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ILLINOIS ENERGY TRANSFORMATION #23: 

Nuclear Power is NOT “Clean, Green and Emissions Free” -- AGAIN 

April 22, 2021 

“There is no swifter route to the corruption of thought than through the corruption of language.” 

--George Orwell-- 

I can recall a time when words actually meant something.  At least, they meant what they said they meant.  

These days, that no longer seems to be the case.  Take for instance, nuclear power is “clean, green, and 

emissions-free.” 

“Clean” used to mean, well – clean.  As an adjective, it meant, “free from dirt, rubbish, or impurities,” and 

also “morally uncontaminated; pure; innocent.” 

As a verb, “clean” once meant, “to rid of dirt, marks, stains, rubbish, or impurities.” 

So how does nuclear power compare to these now archaic and obsolete definitions?   

The nuclear marketers are now convincing everyone that the 11,000+ tons of deadly, long-lived high-level 

radioactive waste (HLRW) created by and sitting at Exelon’s 6 Illinois reactor sites and one de facto HLRW 

storage facility doesn’t count as “dirt, rubbish or impurities.”  The 15,000+ abandoned and unremediated 

U.S. uranium mines that helped provide the fuel for these reactors are somehow by magic, equally pristine.  

And never mind the millions of cubic feet of so-called “low-level” radioactive wastes (LLRW – but, not 

necessarily “low-hazard”; another euphemism for another time) created each year by these reactors and 

the nuclear fuel chain they depend on to operate. 

As for “morally uncontaminated, pure, and innocent,” in the olden days, ComEd’s recent $200 million guilty 

plea for their illegal lobbying activities would have cured anyone’s illusions about the “innocence” and 

“morality” of the nuclear industry.  But no longer.  They too have been rehabilitated, “linguistically de-

toxified” into the current abrogative phrase:  “bad apples.”  Forgive and forget – until you pay their 

incessant nuclear bailouts on your electric bill. 

“Emissions free”?  Well, each year every reactor has to submit two reports to the Nuclear Regulatory 

Commission (NRC) called, “Radioactive Effluent and Environmental Reports.”  According to the NRC 

website, “Each commercial nuclear power plant is required to submit two annual reports, which detail (1) 

the radioactive effluents discharged from the site, and (2) the effects (if any) on the environment.”   

Wait a minute – “effluents discharged”?  Could that be another term for – emissions?  Maybe back in the 

day, but not according to the nuclear hucksters of today.  In olden times an effluent was “an outflowing of 

water or gas to a natural body of water.…”  In the old fangled thesaurus, a synonym for “emissions” is 

“effluents.”   

And just what are these “effluents,” and where do they go?  According to the report, they are liquids and 

gases.  The NRC has generously included atmospheric discharges of radioactive noble gases and carbon-
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14 into their definition of “effluent.”  They go into the air, the water and sometimes the ground (on a bad 

reactor day) – just so they are below regulatory standards.  On a really bad reactor day, they don’t follow 

the regulations – think Chernobyl, Fukushima, Santa Susana, Three Mile Island, Windscale, …..   

As for “green,” these days anyone who wants to can label themselves as “green.”  A society that tolerates 

allowing identified poisons in baby foods will not quibble over a petro-chemical company or nuclear power 

utility or waste dump calling itself “green.” It calls to mind an old story of a farmer who once dressed a pig 

in silk, married it and called it his spouse.  But one morning in bed, he encountered an astonishing 

realization.  It was not “clean, emissions free, or a good spouse.”  The solution was obvious:  he called a 

nuclear marketer to redefine the situation. 

One cannot be too harsh to judge an increasingly intellectually challenged general public for not seeing 

through the linguistic detoxification nuclear power has undergone under the careful and methodical 

campaigns run by marketing hucksters employed by the nuclear industry.  It is inherently a truly arcane and 

baffling issue.   

Time-strapped legislators and reporters/journalists can be cut some slack too, but not entirely:  by 

professional choice, they have an obligation to be more discerning and truthful, to show some skepticism 

and maintain a higher level of accuracy in their work. 

We ask that they do so, from this day onward, and stop using the marketing hucksterism that “nuclear is 

clean, green, and emissions free” energy.  It’s not.  It is a “lower-carbon emitting resource.” No more than 

that.  Only the intellectually lazy or the ideologically biased will continue to knowingly perpetuate such a 

fraud on society. 

“The people will believe what the media tells them they believe.” – George Orwell 

 


