Nuclear Hotseat #776 - May 12, 2026 - Deadly Irony &
Disarmament Blind Spots at UN Nuclear Non-

Proliferation Treaty Review Conference - John LaForge of
NukewatchJohn LaForge, NPT

Libbe Hal.evy: [00:00:00] Nuclear irony and disarmament
contradictions. The 11th Review Conference of the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, or NPT,
began meeting at the United Nations in New York on April
27 and will continue until May 22nd, 2026. Its stated
purpose, address critical challenges to global security.

It aims to strengthen the treaty's three pillars: non-
proliferation, disarmament, and peaceful use of nuclear
energy. This amid rising geopolitical tensions and the highest
risk of nuclear weapons use since the Cold War. But the glitch
in the NPT itself 1s that while it condemns and seeks to
eliminate nuclear weapons, it is gung ho on nuclear reactors,
falling back on the old talking point that nukes that blow up
countries and nukes that generate electricity are [00:01:00]
two separate technologies.

Basically, bombs bad, reactors good. Except all that flies apart
when an expert on nuclear issues calls out that contradiction
and tells you...

John LaForge: The deep irony and hypocrisy of this are, you
might call it the poison pill for the NPT, is that nuclear
reactors are the place where plutonium is created. When you
burn the uranium inside a reactor, it creates plutonium, which
is the building block of nuclear weapons.

LLibbe Hal.evy: Not so separate after all. Well, when John
LaForge, co-head of NukeWatch, points out the well-known,



non-debatable science that inextricably links nuclear weapons
and nuclear reactors like the conjoined twins that they are,
even as at the United Nation, the countries of the worlds are
behaving like they're two separate technologies when they're
not, you learn yet another cornerstone fact about that awful,
deadly, [00:02:00] dangerous seat that we all share.

Nuclear Hotseat. What are those
people thinking? Nuclear Hotseat. What have those boys been
drinking? Nuclear Hotseat. The corium is sinking. Our time to
act 1s shrinking, but the activists are linking.

Nuclear Hotseat. It's da bomb.

Libbe Hal.evy: Welcome to Nuclear Hotseat, the weekly
international news magazine keeping you up to date on all
things nuclear from a different perspective. We're a show for
people who know nothing about nuclear who would like to
know something, and people who already know something
who would like to know just a little bit more.

My name is Libbe Hal.evy I'm the producer and host, as well
as a survivor of the [00:03:00] nuclear accident at Three Mile
Island from just one mile away, so I know what can happen
when those nuclear so-called experts get it wrong. This week,
we talk with John LaForge. He is the co-director of
NukeWatch, a Wisconsin-based environmental and peace
action group founded in 1974 and dedicated to the abolition of
nuclear power, weapons, and continued radioactive waste
production.

John i1s just back from New York, where he attended the first
four days of the NPT meetings at the United Nations, and he



cast his keen and skeptical eye on what did and did not take
place there, information not necessarily covered in the reports
we've been getting so far. We will also hear from Linda Pentz
Gunter with the Nuclear Hotseat hot story.

This week it's on when 1s a renaissance not a renaissance?
When nuclear hijacks the [00:04:00] word. We will also have
nuclear news from around the world, numb nuts of the week
for outstanding nuclear boneheadedness, and lots more honest
and verifiable nuclear information, all of it coming up in just a
few moments.

Today is Tuesday, May 12, 2026, and here is this week's
nuclear news from a different perspective. Starting out with
two stories from Ukraine, neither of them good. Nuclear
emergency response infrastructure near the Zaporizhzhia
Nuclear Power Plant was damaged in a drone attack in the
past week. The attack happened on May 3rd at the External
Radiation Control Laboratory, situated approximately four
kilometers from the plant's perimeter.

Visiting the facility the next day, the International Atomic
Energy Agency, or IAEA, observed damage to meteorological
equipment used to collect [00:05:00] real-time environmental
parameters in the event of a nuclear or radiological
emergency. IAEA Director General Rafael Grossi said, "These
are examples of damage to nuclear emergency response
equipment as a direct result of military activities.

We cannot afford for the next damage to occur on essential
nuclear safety equipment. I once again call on both sides to
make all efforts to avoid military activities in the vicinity of
nuclear facilities wherever they are located." He continues to



highlight the persistent risks to nuclear safety and security
amid ongoing military activities.

And in the Chernobyl Exclusion Zone, a wildfire spanning at
least five square miles broke out on May 7 after two drones
crashed near the site of the world's worst nuclear disaster.
According to Ukrainian authorities, in a statement that was
picked up by multiple [00:06:00] news sources, quote,
"Radiation levels are currently within normal limits," but it
did not say what those limits are and whether there had been
any increase at all.

Wording matters. And it's well known that a fire in a
radioactively contaminated area re-aerosolizes, puts little bits
of radioactive material back into the air where it can spread.
In 2025, a Russian drone strike at Chernobyl on the new safe
confinement structure punched a hole in the massive
protective shield dome, which caused a fire that lasted for 10
days and compromised the integrity of this containment.

It is now estimated that that damage from a single drone strike
will cost 500 million euros, or 577 million US dollars, and
take until at minimum [00:07:00] 2030. Despite the well-
known dangers of nuclear reactors and the ever-mounting
evidence against them, that does not stop the nuclear industry
from flogging them as the next best thing to sliced bread.

