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Environmental, Social, and Political Context and Consequences of the Accident
* Abbott, Pamela, Claire Wallace, and Matthias Beck, Chernobyl: living with risk and uncertainty, Health, Risk & Society 8(2) (June, 2006): 105 – 121.  [Interviews, focus groups, and personal essays from three heavily contaminated areas of Belarus, Ukraine, and Russia, respectively, suggest informants see their lives as uncertain and unpredictable, to which they are fatalistically resigned.]
Alexievich, Svetlana, Voices from Chernobyl (New York: Picador, 2006), 236 pp. [oral histories of victims of Chernobyl]

Cheney, Glenn Alan, Journey to Chernobyl: Encounters in a Radioactive Zone (Chicago: Academy Chicago Publishers, 1995), 191 pp.

* Chesser, Ronald K., and Robert J. Baker, Growing up with Chernobyl, American Scientist 94 (November – December 2006): 542 – 549). [Two US scientists find the difficulties of studying effects of Chernobyl radiation contamination on mice are both humbling and instructive.]
Committee on Radiation Protection and Public Health, Nuclear Energy Agency, OECD, Stakeholders and Radiological Protection (Paris (?): OECD, 2006), 57 pp. [Report describing how management of Chernobyl has moved from top-down to stakeholder-involvement; report argues this change was necessary]

Darwell, John, Legacy: inside the Chernobyl Exclusion Zone, International Journal of Epidemiology 35(4) (August, 2006): 827 – 831.  [Photos taken inside the Exclusion Zone]
Gould, Peter, Fire in the Rain: The Democratic Consequences of Chernobyl (Baltimore: The Johns Hopkins University Press, 1990), 163 pp.

Gubaryev, Vladimir, Sarcophagus, A Tragedy (New York: Vintage Books, 1987), 106 pp. [a play about the consequences of the disaster]

Haynes, Viktor, and Marko Bojcun, The Chernobyl Disaster: The True Story of a Catastrophe – an Unanswerable Indictment of Nuclear Power (London: The Hogarth Press, 1988), 233 pp. [an excellent and highly critical overview of Soviet nuclear power and the accident]

International Atomic Energy Agency, Environmental Consequences of the Chernobyl Accident and their Remediation: Twenty Years of Experience, Report of the [UN] Chernobyl Forum, Expert Group ‘Environment’ (Vienna (?): International Atomic Energy Agency, 2006).  Available through this web address, but you will have to search for the title: http://www-pub.iaea.org/MTCD/publications/PubDetails.asp?pubId=7382. [IAEA cooperated with UNDP, FAO, UNSCEAR, WHO, and other agencies to study the Chernobyl accident.  This report summarizes the environmental effects.]
Jaworowski, Zbigniew, Lessons of Chernobyl: nuclear power is safe, EIR Science & Technology, May 7, 2004, pp. 58 – 63. [Polish nuclear scientist and physician]
LaForge, John, How much radiation was released by Chernobyl? Excerpt from Nuclear Monitor, No. 641, January 27, 2006, p. 8.  Available at http://www.nirs.org/mononline/nm641.pdf.  [An anti-nuclear activist summarizes a number of the estimates made in the popular press; they vary widely.]

* Marples, David R., Chernobyl: a reassessment, Eurasian Geography and Economics 45 (8) (2004): 588 – 607.  [Historian uses recently released KGB data to clarify details of Chernobyl accident and other aspects of Soviet system of nuclear power]
Marples, David R., Chernobyl and Nuclear Power in the USSR (Palgrave Macmillan, 1986), 228 pp. [one of the best summaries, placing Chernobyl in context]

Marples, David R., Environment, economy, and public health problems in Belarus, Post-Soviet Geography 35 (2) (1994): 102 – 112. [Little is known of public health consequences in total, and the efforts to find out are poorly coordinated.  Belarus government may not want to know given its commitment to nuclear power.]
Marples, David R., The legacy of Chernobyl’ in 1997: impact on Ukraine and Belarus, Post-Soviet Geography and Economics 38 (3) (1997): 163 – 170. [Ukraine has paid $13.8 billion and Belarus $18.7 billion.  Twenty percent of Belarus agricultural land is out of cultivation.  Yet both countries remain committed to nuclear electricity.]
Marples, David R., Revelations of a Chernobyl insider, Bulletin of Atomic Scientists 46 (10) (December 1990): 16 – 21. [Marples interviews an official connected with the Chernobyl liquidation]
Marples, David R., Ukrainian scientists’ view of Chernobyl’: a case of déjà vu? Post-Soviet Geography and Economics 41 (4) (2000): 306 – 310. [Lengthy review of The Chornobyl Accident: A Comprehensive Risk Assessment, not positive]
Marples, David R., and Victor G. Snell, The Social Impact of the Chernobyl Disaster (Palgrave Macmillan, 1988)

