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DR Congo independence day

Raphael Mwenda 
Bambinganila
CHARGE D’AFFAIRES A.I. OF THE 
DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC OF THE 
CONGO

In this moment of celebration of 
our 51st anniversary of indepen-
dence, we can’t forget our Japa-
nese brothers 
and sisters who 
have suffered 
the tragedy of 
the March 11 
Great East Ja-
pan Earth-
quake, which 
caused many 
victims among the population. 
On this occasion, we send our 
wishes for all the population 
and pray to God to give them 
courage and blessing.

Hence, on this sacred Inde-
pendence Day, it is with plea-
sure that we would like to trans-
mit hereby the warm greetings 
from President Joseph Kabila 
Kabange to Their Imperial Maj-
esties Emperor Akihito and Em-
press Michiko, as well as the 
whole Imperial Family. We 
would like to acknowledge and 
praise their unceasing efforts 
toward the promotion of peace 
and friendship between the 
people of the world. Our greet-
ings are also given to the Japa-
nese government and the all 
Japanese people.

The celebration of this 51st 
anniversary is for us an appro-

priate time to assess the prog-
ress of our country’s situation. 
As we take a retrospective look 
at our journey during the last 51 
years, we can express today the 
joy of celebrating this jubilee 
united and living in our territo-
ry with the same geographical 
borders as on June 30, 1960.

It is also the right occasion to 
remember that our country has 
known its first civil war starting 
on July 11, 1960, only 11 days  
after the proclamation of inde-
pendence! The war caused by 
those who wanted to perpetuate 
their domination on the coun-
try’s natural resources such as 
minerals.

The intention to divide our 
country emerged again 10 years 
ago because of lust of some 
countries.

Fortunately, the Balkaniza-
tion of our country didn’t take 
place because of the determina-
tion of the Congolese people 
with help of some goodwilled 
people.

During the last few years, the 
government has been commit-
ted to reinforcing the peace and 
to rebuilding the country under 
the direction of President Kabi-
la. Indeed, the latest crisis, 
which lasted from 1997 to 2003, 
made the DRC bloodless with 
the basic infrastructures com-
pletely destroyed.

The reconstruction of a terri-
tory six times larger than Japan 
and as large as Western Europe is 

not a easy task, especially when 
the country is sorely short of fi-
nancial means. Its meager fiscal 
revenues have been directly al-
located to the payments of a 
heavy external debt for which we 
have been in negotiations for 
long time with Bretton Woods 
Institutions. Fortunately, last year 
these Institutions have accepted 
to cancel the DRC’s debt and to 
allow our country to allocate the 
financial means for its economic 
and social development.

To our partners, including Ja-
pan, we express again and repeat 
our confidence that only direct 
foreign investment can create 
many jobs in our country and can 
help it to stand up and play its role 
on the worldwide stage, politically 
and economically.

The main assets of the DRC 
are:

• A vast market in the heart of 
the African continent with 
many possibilities to develop 
numerous large-scale activities: 
farming, livestock breeding, 
forestry, mining, industry, tour-
ism, etc. 
• The mining reserves of the 
DRC: the Congolese ground 
contains an extremely various 
range of ores such as bauxite, 
coal, diamonds, gold, iron, oil, 
copper, cobalt, nickel chromi-
um, methane gas in Lake Kivu, 
etc. All these natural resources 
are needed by main industries 
of the world and if they are judi-
cious exploited can certainly 
contribute to improve the con-
ditions of life of the Congolese 
people.
• The forest of the DRC (basin 
of Congo), more than 60 per-
cent of all territory, is an asset 

that the whole world needs, 
namely in the fight against the 
effects of global warming. It 
contains around 1,000 species 
of wood.

On this subject, the DRC has 
been chosen as one of the pilot 
countries of the United Nations 
program REDD (Reducing 
Emissions from Deforestation 
and Forest Degradation). The 
purpose of this program is to get 
the country ready for the REDD 
initiative by 2012 as soon as that 
regime is accepted and recog-
nized internationally as an in-
strument for the reduction of 
factors that cause climatic 
change in the post-Kyoto Proto-
col framework.

