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The only complete and clear account 

Switch 
To Wind
ex-CEGB Man 
" Wind is cheaper; cle aner 
a nd safer - and there's 
plenty of it," a r gued 
Profe ssor Donald Swift
Hook on Day 27 of the 
Inquiry . 

He was speaking as an ex-CEGB 
man (he manageci their wind energy 
programme from 1978 to 1986) who 
still regards the organisation with a 
certain amount of respect. Appear
ing as the second witness for Stop 
Hinkley Expansion, he said that he 
is "not anti-nuclear, not anti-coal, 
but pro-wind." 

"The case is now overwhelming 
for wind," he told the Inquirer. 
"What the CEGB is doing is fine -
but they need to do about fifty times 
as much.' ' 

His approach is to start with the 
CEGB's own figures in order to 
prove on their own terms that wind 
is a better option. For instance, 
"they say you can build wind tur
bines at £800 a kilowatt. At those 
prices there is 1 GW as cheap as 
Hinkley C." 
Ha lf-price wind 
But the CEGB also say that 1 GWis 
only "worth half as much firm 
power. What they've left out is the 
chill factor," he says. In other words, 
when the wind blows it's colder, so 
electricity demand is more. But at 
the same time there is also more ~ 
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Wales Takes the Stage 
The first piece of 
"evidence" to be presented 
at the Cardiff session of 
the InqUiry was a black 
dustbin with a radiation 
hazard symbol on the side. 
Two anonymous people in 
white radiation suits 
walked calmly up on to the 
stage at the New Thea tre 
and dumped it in front of 
the Inspector's table. A 
stony-faced Michael Barnes 
didn' t wait to see whether 
the unpleasant-looking mud 
inside was radioactive or 
not. Just to be absolutely 
safe, he "adjourned the 
proceedings for ten 
minutes". 

Angry opposition 
It was a symbolic start to the 
opening day of two Welsh sessions 
(November 22 and 23) in which the 
voices of the valleys (and the hills 
and cities) came through loud and 
clear. Unlike the subdued Canning
ton proceedings, the atmosphere 
was fired with angry opposition to 
Hinkley C. 

Outside, a special billboard pro~ 
claimed "The Stupendous C.EGB 
Circus" starring "The Great White 
Elephant Peedublyooar" and "The 
Fat Lady, Mme Nooclia Wayst". 
Inside, amid the gold and maroon 
decorations and the traditional pro
scenium arch , it was equally 
theatrical. 

Barnes sat motionless on the 
empty stage with his assessor Prof. 
Ulph and other officials behind 
tables draped with a bleached mater
ial. The only movement and colour 
came as a stream of speakers walked 
past him to a spotlit microphone. 
Everyone got. a "first night" round 
of applause. 

Women speak out 
Most of the speakers were women. 
One of the first, Dr. Sue Barnes, 
said she was speaking on behalf of 
her two-year-old daughter, whom 
she held on her lap. She presented 
the results of a poll conducted in 
Pontypool in which 1,730 people 
were asked if they wanted Hinkley 
C. 83% said they didn't, with only 6% 
in favour. ~ 
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Conservation is Profitable say US witnesses. Indi idual witne:es j 
concerned for health, justice and peace. 
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.,. Switch to Wind 

energy from wind. Therefore, argues 
Swift-Hook, that first GW should be 
treated as a full GW. "That means 
you can have your first GW at half 
the price of Hinkley C." 

"They've also forgotten that wind 
turbine prices will fall with the scale 
of production. Prices have come down 
one-third in the case of the PWR, so 
you can expect the same sort of 
reduction for wind turbines." 

So why does the CEGB seem so 
hellbent on nuclear and so lukewarm 
on wind? Well, says Swift-Hook, for 
so long a company man, "there are 
the 'naughty' reasons. . . of career 
structures and sheer inertia." 

Naughty reasons 
"About 3<:m of the CEGB's research
ers are working on PWRs. It's about 
the same in the Atomic Energy 
Authority. Imagine all those people 
out of work, and doing what? Wind
mills! (I never use that word, I 
always say wind turbines.)" 