Medvedev, Grigori, No Breathing Room, The Aftermath of Chernobyl (New York: Basic Books, 1993), 213 pp. [a memoir by an insider to Soviet nuclear energy]

Medvedev, Zhores, The Legacy of Chernobyl (New York: W.W. Norton & Company, 1990), 352 pp. [an early, comprehensive, easily accessible review of the accident by a Russian dissident-expatriate living in London]

Mould, R. F., Chernobyl Record (Taylor & Francis, 2000), 320 pp. [a detailed examination of the accident by a British nuclear scientist]
Moller, A.P. and T.A. Mousseau, Birds prefer to breed in sites with low radioactivity in Chernobyl, Proceedings of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences 274 (1616): 1443 – 1448 (7 June 2007; published online 27 March 2007).

* Moller, Anders Pape, and Timothy A. Mousseau, Reduced abundance of raptors in radioactively contaminated areas near Chernobyl, Journal of Ornithology 150 (1) (January, 2009): 239 – 246. [Abundance of birds is depressed in radioactively contaminated areas around Chernobyl, and this includes birds of prey.  Raptors may be increasing in less contaminated areas recently.]
Mycio, Mary, Wormwood Forest: A Natural History of Chernobyl (Joseph Henry Press, 2005), 259 pp. [Points out increases in some wildlife in Chernobyl Exclusion Zone, due to absence of people]
Nelson, N., et al., A study of the movement of radioactive material discharged during the Windscale fire in October 1957, Atmospheric Environment 40 (1) (2006): 58 – 75. [The fire in the graphite-moderated Windscale reactor was one of the first mishaps with Western reactors; authors claim this test of a model matches the empirical evidence of where the radionuclides went]

Nuclear Energy Agency, OECD, International Nuclear Law in the Post-Chernobyl Period (Paris (?): Nuclear Energy Agency, OECD, 2006), NEA – No. 6146, 241 pp. [a lawyer’s delight!]
Savchenko, V. K., The Ecology of the Chernobyl Catastrophe (Taylor & Francis, 1995), 220 pp.

Schimmack, W., and W. Schultz, Migration of fallout radiocaesium in a grassland soil from 1986 to 2001. Part I. Activity – depth profiles of 134Cs and 137Cs, Science of the Total Environment 368 (2006): 853 – 862. [German scientists follow the migration of Cs into the soil in Bavaria over time; they distinguish Cs from Chernobyl from Cs from nuclear weapons testing.]
Shcherbak, Iurii, Ian Press, and David R. Marples, Chernobyl: A Documentary Story (Palgrave Macmillan, 1989), 168 pp.

Smith, Jim T., and Nicholas A. Beresford, eds., Chernobyl – Catastrophe and Consequences (Chichester: Springer; Praxis Publishing, 2005), 310 pp. [Nine chapters reviewing radionuclide fallout, patterns of contamination in terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems, mitigation of exposures, health effects in people, social and economic consequences, and effects on wildlife.]
Wilson, Richard, More on Chernobyl, ten years later, Environment 38 (5) (June 1996; 3 – 5. [Harvard physics professor argues that deaths from accident are not terribly significant.]
Yaroshinskaya, Alla, Chernobyl, The Forbidden Truth (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1995), 136 pp. [the media’s problems in reporting the accident]

