




Paul Harvey arrested 
Oh well here is the rest of the story... 

One of Harvey's regular topics was lax security, in particular at Argonne National Laboratory, a 
nuclear test site located 20 miles (32 km) west of Chicago.[5] To demonstrate his concern, just after 
midnight on February 6, 1951, Harvey engaged in an "act of participatory journalism"; as The
Washington Post described it in 2010, after obtaining 1400 pages of the FBI file on Harvey: 

Harvey guided his black Cadillac Fleetwood toward Argonne, arriving sometime past 
midnight. He parked in a secluded spot, tossed his overcoat onto the barbed wire topping a 
fence, then scampered over....Harvey['s plan was] to scratch his signature on 'objects that could 
not possibly have been brought to the site by someone else,' according to a statement later 
given by an off-duty guard who accompanied him....But seconds after Harvey hit the ground, 
security officers spotted him....Harvey ran until, caught in a Jeep's headlights, he tripped and 
fell. As guards approached, Harvey sprang to his feet and waved. Guards asked whether 
Harvey realized he was in a restricted area. Harvey replied no, that he thought he might be at 
the airport because of the red lights.....Harvey told the authorities he had been headed to a 
neighboring town to give a speech when his car died....Under questioning, Harvey eventually 
dropped his cover story but refused to elaborate, saying he wanted to tell his tale before a 
congressional committee. Guards searched his Cadillac and found ... a four-page, typewritten 
script for an upcoming broadcast. Harvey, it turned out, had planned from the outset to feed the 
nation a bogus account of his escapade: "I hereby affirm the following is a true and accurate 
account," the script began. "My friend and I were driving a once-familiar road, when the car 
stalled....We started to walk....We made no effort to conceal our presence....Suddenly I realized 
where I was. That I had entered, unchallenged, one of the United States' vital atomic research 
installations....Quite by accident, understand, I had found myself inside the 'hot' area....We 
could have carried a bomb in, or classified documents out. 

Account # 2 

In 1951 at the height of the Red Scare Paul Harvey had been criticizing the Federal government's 
perceived poor security. Harvey was arrested for breaking into the Argonne National Laboratory. In 
order to bolster his allegations, based on a tip from a guard at the Argonne National Laboratory, he 
attempted to infiltrate the lab. He enlisted the aid of the guard who had given him the tip, Charles 
Rogan, and John Crowley, an employee of the Office of Naval Intelligence. On February 6, 1951, he 
and his partners went to the perimeter of the lab around 1:00 AM. Harvey climbed over the fence but 
his overcoat caught on the barb-wire that topped the fence. While he was trying to extricate himself, a 
security patrol found and apprehended him, turning him over to the FBI.  

http://webcache.googleusercontent.com/search?rlz=1T4GGLL_enUS348US348&gs_upl=0l0l1l218544lllllllllll0&safe=active&hl=en&q=cache:sYmTFfe
9WSAJ:http://www.democraticunderground.com/discuss/duboard.php?az=view_all&address=364x866632+paul+harvey+arrested&ct=clnk















Thirteen Layers of America's Nuclear Future

• In January, 2010 President Barack Obama established the Blue Ribbon 
Commission on America’s Nuclear Future (http://brc.gov/).

• The Commission will consider alternatives for the storage, processing, and 
disposal of used nuclear fuel, high-level waste, and materials derived from 
nuclear activities. The administration's long-term goal is to fund research to 
develop reprocessing and waste-disposal reduction technologies.

• Geographic Information Systems can display and overlay thirteen factors 
that provide a basis of analysis for determining the facility management for 
the “back end” of the nuclear fuel cycle. How does Indiana measure-up 
when the statistical analysis is completed?
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GNEP will move the U.S. from a once through to a 
closed or recycling fuel cycle

Spent nuclear fuel will be 
separated into useable and 
waste materials

Residual waste will go to a 
geological repository 

Useable components will be 
recycled (transmuted) in fast 
reactors called Advanced 
Burner Reactors

Closed Fuel 
Cycle
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Thirteen site alternatives are under examination