Also, the Democratic Repub-
lic of the Congo, with a 
3,680,000 km water basin, is one 
of the biggest soft water reser-
voirs in the world.

The Congo River has the sec-
ond most consistent and power-
ful flow (40,000 cu. meters per 
second) in the world, after the 
Amazon River.

According to the relevant 
studies, the hydroelectric dam 
at the Inga site alone on the 
Congo River, once its four phas-
es are completed, can be able to 
provide electricity to the entire 
African continent. The contri-
bution of Japanese enterprises, 
with their knowhow and their 
advanced technology for real-
izing this important project, can 
be of great support not only for 

the DRC’s development but also 
for the African continent. In this 
field exists a code of invest-
ments with many advantages 
for investors.

On the tourism field, the 
Democratic Republic of the 
Congo has also many wonders, 
with national parks and natural 
reserves with animal species 
such as okapis, bonobos, goril-
las, white rhinoceroses, etc.

The Democratic Republic of 
the Congo has a specific climate 
diversity: the country straddles 
the equator, there are four types 
of climates with singular rain-
fall marked by rains throughout 
the year.

In conclusion, we take the 

opportunity to express our hope 
of seeing Japanese corporations 
joining our efforts in the recon-
struction of the DRC along with 
the other partners who are al-
ready there. We can’t forget that 
the relations between Japan and 
the Democratic Republic of the 
Congo began since 1955 with 
the opening of a consulate in 
the former Leopoldville, today 
Kinshasa.

After the painful period of 
1960 and the recent anguishes 
of the war of aggression of the 
1990s, the Congolese people as-
pire to a peaceful life; to build a 
country where it is good to live 
smartly with immediate neigh-
bors and friends afar.

Today, President Kabila has 
began the big works of recon-
struction of the country as this 
can be seen everywhere in the 
capital Kinshasa and every-
where in the country. 

At the end of this year of the 
51st anniversary of our indepen-
dence, the DRC will organize 
the presidential and legislative 
elections.

To our citizens who live in 
this beautiful country Japan, we 
ask them to learn from the Japa-
nese experience, which can 
benefit our country, the DRC.

As our national hymn says, 
“Debout Congolais (Stand up 
Congolese)” … for the recon-
struction of a beautiful country.

DRC celebrates 51st anniversary of independence

Joseph Kabila Kabange, 
president of the Democratic 
Republic of the Congo

Central Africa: The Democratic 
Republic of the Congo is the 
third-largest country in Africa.

Ecuadorean police 
guilty over protest
Quito AP
A court in Ecuador has 
convicted six police officers 
of security crimes for taking 
part in a protest in which the 
president was detained.

The officers include the 
former chief of security for the 
country’s Congress and five 
members of the detachment 
there. Hundreds of police 
officers staged a Sept. 30 protest 
over a proposal to cut their 
bonuses. It spread to the police 
headquarters, where officers 
roughed up President Rafael 
Correa and later trapped him 
inside a police hospital for hours.

Correa was finally rescued 
when commandos firing assault 
rifles stormed into the facility. 
About a dozen people died.

Public funding for 
U.K. prince rises
London AP
Prince Charles hired more staff 
and spent more money last 
year, thanks in part to his son 
Prince William’s lavish wedding 
to Kate Middleton, according to 
official figures released Tuesday.

The annual accounts show 
that taxpayer funding for 
the heir to the British throne 
increased substantially in the 
year to March 31, along with his 
tax bill, while the eco-friendly 
royal’s carbon footprint shrank.