Yablokov, Alexey V., Vassily B. Nesterenko, Alexey V. Nesterenko, and Janette D. Sherman-Nevinger, eds., Chernobyl: Consequences of the Catastrophe for People and the Environment (Wiley-Blackwell, 2010), 400 pp. [Provides updated English versions of papers published in Russian and Ukrainian; editors suggest IAEA and UN Chernobyl Forum reports downplayed consequences due to lack of access to this literature.]
Yoschenko, V I, et al., Resuspension and redistribution of radionuclides during grassland and forest fires in the Chernobyl exclusion zone. Part I. Fire experiments, Journal of Environmental Radioactivity 86 (2) (2006): 143 – 163. [Ukrainian government researchers worry about fires sending radionuclides into the atmosphere; they argue that amount released is relatively small compared to contamination present, but 90Sr released can be a hazard to firemen]
Yoschenko, V I, et al., Resuspension and redistribution of radionuclides during grassland and forest fires in the Chernobyl exclusion zone. Part II. Modeling the transport process, Journal of Environmental Radioactivity 87 (3) (2006): 260 – 278. [their model matches experimental releases, so the model can be trusted]
Zelena, L., et al., Indications of limited altered gene expression in Pinus sylvestris trees from the Chernobyl region, Journal of environmental radioactivity 84 (3) (2005): 363 – 373. [dwarf and normal needles were compared; some genes dwarf had different levels of expression compared to normal; results interpreted to indicate recovery since 1986]
Human Health Consequences of the Accident
Andersson, K G, and J Roed, Estimation of doses received in a dry-contaminated residential area in the Bryansk Region, Russia, since the Chernobyl accident, Journal of Environmental Radioactivity 85 (2 – 3) (2006): 228 – 240. [Danish scientists preparing for nuclear accidents use Bryansk as model of exposure routes when plume passes over without rain deposition; soil, roofs, and inhalation are the major routes]
Auvinen, Anssi, et al., Chernobyl fallout and outcome of pregnancy in Finland, Environmental Health Perspectives 109 (2) (February 2001): 179 – 185. [authors find a significant increase in spontaneous abortion rate after the accident, but they are skeptical that the results mean the accident caused the increased rate]
* Baverstock, Keith, and Dillwyn Williams, The Chernobyl accident 20 years on: an assessment of the health consequences and the international response, Environmental Health Perspectives 114 (9) (September 2006): 1312 – 1317. [Health monitoring after the accident was inadequate and unjustifiably reassuring.  Over-attention to thyroid cancer left other health consequences under-studied.  Uncertainties about doses to individuals makes improved health surveillance essential.]
Bennett, Burton, Michael Repacholi, and Zhanat Carr, Health Effects of the Chernobyl Accident and Special Health Care Programmes, Report of the UN Chernobyl Forum, Expert Group “Health” (Geneva: World Health Organization, 2006).
* Cardis, E., et al., Cancer consequences of the Chernobyl accident: 20 years on, Journal of Radiological Protection 26 (2006): 127 – 140. [Multinational group of 31 authors summarize that only thyroid cancers were surely increased by Chernobyl; they also argue that other cancer deaths should be expected but it is too early and that epidemiological techniques will have a hard time demonstrating their occurrence]
Dardynskaia, Irina, et al., Breast cancer trends in two oblasts of Belarus and the Chernobyl accident, International Journal of Occupational and Environmental Health 12 (4) (Oct – Dec 2006): 415 – 422. [No convincing evidence for Chernobyl-induced breast cancer in Belarus]

De Leo, Maryann, Chernobyl revisited, Discover (June 2007): 68 – 75.

Detours, V, et al., Absence of a specific radiation signature in post-Chernobyl thyroid cancers, British Journal of Cancer 92 (2005): 1545 – 1552. [Belgian, Ukrainian, French, and British medical scientists try to distinguish post-Chernobyl thyroid cancers from other thyroid cancers by biochemical signals, but they can’t.  They conclude the diseases are the same.]
Dubrova, Yuri E., et al., Elevated minisatellite mutation rate in the post-Chernobyl families from Ukraine, American Journal of Human Genetics 71 (2002): 801 – 809. [presents evidence that paternal mutation rates were increased by Chernobyl but maternal rates were not]

