Minutes of the Annual General Meeting

Vienna International Centre M building, Room M069

Vienna, Austria
Monday 20 September 2010
1600 hours
Present:

Harold McFarlane,  Chairman

Jorge Spitalnik,  past chairman

Gerald Clark,  Secretary

Annick Carnino

Romney Duffey
Juan Eibenschutz
Takuya Hattori

Shunsuke Kondo

Prof. Odair D. Goncalves  
(Observer)
Item 1:  Apologies for Absence
Manning Muntzing
Dan Meneley
Odilon do Canto
Clarence Hardy
Bertrand Barre
Rama Rao
Paulo Barretto
Neville Chamberlain
Bertrand Roche
Mujid Kazimi

John Poston
Item 2:  Minutes of the last meeting held on Monday 29 September 2008
These were agreed subject to correction in the computer master text of some minor spelling mistakes in members’ names.
Item 3:  Matters arising
It was agreed to take these under the remaining items of the Agenda.
Item 4: Chairman’s report.
The Chairman said that he had not distributed a text of his report, but would do so before the end of the year on the lines of the remarks that follow.
He had made it a priority in the past year to refresh the membership with a more equitable geographic distribution.  He achieved at least partial success.  There were notable successes in China, Russia, India and Latin America. Regrettably there were no new nominations from Korea, in spite of several obviously qualified candidates.
He had established a new website with the aid of skilled members of the Idaho Laboratory.  It had all taken longer than predicted but it was now up and running. One thing remained to be established, namely a members only page on the website, protected by a password, which could provide a platform for discussion between members.  At the last AGM there had been a presentation advocating that the Academy should make use of modern social networking devices such as Face Book,  but on investigating it he had concluded that they were not really suitable for the Academy.  Likewise establishing a blog, which on the surface was more suitable would probably not work well as the Academy was too slow in responding. It also needed more up to date material.  MIT had just put out a new report on the fuel cycle,  in which INEA members, Andy Kadak and Mujid Kazimi, had played a large part.  He commended it to the membership: perhaps it could be the starting point of a discussion. He would arrange that a link to the MIT report should be put on the Academy website.
In discussion it was suggested that “Linked In “ was a social media device worth trying.  It was possible to establish a private group within which INEA members could carry out a discussion of subjects of interest to them, with the medium term aim of writing a paper.  RD said that an obvious subject was Small and Medium Reactors on which a lot of misleading stuff was now appearing in the press.  He and GEC would launch the discussion.  Another possible subject was the future role of fast neutron reactors, as raised by Victor Murogov at the AGM last year.  It was agreed that a trial Linked-In-based group should be launched.
The Chairman said that at the 2009 AGM it had been agreed to attempt to raise the profile of the INEA.  He had had some cards printed which gave his INEA position on the reverse, with suitable co-ordinates.  Others might like to follow suit.  AC said that it would be useful if a standard presentation on the INEA could be posted on the website, on which members could draw when they made presentations on related subjects in other venues. Another platform for such a presentation could be the Summer Institutes of the WNA and others.  These were also possible recruiting grounds for eligible future additional members of the Academy.  AC added that we should encourage Members to help more in the Summer Institutes.  
The Chairman proposed that a newsletter should be prepared for the website giving news about members achievements.  It would be an opportunity to pay tribute to Gail de Planque who had unfortunately recently died.  Public awards had been made to a number of members – Dick Stratford, Luis Echavarri, Stan Hatcher; others had been promoted to important positions such as Dr Sinha and Dr Banerjee.  It would be right to give publicity to all of these.  It was so agreed.
Item 4:  Treasurer’s Report

The Secretary distributed the summary accounts for 2009 and an Interim Financial Report for the first eight months of 2010 (also attached as annexes to these minutes).  He said that the Academy was still solvent.  Moving the Website to a cost free home with the Idaho National Laboratory would improve the financial balance of the Academy.  He had yet to pay the last bill to the Latin American Section of the ANS,  but expenditure on the website had in fact declined a little in 2009-10,  so the reduction in monetary reserves had slowed as they would see from the Interim Report for 2010.  Encouragingly more members had paid their subscriptions in the last eighteen months.  JS said that the bill he had submitted would enable to old website to stay open until the end of the year, and then it would close. The Chairman said when the old site closed, it should redirect to the new site.
Item 5:  Possible papers

In addition to the papers agreed in principle above the Chairman asked whether there were any other papers in prospect.  After a short discussion it was decided not to proceed with the Bottlenecks paper which had arrived in 2009 too late for discussion.  The fact that it was not written by a member of the Academy (although commissioned by one) caused a procedural difficulty, and while it was quite a useful paper it was not outstanding.  Its appearance had raised a point of principle as to whether it was open to the Academy to give a platform for papers by non-members.  After a short discussion it was agreed that the Academy might follow the practice of the Royal Society whereby a member might “bring a paper to the attention of his fellow members”.
There followed a lively discussion of other possible subjects.  RD suggested that non-proliferation deserved another look.  The review conference had in effect left matters as they were, without giving any guidance as to what might happen if nuclear power spread to the have-not nations or if Iran,  despite it asseverations to the contrary, did in fact develop a nuclear weapon.  The INEA could provide a useful service by raising these matters again.
Another good subject was what did the nuclear industry learn from Chernobyl?  Did this for instance have any useful lessons for the oil industry?
With the forthcoming expansion of nuclear power to countries which up to now had no installations raised the importance of regulatory issues.  A repetition of the nationalism of regulation in the 1970s and 1980s would be unwise.  AC said that harmonisation between countries was becoming essential, especially with the growing importance of modularization of components and the increasing reliance on manufacturing ever increasing proportions of a power reactor in factories.  The Academy could perhaps take the lead in bring national regulators together.  The Chairman asked whether she could set the ball rolling by preparing a first draft.  AC said that she was in principle willing, but had quite a lot of projects in prospect, which might leave her with insufficient time.  Mention was made of an INSAG Report and a WNA working group on this subject, which would need to be taken into account.  The Secretary said that he would confer with RD about establishing a core group to launch the drafts which had been proposed.
Item 6:  Nomination of New Members.
The Chairman said that the new Director General of the IAEA had accepted his invitation to become a member.  JS said that the president of the Brazilian Nuclear Energy Commission, Professor O.D. Goncalves (who had attended part of the meeting as an Observer) was keen.  The Secretary said that Manning Muntzing had reported that Dale Klein was also willing.  It was agreed to process these two proposals for membership.
Item 7:  Nomination of a new Chairman

The Chairman said that his term of office came to an end at the end of the year.  He had recently acquired a number of new responsibilities in his regular job, and had informed the Executive Committee that he would be unable to continue beyond the end of the year.  JS said that he would like to make a proposal which had not been mentioned at the Executive Committee.  He had sounded out Juan Eibenschutz who had expressed enthusiasm.  The meeting accepted this proposal with alacrity and welcomed JE as chairman-elect.  SK took this opportunity to say that contrary to his expectations he had been asked to extend his chairmanship of the Japanese Atomic Energy Commission.  He had had been a Vice-Chairman of the Academy now for eight years, and thought he should give way to another representative from Japan. He proposed Mr Hattori., whose nomination was accepted by the meeting,  which nevertheless expressed regret at the retirement of Professor Kondo,  and thanked him for his great contribution to the work of the Academy over many years.
Item 8:  Any other business    

There was none.
  

Item 9:  Date of the next meeting

It was agreed to follow recent practice and to hold the 2011 AGM on the first day of the 2010 General Conference of the International Atomic Energy Agency.
The Chairman declared the meeting closed at 17:45 hours.

