
To the Editor: 
lsi a recent editorial YOU make a 

powerful case for halnngtt~e-  r e c k l e s  
proliferation of r?process!n.p pl:snts 

T 

that extract plutonium nc~m scent 
nuclear fue l .  You rightly stress that 
I.A.E.A. safeguards are, and will o:ob- 
ably remain, unequal to  the task You 
don't addless widespread concern that 

' national safeguards wi l l  be meifactual 
or ~epressive or (probably) bo:h Yet 
you do per ryua te  the dwoerous fal- 
lacy that "th ;ie is no obj~cii011 to ths 
sale of gian: nuclear p w e r  reactors 
that  produce e!?ctfcity" t rough they 
also produce dozens or bombs' worth 
of plutonibr:~ per reactor-year. Any 
country ~ i t h  a power reactor, or a 
largish rsse'tcch reactor, can make 
atomic born'is if it wishes. 
The way to stop p ~ o i ~ f e ~ a t i o n  of 

-bombs is nc: to sell ? m e  ~*:actors, but 
to keep e'-p.yi.ne f i o n  b e c o m i r i o e -  
pendent on ~iuclcar t~:hr:oicgies; not 
t o  continr- being a :&.?I tel'inx 
6 t k i  ~~ii?flii&:. t h y  3 nuclear 
fix, but t o  o i k r  tliern wiser CO~i~sei,  
eve? iherapy, instead f i e  cu:e beoins 
at horn?, B 7 improving our own energy 
efficiency (iiius b e c ~ : . i l ~ g  better off 
with. fax '.chs total energy than wa use 
today) v~hiie we depioy soohisticated 
transitional fos-iil-h.x tcchnolosies 
we can buy the fitty yeais or so tnat  
we need to switch t o  diverse tech- 
nologies that use energy income, S ' J C ~  

as sun, wind and organic conveision. 
New studies in several cowitries, in- 
cluding some as fuel-poor a s  Japan 
and Denmark, are showing that such 

a nor.-nuclear strategy is at least as 
quick, cheap and socially practicable 
as  the present policy, and prooably 
much more so. If less fortunate coun- 
tiies tail do it. we  can d o  it too- 
with a unique bonds. 

All countries, for a t  least 1he next 
five o r  ten years, will continue to lely 
on the U.S. for the technical, the eco- 
nomic and especiaily the political 
support thcy need to justif\ their own 
nuclear p rogram The domestic politi- 
cal base (public and private) to  support 
nuciear povcr in France, Germany, 
England, Japan, even the U S S R has 
simply not met&stasized Y C ~ :  v-mess 
the de facto nuclear moraton-i in sev- 
eral European countries. A principled 
decision by the US.  (1) to phase out 
its nastent nuc'eal; program and divert , 
those resources to col?ser\"?tion and 
"soft" ~echnolcgies; (2) t o  he!? otheis 
to  do the same, and (3) to start to 
consider nonproliferation, control of 
civilian nuclear technology and stia- 
wgic aims ~eauc t ion  as interrelated 
parts of the same pioblem would, I 
believe, be inesistibie and offers our 
best chance of transcending; the hy- 
p ~ ~ i i ~ y  that  has stalled arms control. 

The U.S. can still turn off nuclear 
power virtually everywhere, and thus 
mrn on energy anc loreign policies 
that our grandchildren can live with; 
but we must stop passing the buck 
before our clients start passing the 
boi~bs. AMORY B. LOVINS 

London, Jan. 10, 1976 
The wnkr,  a physicist, is British rep- 
resentative, friends of the Earth, Inc. 