But that raises the question, when is a renaissance not a
renaissance? When nuclear hijacks the word and totally
misuses it. Here's Linda Pentz-Gunter with this week's
Nuclear Hotseat



Linda Pentz Gunter: hot story. Don't you just love the fact
that the nuclear industry is calling its latest game with paper
planes and our hard-earned tax dollars a nuclear renaissance?

They must think we all have very short memories. I mean,
why on earth would you give the same name to this latest
attempt at a boom in nuclear power development as you did in
the mid-2000s? Meet the new nuclear renaissance, same as the
old nuclear renaissance, all promise and so far no [00:08:00]

delivery. That first nuclear renaissance wasn't a renaissance at
all.

It was a stillbirth. And as a student of Italian, I have to say it
peeves me that the nuclear industry dares to use the name at
all. The actual renaissance, which began in 14th century Italy,
was an extraordinary simultaneous flowering of culture,
intellectualism, art, music, science and technology, a genuine
rebirth after the relatively primitive Middle Ages.

The first nuclear renaissance was launched around 2006 with
about the same hubris as President Nixon's famous claim that
there would be 1,000 nuclear reactors operating in the US by
the year 2000. There were 104. The nuclear renaissance part
one promised 34 new reactors. We got two, limping in at Plant
Vogtle in Georgia years late and wildly over budget, costing
consumers billions and raising electricity rates to new heights.

But now it's [00:09:00] the nuclear renaissance all over again.
Will it be as big a dud as last time? Probably, except there's
one important difference. This time we have an administration
that is vehemently and criminally anti-renewable energy,
casting aside actual climate solutions to prioritize fossil fuels



and new nuclear projects and trashing reactor safety
regulations and the nuclear regulator to ensure it happens.

All the same, nuclear renaissance the sequel could still be a
box office flop. That's because despite everything, renewables
are just doing it for themselves. Battery technology is
advancing by leaps and bounds, crucially important not only
to ensure renewable reliability, but also to move away from
the extractive minerals mining with all its attendant predatory
colonialism.

And renewables are soaring worldwide despite the
wrongheaded policies of far too many of the world's
governments who have insisted on leaping aboard the atomic
100:10:00] Titanic. In 2025, renewables accounted for almost
86% of the total global power capacity added. Globally,
renewable power capacity is projected to increase almost
4,600 gigawatts between 2025 and 2030, double the
deployment of the previous five years according to the
International Energy Agency.

This will see renewables become the largest global energy
source used for almost 45% of electricity generation by 2030.
The irony is that even as he spouts gibberish about wind farms
causing cancer while directing billions towards an energy
technology, nuclear power, that actually does, President
Trump has accidentally boosted an already robust global
green energy revolution by bombing Iran and forcing the
closure of the Strait of Hormuz, a key passageway for the
transport of fossil fuels.

To compensate [00:11:00] for this sudden shortage of fossil
fuels, in fact, of course, a good thing, countries are quickly



finding alternatives. What they aren't finding are those new
nuclear power plants, the paper planes still in the design
phase. Instead, they are switching on renewables, which can
be deployed in a handful of years or less at a far lower cost
and, of course, without all the attendant complications of
radioactive waste production or meltdowns that could
irradiate entire regions effectively forever.

And it's really not that hard, as we already know. The barriers
to renewables are not technological, they're political. But
when nations' hands are forced, how quickly things change.
Just look at Pakistan. In 2020, the country was struggling to
get access to liquefied natural gas. It was at 3% solar. Today,
it's at 30%.

Storage will make renewable energy dominant, says the
International Renewable Energy Agency, borrowing Trump's
[00:12:00] favorite word. Ouch, that must hurt. So no, we
won't get fooled again by the promise of a new nuclear
renaissance. We are watching the renewable revolution take a
bow instead. I'm Linda Pentz-Gunter with Beyond Nuclear,
reporting for Nuclear Hotseat.

And that's this week's hot story.

Libbe HalLevy: Linda Pentz-Gunter. Her new book, Known
to Nuclear, Why Nuclear Power Destroys Lives, Derails
Climate Progress, and Provokes War, 1s available through its
publisher, Pluto Books, or through Amazon. We'll have links
up on our website, nuclearhotseat.com, under this episode,
number 776.



Here in the U.S., last Monday, May 11, a coalition of
advocacy groups took aim at President Donald Trump's
nuclear power plants, including a recently proposed rule that
would allow developers using federally approved reactor
designs to bypass required safety reviews, [00:13:00] which
the organizations called ill-advised and contrary to law.

The so-called rubber stamp rule, an effort by the Trump
administration to make America nuclear again, violates key
components of the Atomic Energy Act and Energy
Reorganization Act, according to comments filed by 13
organizations, including Nuclear Information and Resource
Service and Beyond Nuclear. In separate comments filed in
March, 11 state attorneys general concurred with the
organization's findings that the Department of Energy's, the
DOE's, new policy to exclude pilot reactors from both NRC
licensing and environmental reviews violates existing law.

According to Tim Judson, executive director of Nuclear
Information and Resource Service, or NIRS, and co-author of
the comments filed with the NRC, along with the DOE's
environmental free pass policy, [00:14:00] the whole
expedited licensing regime the administration is attempting to
set up appears to be illegal.

The White House is trying to create a regulatory tunnel
around NRC's safety regulations. That would mean DOE's
biases and obviously false assumptions about the safety of
nuclear power plants becomes the new normal, exposing the
public to unacceptable dangers to our health and safety. This
is just the latest in an ongoing series of manipulations by the
nuclear industry with the government to give the nuke-sters a
free hand in doing whatever they want for as little money as



they want and as little consideration of people and the
environment as possible.