"It's only human to stick with 
what you know," says Swift-Hook, 
"and the CEGB are a very human 
organisation. When there are ten or 
twenty thousand people already 
committed to doing nuclear power, 
the easy thing is to say 'yes' to 
nuclear." 

.. Wales Takes the Stage 

A farmer from Swansea Valley, 
who was already suffering from 
skin cancer from an agricultural 
chemical, said he was now distrust
ful of all safety claims. "Isn't it 
irresponsible to promote extra de
mand when it's so risky?" he asked. 

The longest ·and most detailed 
statement was read by Marilyn 
Davies, who peppered her presenta
tion with amusing asides to the 
audience. "There are enough un
known costs involved to make the 
present £1,470 million price for 
building Hinkley C seem like a 
spring sale bargain," she concluded. 

Mothers and children 
Deirdre Rhys-Thomas, whose book 
Letters for My Children is about her 
five years' correspondence with the 
nuclear authorities, made sure that 
neither the CEGB experts present 
(Messrs. Goddard, George and Jen
kin), nor the Inspector, had the last 
word. "I don't want my children to 
be nuclear guinea-pigs for their 
obscene energy," she announced. 

Pearl Berry, of the South Wales 
Women 's Support Groups, said she 
wa.s speaking "on behalf of an 
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This is where Swift-Hook parts 
company from the CEGB: " I say 
now is the time to switch completely 
to wind." By using 2% of the coun
tryside he reckons it's possible to 
generate one-fifth of Britain's elec
tricity. 

Beautiful turbines 
But won't the public object to wind 
turbines as eyesores? "It's about as 
worrying as putting pylons across 
the countryside," he says. "But it's 
a different order of problem from 
radioactivity, acid rain and the 
greenhouse effect." Personally he 
thinks turbines are beautiful, and 
cites a recent design award for their 
elegance. Farmers could be paid 
£1,000 an acre for the use of their 
land, 98% of which could still be 
used for agriculture. 
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But what of the dire imprecations 
made by the Board's Sam Goddard 
on television as the Hinkley Inquiry 
opened? Without nuclear, he sug
gested, the lights might go out. 

"Well, that is naughty," says 
Swift-Hook. "The present system 
works on about 23% spare capacity. 
The chances of all that 23% going 
out at the same time is once in 
eleven years." 

Lights stay on 
"If you get an increase in demand of 
one GW, that leaves 21% of spare 
capacity - which means there could 
be a blackout perhaps once in eight 
or nine years.. . The reason you 
have Hinkley C, is to get back to 
where we were." That level of ''need" 
says Swift-Hook, could be met by 
wind. "But it wouldn't be a catas
trophe if it wasn't met by any
thing." 

"I used to be a voice crying in the 
wilderness" says Swift-Hook. "But 
in March they announced their plan 
for three wind farms. I said to 
Waiter Marshall, 'that's great, but 
it's not enough, we ought to get on 
with a gigawatt."' 

And in a passable Marshall im
personation, Swift-Hook gave the 
reply: "We've made a start, we've 
made a start . .. " 

endangered species, the miner's 
wife", and gave a graphic descrip
tion of how the closure of Welsh pits 
was destroying the Va1ley commun
ities. Hinkley C would be another 
nail in the coffin. 

Reginald Hann, an officer of Cwm 
Bran Community Council, whose 
population (45,000) is larger than 
Taunton, added that the proposed 
station would "contribute nothing 
to the economic development of 
South Wales", and yet threatened a 
catastrophe. · 

Welsh speakers 
There were six speakers for CADNO, 
the anti-nuclear group based near 
Trawsfynydd power station in North 
Wales. They all spoke in Welsh, 
their statements being read out 
(extremely eloquently) in English 
by a translator, and nearly all wore 
symbolic black clothes over bright 
yellow T-shirts. 

The warmest reception was given 
to CADNO member Edward Wil
liams, a farmer whose "whole body 
count" in the aftermath of Cher
nobyl registered 10 times the nor
mal level. "There are still 300 farms 
and 300,000 sheep in the restricted 
area," he said, including his own. 
"The whole working pattern of our 
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community has been disturbed. No 
money can compensate for that. I 
must inevitably live with the know
ledge that I am now more likely to 
develop cancer." 

