 
releases from the Prairie Island Reactors for the 
upcoming NRC Public Hearing in Red Wing 
Minnesota on July 30, 2008. 

Sure enough the report was indeed still not 
posted on the ADAMS electronic reading room 
three months later.  So we started calling around 
to the Minnesota Department of Health.  They 
monitor the equipment that monitors the  
radiation releases.  They hadn’t seen the report 
had no idea, but they gave us a number to call at 
Prairie Island.  

No response in the NMC office.  We also called 
their staff cell phone, there was no reply.  Finally 
we called the NRC Office of Public Assistance.  
They answered the phone.   We were instructed 
to send an email of exactly what we were  
looking for and were assured we would receive 
it before the end of the day.  As you can imagine 
the end of the day came and went and the 
document did not get emailed to our address. 

The next morning we called the NRC Office of 
Public Assistance, again.   During this phone 
conversation we were informed that the 
document hadn’t been released because it was 
going through sensitivity screening.   We were 
assured that we would get the document 
sometime after this screening had been 
completed, just not before the Public Hearing on 
the relicensing of the plant was over. 

The conversation went south at that point as we 
identified potential rationalizations for 
sensitivity screening of a “routine” document’s 
contents, ie:  something happened at the plant 
and there is  a cover-up.  The NRC staff said we 
were entitled to show up at the Hearing and 
repeat these concerns.  We did.  

The Plant Vice President, Mike Wadley assured 
us  that we’d have the document by the next 
morning and couldn’t understand why it wasn’t 
posted as he had signed off on its contents way 
back in May.  
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The NRC adamantly volunteered that they 
would never scrub the numbers contained in a 
Radioactive Effluent Release Report.  When we 
questioned the NRC’s lawyer in the authorized  
Q & A session what a sensitivity screening was, the 
reply  included, “Well if there are Indian burial 
mounds in the location of the plant we would 
remove such identifying information because we 
sure don’t want any  Indiana Joneses running around 
digging up remains, the Natives tend to get upset 
about that.” 

Our reply, which caused the lawyer to go ballistic 
was, “Well the Utility has already  done that, so that 
isn’t what’s going on.”

True to his word, Mike Wadley sent the document 
the following morning.  We were not surprised to 
see that the document in question contained two 
abnormal radioactive release events.  

3,000 cubic feet  of radioactive gases escaped 
undetected for six months. The second release only 
lasted, they guess, long enough to release enough 
Tritium into the Mississippi River from their Steam 
Generator Relief Valve being “full open for a 
second.” 

Now this may not  seem to be much, but there is no 
safe dose of radiation and every dose poses a risk  
of mutation and cancer in living beings according to 
the National Academy of Sciences, Biological 
Effects of Ionizing Radiation (BEIR VII) study. 

What really concerns NAWO is the fact that it  took 
six months to discover the gaseous leak when 
quarterly reports are required by Federal 
Regulation, and the numbers were scrubbed, in that 
they are extrapolations not actual measurements. 

We will never know for sure, “but rest assured there 
was never any risk to the health and safety of the 
public.”  

N A W O  i s  a p p o i n t e d  t o  t h e 
P r a i r i e  I s l a n d  N u c l e a r  P l a n t 

E n v i r o n m e n t a l  I m p a c t 
S t a t e m e n t  T a s k  F o r c e

XCEL ENERGY has simultaneously  brought three 
actions before the Minnesota Public Utilities 
Commission (MPUC) in their bid to run the Prairie 
Island Reactors twenty more years.  The three 
actions   include:   two certificates of need,  one an 
extended power uprate, which will add 164 
megawatts of capacity and two  the subsequent 
expansion and creation of thirty-four more dry casks 
filled with high level nuclear waste outside on 
Prairie Island immediately adjacent to the Prairie 
Island Mdewakanton Dakota Community; and   
third, this dry cask expansion requires a site permit. 

On September 11, 2008, the MPUC received two 
requests for the establishment of an Advisory Task 
Force.  The first request was from Mr. Sigurd 
Anderson representing the Communities United for 
Responsible Energy   and the second request was 
from Mr. John Howe. So the MPUC ordered the 
creation of the Task Force.   

This Task Force, however, just so the public 
understands the intent of the regulator, was only 
given four meetings (read two hours of Xcel Energy 
presentations and two hours for each major action) 
to provide public comment about the  three separate 
actions. Office of Energy  Security is writing an 
Environmental Impact Statement for the three 
actions.

The link below is for the resulting documents 
created by the Task Force.

  http://energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/
resource.html?Id=19788  

http://energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/resource.html?Id=19788
http://energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/resource.html?Id=19788
http://energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/resource.html?Id=19788
http://energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/resource.html?Id=19788


Yet another one of those Ohmygawd
realizations.
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Using mortality statistics from the U.S. Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention, Mangano and Sherman found that in 
1985-2004, the change in local child leukemia mortality (vs. the 
U.S.) compared to the earliest years of reactor operations were:

- An increase of 13.9% near nuclear plants started 
1957-1970 (oldest plants)
- An increase of   9.4% near nuclear plants started 
1971-1981 (newer plants)
- A decrease of 5.5% near nuclear plants started 
1957-1981 and later shut down

The 13.9% rise near the older plants suggests a potential effect 
of greater radioactive contamination near aging reactors, while 
the 5.5% decline near closed reactors suggests a link between 
less contamination and lower leukemia rates.  The large number 
of child leukemia deaths in the study (1292) makes many of the 
results statistically significant.

New York, Nov. 11, 2008.  Leukemia death rates in 
U.S. children near nuclear reactors rose sharply (vs. 
the national trend) in the past two decades, according 
to a recent study.
The greatest mortality increases occurred near the 
oldest nuclear plants, while declines were observed 
near plants that closed permanently in the 1980s and 
1990s.  The study was published in the most recent 
issue of the European Journal of Cancer Care.
The study updates an analysis conducted in the late 
1980s by the National Cancer Institute (NCI).  That 
analysis, mandated by Senator Edward M. Kennedy 
(D-MA), is the only attempt federal officials have 
made to examine cancer rates near U.S. nuclear plants.
Study authors were epidemiologist Joseph Mangano 
MPH MBA, Director of the Radiation and Public 
Health Project and toxicologist Janette Sherman MD 
of the Environmental Institute at Western Michigan 
University.  They analyzed leukemia deaths in 
children age 0-19 in the 67 counties near 51 nuclear 
power plants starting 1957-1981 (the same counties in 
the NCI study).  About 25 million people live in these 
67 counties, and the 51 plants represent nearly half of 
the U.S. total).

CHILD LEUKEMIA DEATH RATES I N C R E A S E  N E A R 
U . S .  N U C L E A R  P L A N T S

RISES GREATEST NEAR OLDEST P L A N T S ,  D E C L I N E S  N E A R 
C L O S E D  P L A N T S

Contact Joseph Mangano, 609-399-4343 
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