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Inspector 
Demands 
Coal Figures 
The CEGB w ill produce 
figures to show the 
comparison betwee n the 
costs of nuclear and coal 
power stations~ This w a s 
the most drama tic 
development of the first two 
weeks of the Hinkley C 
Public Inquiry. 

After months of pressure, dating 
back to the Pre-Inquiry meetings 
held in June and July, Lord Silsoe It was like the first day at 
finally made his concession at the College. As nine o'clock ap
opening of D_ay Eight (Oct?ber 14). proached the little campus of 

"We have _argued that ev1dence of Cannington filled up with 
that nature 1s not t;ecess~q' fo~ the scurrying figures, arms full of 
Se~retary of States dectslOn , he documents not sure of where 
satd. "Nonetheless, the CEGB has th ' · b t · 
decided to produce such evidence, ey were gozng. u anxwus 
and we will do this as soon as we to ge t there on tzme. 
reasonably can." He repeated the . Outside the soor:-to-be-opened of
Inspector's proviso that the new in- {lees of the Stop Hmkley Cer~:tre, the 
fo rmation would not "prejudice" the cameras and reporters watted (or 
CEGB's basic a rgument about the Paddy Ashd?wn to cut a green nb
government's proposed "non-fossil bon, declartng the Greenpeace-
fuel" element funded centre officially open. 

Silsoe said that the CEGB expected P_osing in front of "Hinkley" the 
to produce its new evidence "by the whtte elephant, he told them that all 
end of next month - November". four members of his family objected 

to the PWR proposals. His view: "We 
don 't need it." 

a theatre group, a Safe Energy Road
show and the Bristol Ambling Band 
kept the crowd of several hundred 
occupied until it was time to troop in 
to the op~ning session. 

The hall was filled with a wide 
variety of people - young and old, 
well groomed and shaggy, male and 
female. By contrast, the panel of 
figures sitting on a raised platform 
facing the audience was uniformly 
male, middle aged and dressed in 
dark suits (with the exception of the 
shorthand writer). 

This arrangement gave the hall the 
formal air of a courtroom, with the 
central, magisterial figure of the 
Inspector. Here, the great 'democratic ' 
process of the Inquiry began. Any 
individual has the right to speak ... as 
long as they have the confidence, the 
time, the education, the personal 

Barnes had repeatedly pushed the 
CEGB towards submitting substan
tial evidence on the relative economics 
of nuclear and "fossil-fuelled'' power 

At the main hall where the Inquiry 
was to sit fo r the first week, anti
nuclear protestors had gathered with 

d 
resources . . . 

stalls and banners, isplays - and 
IN THIS ISSUE ~ more white elephants. Mime artists, -Photo: Ingrid Hessling 

Inspector wants to know about coal. Day One. lnq ·:~Y ;~~~-::--·]1 
CEGB evidence on policy and need. Procedural iss s. -~oss~~_j_J 
examinations. Timetable. Creche. ( _ --- - ·- _ 
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stations -:- · essentially coal. Many 
objectors tacitly and openly supported 
his fhmness. . 

Righ t at the start ofthe Inquiry, on 
Day ;.' One, · he asked Lord Silsoe 
(CEGB) how h e could put his ar
guments witho-ut comparative econo
mics. 

On Day Three, both Barnes and 
Professor illph, his economic_s as
sessor, grilled the Board 's first wit
ness, Derek Da vis. In particular, they 
weren 't satisfied that the CEGB had 
art adequate case if privatisation 
didn't go ahead, or went ahead in a 
different form. And what, they asked, 
would h appen if the new privatised 
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company, Big G, simply didn't want 
to build Hin kley C? . 

Finally, on Day Four, the Inspector 
made 'it clear that the Board would 
ha ve to deliver the goods. " I ask the 
Board to con sider .... my request," he 
said, .a nd looked as though he meant 
it! 

According to press reports, the 
CEGB has had a trio of witnesses on 
economics under training, and wait
ing in the wings, for some time. But 
the decision to consider this subject 
will also open the Inqui ry up to a 
long list of objectors with substantial 
chunks of evidence to argue that coal 
is more economic than nuclear. 