So yes, this is a long game, but how does the nuclear industry
continue to get away with all of this? Well, here's one example

of how early they start the manipulation on this week's.
[00:15:00] Nuclear Hotseat,

Nuclear Hotseat, Nuclear
Hotseat. Nothin' that's out of weak.

Libbe Halevy: Get them while they're young and you've got
them for life.

20 freshmen from Righetti High School in Santa Maria,
California recently traveled to the Diablo Canyon Nuclear
Power Plant as part of an educational field trip that provided
students with an up-close and completely uncritical look at
how nuclear energy is generated. And along with whatever
milk and cookies might have been served, they received a full
blast of pro-nuclear propaganda.

Tiffany Cunningham, one of the co-teachers, said, "Visiting
Diablo Canyon helped our students connect what we're
learning in physics of the universe to real careers and real-
world applications." And never is heard a discouraging word.
100:16:00] Students were told that Diablo Canyon supplies
more than 10% of the state's electricity.

When the real number has dropped to 7 to 9% and continues
to drop every year as more renewables get instituted. And
even that percentage of nuclear's participation could be wiped
completely out by expanded use of solar, wind, even tidal



power, battery storage, and conservation. Professor Mark
Jacobson of Stanford has the numbers on that.

Then students visited the man-made, gender intentional on
their part and mine, man-made intake cove used to draw
ocean water for cooling purposes, without a single word about
the temperature increase that causes to the water and its
impact on fish and the local ecosystem. Also, no mention of
the fact that the amount of water, two to two and [00:17:00] a
half billion gallons of seawater per day, is what Diablo
Canyon uses.

Or in other words, enough water to fill between 3,000 and
3,800 Olympic-sized swimming pools every day. But when
you're dishing out propaganda, contradictions to the party line
are simply not allowed. Not a single word on the dangers of
nuclear energy, high-level radioactive waste produced with no
safe way to store or neutralize it, the reactor's radiation
emissions into the air, especially during refueling, radioactive
tritium releases into groundwater, increases in child leukemia
rates for those born within 50 miles of the reactor, something
we highlighted last week on Nuclear Hotseat number 775 with
Joe Mangano of Radiation and Public Health Project.

So what these kids were subjected to was total [00:18:00]
immersion in nuclear propaganda, and considering the fact
that as freshmen they were all probably 13 to 15 years old at
most, you can consider them officially recruited into the
nuclear brotherhood. And that's why teachers from the
Righetti High School in Santa Maria, California, as well as
any other teachers, instructors, leaders anywhere who think
that bringing kids into the nuclear fold at an early age is a
good 1dea, all of you are this week's:



Nuclear Hotseat Numnutz of
the Week!

Libbe HalLevy: And if you really wanna be horrified, check
out the Scouts BSA, formerly the Girl Scouts and the Boy
Scouts, and look at their nuclear science merit badge. When it
comes to nukes, there's no limit on how early and how
extensively they work to guarantee that no stone is left
unturned. [00:19:00] Here's this week's featured interview The
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, or NPT,
is a landmark international treaty aimed at preventing the
spread of nuclear weapons, promoting cooperation in peaceful
nuclear energy use, we'll have more on that later, and
advancing disarmament.

Entered into force in 1970 and extended indefinitely in 1995,
it 1s the cornerstone of the global nuclear attempt at non-
proliferation. A total of 191 states have joined the treaty out of
193 countries, or 195 if you count the observer states of
Vatican and Palestine. The treaty is reviewed every five years,
give or take a pandemic, to evaluate its implementation.

The latest review 1s now in its third week at the United
Nations in New York. It's one thing to read news reports, scant
though they are, [00:20:00] to learn what's been happening,
but nothing beats an eyewitness who understands the process,
the subject matter, and has the turn of mind to greet what's
being said with analysis, skepticism, and a deep lifelong
commitment to getting rid of nukes in all its many forms.

That's why we're talking with John LaForge. He is co-director
of NukeWatch, a Wisconsin-based environmental and peace
action group dedicated to the abolition of nuclear power,



weapons, and continued radioactive waste production. John
was arrested in Germany twice in 2020 after he participated in
peaceful protests at the Blichel Air Force Base to bring
attention to US nuclear bombs being stockpiled there.

After trials in which his most compelling defense information,
international treaty laws as they relate to nuclear weapons,
was not allowed to be heard, he had a choice between paying
100:21:00] a modest fine or serving prison time. He chose
prison. Now John is back from attending the opening days of
the UN Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty Review Conference
and has a lot to say about what is and is not going on there.

I spoke with John LaForge on May 8th, 2026. John LaForge,
it 1s always great to have you here with us on Nuclear Hotseat.
Thank you, Libby. I'm glad to be here. You are with
NukeWatch. What is the group, and what is its focus?

John LaForge: We are a nonprofit anti-nuclear group in
Wisconsin, been around since 1979. And, uh, personally been
working with the group since 1992 as a co-director.

We do critical reporting and direct action about nuclear
reactors, nuclear weapons, radioactive waste, all things
radioactive.

Libbe HalLevy: The United Nations review conference
100:22:00] for the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, or NPT,
is currently taking place in New York City at the United
Nations. What is it, and why were you there?

John LaForge: The, uh, review conference happens every
five years. It's a chance for the United Nations and the states
that are party to the treaty, which amount to 190 s-



governments now, to review the Non-Proliferation treaty. This
1970 treaty was set out to slow or eventually stop the
proliferation of nuclear weapons around the world.