Towards the end, with a direct
ness which was typical of most 
speakers, Margaret Minhinnick of 
Friends of the Earth Cymru made a 
personal plea to the Inspector to 
reject Hinkley C. 

Cardiff, Day Two 
One of the most dramatic moments 
on Day 2 of the Cardiff session was 
when John Cox (CND Cymru) 
quizzed CEGB officials about the 
use of plutonium from "civil" nuclear 
reactors like Hinkley Point. Using 
quotes first from Lord Hinton and 
then from Lord Marshall (both 
CEGB Chairmen), saying that plu
tonium had been transferred for 

Atal Ehangu 1/inkley 
milita1·y use. Cox made Sam God
dard in particular look distinctly 
uncomfortable. 

Cox revealed that he had applied 
for a job with the CEGB in 1961, 
when it was "openly accepted " that 
plutonium went into the weapons 
programme. 

James Stewart, speaking pel·son
ally , said that he had calculated 
that the final stage of decommis
sioning Hinkley C would not take 
place until the year 2180. "That 
means that my great, great, great, 
great, great, great grandchildren 
would have to sort out the mess," he 
said. 

No public s uppor t 
Several speakers made the point 
that the CEGB couldn't proceed 
with a nuclear programme without 
public support. Wayne David. for 
the Wales Labour Party, said that a 
Welsh referendum would show "un
equivocal opposition" to Hinkley C. 

Christine Wilkins, who was evi
dently eight months pregnant, asked 
simply if there was "any other way 
to generate electricity that can, by 
its very nature, potentially reach 
inside to my foetus, and contamin
ate it before it is born." The CEGB 
answer, surrounded by much ver
biage, was "No." 

There were still many speakers 
who had not had their say at the 
end of the day. Barnes said he 
accepted the need for more time in 
Wales. He can have left Cardiff with 
little doubt that, whatever the bal 
ance may be in England, the Welsh 
have few waverers in their opposi
tion to more nuclear power across 
the Bristol Channel. 
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Conservation 
Pays - says 
US Power 
Company 
Con servation is n ot only 
cheaper for the consumer, 
but it's profitable for the 
electricity business. 

This was the message from Sus an 
Hickey (COLA 19), who came to the 
Inquiry from Portland, Oregon, 
where she is an executive of th e 
Bonneville Power Administration 
(a federal power marketing body). 
Her colleague James Litchfield 
added his evidence on the same 
subject. 

Hickey's company already oper
ates two nuclear plants, and a lso 
has two PWRs "on hold" (they a re 
7(]'/o bui lt). Yet for the last seven 
years she has been paying, persuad
ing and regulating consumers to 
conserve electricity. Her conclusion: 
"Conservation costs half what it 
would cost to complete the PWRs. 
We are avoiding a significant capital 
cost. It's simple economics - we've 
saved a billion dollars this way." 

"It's a difficult concept," says 
Hickey, "and people ask - why are 
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cost planning" (treating conserva
tion as a resource) is, says Hickey, 
required in at least half the states of 
the US. 

As for the attitudes sh e is meeting 
in the UK: ''It reminds me of where 
we star ted back in 1980. I just hope 
the CEGB realise I'm part of their 
industry. We could learn a lot from 
each other." 

Ace idea 
On the same theme, Ian Brown 
(COLA 5) of the Association for the 
Conservation of Energy, told the 
Inquiry that if UK customers were 
helped to save energy there would 
be no need for a Hinkley C. 

He looked at electricity use for 
fridges, lighting and motive power 
which add up to 41% of current 
electricity con sumption. If we used 
available technology to save energy 
in these areas, demand would go 
down by 11.6%, he said. This is some 
five times the amount (2.5% of de
mand) that Hinkley C could provide. 

American 
Nuclear R.I.P. 

•• 

you paying people not to buy your 
product? But we are buying the 
resource which is conservation - i.e. 
insulation for homes. efficient light- ~ •• 
ing, triple glazing and so on." For 

•• 
l i eo 

the consumer this means a 15% 
reduction in electricity bills -which : ,. 
a re already half of what we pay in 
this country. 

..!:... 