Opening the Debate 
Shortly after the Inspector 
officially opened the Inquiry, 
Lord Silsoe made his opening 
s tatement of ca se for the Cen
tral Eleetricity Generating 
Board. He indicated that Top
ic 1 (need and economics) 
would take longer than the 
o ther topics. 

He soon made the point which 
formed the focus for much of the 
debate of the fi rst week: "The only 
reason for examining the economics 
of coal- or other fossil-fired gener
ation would be in order to argue that 
another form of generation should be 
built instead of a P WR, and that, Sir, 
would be contrary to the government's 
declared policy on diversity." 

And the Inspector didn't wait long 
to ch allenge this position. How do 
you put your case, h e asked Silsoe, 
"without a comparison of the ec
onomics of n uclear and coal and 
other fossi l-fuelled generation." 

Trevor Houghton of the Bristol 
Energy Centre said he was seeking a 
clearer view of the CEGB's proposals 
as to how Hinkley · C would work 
within a privatised electricity indus
try. So far, the government's White 
Paper on privatising electricity was 
only 16 pages long "and is therefore 

little more than a skeleton with no 
flesh on it." 

Alan Thornton spoke for Green
peace, which is taking part in a 
Public Inquiry for the first time: "We 
consider that, after Chernobyl and 
before privatisation, this is probably 
the most important Public Inquiry of 
our time in this country. The future of 
nuclear power in the UK hangs in the 
balance." 

He too regretted the disadvantage 
to objectors who lacked both time 
and resources compared to the CEGB. 
But "it is clear to us that the CEGB 
case is so weak, so flimsy and so 
incomplete that we have no doubt 
that we will win .. .. The bigger they 
come, the h arder they fall." 

Politica l slant 
After the lunch break, Stewart Boyle 
for Friends of the Earth talked about 
the strong external political press
ures from the government on the 
Inquiry system. "At this Inquiry we 
have the most politically slanted 
evidence from the CEGB that we 
have ever seen at a Public Inquiry." 
"But," he said, ''!tistory may prove 
the CEGB's case for Hinkley Cas a 
legacy of a bygone era - Lord Mar
shall's last stand if you like." 
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Brian ·Parkin for th e National 
Union of Mineworkers again raised 
the "refusal of the CEGB to accept 
scrutiny on the question of coal 
versus nuclear costs". 

Towards the. e'nd of the day, Lord 
Silsoe for the CEGB responded to the 
Inspector's earlier questions. How 
would the CEGB proceed - should 
privatisation not go ahead - without 
a comparison of coal a nd nuclear 
costs? 

According to Lord Silsoe, "The 
Secretary of State, having a diversity 
policy, does not, we suggest, indicate 
that he needs th is Inquiry's assist
ance with a comparison of nuclear 
generation with fossil sources." He 
went on to tell the Inspector that "it 
is not the function of a Public lnq uiry 
to examine the merits of government 
policy or for you to make recom
mendations upon it." 

But before long, the Inspector was 
asking him again, "how the eco
nomic comparison of options, for 
example, between coal and nuclear, 
can be, so to speak, taken out of the · 
decision-making process?" Silsoe's 
response followed a by-now familiar 
pattern: "The government's policy in 
terms of diversity remains its policy." 

As the first day of the Inquiry drew 
to its close, Derek A. Davis, a senior 
CEGB board member, was called to 
give his evidence on policy in the 
light of government plans to privatise 
the electricity industry. 

He stressed the CEGB would still 
wish to proceed with the P WR even if 
privatisation should come to nothing. 
The application for the C station was 
consistent with the policy of diversity 
of fuel sources as argued at the 
Sizewell B Inquiry. "In addition to 
reducing reliance on fossil fuels," he 
said, "Hinkley Point C would also 
provide a con trjbution to the require
ment for new capacity which the 
CEGB envisaged emerging in the 
1990s." 

Two generating companies will 
succeed the CEGB should privatis
ation go ahead. They will be Big G 
and Little G, with the larger com
pany inheriting all the CEGB's nu
clear capacity. 

Under privatisation, the new dis
tribution companies will be under 
statutory obligation to contract for a 
specified minimum proportion of non
fossil-fuel generation. This is to 
"safeguard (government) policy of 
diversity." 

Safety 
On safety, Davis said that Big G 
would inherit the CEGB's safety 
responsibiJjties, and its relationship 
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to the Nuclear Installa t ions 1nspec
torate: "The resp6nsibilities, organ
isation, resources, procedures and 
practices associated with· nuclear 
safety will be unaltered in all im
portant respects." 

