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recommendations. He will no longer be its 
chairman when the Kuratorium comes to 
consider the future of DKFZ on 21 June 
because, from 1 May responsibility for the 
centre will be shifted as part of a reshuffle 
of responsibilities in the ministry. It is likely 
that the new chairman will be Dr Guentsch. 

Professor Hans Neurath, now back in 
the University of Washington, Seattle, also 
welcomes the report, describing it as 
"excellent, clear and succinct". 

Reaction to the report at DKFZ is hard to 
gauge, but inevitably mixed. 

Only after the 21 June meeting of the 
Kuratorium will it be known which of the 
commission's proposals will be adopted. 
One problem is that since Professor 
Neurath's resignation, DKFZ has been 
without a real director, although Professor 
Otto Westphal was appointed acting 
director from 1 March until the end of 
1982. Another is that there is almost certain 
to be strong resistance to many of the 
proposals from within the centre. And it 
does not help that the politicization of the 
centre's difficulties comes at a time when 
the German government has matters of far 
greater importance on its plate - survival 
for example. 

Thus, whereas the commission 
recommends that proper peer review of 
DKFZ starts without delay, with at least 
three institutes to be reviewed by the end of 
the year, there is a good chance that the 
peers will need topcoats rather than safari 
suits by the time they descend upon 
Heidelberg. Peter Newmark 

Europe's nuclear power 

Border incidents 
Brussels 

A bizarre mixture of Molotov cocktails 
and red and yellow balloons was released at 
a demonstration on 27 March when 
Belgian environmentalists protested at the 
continuing construction of four French 
nuclear power stations at Chooz, close to 
the Belgian border. Protests against the 
Chooz reactors are now a regular part of 
Belgian life. Some weeks ago, the Belgian 
Embassy in Paris was occupied by two 
Belgian senators belonging to the 
environmental party, and demonstrations 
on the border are now promised on the last 
Saturday of each month. 

While there is no sign that the protests 
will influence the French government's 
determination to press ahead with the four 
1,300 MW reactors to be built on the Meuse 
at Chooz, they may affect the Belgian 
government's willingness to participate in 
the project. Given the prospect that 
Belgium will have to rely on nuclear power 
for half of its electricity production by 
1985, the government must either sanction 
the nuclear power construction in Belgian 
or join in the Chooz project. 

For a time, the government sought to 
obtain electricity and to counter the 
protests by linking participation at Chooz 
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with the stipulation that the French 
reactors should be built to Belgian safety 
standards. This suggestion has, however, 
been rejected by the French on the grounds 
that construction costs would be increased. 

The issue has thus been invested with 
national pride. The Belgian government is 
being told, most vociferously by the 
Flemish-speaking population near the 
border, that it has allowed itself to be 
bullied by its larger neighbour. France, on 
the other hand, cannot admit that its own 
safety standards for reactors are 
inadequate simply because the Belgian 
standards are more stringent. France has 
also declined to reveal details of the 
reactors to be built at Chooz beginning in 
December, and to reveal plans for the 
discharge of some low-level waste into the 
Meuse. 

There is a chance that the European 
Commission may be able to help. The 
revision of Article 37 of the Euratom 
Treaty soon to be adopted would require 
France to seek approval for its plans for 
radioactive waste disposal six months 
before construction at Chooz begins. So 
far, however, there is no sign that France is 
prepared to let the commission interfere or 
to engage in consultations with Belgium. 

The Belgian government is in any case 
itself divided over the country's energy 
plans. The energy minister, Mr Etienne 
Knoops, is anxious that Belgium should 
have more nuclear power stations and keen 
on participation at Chooz. He is opposed 
by the science and budget minister, Mr 
Philip Maystadt, who wants the decision 
on Chooz put off until the parlia
mentary debate arranged for the end of 
May - after the 16 April deadline for a 
decision on participation will have passed. 

In the end, Maystadt's arguments are 
likely to prevail. Belgian utility companies 
argue that it would be more sensible to 
invest in a Belgian project than in Chooz, 
especially because it is now estimated that 
Belgium will need to build thirteen 1,300 
MW reactors by the year 2020. In any case, 
the cost of electricity from the Chooz plant 
quoted by the French is unpalatably high. 

Jasper Becker 
eEnvironmentalists are also on the move 
in France - on foot, in fact, between the 
site of the near-complete French fast 
breeder reactor, Superphenix, in the south 
of France, to Paris, where they hope to 
meet President Mitterrand on 18 April to 
protest against fast breeder development. 
A hundred demonstrators gathered on 
Sunday near Superphi:nix in the march, 
which has begun peacefully. This is in 
marked contrast to the rocket attack on 
Superphenix last summer, and the violent 
demonstrations of 1977 in which one 
demonstrator died. Brice Lalond, national 
secretary of the French Friends of the 
Earth, addressed the marchers. "Nothing 
has changed since 10 May", he said, 
referring to the election of Mitterrand as 
President of France and his socialist 
government. Robert Walgate 
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United States astronomy 

High priorities 
Apparently unabashed by the austerity 

now rife in Washington, the long-awaited 
Field report on astronomy and astro
physics in the 1980s will include a $1,900 
million (at 1980 prices) shopping-list, 
mostly for new equipment. A draft of the 
report (to be published next month) says 
that these plans would require that the 
astronomy budget of the National Science 
Foundation (NSF) in the 1980s should be 
30 per cent greater in real terms than in the 
1970s. 

The report has been prepared by the 
Astronomy Survey Committee under the 
chairmanship of the director of the 
Harvard-Smithsonian Center for 
Astrophysics, George Field. The com
mittee was set up in 1978 by the National 
Academy of Sciences (NAS) to assign 
priorities to a wide range of astronomical 
projects based on the ground or in Earth 
orbit, but excluding planetary missions and 
deep-space probes. 

Field report reeommcadatioDS 
Decade cost 

(1980 $ million) 
Major new programmes, in order of priority 
I. Advanced X-ray Astronomy 

Facility (AXAF) 500 
2. Very Long Base-line (VLB) Array SO 
3. New Technology Telescope (NIT) 100 
4. Large Deployable Reflector in Space 300 

950 

Modest new programmes, in rough order of priority 
I. Augmentation of Explorer satellite 

programme 200 
2. Far UV spectrograph in space ISO 
3. Space VLB antenna 60 
4. Optical/lR telescopes (2.5 m) 20 
5. Advanced Solar Observatory in space 200 
6. Cosmic ray experiments 100 
7. Search for Extraterrestrial Intelligence 20 

Small new programmes 
10 m submillimetre-wave radio antenna 4 

Other important programmes 
Spatial interferometer for mid-IR 3 
High precision optical astrometry 

programme 3 
Temporary programme to maintain 

astronomical expertise at 
universities 10 

750 

20 
Total expenditure over decade on new project 1,720 
Total expenditure on "prerequisites" 

(theory, data analysis. etc.) 190 
Gnmd total $1,910 mHliOD 

In its review of astronomical problems 
and the best ways of tackling them, the 
report assumes the existence of such 
shuttle-dependent projects as the Space 
Telescope, the Gamma-Ray Observatory, 
the Shuttle Infrared Telescope Facility, the 
Solar Optical Telescope and the ground
based 25-metre millimetre-wave radio
telescope, all but the last of which appear to 
have survived in the US Administration's 
budget for 1983. 

For the 1980s, the committee recom
mends that the highest priorities should be 
given to the Advanced X-ray Astrophysics 
Facility (AXAF) satellite, a Very Long 
Baseline (VLB) array of radiotelescopes, a 
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