US Postage Stamps Feature Scientists

he US Postal Service is honoring four American scientists
with stamps, to be issued on 4 May. Physicists Richard
Feynman and Josiah Willard Gibbs, mathematician John von
Neumann (who made significant contributions to quantum
mechanics), and geneticist Barbara McClintock share the

panel of first-class stamps.

Each stamp depicts a scientist with graphics relevant to
his or her work, which is described on the stamp’s sticky
side. The stamps also bear hidden symbols to protect against
counterfeiting; look for a physical constant in miniature on
the Feynman stamp, for example. The panel is the first in
what may become a philatelic series of scientists.

Ralph Leighton, who played drums with Feynman and
helped write several of his popular books, had lobbied for a
Feynman stamp for a decade. To celebrate, Leighton—the
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son of Robert B. Leighton, a coauthor of the ubiquitous Feynman Lectures on Physics—has organized a party at the post
office in Far Rockaway, the New York City neighborhood where Feynman grew up. A few blocks away, the street where Feyn-
man lived will be renamed in his honor. Both events will take place on 11 May, Feynman’s birthday. All are invited (see

http://www.nyas.org/snc/calendar.asp).

the first few reactors of each new sup-
ported design to provide efficient fi-
nancial options.” This basket would
include secured loan guarantees, tax
credits, accelerated depreciation, and
other economic incentives from which
a nuclear power plant builder could
pick and choose. The incentives pack-
age could not exceed $250 million in
government money for each nuclear
reactor.

In the leadership issues section of
the report, the task force warns
nuclear-industry leaders that they
must “recognize that the federal gov-
ernment should not and cannot elim-
inate all the risks and vagaries of the
energy markets for them.” The nu-
clear industry, the report says, “must
clarify its needs and prioritize its re-
quests” and “must also convey infor-
mation to federal policymakers in
clear, sharply defined terms with spe-
cific recommendations.”

Industry reaction

Richard Myers, senior director of bus-
iness and environmental policy at the
Nuclear Energy Institute, said the
task force report was a “well thought
out piece of work.” The nuclear indus-
try, which NEI represents, is looking at
$400 to $500 million as the FOAKE
cost of a new nuclear plant, he said, so
the report’s fifty-fifty cost-sharing pro-
posal with a $200 million limit was rea-
sonable. “We think the report, on bal-
ance, is pretty sensible. ... Once the
first ones are done, we think Wall
Street and the companies will recog-
nize the licensing process is manage-
able, costs are predictable . .. and we
can move forward from that point on
and finance them conventionally.”
Policymakers in both the adminis-
tration and Congress must develop “a
clear commitment to a national en-
ergy policy” that gives nuclear power
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a strong role, the report says. “We
urge that the president identify this
as a critical priority for the nation and
that Congress take the necessary
steps to meet this priority.” The report
doesn’t mention the controversy sur-
rounding the Yucca Mountain ra-
dioactive waste storage project in
Nevada (see the story on page 32), but
it does say the waste storage problem
must be resolved. But the authors
make clear that “the absence of a
licensed repository is not a valid rea-
son for postponing additional nuclear
construction.”

Another critical aspect of encour-
aging a new generation of power
plants is the concern over nuclear
proliferation, especially in the wake
of September 11th. The task force’s
bottom-line conclusion is that the rest
of the world is going to move forward
with energy generation from nuclear
power regardless of what the US does,
and the US would be better off partic-
ipating than sitting on the sidelines.

An increase in the use of nuclear
power in the US would actually “serve
our non-proliferation objectives,” the
report says, because “one of the most
efficient and certainly the most thor-
ough ways of disposing of that nuclear
material is to burn it as fuel in com-

Toni Feder

mercial nuclear reactors.”

Robinson said task force members
“had several discussions with the
folks over at the White House to un-
derstand what the traffic would bear”
in terms of government support for
the nuclear industry. “We’ve been get-
ting the right words to do at least
one such [reactor construction and
startup].” That would shore up the
confidence that all of the work that
was done to speed up the regulatory
process has worked, he said. “The ob-
ject is . .. to show that nuclear power
is a good investment.”

And it is economics, not safety, that
killed nuclear power development in
the US, Robinson said. “Nuclear power
was grossly overbuilt because of pre-
dictions that energy growth was going
to double every seven or eight years,”
he said. When that didn’t happen, it be-
came uneconomical, especially with
the uncertain licensing procedures, to
invest in nuclear power, he said.

“So it’s going to take a big infusion
of courage for the next person in the
finance community to take the first
step,” he said. That courage will be
easier to find if it is bolstered by a fed-
eral cost-sharing program, the report
concludes.

Jim Dawson

Iran Hints of Nuclear Flexibility

In a March statement marking 35
years since the signing of the nuclear
Nonproliferation Treaty, President
Bush called on signatories to adhere to
the treaty. “We cannot allow rogue
states that violate their commitments
and defy the international community
to undermine the NPT’s fundamental
role in strengthening international se-
curity,” he said. “We must therefore
close loopholes that allow states to pro-

duce nuclear materials that can be
used to build bombs under the cover of
civilian nuclear programs.” The state-
ment was aimed at Iran, which had
failed to inform the International
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) of the
depth of its nuclear activities.

Despite the president’s words, the
administration appears to have little
faith in using the NPT as a mechanism
for restricting Iran. Typically the US
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