It started out in a strange way, allowing the five, at the time,
five nuclear weapons states to keep their nuclear weapons as
long as they agreed to Article 6 of the treaty, which says, "As
soon as possible," or at a early date, I think the language is,
"at an early date," they'll proceed to negotiations for the
elimination of the nuclear weapons.

That was 56 years ago. [00:23:00] Well, every five years, the
United Nations gets together, or the states parties who are
party to this treaty get together to review and strengthen the,
uh, treaty's mandates and prohibitions. COVID interfered with
one meeting. It got postponed for a year. But normally every
five years there's a review conference, or a rev con, as they
call it, to strengthen and reinforce the, uh, prohibitions and the
objectives of the treaty.

I attended the first week of the treaty, it goes for a month, the
review conference, to hear, uh, some of the opening
statements from some of the states who like to support the
treaty, and they like to push the nuclear powers to remember
Article 6, where they promise to get rid of the nuclear
weapons. And they extend their support for nuclear weapons
free zones around the world too.

So there's much debate about these various aspects of the
treaty that take place in the General Assembly, and then in
100:24:00] private meeting rooms around the UN. As well as
meetings conducted by non-governmental organizations,



NGOs, like NukeWatch, who are allowed to use the UN
meetings for so-called side events.

And that's where a lot of interesting information 1s shared by
peace groups from all over the world.

Libbe Halevy: Did you and NukeWatch have an opportunity
to present? And did you have a chance to engage directly with
the delegates, the representatives who were there?

John LaForge: No, on both accounts. We didn't present this
year, and we didn't, uh, actually sponsor a side event as well.

We just participated by observing and joining other NGOs
with their side events.

Libbe Hal.evy: In attending those early sessions, what was
the nature of the information that was shared, and what is your
interpretation of it?

John LaForge: Well, I was quite shocked actually at the
elephant in the room, as we say, regarding the US war on Iran,
which was treated as 1f [00:25:00] it wasn't going on.

There was no mention of it in any of the statements by the
states that made their remarks during the first few days. There
was a lot of criticism of the Russian invasion of Ukraine by
name, attacking Russia for the invasion, which of course was
a violation of the UN charter, obviously, and worthy of
condemnation.

There was a lot of criticism of Iran's violation of certain
agreements within the NPT's enforcement arms, which the
non-proliferation enforcement is directed by the International



Atomic Energy Agency, which, uh, you know, does
inspections of these states who promise not to produce nuclear
weapons. Now, Iran is a party to the treaty, so they have a
right to develop nuclear power, and that was the other
shocking, uh, disappointment of hearing these general debate
statements from the various countries that spoke during the
first week.

They [00:26:00] all uniformly endorse the pe- so-called
peaceful use of nuclear power, which is the third pillar, so-
called, of the non-proliferation treaty. The first pillar is
disarmament of nuclear weapons, the second pillar is non-
proliferation, and the third pillar i1s promoting the peaceful use
of nuclear power.

The deep irony and hypocrisy of this, or you might call it the
poison pill for the NPT, is that nuclear reactors are the place
where plutonium is created. When you burn the uranium
inside a reactor, it creates plutonium, which is the building
block of nuclear weapons. So, uh, instead of forbidding the
proliferation of nuclear power, the treaty actually promotes it,
and the International Atomic Energy Agency, IAEA, is in the
business of promoting nuclear power generation as well, even
though they, um, have been used politically to attack certain
states for violations [00:27:00] of the, uh, safety protocols that
are imposed in the treaty.

Libbe Hal.evy: You have already written a report on what
you experienced in those four days, what you observed from
it, and you talked about the deadly irony that was front and
center at the NPT. What did you mean by that?



John LaForge: Well, the irony is that the treaty was
established and signed onto by 190 countries to stop the
development of nuclear weapons, and to encourage nuclear
disarmament.

So the deadly irony is that the US is currently at war on Iran
because of their alleged potential future development of
nuclear weapons, when in fact Iran has a standing fatwa, a
religious order, never to develop nuclear weapons, as doing so

would be a violation of the precepts of the Koran, their holy
book.

Iran has pledged over and over again never to [00:28:00 |
develop nuclear weapons. Meanwhile, the US needs to have
an enemy, needs to pretend that proliferation in Iran is a
reality, even though they say that last July they obliterated
Iran's nuclear development facilities. And so they're
continuing to bomb for non-proliferation and kill people,
thousands in Iran evidently.

Meanwhile, the Non-Proliferation Treaty is actually working
to prevent proliferation all over the world.

Libbe Hal.evy: There's also a prohibition against any nuclear
arms country staging their weapons or giving their weapons to
other countries, and yet that is not something that is being
respected here in the United States as well.

Talk to us about that.

John LaForge: Nucwatch has been involved in this particular
issue since 2013, issue since 2013, traveling to Germany and
joining German protests [00:29:00] against the US stationing
of its nuclear weapons there in Germany and in four other



NATO states in Europe. Article 1 of the NPT says, I mean, the
very first article, that it is prohibited to transfer nuclear
weapons to other parties to this treaty.

Article 2 says it's prohibited to receive nuclear weapons from
other parties to this treaty. So for the US to station its B61
gravity bombs, these are hydrogen bombs, many times the
force of the Hiroshima atomic bomb, in Italy, the Netherlands,
Belgium, Germany, and possibly Turkey, is a direct violation
of the Articles 1 and 2 of the treaty.