Big G will also take on the CEGB's 
current standards with regard to the 
environment. 
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Hugh Richards of WANA (Welsh 
Anti-Nuclear Alliance) asked for a 
three-month adjournment because of 
postal delays. ; 

J ohn Blake of the Town and Coun
try Planning Association also asked 
for an adjournment on the grounds of 
fairness: "It would be unfair even if 
the parties were evenly matched. It is 
doubly unfair when there is such a 
massive disparity in the resources of 
the parties concerned. It is like en
tering Carl Lewis and a cripple for 
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J ohn Blake of the Town and Coun
try Planning Association then cross
examined Davis, asking what would 
happen about the ordering and con
struction of the PWR should the 
Secretary of State give the go-ahead 
before privatisation gets under way? 

Davis thought this a most unlikely 
scenario, but commented that the 
decision on "whether or not to build 
would be made by the Big G board 
and I cannot pre-empt that decision." 

The proposed C station would be 
one of a "small family of PWRs" 
contributing to the 3 gigawatts (at 
least) of new non-fossil-fuel capacity 
needed by the new distribution com
panies by the end of the next decade. 

the Olympic 100 metres and then The P WR family 
giv.ing Carl Lewis a 50 metre start! ... · Later, with Gerard Ryan's cross
This goes to the heart of what we examination (for the Consortium of 
belieye to be a c~ntra~ issue a~, this Opposing Local Authorities), the con
lnqmry, namely 1ts fa1rness... cept of the family ofPWRs re-emerged. 

Further plant proposed by the 
CEGB included a PWR at Wylfa, 
another one yet to be applied for, and 
coal fired stations at Fawley and 
West Burton. 

The Inspector turned down the Davis confirmed that a Hinkley PWR 
requests. would be built before the Sizewell 

* Sizewell B: An Anatomy of the 
Inquiry by Dr. Ray Kemp and Prof. 
Michael Purdue, Macmillan, £45. 

Policy and 
Privatisation 

"sibling" was generating electricity 
so that if there is a "type fault in one: 
the type fault would be repeated in 
the other." 

Ryan pointed out that in families, 
the members are all different. "Not if 
you have identical triplets," replied 
Davis. 

On the issue of diversity of fuel 
supply, Davis said "we have over the 

At the end of the day Brian Rome 
(Bristol Conservation Society) was 
allowed a short time to make some 
procedural points. He raised the issue 
of secrecy, pointing out that the 
CEGB is withholding certain docu
ments from the Inquiry. "They are 
making a mockery and a h umiliation 
of your Inquiry," he told the Inspec
tor, "inasmuch as they granted cer
tain documentation to Sizewell" 
which is denied to the Hinkley In
quiry. This was unjust and unfair. 

Adjournment 

0 D Tw M D . years had some problems in the 
0 lla dy bo, r . aVIs. wads supply of indigenous coal. We don't 

r~ca e to e cross-examine ' need to go back too far to recall the 
firs t by Ala n Thorn~on of problems of 1985-86." But he also 
Gre~npeace. 0~ safet y Issues , stressed that diversity was necessary 
Da v1s told h im th e CEGB for security of supply and to protect 
thinks " tha t it is no t neces- against the vicissitudes of the world 
sary to re peat " the ful l e x- energy market. 
a m ination of safety aspect s of THE GUARDIAN 
PWR design that took place a t · 

• 
th e Sizew ell Inquiry . 

Thornton pressed him on the eco
nomic evaluation of alternatives to 
the PWR. Why were the CEGB afraid 
to produce comparisons with coal? 
"The CEGB is trying to hide behind 
what they consider government policy 
on the diversity of supply". And what 
if privatisation should not occur? 