"We've been focusing on new 
buildings. Builders are the key. We 
pay them up to $2,000 to build to our 
efficiency standard. We also guar
antee that electricity bills won 't go 
up as long as buildings have got 
state of the art efficiency in con
servation ." 

"We do have a federal law to 
conserve. But after seven years' 
experience we are convinced that 

. it's effective." This kind of "least 

,. 
.. 
0 , .,. t ill " " "" ttU "frt IU O 1111 ! U l t iiJ H h 

Alex Henney (COLA 17), a 
former chairman of the 
London Elect ricity 
Consumers Council a nd 
economic analyst, gave 
evidence on the experien ce 
of nuclear power in the 
United States , which 
contains 35o/o of the "non
Communist" world's 
capacity. 

He painted a picture of an econ
omic disaster in which "there have 
been no orders for new nuclear 
plant for a decade, and all ordered 
since 1974 have been cancelled." 
Total"non-fuel" operating costs had 
gone up from $25 per kw of capacity 
in 197 4 to $94 in 1984. Operation 
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and maintenance costs of nuclear 
stations were now three times the 
level of coal plant. 

He quoted the American business 
magazine Forbes to the effect that 
it wasn't technology that "doomed 
nuclear power in the US ... nuclear 
power was killed, not by its enemies, 
but by its friends." 

P.R. Job 
Henney said that the CEGB's own 
cost overruns had so far ''been 
disguised, and the customers have 
borne the costs." If the shareholders 
had to foot the bills under privatis
ation, no "responsible board of dir
ectors of a PLC would propose 
building a PWR." 

"The response of the CEGB to its 
failure to build and operate nuclear 
plant economically has been the 
opposite of US utilities. Namely it 
has attempted to improve its pre
sentation and public relations and 
to sophisticate the case, and then go 
on doing what it has been trying to 
do since 1973 - build PWRs." 

Lord Silsoe (CEGB) argued that 
just because things had gone wrong 
in the States didn't mean the same 
would happen here. 

Jf Jf Jf 

Enough electricity 
John Gaskell (COLA 14), who is 
managing director of Kennedy and 
Donkin Power systems, countered 
the CEGB argument that Hinkley C 
would be useful to balance out the 
excess of power stations in the 
North of England. "The existing 
transmission lines can, with minor 
investment in equipment .. . 
adequately support the expected 
loads in the South West peninsula 
until well after the year 2000, with
out any additional generation at 
Hinkley Point," he said. 

Elroy Dimson (COLA 16), who is 
a director of the London Business 
School, gave evidence on the rates 
of return which investors might 
expect from a privatised electricity 
industry. He expected an 11% rate to 
apply, which would certainly make 
Hinkley C less attractive than a 
coal-fired station. 

"Instead of making Big G (the 
new privatised company) more val
uable, construction of Hinkley C 
would make Big G less valuable," 
he said. "This would either reduce 
the flotation value of Big G, or 
would have to be recovered through 
price increases to consumers. The 
CEGB's mis-estimation is a result of 
evaluating a risky investment pro
posal at a discount rate which is 
suitable only for risk-free projects." 
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Women Object 
Week Seven brought a 
change in tone at the 
Inquiry, with evidence not 
only from the "experts" but 
from individuals. For a 
while the formality of the 
proceedings seemed less 
stultifying as objectors 
(mostly women) talked 
about their concerns of 
health, justice and a 
cleaner, safer world. 

Karen Tunnah concentrated on 
the effects of uranium mining. She 
described the deep suffering of the 

· Australian Aboriginal people whose 
ancient cultural imperatives to care 
for and conserve their sacred land 
has been violated by multinational 
mining companies. 

Indigenous people 
oppressed 
Aboriginals can negotiate terms 
with a mining company, but they 
cannot say "no" to the whole pro
cess, or a government-appointed 
negotiator will take over. Since the 
UN ban on Namibian uranium, ifs 
likely that Australian mines will 
become the main source for British 
nuclear reactors and weapons. Not 
only are uranium miners at risk 
from cancer but the waste from the 
mining process is spread through 
wind and water supplies. 