DOE Sites
Argonne National Laboratory (IL)
Hanford (WA)
Idaho National Laboratory (ID)
Los Alamos National Laboratory (NM)
Oak Ridge Reservation (TN)
Paducah (KY)
Portsmouth (OH)
Savannah River National 
Laboratory (SC)

Non-DOE Sites
Atomic City, ID
Barnwell, SC
Hobbs, NM
Morris, IL
Roswell, NM



113 NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS

15 NUCLEAR WEAPONS PLANTS

8 NUCLEAR WASTE SITES



13 NUCLEAR AIRCRAFT CARRIERS

100 NUCLEAR SUBMARINES
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NUCLEAR WASTE MANAGEMENT  
GAO Found Two Potential Alternatives

Centralized storage at two locations provides an alternative to the Yucca Mountain 

Repository that could be implemented within 10 to 30 years, allowing more time to 

consider final disposal options, nuclear waste to be removed from decommissioned 

reactor sites, and the government to take custody of commercial nuclear waste, saving 

billions of dollars in liabilities.

However, DOE’s statutory authority to provide centralized storage is uncertain, and 

finding a state willing to host a facility could be extremely challenging. GAO estimated 

the 2009 present value cost of centralized storage of 153,000 metric tons at the end of 

100 years to range from $15 billion to $29 billion but increasing to between $23 billion 

and $81 billion with final geologic disposal. 



 

 

 

 

Page 2 GAO-10-48  Nuclear Waste Management 

Figure 1: Current Storage Sites and Proposed Repository for High-Level Nuclear Waste 

 
Note: Locations are approximate. DOE has reported that it is responsible for managing nuclear waste 
at 121 sites in 39 states, but DOE officials told us that several sites have only research reactors that 
generate small amounts of waste that will be consolidated at the Idaho National Laboratory for 
packaging prior to disposal. 
 

Under the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982 (NWPA), as amended, DOE 
was to evaluate one or more national geologic repositories that would be 
designated to permanently store commercial spent nuclear fuel and DOE-
managed spent nuclear fuel and high-level waste. NWPA was amended in 
1987 to direct DOE to evaluate only the Yucca Mountain site. In 2002, the 
president recommended and the Congress approved the Yucca Mountain 
site as the nation’s geologic repository. The repository is intended to 

Source: DOE.
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the assumed key steps occurring during the facility construction phase, and the construction 
phase funding model.  The estimated construction costs for the UFMF infrastructure, including 
the transportation and storage system components, are detailed in Appendix B.3.  The cost basis 
for the UFMF construction phase is discussed in Section 6.4.1.  The financing steps and key 
revenue assumptions for the construction phase are discussed in Sections 6.4.2 and 6.4.3, 
respectively. 

6.4.1 Construction Phase Cost Basis 

The cost basis chosen for the UFMF is a complete fixed-base facility for the acceptance, transfer, 
and dry cask storage of orphaned DPCs from shutdown reactors and bare fuel from operating 
reactors, as shown in Figure 6-4.  The construction phase extends into the operations phase in a 
manner that provides for a more representative regional UFMF illustrative business case.  This 
approach allows the UFMF to accept DPCs from shutdown plants (i.e., orphaned DPCs) as early 
as possible, while spreading out the required capital investment over several years of UFMF 
operation.  In addition, the revenue provided by Phase 1 operations is used to partially fund the 
continued (Phase 2 and beyond) construction.  The major cost elements for the UFMF 
construction phase are the UFMF facility and transportation system. 

Figure 6-4 – Fully-Configured Regional UFMF

The regional UFMF, when fully configured, occupies about a 400 acre site with a 50 acre protected area. 



Nuclear Fuel Recycling Center - technology ready to 
deploy

Proprietary Information



GE’s Nuclear Waste Plan 
http://www.forbes.com/2010/02/14/general-electric-reactors-technology-ecotech-nuclear.html?boxes=Homepagechannels 
Jonathan Fahey, 02.16.10, 06:00 AM EST

The company wants to use radioactive waste as fuel in a next-generation reactor.  