The prince’s office says 
Charles received nearly £2 
million ($3.2 million) from 
government departments and 
grants during the 12 months, 
17.9 percent more than the year 
before. Revenue from the Duchy 
of Cornwall — the 55,000-hectare 
estate established in the 14th 
century to provide income for the 
heir to the throne — increased 
by roughly 4 percent last year, to 
nearly 18 million pounds ($29 
million). The 62-year-old prince 
receives the bulk of his income 
from the duchy’s properties and 
investments.

Charles paid almost £4.4 
million ($7 million) in tax, 26 
percent more than a year before.

Chavez looks well 
in photos, on TV
Caracas AP
Hugo Chavez has reappeared in 
photos and videos on state tele-
vision, chatting with Fidel Castro 
in Cuba after a prolonged seclu-
sion following surgery that has 
left Venezuelans guessing about 
their president’s health.

The images aired Tuesday 
night were the first to be released 
in 10 days and showed Chavez 
talking animatedly, both on his 
feet next to Castro and seated 
alongside one of his daughters. 

IN BRIEF

Rockville Maryland
AP

When commercial nuclear power 
was getting its start in the 1960s 
and 1970s, industry and regula-
tors stated unequivocally that 
reactors were designed only to 
operate for 40 years. Now they tell 
another story — insisting that the 
units were built with no inherent 
life span, and can run for up to a 
century, an Associated Press in-
vestigation shows.

By rewriting history, plant 
owners are making it easier to 
extend the lives of dozens of re-
actors in a relicensing process 
that resembles nothing more 
than an elaborate rubber stamp.

As part of a yearlong investi-
gation of aging issues at the na-
tion’s nuclear power plants, the 
AP found that the relicensing 
process often lacks fully inde-
pendent safety reviews. Records 
show that paperwork of the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion sometimes matches word-
for-word the language used in a 
plant operator’s application.

Also, the relicensing process 
relies heavily on such paper-
work, with very little onsite in-
spection and verification.

And under relicensing rules, 
tighter standards are not re-
quired to compensate for de-
cades of wear and tear.

So far, 66 of 104 reactors have 
been granted license renewals. 
Most of the 20-year extensions 
have been granted with scant 
public attention. And the NRC 
has yet to reject a single applica-
tion to extend an original license. 
The process has been so routine 
that many in the industry are 
already planning for additional 
license extensions, which could 
push the plants to operate for 80 
years, and then 100.

Regulators and industry now 
contend that the 40-year limit 
was chosen for economic rea-
sons and to satisfy antitrust con-
cerns, not for safety issues. They 
contend that a nuclear plant has 
no technical limit on its life.

But an AP review of historical 
records, along with interviews 
with engineers who helped de-
velop nuclear power, shows just 
the opposite: Reactors were made 
to last only 40 years. Period.

The record also shows that a 
design limitation on operating 
life was an accepted truism.

In 1982, D. Clark Gibbs, chair-
man of the licensing and safety 
committee of an early industry 
group, wrote to the NRC that 
“most nuclear power plants, in-
cluding those operating, under 

construction or planned for the 
future, are designed for a duty 
cycle which corresponds to a 
40-year life.”

 One person who should know 
the real story is engineering pro-
fessor Richard T. Lahey Jr., at 
Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute 
in Troy, New York. Lahey once 
served in the nuclear Navy. Later, 
in the early 1970s, he helped de-
sign reactors for General Electric 
Co.; he oversaw safety research 
and development.

Lahey dismisses claims that 
reactors were made with no par-
ticular life span. “These reactors 
were really designed for a certain 
lifetime,” he said. “What they’re 
saying is really a fabrication.”

Relicensing is a lucrative deal 
for operators. By the end of their 
original licenses, reactors are 
largely paid for. When they’re 
operating, they’re producing 
profits. They generate a fifth of 
the country’s electricity.

New ones would each cost 
billions of dollars and take many 
years for approval, construction 
and testing. Local opposition 
may be strong. Already there is 
controversy about the safety of a 
next-generation design. Even be-
fore the nuclear crisis at the Fu-
kushima No. 1 complex in Japan, 
only a handful of proposed new 
reactors in the U.S. had taken the 
first steps toward construction.