Tunnah also talked about the 
wide-ranging consequences now 
thought to follow from low level 
radiation - from allergies and 
asthmas to congenital defects and 
cancer. "There is no 'safe' level of ... 
radiation ," she said. "The permis
sible level is essentially a trade-off 
of 'health' for some 'benefit' - the 
worker receives a livelihood, society 
receives military 'protection', or 
electrical power is generated." Yet 
we are left uninformed of the price 
we may have to pay- the health of 
present and future generations. 
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Disenchanted 
May Morris took a refreshingly 
personal approach, acknowledging 
the personal advantages of family 
support, free time, money for phone 
calls and a car which made it 
possible for her to come to the 
Inquiry. She hoped to speak not just 
for herself, but for the many other 
lay people who couldn't make it. 

She compared her attitude to 
Hinkley C to her relationship with 
her bank. "It is pleasant to receive 
money from the till, and electricity 
from the switch, cheerfully provided 
. . . But then a third world pressure 
group reminds me that my bank is 
dealing in debts which increase the 
degradation of land and people else
where." Disenchanted, she looked to 
renewable energy sources, to energy 
efficiency and energy conservation 
measures. 

Spirit of enthusiasm 
She quoted Dr. Mike Flood's re
search to show that it's possible to 
"reduce demand by 55% to 65% over 
the next 50 years." And she referred 
to Swedish energy policy to phase 
out nuclear power by 2010, although 
nuclear contributed half of Swedish 
energy supplies. Not only have the 
Swedes invested in a range of re
newable energy sources, they have 
promoted free energy audits for 
homes and businesses. 

Such is the public opposition to 
nuclear - and the interest in re
newables -that "energy audits and 
help with insulation might be pop
ular enough to produce an almost 
war-time spirit of enthusiasm on the 
energy front," she concluded. 

Suspect "greenness" 
Mary Barker, of Taunton Labour 
Party, told the Inquiry that the 
government's sudden "greenness" 
was no more than a device to blame 
coal-fired power stations for pol
lution - and hence an excuse for 
more nuclear. 

Yet renewable energy sources 
whieh don't contribute to acid rain 
or the greenhouse effect have long 
been neglected and underfunded, 
with £16 million being spent on 
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renewables compared to £200 mil
lion on nuclear research. 

"An active campaign of conserv
ing energy is what we need in this 
country," she said. Two-thirds of 
the fuel which goes into our power 
stations emerges as waste heat, 
which could be utilised with com
bined heat and power stations. 
Public awareness of the need for 
conservation, together with new de
signs to save energy in houses, 
would cut down on waste. 

Extravagant forecasts of our en
ergy needs have also been used as 
an excuse to build more nuclear 
plants, said Barker. "In 1980/ 81, 
despite premature closing of non
nuclear plant (putting thousands 
out of work) there was 33o/o more 
generating capacity than was nec
essary to meet peak demand." 
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Failure to ~onserve 
"Failure to conserve energy instead 
of building nuclear plants has cost 
every British household about £500, 
for nuclear power is about 50% 
deal"er than coal power," she told 
the Inquiry. 

She also spoke of the immorality 
of taking land out of use for hun
dreds of generations, leaving con
crete "tombstones defiling the beauty 
of the Somerset coast for centuries 
to come." 

Barker detailed the "hidden" costs 
of nuclear power- such as transport 
and storing of waste, reprocessing, 
advertising nuclear power to the 
public, compensation payments after 
accidents and studies into cleaning 
up radioactivity. 

In Ameri.ca , she said, nuclear 
plants have been going bankrupt: 
"Eighty-seven nuclear plants in the 
USA were cancelled during 1976-
1984 because of rising construction 
costs." 

Instead of building more nuclear, 
she concluded, we must clean up our 
coa!-powered stations, use more re-
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newables, and "above all, do all we 
can to conserve energy." 

Anxiety and depression 
Rose Pearson, a sociologist, told the 
Inquil"y that a PWR would have 
serious ill-effects on the health and 
well-being of people living on the 
South Wales coast - even if no 
serious accident or radioactive leak 
occurs. 

As a sociologist who has inter
viewed people in the Cardiff area -
particularly parents with small 
children - she argued that the pre
sence of a C station would be seen 
as a threat and would cause grave 
problems of anxiety and depression. 