European Committee on Radiation Risk, Chernobyl: 20 Years On; Health Effects of the Chernobyl Accident (Green Audit Press: Aberystwyth, United Kingdom, 2006), 251 pp. [The Committee was formed in 1997 by the Green Group in the European Parliament, which was unhappy with the studies done by the International Commission on Radiological Protection (ICRP), the United Nations Scientific Committee on the Effects of Atomic Radiation (UNSCEAR), and other groups.  This study posits that the method for calculating risk from radiation (codified in the recommendations of the ICRP) is based on acute external radiation exposure, with most empirical evidence coming from the victims at Hiroshima and Nagasaki.  This method, claims the Committee, is flawed because it ignores low level radiation delivered internally; these internal doses generate “genomic instability” that subsequently leads to many health problems.  Much of evidence for their findings comes from Russian language studies, which the Committee says have not been translated into English and have been ignored by the UN, EU, and US.]
Fairlie, Ian, and David Sumner, The Other Report on Chernobyl (TORCH) (Berlin: The Greens/EFA in the European Parliament, April 2006), 90 pp. [a critical rebuttal of reports from the World Health Organization and the International Atomic Energy Agency]
Fedortseva, Regina F., et al., Unusual long-lasting effects induced by low doses of radiation: electron microscopy studies of endothelium of rat myocardium capillaries, International Journal of Low Radiation 3 (1) (2006): 20 – 26. [rats exposed to X-rays at a dose comparable to doses received by liquidators at Chernobyl show damage to myocardial capillary endothelial cells]

Fesenko, S V, et al., Comparative radiation impact on biota and man in the area affected by the accident at the Chernobyl nuclear power plant, Journal of Environmental Radioactivity 80 (2005): 1 – 25. [this paper seeks to use Chernobyl-related exposures to determine whether standards of radiological protection sufficient to protect people were also sufficient to protect non-human species; they conclude that in some cases guidelines to protect humans may not be sufficient to protect other species]
Gale, Robert Peter, and Thomas Hauser, Final Warning, The Legacy of Chernobyl (New York: Warner Books, 1988), 230 pp.
Hoffmann, Wolfgang, Fallout from the Chernobyl nuclear disaster and congenital malformation in Europe, Archives of Environmental Health 56 (6) (November/December 2001): 478 – 484. 
Lestaevel, Philippe, et al., Evaluation of the effect of chronic exposure to 137Cs on sleep-wake cycle in rats, Toxicology 226 (2 – 3) (2006): 118 – 125. [chronic ingestion of 137Cs at levels comparable to areas contaminated by Chernobyl can affect sleep patterns; rats affected in this experiment were in other ways apparently in good health]
Loewenberg, Samuel, Mikhail Blaonov: understanding the legacy of Chernobyl, The Lancet 367 (Apr 22 – Apr 28, 2006): 1311.

* Mangano, Joseph, Three Mile Island: health study meltdown, Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, September-October, 2004: 31 – 35. [Despite assurances that little of consequence followed the accident, almost no health studies were done.  Author argues that is a mistake.  Suggestive evidence, requiring follow-up to be conclusive, suggests that morbidity and mortality may have increased in areas downwind of the accident.]
Matthews, Robert, book review of Voices of Chernobyl: The Oral History of a Nuclear Disaster, in The Journal of Nuclear Medicine 47 (8) (Aug 2006): 1389 – 1390.

Morita, Naoko, et al., Measurement of the whole-body 137Cs in residents around the Chernobyl nuclear power plant, Radiation Protection Dosimetry 113 (3) (2005): 326 – 329. [Japanese researchers find that people affected by Chernobyl still carry a radioactive load in 2002 – 2004, similar to loads in 1993 – 1994; authors argue that radiation received is low and is likely to be of little risk]
Moysich, Kirsten B, et al., Chernobyl-related ionising radiation exposure and cancer risk: an epidemiological review, The Lancet, Oncology 3 (2002): 269 – 279. [American researchers review literature and note the definite increase in childhood thyroid cancer and less conclusive effects on childhood leukemia; adult cancers seem unaffected by Chernobyl]
Nuclear Energy Agency, Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development, Chernobyl, Assessment of Radiological and Health Impacts, update of Chernobyl: Ten Years On (Paris -?-, 2002). [NEA concludes accident was serious, but not unlike many others.  Agency believes that many lessons learned that will help in future.]
Parfitt, Tom, Opinion remains divided over Chernobyl’s true toll, The Lancet 367 (Apr 22 – Apr 28, 2006): 1305 – 1306.