Solar and wind power are pro-
jected to make very limited con-
tributions as electrical demand 
rises about 30 percent by 2035. 
So keeping old plants operating 
makes good business sense.

But it’s challenging to keep ex-
isting plants safe and up to date.

The NRC has indicated that 
safety improvements are likely 
in the aftermath of melted fuel in 
the Japanese reactors in March. 
NRC inspectors have found 
some problems with U.S. equip-
ment and procedures. But the 
agency says all sites are ready to 
deal with earthquakes and flood-
ing. The NRC also has formed a 
task force to investigate further 
and report back in July. Both the 
task force and the NRC chair-
man have already suggested that 
changes will be needed.

Meanwhile, license renewals, 
which began in 2000, continue. 
The process essentially requires 
a government-approved plan to 
manage wear. These plans en-
tail more inspection, testing and 
maintenance by the operator, 
but only of certain equipment 
viewed as subject to deteriora-
tion over time.

The plans focus on large sys-
tems like reactor vessels. It is as-

sumed that existing maintenance 
is good enough to keep critical 
smaller parts — cables, controls, 
pumps, motors — in good work-
ing order for decades more.

Some modernization has 
been put in place. But many po-
tential improvements are limited 
by the government’s so-called 
backfit rule. The provision ex-
empts existing units from safety 
improvements unless such up-
grades bring “a substantial in-
crease” in public protection.

Even with required main-
tenance, aging problems keep 
popping up.

During its Aging Nukes in-
vestigation, the AP conducted 
scores of interviews and ana-
lyzed thousands of pages of in-
dustry and government records, 
reports and data. The documents 
show that for decades compro-
mises have been made repeat-
edly in safety margins, regula-
tions and emergency planning 
to keep the aging units operat-
ing within the rules. The AP has 
reported that nuclear plants have 

sustained repeated equipment 
failures, leading critics to fear 
that the U.S. industry is one fail-
ure away from a disaster.

Despite the aging problems, 
relicensing rules prohibit any 
overall safety review of the en-
tire operation. More conservative 
safety margins are not required 
in anticipation of higher failure 
rates in old plants, regulators ac-
knowledge.

The approach has turned re-
licensing reviews into routine 
approvals. “Everything I’ve seen 
is rubber-stamped,” said Joe 
Hopenfeld, an engineer who 
worked on aging-related issues 
at the NRC before retiring in 
2008. He has since worked for 
groups challenging relicensing.

Numerous reports from the 
NRC’s Office of Inspector Gen-
eral offer disturbing corrobora-
tion of his view.

For example, in 2002 the in-
spector general wrote: “Senior 
NRC officials confirmed that the 
agency is highly reliant on infor-
mation from licensee risk assess-

ments.” Essentially that means 
the industry tells the NRC how 
likely an accident is and the NRC 
accepts the analysis.

Five years later, in a relicens-
ing audit, the inspector general 
complained of frequent instanc-
es of “identical or nearly identi-
cal word-for-word repetition” of 
the plant applications in NRC 
reviews. The inspector general 
worried that the repetition in-
dicated superficial reviews that 
went through the motions, in-
stead of thorough and indepen-
dent examinations.

The problems went beyond 
paperwork. The inspector gen-
eral found that the NRC reviews 
usually relied on the plants to 
report on their operating experi-
ence, but the agency didn’t inde-
pendently verify the information.

NRC spokesman Eliot Brenner 
said staffers have now agreed to 
use their own words in their re-
views of relicensing applications.

Christopher Grimes, former 
director of license renewal at 
the NRC, acknowledges that the 
agency “has to rely much more 
on the contents of the applica-
tions . . . over direct inspection.”

He blames budget constraints, 
but others view relicensing as a 
charade. Clean Ocean Action un-
successfully challenged relicens-
ing at the Oyster Creek plant in 
New Jersey, but chief scientist 

Jennifer Sampson said, “We re-
ally knew it was a waste of time.”