So we make this point over and over again. We've joined
protests in, in Germany and the Netherlands, where these
weapons are deployed, and where these foreign- Air Force
fighter pilots train [00:30:00] to load these US bombs onto
their fighter jets and drop them upon the orders of a US
president. This blatant violation has been winked at now for
decades, and rationalized by the states' parties that do it, and
we've written extensively on this issue because their
rationalizations or justifications don't stand up to, uh, legal
scrutiny.

And we've found several UN member states, legal experts,
legal scholars all over the United States and the world who
have condemned this practice for decades, and still it goes on
even though there are very few of the US nuclear weapons so-
called forward deployed in Europe this way. There's only
about 100 left.

During the Cold War, there were a total of 7,000 of these US
gravity bombs spread all over Europe. Because of the collapse
of the Soviet Union and the end of the Cold War, most of
them were brought back. So the rationale for keeping 20



hydrogen [00:31:00] bombs in Germany and 20 in Italy and
20 in the Netherlands is really hard to understand.

It's a status symbol, I believe, and it allows the governments
involved with this so-called nuclear sharing to participate in,
uh, planning meetings that they might be excluded from if
they weren't, uh, agreeing to have these weapons on their
territory. So the rationale is very flimsy and quite a symbolic
stationing of nuclear weapons at the moment.

Libbe Hal evy: Is there a legal entity or legal power behind
the NPT to move towards some kind of enforcement, or is this
simply voluntary cooperative, "Gee, we say we're going to do
these things," but there's no way to push for enforcement?

John LaForge: No. Unfortunately, there is no, uh,
enforcement mechanism at the United Nations beyond UN
Security Council resolutions, which create a large and a heavy
and a loud political [00:32:00] pressure on states that are
condemned by the Security Council.

The, uh, IAEA, which does inspections and can find or report
violations of the treaty, that also has some political power, but
it's not the same as police power.

Libbe Hal.evy: So we have 56 years since the creation or the
passage of the NPT, which has no power, but operates by
cooperation on a voluntary basis. At this point, what good is it
doing, or is it just symbolic?

John LaForge: There is some good, I believe, in the fact that
the existence of the treaty speaks loudly that nuclear weapons
are unpopular. Nuclear weapons are dangerous. Nuclear

weapons shouldn't be in everybody's backyard. So it's good to



re- remind people of that in treaty law and in international
discussions of any [00:33:00] kind.

So it does put a stigma, and maintain a stigma, on nuclear
weapons. Whether it produces a good effect right now, it's, it's
very hard to tell because it promotes the spread of nuclear
power, particularly in the Global South, where there are not a
lot of nuclear reactors compared to the Global North. And so
the dreadful downside of this is the profiteering by nuclear
weapons and nuclear reactor manufacturers who stand to
profit from the, uh, spread of nuclear technology in Africa,
Asia, South America.

These reactors are perfectly unneeded, and they produce such
a serious radioactive waste problem when they're introduced
that spread of nuclear reactors actually sh- should be
discouraged by the IAEA and by the World Health
Organization because of the health effects of exposure to
radiation.

Libbe Hal.evy: We just had a report on the show [00:34:00]
last week from Joseph Mangano of Radiation and Public
Health Project about the spike in infant mortality in proximity
to the Diablo Canyon nuclear power plant.

So there's plenty of documentation about the negative effects
of nuclear reactors even without the plutonium that they
create in their waste stream being turned into weapons, which
is how India and Pakistan got their nukes.

John LaForge: I'll say we're very happy to make use of Joe
Mangano's work with the Radiation and Public Health Project,



and we report on his work regularly in our quarterly
newsletter, the Nuke Watch Quarterly.

He and others have shown over and over again it's not just
infant mortality that increases during the operation of reactors,
but there's the incidence of childhood leukemia increases, the
increase of adult cancer increases, and the incidence of cancer
mortality in [00:35:00] adults also increases. What's very
interesting to me about some of his investigative studies is
that when reactors have been turned off, then the rate of infant
mortality goes back down to normal.

Over and over again he's shown this, so it's quite devastating,
and it's important for the nuclear industry to ignore these
studies because they're just bad advertising for them.

Libbe Halevy: We'll return with the second half of this
week's featured interview with John LaForge of Nuke Watch
in just a moment. But first, context and continuity.

That's what you get on nuclear issues here on Nuclear Hotseat
Like this week's featured interview with John LaForge on the
NPT Review Conference at the United Nations. Mainstream
media might mention that these meetings are going on, but
they don't go into detail about what they are, why they are,
what's happening there, and more importantly, what's not
100:36:00] happening, as well as possibly why.

We here at Nuclear Hotseat don't just give you the headlines
and the soundbites. We want you to understand the issues and
follow them as they unfold, so you don't get derailed by the
complexities of nuclear double-speak propaganda. And that is
why you need Nuclear Hotseat. We do our best to provide



only verifiable information, genuine experts, and actual steps
that any one of us can take to help turn this nuclear juggernaut
around.

We report on and support the activists and actions towards
getting rid of nuclear weapons, nuclear reactors that support
them, and the collusive industries that create them. To that
end, every week we call out the nuclear lies and liars through
interviews and news stories, all the while letting you know
what frontline activists and movements are doing about their
many transgressions.

But in order to keep doing this show, [00:37:00] we need your
help. Nuclear Hotseat runs on donations, and we are always in
need of your support, be it a one-time donation of any amount
or a recurring donation of as little as $5 a month, the same as
you would spend here in the US for a nice cup of coffee. All
of it counts towards our monthly nut.