Pearson quoted a survey by the 
Welsh Anti-Nuclear Alliance and 
Greenpeace in May 1988, which 
found that 75% of Cardiff people 
were opposed to Hinkley C and that 
84% believed a major accident was a 
possibility. 

People respond to the presence of 
such a perceived threat with "denial", 
fear or opposition. All these res
ponses amount to distortion of 
normal life. 

Fear and denial 
"The most common way to deal 
with an unavoidable threat is to 
deny that it exists," she said. "If 
people feel they cannot influence 
events, responsibility is displaced 
on to those in authority." But feel
ings of helplessness and lack of 
autonomy lead to depression, 
anxiety, and may contribute to men
tal illnesses such as schizophrenia. 

Parents and children will espec
ially suffer, said Pearson. Every 
childhood illness would be watched 
anxiously for possibilities of child
hood cancer, mothers will worry 
about contaminated food. Will local 
milk and vegetables be safe? Will 
breast milk be safe? Will it become 
safer to play indoors than for chil
dren to go out into heavy rain that 
might carry radioactivity? 

"To feel that the environment in 
which one's child grows up is con
taminated or unsafe has profound 
psychological effects," said PeMson, 
"which may in turn be transferred 
to the children." 

Waves 
Ruled Out 
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"Worse than a crime." 
David Ross, journalist and 
author of a book on wave 
power, introduced his 
evidence with this quote 
from Talleyrand - referring 
to the cutting off of funds 
for the wave energy 
programme. He wanted to 
demonstrate "that 
alternative sources of 
energy were available in 
abundance", and that there 
was therefore no need for 
another nuclear power 
station. 

Ross urged the Inspector to make 
a recommendation to the govern
ment and the CEGB to "turn again 
to the renewable somces!" He des
cribed how the British wave energy 
programme led the world's 1·esearch 
into the technology from 1976 until 
1982, when funding was cut off. 

Rivals cut programme 
As early as 1980 the Department of 
Energy had cut the proramme by 
3&<1, he said. The Advisory Council 
on Research and Development 
(ACORD) - consisting of BP and 
Shell, the UKAEA; British Gas , 
British Coal, the CEGB and the 
Electricity Council - were the main 
opponents of ·wave power. None of 
them were keen to see large sums of 
money committed to a competitor, 
so it was easy for them to drop the 
programme. 

The Department of Energy's 
"obituary" notice on wave power 
had concluded, in 1982, that "there 
was only a low probability of .any 
design achieving an energy cost 
below 8p/ kwh." Norway, which took 
over where Britain left off, is now 
generating wave electricity at less 
than half that figme. 

Ross added that the latest wave 
energy report compiled for the Com
mission of the Emopean Community 
showed that 85% of electricity needs 
in Europe could be obtained from 
wave power alone. The UK could get 
all its electricity needs from waves, 

\ 
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with some of it cabled across from 
Ireland. 

David Ross' first witness was 
Professor Stephen Salter of Edin
burgh University's Department of 
Mechanical Engineering. Salter de
veloped the "Salter ducks", which 
were to produce cheaper and safer 
electricity from waves. His main 
arguments centred on evidence he 
produced to the House of Lords' 
European Committee. 

Government bias 
He alleged that his research was 
ended because government scientists 
overseeing the work were biased in 
favour of nuclear power. The Com
mittee heard that a key consultant's 
report of the British wave power 
programme had been altered, and 
its conclusions "changed and even 
reversed", in order to cast doubts on 
the long-term viability of the "nod
ding duck". The conclusions of the 
Lords' Committee were: "That only 
an independent review could resolve 
the serious conflict of evidence". 

Salter himself had favoured an 
independent review, but the Depart
ment of Energy did not intend to 
hold one. He concluded : "If we had 
worked steadily from the 1970s, we 
really would have been in a position 
to be creating large amounts of 
wave energy before the end of the 
century. We could be producing 

· about 2 megawatts a day." 

Report suppressed 
Dr. Peter White from the Coventry 
Wave Energy team was David Ross' 
second witness. White visited Nor
way in.1984, where wave electricity 
was bemg generated for 3.4p a unit. 
He reported this to the government's 
Energy Techno.logy Support Unit 
(ETSU), who had paid for his trip. 
They then refused to release the 
report, claiming commercial sensi
tivity. 