Davis denied such cowardice and 
As the Inquiry opened on Oc- said "government policy is govern-

ment policy". He went on that "ex
tober 4, several objecting amination of coal/PWR economics 
organisation s asked th e In- would be to challenge government 
spector to adjourn th e wh ole policy and that is not something that 
proceedin gs. the CEGB is prepared to do." He said 

Danielle Grunberg for Stop Hinkley · that evidence on comparative cost 
Expansion requested a two-week has been given to parliament and 
postponement. She pointed out that that represented the CEGB view. 
the postal strike had delayed the On conservation, Thornton asked: 
CEGB's proofs. Many objectors had "Is it not true that if the money the 
not yet received them. CEGB plans to invest in Hinkley 

She also drew attention to a re- . Point C were to be invested instead in 
cently published report funded bY. the . energy efficiency measures the result 
Economic and Social Research Coun- . would be such a saving in electricity 
cil on the Sizewell Inquiry*. which usage that there would be no need for 
recommends that . opposition groups . Hinkley Point C?" "It is not estab
at ~ublic Inquiries should be publicly lished that that is true," Davis re-
funded. plied. 

'l\...!J lSTORY is being made at 
rr.lthe Hinkley Point in
quiry. No tin the inquiry hall 
but j ust down the road a bit. 
no there's no sign post but 
it's not even half a mile. and 
it does loo){ a bit dilapidated 
but there! Look! The old 
Brownie hut, the first Cen
tral Electricity Generating 
Board inquiry creche. When 
the fi rst post-nuclear-family 
babies arrived, there was a 
distinct chill in the air. The 
nice new heaters had been 
delivered but were propped 
against the wall. They •.. er, 
hadn't been able to get an 
electrician out from South 
Western Electricity to wire 
them up. Pity there weren't 
any Brownies left to rub two 
pieces of fossil fuel together 
and make a fire. 

P.S. After its slow start, the creche is 
now up and running with excellent 
facilities and toys for the children. 
The staff are very competent and 
kind. All parents of children under 
five are strongly urged to use it - or 
lose it. Creche telephone (please book 
in children): 0278 653081. 
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The N eed For · 
H ink ley C 

Francis J enkin of the 
CEGB, whose department is 
respons ible for plan ning 
new sta t ions, gave his 
evidence on the n eed for 
Hin kley C in terms of 
meeting " capacity require
men t a nd the n on-fossil-fuel 
p r oportion econ omically." 

He explained that his arguments 
would stand the same whether the 
government's plans for privatisation 
went ahead or not. 
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by means of new PWR stations. 
Three PWR stations a re therefore 
required by the year 2000." Hinkley 
is needed to be in service by 1998, 
followed by two more in 1999 and 
2000. 

He said that the PWR is the pre
ferred choice of station, being more 
economic than the currently available 
non-fossil-fuel options. 

Pack . U.p V our 
Troubles 
J enkin was recalle d t o be 
cross-e xamined by variou s 
objectors . . 

J ohn Valentine of Stop Hinkley 
Expansion (SHE) asked him how 
successful the diversity away from 
coal was going to be. Jenkin was 
confident that despite "con·siderable 
troubles in building and operating 
power stations in the period 10 to 20 
years ago, the Board in my judge
ment now has a very, very good 
operating performance ... We have 
merely two or three well known bad 
AGRs." 

He spoke of the CEGB's duty to 
meet electricity demand, including 
the winter peak demand. Itmustalso 
keep stocks of economically priced Out of t he frying pa n 
fuel. After privatisation, the distri- He admitted: "We have had troubles 
bution companies will inherit these in the past, but . .. those troubles 
duties. have taught us a very large number 

He referred to the fact that coal of lessons. We are now a very mature 
supplies have been disrupted in the and wise organisation in that sense. 
past, justifying the need for other We have been through the fire and 
types of energy supply. "Nuclear that shows, not in a lack of con
energy is a leading contender to fidence that we can do this task, but 
provide diversification away from in a confidence that we can do it ." 
the CEGB's heavy dependence on J ohn Valentine asked him general-
coal." ly did he not think electricity con-

He then explained the CEGB's servation was a "good thing"? 
forecasting procedures. Their estimates Jenkin agreed. "A general support 
are based on how energy is used now, of conservation is like being in sup
and not on how it might be used if port of any good thing . . . It is what 
conservation measures were intro- we call the motherhood state. (Vir
duced. He didn't think introducing tually everyone) is in favour of 
such measures is the CEGB's job. motherhood, with the possible ex-