There are two thrusts to the 
revisionist argument that nuclear 
reactors can last for decades and 
decades: First, that they weren’t 
really designed only for 40 years; 
second, that there is no technical 
limitation on any length of time.

Tony Pietrangelo, chief nucle-
ar officer at the industry’s Nucle-
ar Energy Institute, says 40 years 
for the initial license was simply 
how long it was expected to take 
to pay off construction loans.

In 2008, an NRC report was 
emphatic about the economic 
rationale of the 40-year license, 
insisting that “this time limit 
was developed from utility anti-
trust concerns and not physically 
based design limitations from 
engineering analysis, compo-
nents, or materials.”

Even so, it felt compelled to 
acknowledge, in passing, that 
“some individual plant and 
equipment designs” were engi-
neered for 40 years of life.

What’s the truth? Fifty years 
ago, rural electricity cooperatives, 
worried about competition, did 
object to granting indefinitely long 
licenses to the new nuclear indus-
try. But that’s only part of the story.

The 40-year license was cre-
ated by Congress as a somewhat 
arbitrary political compromise 
— “some long period of time, be-

cause nobody in his right mind 
would want to operate a nuclear 
plant beyond that time,’” said Ivan 
Selin, an engineer who chaired 
the NRC in the early 1990s.

Instead of stopping at 40 
years, or even 60, the industry 
began advancing the idea of 
even longer nuclear life in dis-
cussions with its NRC partners 
starting several years ago.

In 2009, an issue paper by the 
industry-funded Electric Pow-
er Research Institute said that 
“many experts believe . . . that 
these plants can operate safely 
well beyond their initial or ex-
tended operating periods — pos-
sibly to 80 or 100 years.”

In November, an EPRI survey 
of industry executives found that 
more than 60 percent of execu-
tives strongly believed reactors 
can last at least 80 years.

 Adding its own push, Con-
gress has set aside $12 million 
over the past two fiscal years 
for the Department of Energy to 
study if nuclear plants can last 
decades longer.

So for industry, the question 
is not if plants can run decades 
longer — that is now presumed 
true — but for how long?

“The research must start now, 
as it will take years to gather the 
data necessary to justify life exten-
sion out to 80 or 100 years,” EPRI 
says in a background document.

Reactors and their surround-
ing equipment obviously were 
not made to fall apart the day af-
ter their 40th birthday. But how 
long can they safely last?

Other power generators have 
recognized the limits of design 
life. Though plants burning coal 
and other traditional fuels in-
corporate many similar systems 
to nuclear units — minus the 
atomic reactor — 90 percent 
close within 50 years, according 
to Department of Energy data.

 Peter Lyons, a physicist and 
recent NRC commissioner, said 
several features of plants are ex-
traordinarily hard to replace and 
could limit their lifetimes. They 
include reactor vessels, electric 
cables set in concrete, and un-
derground piping.

In an interview at NRC head-
quarters in Rockville, Maryland, 
agency Chairman Gregory Jac-
zko said decisions on license ex-
tensions are based on safety, not 
economics.

Former NRC chief Selin says 
extension decisions should be 
made “on a case-by-case basis.”

And industry executives and 
regulators acknowledge that 
more research is needed.

In the past, though, both par-
ties found ways to shift assump-
tions, theories and standards 
enough to keep reactors chug-
ging. There’s every reason to 
think they’ll try to do it again.

U.S., nuclear industry rewrite the rules for plants 
Reactor life spans debated amid 
push to relicense aging giants

How times don’t change: Workers man the control room of the 
Indian Point nuclear power plant in Buchanan, New York, in April 
1983. When the first commercial reactors in the U.S. were built in 
the 1960s, it was expected they would be replaced with improved 
models long before their 40-year licenses expired. Left: Workers 
check emergency procedures at the Oconee nuclear power plant 
in Seneca, South Carolina, in March. AP
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