We are a 501[3] nonprofit organization, which means that
your donations are tax-deductible. Just go to
nuclearhotseat.com and click on the red Donate button, follow
the prompts, and there you have it. And if you have Zelle, you
can send money directly to info@nuclearhotseat.com, and that
way no fees get taken out.

So don't wait. Go to nuclearhotseat.com to donate right now,
and know that whatever you can do to help, I am deeply
grateful that you're listening and that you care. Now, here is
part two of this week's featured interview on the Nuclear
00:38:00] Non-Proliferation Treaty Review Conference being
held at the United Nations as we talk further with John
LaForge of NukeWatch.



Now, you mentioned that the spread of nuclear technology,
we're not talking weapons here, we're talking reactors, is
being focused on Africa, Asia, and South America, yet aren't
these also, according to the NPT or international negotiations,
supposed to be nuclear-free zones?

John LaForge: Oh, yes, but the nuclear free zone refers only
to nuclear weapons.

Libbe Hal.evy: Man, they've got this tricked out, don't they?

John LaForge: They sure have. A terrible problem is the, uh,
debate over chronic exposure to low doses of radioactivity, the
kind you get if you live in the vicinity of a nuclear reactor. A
raging 70-year-long debate now about the effects of this
chronic exposure. Joe Mangano and Ernest Sternglass,
[100:39:00] Alice Stewart, dozens of scientists have shown that
low dose exposure does have direct effect on the DNA and
increases the likelihood of solid cancers.

But the industry has been able to argue and maintain,
especially with regard to state legislatures and the federal
government, that these low doses really aren't the cause of
these illnesses, that they might be caused by some other
factors. And this debate continues unanswered because, like
the tobacco industry was able to do with tobacco, the industry
is able to raise enough questions about the studies that they
can continue to expose us all to low doses.

Libbe HalLevy: So let's take this back to the NPT, which still
has another two weeks to run as we are talking. What steps
are in front of them to take or to consider that perhaps they



100:40:00] have not gotten to in their first two weeks of
discussion?

John LaForge: Normally at the conclusion of the review
conference, there's a statement unanimously agreed upon
that's issued for the public.

In the last two sessions, 2020 and 2015, and primarily because
of the objections of the United States, both of those NPT
review conferences failed to issue a unanimous statement at
the conclusion. So that is a project that is still to be completed
this time. And again, most of the NGO members that I spoke
with last week are convinced that this NPT RevCon i1s also
gonna end with a failed attempt at a universal statement, and
there won't be one.

This is very unfortunate because most of the state's parties do
agree that the nuclear weapons states need to get on with
Article VI. They repeat this demand every [00:41:00] time.
Uh, Article VI is their promise to enter negotiations for the
elimination of nuclear weapons. So there's a need for these
final communiques just to remind the world that nuclear
weapons states have promised to do this.

Ultimately, there's a brand new treaty adopted in 2017 which
came into force in 2021, the Treaty on the Prohibition of
Nuclear Weapons. And that UN treaty was initiated, the
negotiations for it and the impetus for it, as a direct result of
the failure of the NPT Article 6 to move the nuclear weapons
states toward disarmament.

And that longstanding failure moved dozens of states and the
international campaign to abolish nuclear weapons per se to



work for seven or eight long years to see the adoption of this
new treaty on the prohibition, uh, which was a terrific, terrific
success and 1s a wonderful standing treaty. Now, [00:42:00] 1t
only applies to member states that have ratified the treaty.

And of course, the now nine nuclear weapons states have
refused to participate or join the treaty so far. It still is another
stigmatization of the bomb and a reminder to the whole world
that the nuclear weapons states can step up, can do the right
thing, and just are only dragging their heels because of the
political power and the economic benefits that are, uh,
accruing to the nuclear weapons producers at home and in
these nuclear weapons states.

It's just big business right now holding up the prohibition of
nuclear weapons. So we need to remind people that if it
weren't for the profits that these companies are taking home
and the widespread manufacturing process that are in every
single congressional district in the United States now, there
wouldn't be a reason to hold on to nuclear weapons at all.

Libbe Halevy: Is the Treaty on [00:43:00] the Prohibition of
Nuclear Weapons, the TPNW, at all under discussion at this
NPT review?

John LaForge: It's funny, you just asked is the treaty any
good for anything anymore, and I keep thinking maybe it's
worse than useless. Uh, I don't really know. But over and over
again, these states that made their general debate opening
statements during the first week, except for one party, all the
states said that the NPT is the only viable means to, uh, bring
about the abolition of nuclear weapons, which is indirect, but



it over and over again was a slam against the TPNW, which
many of these states refuse to recognize.

So this was really disappointing. You hear these states over
and over again support nuclear power development and then
slam the TPNW at the same time. Meanwhile, they attack-
Russia for its invasion, but they don't mention the United
States' invasion. They didn't mention the US bombing of
[00:44:00] Iran in June of 2025.

They didn't mention, no one mentioned the attack on
Venezuela and the kidnapping of a sovereign president of
another sovereign independent state. All these things are
violations of the UN Charter, but for some reason the United
States 1s treated like it's above the law, like it can do no
wrong. And maybe because the UN is located in the United
States, or because the US owes such a huge amount of dues to
the UN that these parties think, "Well, the US will never pay
up if we call them out for their violations."

Well, it's very hard to understand, but it was demoralizing, I
have to say.