Jenkin produced new figures which ception of Herod and W. C. Fields." 
predicted a considerable increase in But while he agreed with the ends of 
electricity demand. He added that conservation, "our problems are with 
al though privatisation will affect the the means." · 
way that demand is met, it will not Gerard Ryan QC, representing the 
affect levels of demand. 3.12 GW of Consortium of Local Authorities 
new non-fossil-fuel capacity are need- (COLA), then started a lengthy ques
ed by 2000 "if the government's tioning of Jenkin which lasted in 
requirement on the size of the non- . total a day and a _half. He covered 
fossil-fuel proportion is to be. met." much ~fthe ~ontentwu~ gr~un~, from 

Having looked at the mam non- the un·cer~I~t:y of .Pr;;ati~atiOn to 
fossil-fuel alternatives to nuclear , the CEGB s diversity policy away 
J enkin concluded that they are not. from coal to demand forecasts. J enkin 
proven to be reliable. Hence, "we repeated an earlier assertion · that· 
need to meet at least 2.5 GW of the although advance forecasting of elec-
3.12 GW of the non-fossil-fuel re- tricity demand had produced . over
quirement- and very possibly more- estimates in the past, the most recent 
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years had shown a tendency to under
estimate. 

Not a penny le ss 
J en kin was asked by Trevor 
Houghton (Bristol Energy Centre) 
why the CEGB hadn 't seriously taken 
into account the potential contribu
tion from energy efficiency and con
servation measures. And why wasn 't 
financial support for home insulation 
and more efficient appliances seen as 
an investment rather than a "sub
sidy" (the CEGB's word). 

Apart from diverting into a eulogy 
of the "efficient society" (in which 
people got richer and richer and 
turned on more and more electric 
devices) Jenkin said it was a gov
ernment job to encourage consumers 
to conserve, not the CEGB's. Every 
penny less spent on electricity als o 
meant less profit for the Board, he 
added. And anyway, none of this was 
an alternative to the new demand 
which Hinkley C would meet. 

Mr. M. Hayes, an individ~al ob
jector, a lso pursued the point that 
there was no thinking ahead on 
efficiency. 

J enkin was also cross-examined by 
Brian Rome (Bristol Conservation 
Society) and Ann Lee (South Wales 
Women 's Support Groups), who pur
sued forecasting and the bias against 
coal. One interesting answer from 
J enkin's assistant witness , Charles 
Davies, told us that of 240 Terra watt 
hours of electricity produced in Brit
ain, 12 came from private industrial 
generation systems. This compares 
with 3Tw Hrs from Hinkley C. 

At the end of the day, Colin Clarke 
(Bruton Town Council) said he had 
devised a method of forecasting elec
tricity demand which would beat the 
CEGB's hands down. He will be 
presenting this in more detail in his 
own eVidence. 

·On the fourth day of Jenkin's 
cross-examination, he was question
ed by Dr. Kitty Little, who is pro
nuclear but wants an AGR rather 
than a PWR station, and also by the 
Inspector and his economics as
sessor. J enkin is due to return , how
ever, to be quizzed by John Blake of 
the TCPA. 
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Worl<ing Out 
The Inquiry 

PWR 

This column will keep r eaders 
up to date on the latest de
velopments over ''procedural" 
issues - mostly decisions about 
the way the Inquiry is run. 
The main points from the first 
two weeks were: 

• The Inspector announced that he 
had visited the Sellafield repro
cessing plant and the Drax coal
fired power station in Yorkshire. 
This followed previous visits to 
Hinkley Point and o. French nu
clear power station. 

• Dates and venues were given for 
the two "informal" sessions of 
the Inquiry so far agreed away 
from Cannington. These will be 
in the New Theatre, Cardiff, on 
November 22 and 23, and in the 
County Hotel , Taunton, on De
cember 8. All registered parti
cipants in the Inquiry will be sent 
details of the Welsh sessions, and 
notices placed in Welsh news
papers. Three CEG B witnesses 
on Topic 1 - Jenkin (Capacity 
requirement and non-fossil pro
portion), Goddard (Renewable en
ergy choices) and George (Plant 
parameters) -have been asked to 
appear in Cardiff for questioning. 
If there is enough demand, the 
Inspector said he would consider 
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a further Cardiff session in the 
New Year. 

• Mter requests from objectors, the 
Secretariat will try to have all 
Inquiry documents put in the 
Cardiff Central Library, and a 
public library in Mid-Glamorgan 
will be added to the list of librar
ies holding transcripts. 