Peterka, Miroslav, Renata Peterková, and Zbynĕk Likovský, Chernobyl: relationship between the number of missing newborn boys and the level of radiation in the Czech Regions, Environmental Health Perspectives 115 (12) (December 2007): 1801 – 1806.  [From 1950 – 2005, the number of boys born each month exceeded those of girls; the only exception is November, 1986, when a significantly lower number of boys was born compared to girls.  Authors suggest 131Iodine from Chernobyl may be cause.]
Ramzaev, Valery, et al., Gamma-dose rates from terrestrial and Chernobyl radionuclides inside and outside settlements in the Bryansk Region, Russia in 1996 – 2003, Journal of Environmental Radioactivity 85 (2006): 205 – 227. [Chernobyl increased the radiation exposure levels in Bryansk Region]
Reiners, Christoph, et al., A perspective on post-Chernobyl radioablation in young females, The Journal of Nuclear Medicine 47 (10) (Oct 2006): 1563 – 1564.

Rosina, Jozef, Eugen Kvasnak, Daniel Suta, Tomas Kostrhun, and Dana Drabova, Czech Republic 20 years after Chernobyl accident, Radiation Protection Dosimetry 130 (4) (July, 2008): 452 – 458. [Czech Republic received low doses of radiation; authors find increase in thyroid cancer after 1986 but no obvious genetic impact.]
Scherb, H., and K. Voigt, Trends in the human sex odds at birth in Europe and the Chernobyl Nuclear Power Plant accident, Reproductive Toxicology 23 (2007): 593 – 599. [German scientists find evidence for alteration of sex ratio of newborns following Chernobyl; effects may be due to mutations induced on X-chromosome; authors argue that more low level effects may be present than are usually acknowledged]
Smith, J.T., et al., Chernobyl’s legacy in food and water, Nature 405 (11 May 2000):141.

Stepanova, Wilfried Karmaus, Marina Naboka, Vitaliy Vdovenko, Tim Mousseau, Viacheslav, M Shestopalov, John Vena, Erik Svendsen, Dwight Underhill, and Harris Pastides, Exposure from the Chernobyl accident had adverse effects on erythrocytes, leukocytes, and platelets in children in the Narodichesky region, Ukraine: a 6-year follow-up study, Environmental Health 2008, 7:21 doi:10.1186/1476-069X-7-21. [Data show a statistically significant reduction in red and white blood cell counts, platelet counts and hemoglobin with increasing residential 137Cs soil contamination. Over the six-year observation period, hematologic markers did improve.]
Talerko, Nikolai, Reconstruction of 131I radioactive contamination in Ukraine caused by the Chernobyl accident using atmospheric transport modeling, Journal of Environmental Radioactivity 84 (3) (2005): 343 – 362. [Ukrainian researcher models dispersion of 131I to allow estimations of doses received in Ukraine, which had very few measurements taken of 131I at the time of the accident]
Travis, Curtis C., and Michael G. Stabin, 131I ablation treatment in young females after the Chernobyl accident, The Journal of Nuclear Medicine 47 (10) (October 2006): 1723 – 1727.  [Using 131I to treat thyroid cancer in young females exposes them to enough radiation that breast cancer may follow later]

Vilic, M., et al., 137Cs concentration in meat of wild boars (Sus scrofa) in Croatia a decade and half after the Chernobyl accident, Journal of Environmental Radioactivity 81 (2005): 55 – 62. [Levels vary widely; only in Fuzine area are the levels high enough for concern to human consumers, e.g. hunters]
World Health Organization, Health Effects of the Chernobyl Accident and Special Health Care Programmes (Geneva: World Health Organization, 2006), excerpts.
Nuclear Renaissance (energy futures based on nuclear)
American Academy of Arts and Sciences, The Global Nuclear Future, 2 volumes; published as special issues of Daedalus, 138 (4) (Fall, 2009) and 139 (1) (Winter, 2010).  Free access to each essay by registering at http://www.amacad.org/publications/daedalusRegistration.aspx.  Copies of both volumes for sale at http://www.amacad.org/publications/daedalus/fall2009/coverPage.aspx. [Collection of many essays, some with enthusiasm for nuclear power and some without.]
Ammann, M., Finnish workshop on the restoration of contaminated residential areas after a nuclear accident: strategy generation and impact assessment, Journal of Environmental Radioactivity 85 (2006): 299 – 313. [Finnish nuclear regulator develops a hypothetical scenario to plan for a core meltdown that contaminates Finland; author argues the test scenario identifies areas contaminated forever and other areas less contaminated]
Arentsen, Maarten J., Contested technology, Nuclear power in the Netherlands, Energy & Environment 17 (3) (2006): 373 – 382. [Chernobyl stopped a tiny nuclear power effort in the Netherlands; author argues it’s not clear whether new discussion can ever move nuclear technology forward in the Netherlands]
Bodansky, David, Nuclear Energy: Principles, Practices, and Prospects, 2nd edition (New York: Springer, 2004), 693 pp. [a good reference text on things nuclear, by a retired nuclear engineering professor from the University of Washington]