Libbe HalLevy: I have to ask, when you say that only one
party brought up the TPNW in their opening comments, who
was it?

John LaForge: As I said, most of them made the point that
the NPT is the only viable means to get nuclear disarmament,
but it was the Non-Aligned Movement, that's 110 states, a
100:45:00] speaker representing 110 states parties to the treaty,
that mentioned the TPNW 1n a positive way.



So that was very good. They said that it was complementary

to the NPT. Another code word, this word complementary, 1s
used over and over again by opponents of the TPNW that say
the TPNW is 1n direct conflict with the NPT, which of course
it 1s not.

Libbe Hal.evy: Do you think the NPT will survive after this
review? Will it keep going, and is there a chance we can get it
back to its original goal of disarmament, stopping the arms
race, and pursuing complete disarmament?

John LaForge: That's
Activist Shoutout: a good

John LaForge: question. I think that this administration
would like to get rid of it. They're gonna make sure there is no
unanimous communique at the end of the meeting. But I think
it 1s gonna [00:46:00] persevere. I think it's gonna stay in
effect because of its popularity among the other states parties.
The US can withdraw from it, but it doesn't really have to
withdraw from it because obviously it can outright violate it,
as it has been doing for decades, and not face any sanctions
for that violation.

So it'll stay in effect, uh, because of its weakness. It will still
be a way for parties, UN member states to get together And
remind one another that nuclear weapons are worth
considering and worth getting rid of. But as you point out, its
weaknesses are so evident now that it's being used as a debate
tool just to attack, uh, particular opponents.

There was a really strange tit-for-tat sort of argument that
happened at the end of the day on Tuesday, like the 28th,



where, um, many of the member states objected to the, uh,
vice presidency [00:47:00] of the meeting. There are 35 states
that are adopted as or nominated as vice presidents. There's a
president of the meeting who acts as the convener, and then
there are 35 vice presidents, and the list of countries was a lot
of Global North countries and maybe half a dozen Global
South countries.

And Iran was one of the 35 named as a vice president of the
meeting, which is just a ceremonial position. It really means
nothing at all practically. And yet, over and over again, NATO
states, US military allies, and others complained that Iran was
named as a vice president when they're accused of being in
violation of certain aspects of the safety arrangements of the
NPT's second pillar, which is non-proliferation.

There are safety arrangements that the states agree to in order
to prove that they don't have a nuclear weapons program,
which involve [00:48:00] inspections by the IAEA and other
aspects of reporting. Well, Iran is being accused of being in
violation of some of these rules. So there was a lot of attention
brought to that at this review conference, while almost no one
mentions the US violations or even Russia's violation.

You know, recently Russia placed some of its low-yield
nuclear weapons into Belarus in a copycat version of what the
US has been doing with the NATO states. This was referred to
a couple of times when states would attack Russia for their
invasion of Ukraine. But the blind eye that was turned to the
US invasion of Iran was just flabbergasting to me, uh.

Over and over again, states had the opportunity to condemn
both violations of the UN Charter, but they only went after the



Russian violations. So I was mentioning this debate that went
on about the vice presidency. There were objections
100:49:00] to having Iran be a vice president of the meeting,
and I, I guess because I'm not dealing directly with delegates,
with UN ambassadors in person, I couldn't really understand
why they were being so upset by this ceremonial position.

Libbe Halevy: There are still two weeks to go for the NPT.
We are talking on Friday, May 8th, 2026. Will you be
following the developments there, and if so, what will be the
resources you use to follow it?

John LaForge: Oh, thanks for asking that. I can give a plug
here to Ray Acheson, a great activist with Reaching Critical
Will. Her website, Reaching Critical Will, is a part of the
Women's International League for Peace and Freedom.

I can't recommend it highly enough. She keeps very close
track of all the papers that are presented or submitted to the
review conference, as well as statements made on the floor of
the General Assembly. So all the general debate, as it's called,
statements from [00:50:00] the state's parties are lined up on
the website of Reaching Critical Will.

You just have to look for the 2026 NPT RevCon link and then
click on that. It's all easily available there.

Libbe Hal.evy: And of course, we will link to that, as well as
to the Nuke Watch on our website, nuclearhotseat.com, under
this episode number 776. Is there anything that we haven't
covered that you'd like to bring up at this time?

Activist Shoutout: That's a good question.



John LaForge: One thing that the, uh, Reaching Critical Will
site will have is, uh, statements from non-governmental
organizations which were also allowed and began on
Thursday, I believe. And so there are statements from
International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War,
IPPNW, from Physicians for Social Responsibility, religious
organizations, and other anti-nuclear groups all over the

world, the International Association of Lawyers Against
Nuclear Weapons, IALANA, [00:51:00] and others.

These are well worth reading for your listeners to keep track
of, you know, the more salient statements that are being made.
What I found about the UN ambassadors and their general
debate statements is that they repeat one another's statements
almost as if it's a kabuki dance, that everyone repeats the very
same things.

We love nuclear power. We owe it to the Global South to sell
nuclear reactors to them because they deserve the nuclear
benefits that the Global North has enjoyed for all these years.
That's the kind of talk that you hear about how nuclear power
will be used to desalinate water, seawater, and help agriculture
and food production in the Global South.

So we wanna prevent starvation, we need nuclear reactors. All
of which are lies. Outright lies, and if you're in the UN
building itself, you can walk past [00:52:00] this really
beautiful display by the IAEA, a set of placards that are seven
feet tall covering an entire hallway that describe how nuclear
reactors are gonna bring economic and agricultural benefits to
the whole world.