• No closing date has been set on 
fresh people joining in the In
quiry. In other words, as the 
Inspector put it: "The opportun
ity to register as participants at 
the Inquiry is still open." 

• Procedural points will generally 
be allowed to be raised on a 
Tuesday morning at the start of 
the session. 

Short Circuit 
Experts on renewable energy work· 

ing for the Cornwall Energy Project 
say they are unlikely to give evidence 
for the objectors at the Inquiry be
cause the project's grant would be put 
at risk. 

The trouble has been caused by the 
Department of Energy, which puts 
£80,000 into the CEP through its 
Harwell-based Energy Technology 
Support Unit. A memo from the 
Department quoted in The Guard
ian read: "The CEP should resist 
getting drawn into the f ray". An 
application for a further grant from 
the Department is due {or consid
eration soon. 

The project's evidence could pro· 
vide a vital assessment of how much 
renewable energy (wind, hydro·electric, 
etc.) could come from the South West 
peninsula, instead of Hinkley C. Not 
something the Energy Department 
would like to hear, presumably. 

* * * 
Depending on which side you are on, 
a Public Inquiry can be a lucrative 
and job intensive business. 

The Inquiry Secretariat is employ
ing 18 staff. all but three of them 
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local people. The CEGB has 25 em
ployees permanently on site. Also 
employed are four legal counsel, nine 
key witnesses and 20 "supporters" -
making a total of 58. 

Perhaps objectors at future Public 
Inquiries should try asking for equi
valent staffing? 

* * * 
Rumour has it that one of the guests 
staying at the Friendly Spirit pub in 
Cannington village during the run
up to the Inquiry had a very interest
ing job. He was reputedly the newly 
appointed manager of a nuclear power 
station at Hinkley Point. Not the A 
station. Not the B station. But it can't 
be the C station, can it? That hasn't 
been given the go ahead yet .. . has it? 

Facilities For 
Objectors 
Stop Hinkley Centre 
The Stop Hinkley Centre is a new 
departure for objectors attending the 
Public Inquiry at Cannington. It is 
the first time they have had a re
source to rely on for help, infor
mation or the odd cup of coffee. It is 
being funded by Greenpeace as part 
of their contribution to help offset the 
tremendous assets wielded by the 
CEGB. 

Firstly, the process is a pseudo
legalistic one and a bit intimidating 
to those people who want to make a 
public objection. Secondly, the CEGB 
have enormous financial resources to 
hand to make their case, namely £20 
million. Thirdly, they have droves of 
staff ready to put their hands on the 
correct documents, make sure refer
ences are to hand, etc. Fourthly, they 
have comfortable places in which to 
stay. 

So, when you are sitting up late at 
night over a hot typewriter trying to 
put your case in your own time and at 
your own expense, it can feel like 
David taking on Goliath. Just re
member who won that one! 

I would like to subscribe to the " HINKLEY INQUIRER". Please rush me a copy every fortnight. 

Name ... 

Organisation 

Address . 

. ...... :..... ...... .. .. .. .. .. . . .... . ...... .......... Postcode ....... ... .... .... ........ ......... .. .. . 

Subscription Rates: Institutions, Organisations, the Media -£40 for a year's issues. Individuals and Anti-Nuclear 
groups - f 12. Cheques payable to Hinkley Inquirer. Please return form to: Hinkley Inquirer, Stop Hinkley Centre, 
Cahnington- Court, Church Street, Cannington, Bridgwater, Somerset TA5 2HA. 
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Paddy Ashdown and his wife ap- St p 
peared on cue at 9 am on October 4 to 0 P re SS 
declare the· centre open and there . 
have been a host of thir{gs to see to' As we went to press at the 
ever since! As the full time worker end of Week 2, Eric Eunson 
my role is to enable all the objector~ head of systems ' 
to put their case to its best' effect. development for the CEGB 

. "How pl~ased .I am to have a link began to give his evidence.' 
Yia the .office With what is happen- A PWR would save money 
m~,'' sa1d May Morris, an individual as well as ensuring that 
obJector from Dorset who rang to find elect ic · t 1· t th 
out what was what. This is indeed r I Y supp 1es O e 
~he pur~ose: To supply h~lp and So~th ~est were . 
mformation and a friendly face. maintained, he said. 