* Bradford, Peter, The nuclear renaissance meets economic reality, Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists (November-December, 2009): 60 – 64. (Former Commissioner of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission argues that economic prospects of a new wave of reactor construction in US are economically challenged.]
Butler, Declan, Energy: nuclear power’s new dawn, Nature (429 (6989) (20 May 2004): 238 – 240.

Cavanaugh, William III, The nuclear renaissance: facing the challenges, maintaining safety, Nuclear News (August 2006). [argues that without safety no nuclear renaissance will occur]

Cochran, Thomas B., Harold A. Feiveson, Zia Mian, M. V. Ramana, Mycle Schneider, and Frank N. von Hippel, It’s time to give up on breeder reactors, Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, (May-June, 2010): 50 – 56. [Authors argue that strong economic and safety reasons mean that spending more money is search of a breeder reactor design is poor public policy.]
Dawson, Jim, MIT study sees nuclear power as green weapon against global warming, Physics Today, December 2003, 2 pp. [short story on release of new MIT study, The Future of Nuclear Power]
Deutch, John M, and Ernest J Moniz, The nuclear option, Scientific American 295 (3) (Sep 2006): 76 – 83. [MIT professors pump for nuclear power]

Garwin, Richard L., and Georges Charpak, Megawatts + Megatons: The Future of Nuclear Power and Nuclear Weapons (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 2002), 412 pp.

Harding, Jim, Seven myths of the nuclear renaissance, March 2007. [A critic of the nuclear renaissance; lives in Olympia]

Hansen, Teresa, Positive image fuels nuclear energy’s resurgence, Power Engineering (Sep 2006): 18 – 30 (intermittent). [reviews magnitude of current applications at the Nuclear Regulatory Commission]
Holton, W. Conrad, Power surge: renewed interest  in nuclear energy, Environmental Health Perspectives 113 (11)(November 2005): A743 – A749.

Kosich, Dorothy, S&P finds that US utilities are pursuing domestic nuclear energy projects, 11 January 2007, 2 pp, found at http://icms.iac.iafrica.com/pls/cms/iac.page?p_tl=1994&p_t2=)&pt... 

Kuznetsova, E, Atoms for peace in a world driven by hostility, International Affairs 52 (5) (2006): 129 – 137. [discussion of the Russian nuclear industry, but guarded in its enthusiasm for the “nuclear renaissance”]

Mian, Zia, and M. V. Ramana, A nuclear and sustainable energy reading list, Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists (November-December, 2009): 78 – 85.  [Provides a mix of pro- and anti-nuclear readings, probably tilted toward skepticism of nuclear power.]
Sailor, William C., Creating the ultimate nuclear reactor, Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, (July-August, 2010): 23 – 32. [An optimistic view that research can produce new reactors that will contribute positively to future energy systems.]
Schneider, Mycle, Steve Thomas, Antony Froggatt, and Doug Koplow, 2009 world nuclear industry status report, Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists (November-December, 2009): 1 – 19. [Despite some new construction, authors suggest nuclear share of world electricity production will continue to decline.]
* Schulz, Max, Nuclear power is the future, The Wilson Quarterly 30 (4) (Autumn 2006): 59 – 63.
Seneviratne, Gamini, Latest nuclear power review published, Nuclear News, November 2006. [summarizes the report, Nuclear Technology Review 2006, from the International Atomic Energy Agency]
Skipper, William, book review of Shouldering Risks: The Culture of Control in the Nuclear Power Industry, in American Anthropologist 108 (3) (Sep 2006): 609. [Constance Perin’s book is an anthropological investigation into how nuclear power plants are actually run; she concludes that designers, managers, and operational staff have very different ways of seeing these plants and difficulties communicating, with attendant hazards from the operation of the plants]
* Smith, Brice, and Arjun Makhijani, Nuclear is not the way, The Wilson Quarterly 30 (4) (Autumn 2006): 64 – 68.
Sutton, Jane, NRC sees “nuclear renaissance” in coming years, Reuters, June 12, 2007, 1 p. [Interview with Luis Reyes, executive director for operations at the NRC]
Tucker, William, Nuclear plus: start with uranium, add a pinch of solar, and you have a recipe for energy success, The American Enterprise 17 (4) (May 2006): 37 – 39.
Tucker, William, Terrestrial Energy: How Nuclear Energy Will Lead the Green Revolution and End America's Energy Odyssey (Bartleby Press, 2008), 420 pp. [A journalist is enthusiastic about the future of nuclear power.]
U.S. Department of Energy, Senior international energy officials issue joint statement in support of the Global Nuclear Energy Partnership, May 21, 2007, at http://www.gnep.energy.gov/gnepPRs/gnepPR052107.htm [a very recent announcement about progress on GNEP, an important part of the Bush administration’s promotion of nuclear renaissance]