Libbe Hal.evy: With no comparable hallway for cancer.



John LaForge: No mention of the downside of exposure to
radiation whatsoever, and that's where the IAEA itself is open
to so much criticism because they pay no attention to the
World Health Organization's work on radiation and cancer,
even though that's a sister UN organization.

Libbe HalLevy: Where can listeners find the article that you
wrote and that you sent to me that was the basis of so much of
this interview?

John LaForge: The, uh, paper that I wrote for this meeting is
on our website, which is nucwatchinfo.org, and it's also one of
the papers available at Reaching Critical Will. The name of
the paper 1s, uh, Withdrawing [00:53:00] US Nuclear
Weapons From European Bases Will Bring Nuclear Sharing
States Partly Into Compliance With the Non-Proliferation
Treaty.

So it's a very long title.

Libbe Hal.evy: And a very important article. John LaForge,
you've been a great source for Nuclear Hotseat in the past. We
were even lucky enough to have you as a regular commentator
for a period of time, and would love to get you back on that.
Thank you for this work. Anything happens at the NPT, give
us a call.

And for now, I want to thank you for being my guest this
week on Nuclear Hotseat.

John LaForge: You're very welcome, Libby. It's been my
pleasure. Thanks for having me on.



Libbe Hal.evy: John LaForge of NucWatch. We will have
links up on the website to NucWatch, as well as to Ray
Acheson's website, which he cited, reachingcriticalwill.org.

They'll all be up at nuclearhotseat.com under this episode,
number 776.

Activist Shoutout: Activist shout outs, shout outs, shout outs.
[00:54:00]

Libbe HalLevy: A little bit of tight notice, but if you happen
to be in Kalamazoo, Michigan, this Monday, May 18, there's
going to be a No Nukes Day of Action in downtown
Kalamazoo, including a press conference, public speak out,
and community leafleting, all in opposition to the hazards of
reopening the dangerously age-degraded Palisades Nuclear
Power Station and the siting of untested hypothetical small
modular nuclear reactors there.

And it gets worse because all of this is being proposed by
Holtec International, a New Jersey-based company with zero
experience in building, repairing, or operating atomic reactors.
It will be held at the Bronson Park Rotary Club stage band
shell and the city hall steps. We'll have a link up to where you
can get more information at nuclearhotseat.com under this
episode number [00:55:00] seven seventy-six.

In California, San Luis Obispo Mothers for Peace, the group
that has taken the lead in trying to get rid of the Diablo
Canyon nuclear reactors, has, has achieved a small victory.
Assembly Bill two six four seven, which was proposed to
spend millions of California taxpayer dollars on a study that
could powerfully lay the groundwork for a future overthrow



of the state's nuclear moratorium, has been placed in
suspension, and they're asking for our help in keeping it that
way.

They provided a brief, easy-to-read script and urge us to pick
up the phone and call three members of the California State
Assembly, the chair, the speaker, and the author of the bill.
We'll post the wording and those phone numbers on the
website nuclearhotseat.com under this episode. And here's a
happy heads-up.

In four weeks, it will be the start of the [00:56:00] sixteenth
year of Nuclear Hotseat. If you have any favorite moments or
interviews from our first fifteen years that I might be able to
put together into an excerpt show, send that information to me
in an email at info@nuclearhotseat.com, and we'll see what
kind of an anniversary show montage I can put together.

And if you are a member of a theater company or wish to
have a play to present even in reading or stage-reading form
for the anniversaries of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, contact me
about my play, Atomic Bill and the Payment Due, because it
is available and it is pertinent. If you like the show, you'll love
the play.

Info(@nuclearhotseat.com is a perfect place to get in touch
This has been Nuclear Hotseat for Tuesday, May 12th, 2026.
You can get Nuclear Hotseat delivered via email every week
by just going to nuclearhotseat.com. There's a big honking
100:57:00] yellow box there. If you put in your first name and
your email address, you know the drill by now.



And every week we will send you a single email with a link to
that week's show as soon as it posts and a brief summary of
what material is covered in the show. That way you need
never miss a single episode or a single update on what's really
going on in the nuclear world. And you can help us get there.

If you have a story lead, a hot tip, or a suggestion of someone
to interview, send that information to us in an email at info at
nuclearhotseat.com. And remember always, if you can go to
Nuclear Hotseat and donate, thank you. Any amount will help
us out, and we really appreciate and need your support. This
episode of Nuclear Hotseat is copyright 2026 Libbe HalLevy
and Nuclear Hotseat.

All rights reserved, but fair use allowed as long as you cite the
program, [00:58:00] website, names of any guest whose
comments you use, and me. For now, this is Libbe HalL.evy of
Nuclear Hotseat reminding you that in a statement issued by
Nobel winners, faith leaders, and nuclear experts, they all
said, " Without clear and sustained effort from world leaders
to prevent nuclear war, there can be no doubt that our luck
will finally run out."

To which we add, luck is a terrible safety plan when it comes
to anything nuclear. There you have it, your weekly nuclear
wake-up call. So whatever you do, don't go back to sleep
because we are all in the Nuclear Hotseat.

Nuclear Hotseat. What are those

people thinking? Nuclear Hotseat. What have those boys been
drinking?



Nuclear Hotseat. The corium is sinking. Our time to
100:59:00] act is shrinking, but the activists are linking.

Nuclear Hotseat. It's da bomb.