I am also looking for local offers of At present, he said, there is a 
help within 15 miles of Cannington shortage of generating capacity in 
people who are willing to put up thos~ the South, so that transfers of power 
objectors needing to stay over when from the Midlands are necessary. 
putting their evidence to the Inquiry. This is a costly process with tech
Contact me if you need somewhere to nical difficulties. 
stay and do give advance notice. After the closure of the A and B 
Thanks. stations at Hinkley, the C station 

would contribute to the South West's 
electricity needs- without the need to 
build new transmission lines from 
the Midlands. 

STOP HINKLEY CENTRE 
CANNINGTON COURT ' 

CHURCH ST., CANNINGTON 
BRIDGWA TER, SOMERSET ' 

. TA52HA. -
Tel: Bridgwater 652408 Fax: 652459. 

At the start of cross-examination 
George Pritchard, an individual ob~ 
jector from Cornwall, got agreement 
.from Eunson that a potential coal-

Jill Sutcliffe fired power station at Inswick Point 
Plymouth, would satisfy the syste~ 
demand in the region as well; if not 
better, than Hinkley C. 

Creche 
People with children under five can 
make use of a well staffed creche just 
down the road from Cannington 
Court. 

Both the coach and creche will be 
reviewed at Christmas, so they are 
there to be used. USE THEM, DON'T 
LOSE THEM! These facilities make 
a great deal of difference to whether 
individuals can take part ... Creche 
Tel. no: (0278) 653081. 

Transport 
There is a free bus service to and 
from Cannington, as below. 

DIARY 
The provisional programme for 
the next fortnight is as follows: 
Keith Parker, the Programme 
Officer, can supply up to date 
information. Phone 0278 444005 
for confirmation. Some people 
have already missed their 
chance to cross-examine when 
changes occurred. 

Week Three 

October 18 

Hinkley Inquirer 

Procedural matters are taken first: 
S. C. Goddard for CEGB. Compari
so~ of non-fossil option to Hinkley 
Pomt. Cross-examination by Dr. K. 
Little, Mr. Ryan of COLA, Mr. G . 
Pritchard, Mr. Aubrey for SHE, Mr. 
Rome for Conservation Society 
CONSOC. ' 

October 19 
Cross-examination of Mr. Goddard 
continues. To be followed by B. V. 
George for CEGB on the topic of 
Plant Parameters. Cross-examination 
by Dr. K. Little, Mr. Milner for 
COLA, Mr. Rome for CONSOC. 

October 20 
Recall of F. P. Jenkin, CEGB, on the 
need for Hinkley Point C to help meet 
capacity requirement and the non
fossil proportion economically. To be 
cross-examined by Mr. Blake for the 
TCPA. The cross-examination of Mr. 
George will then resume. 

October 21 
B. V. George, for CEGB. Cross-exam
ination continues. 

Week Four 
25 - 28 October 

Department of Energy witnesses: 
First, Mr. Wilcock (DEN 1, Untitled) 
to be cross-examined by Mr. Ryan fo; 
COLA, Mr. Hicks for Council for the 
Protection of Rural England (CPRE), 
Mr. Blake for TCPA, Mr. Valentine 
for SHE, Mr. Popham for FoE, Mr. 
Houghton for Bristol Energy Centre, 
Mr. Rome for CONSOC, Dr. K. Little, 
Dr. Barnham or Dr. Lowry for f e l, 
Mr. Thornton for Greenpeace. 

Week 5 
1 - 4 November 

Tuesday - Thursday 
9.00 am TAUNTON BR STATION 
9.30 BRIDGWATER BR STATION 

5.55 pm 
5.25 
5.15 
5.10 

~ Cross-examination of Mr. Wilcock, 
Department of Energy, will continue. 

9.40 INQUIRY VENUE 
9.45 CRECHE 

Friday 
8.00 am TAUNTON 
8.30 BRIDGWATER 
8.40 INQUIRY VENUE 
8.45 CRECHE 
Creche on Fridays 8.30 am - 4 pm. 

4.25 pm 
3.55 
3.45 
3.40 

The last word ... 
The Hinkley Point C Public 
Inquiry Secretariat, Canning
ton Court, Church Street, Can
nington, Bridgwater, Somer
set T A5 2HA. Telephone: 0278 
444005. 
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