Von Hippel, Frank N., No hurry to recycle, Mechanical Engineering (May 2006): 32 – 35. [reviews the links between nuclear renaissance, waste storage in Yucca Mountain, and the Bush administration’s Global Nuclear Energy Partnership; concludes GNEP’s reprocessing proposal is too expensive]
Energy Futures (energy futures based on something other than nuclear)
Barnaby, Frank, and James Kemp, Secure Energy? Civil Nuclear Power, Security and Global Warming (London: Oxford Research Group, 2007), 52 pp. [British group argues nuclear is very dangerous and in any case cannot be developed fast enough to help with climate change]
Caldicott, Helen, Nuclear Power Is Not the Answer (New York: The New Press, 2006), 221 pp. [a scathing indictment of nuclear power]

Duncan, Emma, Cleaning up, Economist, June 2, 2007, Special Report, 30 pp. [includes one section on the potential for nuclear to be a part of “clean energy”]

Gunter, Paul, NIRS investigation finds that “new” Browns ferry-1 reactor still doesn’t meet fire protection regulations its 1975 fire caused, press release from Nuclear Information and Resource Service, June 20, 2007. [critique of the reopening of a nuclear plant long shut down]

* Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory, Energy Flow Trends – 2002, June, 2004, available at http://eed.llnl.gov/flow.  [Shows sources of and uses of energy in US in 2002, in quads (1015 BTU’s); a comparable figure is available for 2008.]
Nocera, Daniel G., On the future of global energy, Daedalus 135 (4) (Fall 2006): 112 – 115.

Oelrich, Ivan, Global Nuclear Energy Partnership, a blog at http://www.fas.org/main/content.jsp?formAction=297&contentId=525 [critical assessment of GNEP]

Popova, Lydia V., Russian energy policy—twenty years after Chernobyl; no lessons learned? Energy & Environment 17 (3) (2006): 417 – 437. [Former researcher with Ministry of Atomic Energy, now head of research unit of NGO Socio-Ecological Union, argues that nuclear renaissance in Russian Federation will draw money for efficiency and set country back decades]
Radiation effects
Cass, Stephen, Life is rad, Discover (June 2007): 76.

Lindell, Bo, H John Dunster, and Jack Valentin, International Commission on Radiological Protection: History, Policies, Procedures (Stockholm: Swedish Radiation Protection Institute, [no date]), 12 pp. [Good overview of ICRP]

Prekeges, Jennifer L., Radiation hormesis, or, could all that radiation be good for us? Journal of Nuclear Medicine Technology 31 (2) (Mar 2003): 11 – 17. [explains history of linear-non-threshold theory of low doses of radiation, which is the theory of how these doses are regulated; concludes that theory is likely to be retained although some think it unnecessarily protective and expensive]
Thompson, Michael A., Maintaining a proper perspective of risk associated with radiation exposure, Journal of Nuclear Medicine Technology 29 (3) (Sep 2001): 137 – 142. [an explanation of how risk is calculated for therapeutic doses of radiation]

Zeng, Wanzhen, Communicating radiation exposure: a simple approach, Journal of Nuclear Medicine Technology 29 (3) (Sep 2001): 156 – 158. [provides a way to show patients the magnitude of therapeutic doses in terms of time required to match the dose from background radiation]
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