Eric Loewen won't even utter the words "spent nuclear fuel." That's the industry term of art for the 
nuclear fuel bundles that are pulled out of today's reactors after they're done making electricity.  

Loewen, a nuclear engineer at General Electric ( GE - news - people ), doesn't see them as 
"spent" at all. He sees them as raw material for a new type of nuclear reactor. "It's used, but it's an 
energy asset," he says. 

GE's joint venture with Hitachi ( HIT - news - people ), called GE Hitachi Nuclear Energy, would 
like to build both the reactor and facility that creates the new fuel at a single site, which GE calls an 
advanced recycling center, or an ARC.  

Storing long-lived nuclear waste underground hasn't worked out so well. Whatever the politics at 
play, getting humans who live for 80 years to sign off on something that is supposed to be 
guaranteed to stay safe for 1 million isn't so easy. 

Another possibility is reprocessing. The type of reprocessing done today in France, the United 
Kingdom and Japan creates some fuel for traditional reactors out the long-lived waste. That's the 
good part. But it's extremely expensive. Japan is building a processing plant that will convert 600 
metric tons of waste per year. The cost: $20 billion. The U.S. produces 2,000 metric tons a year. 
Ouch.





http://www.hitachi-hgne.co.jp/en/activities/fuelcycle/rokkasyo/index.html 

Rokkasho Reprocessing Plant
We have role in the reprocessing industry as a supplier of major plant components. 

Rokkasho Reprocessing Plant 

Major components 
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NATIONAL GEOGRAPHIC – JULY 2002
By Michael E. Long http://ngm.nationalgeographic.com/ngm/0207/fea





Half-life By Michael E. Long  July, 2002 http://ngm.nationalgeographic.com/ngm/0207/fea

How much nuclear waste in its various forms exists in the 
U.S.?
“Later, waste stored in underground tanks leaked into the soil, 
and 45 billion gallons of contaminated liquids were 
dumped onsite (Hanford), some near leaking tanks.”
“The Hanford inventory includes 53 million gallons (200 
million liters) of waste from plutonium processing stored in 
underground tanks, nearly 2,300 tons (2,087 metric tons) of 
spent fuel, four and a half tons (four metric tons) of plutonium, 
25 million cubic feet (707,921 cubic meters) of solid waste, 
and 38 billion cubic feet (1.1 billion cubic meters) of 
contaminated soil and groundwater.”

On the Home Front, by Michele Gerber (1992)



113 NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS

15 NUCLEAR WEAPONS PLANTS

8 NUCLEAR WASTE SITES

















http://www.relocateamerica.com/top-100-cities/









SAIC at CRANE, INDIANA



Science Applications International Corporation 
SAIC Projects 

http://www.bscupdate.com/manage.html

Managing more radioactive waste for the DOE than any other 
contractor

Engineering the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) near Carlsbad, 
New Mexico, the nation's first permanent underground repository for 
nuclear waste

Evaluating alternatives for immobilizing, storing, and disposing of 
weapons-grade plutonium

Providing environmental services on projects for the DOE, the 
Environmental Protection Agency, the U.S. Air Force, the U.S. Navy, 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Completing environmental remediation and restoration on over 
2,000 sites at more than 50 facilities and installations across the 
country



URS Corporation at Crane, Indiana 



USA Repository Services (URS Corp) 

U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) Projects
http://www.urscorp.com/Projects/projView.php?s=797&sec=3&pn=25

USA Repository Services (URS Corp) won the five-year, $2.5 billion 
performance-based, cost-plus Yucca Mountain contract . The winning team 
includes Shaw Environmental and French-based Areva

URS is managing the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) in New Mexico, the 
nation's only operating deep geological nuclear waste repository

URS has been at work at the DOE’s 586-square-mile Hanford Site in
southeastern Washington since the early 1980s The team consists of URS, 
EnergySolutions and AREVA and is planned for completion in 2019 

URS manages the DOE Idaho National Laboratory under a $4.8 billion 
contract that runs through 2014, with key partner Battelle Energy Alliance 



INDIANA SCORES a PERFECT100 – NO OTHER STATE IS CLOSE