Finally, White stated that his 
team was not receiving any support 
at all for their present work. "The 
Department of Energy has not ex
pressed a willingness for wave en
ergy to succeed," he said. 
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No Funereal 
Fiery 
Furnaces 
Francis Stoner, world 
traveller, father, ex-Oxford 
man, gave his objections to 
the planned PWR on 
ecological and moral 
grounds. "From start to 
finish of the nuclear cycle 
there are risks to the lives 
and health of those 
involved, and we are all 
involved every time we 
press a switch," he said. 

Our society is hooked on an ex· 
?,essive use o~ e.lectricity, he argued. 

I see electnc1ty as an addictive 
substance. What is needed is a 
public education campaign on the 
dangers of over-consumption." 

He also referred to the "Fawley 
cop-out" and the so-called "main 
plank" ("short and thick") of the 
CEGB - namely the N-FFF or non
fossil fuel fraction. Sto~er re
invented this as "No to funereal 
fiery furnaces". 

As for the greenhouse effect 
Stoner said he was concerned about 
the number of "dead fridges" which 
now lie abandoned on the streets of 
our. inner cities. The copper pipes of 
the1r coolant circuits contain vast 
quantities of CFCs under pressure 
he said. Yet a scrap metal deale; 
will give £1.50 for the piping. "The 
unfettered free market economy will 
be the death of the planet, and this 
we are all having to address in our 
own way." 

* * * 
Christmas issues 
Your next issue of the Inquirer 
(number 6) will be a bumper three
week issue fit to weigh do~n the 
most voluminous stocking. The three 
days of the Inquiry immediately 
before Christmas will be covered in 
Issue 7, out in late January. 

* * * 
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Weapons 
and Waste 

Alan Debenham of West 
Somerset Campaign for 
Nuclear Disarmament gave 
his evidence during Week 7. 

"There seems no valid reason for 
nuclear diversification," he told the 
Inquirer, "so are there some invalid 
reasons?" 

"For a start," he said, "we have 
big business wanting returns on 
investments." Westinghouse, together 
with Anglo-American , are trying to 
push PWRs in China and also Iran 
he believes. But these countrie~ 
won't take the PWR until the design 
is established in Britain. 

Secondly, Debenham is concerned 
with the military connection. ''Britain 
is looking for new sources of mili
tary plutonium," he said. "Calder 
Hall and Chapelcross are running 
out. Mrs. Thatcher has now gone 
nuclear weapons mad - she wants 
to modernise with bigger and more 
accm·ate warheads. The PWR is 
suitable for this purpose, as weapons 
grade plutonium is produced after a 
short time." 
Wrong decision 
~ames Brander •. a scientist working 
tn the paper. tndustry, gave his 
evidence during Week 7. 

"My objections are that the base 
load requirement (industrial energy 
demand) in this area should need 
only one nuclear power station," be 
t~ld the Inquirer, "and that the very 
h1gh level of reprocessing and waste 
disposal are adding an awful lot to 
the cost of nuclear powe1·." 
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Green 
Objections 
Allan Jeffery of the 
Sedgemoor Green Party 
told the Inquiry that a 
large (1,000 MW) nuclear 
station like Hinkley Point 
C would make power 
supplies vulnerable to 
disruption, and lead to a 
dangerous reliance on 
uranium as almost the 
single fuel source for the 
South West. 

He described the t rend towards 
bigger and fewer power sta tions 
(from 400 in 1925 to 74 today). 

Large power plants are also vul
nerable to disruption, for reasons 
ranging from mechanical break
down and maintenance, human error, 
flooding , earthquakes and aircraft 
crashes, to military attack and 
sabotage. In answer to questions 
from the Inspector, Jeffery said that 
nuclear plants in Spain and France 
have been the target of bomb and 
rocket attacks by terrorist groups. 

He concluded that the South West 
should instead be investing in en
ergy conserva tion and efficiency, 
together with a "series of small , 
local power stations based on a 
variety of fuel sources." 

True 
Conservers? 
Two organisations which 
might be fairly described as 
"conservative", but also 
concerned about energy 
conservation, gave evidence 
on Day 27. 

John Gregg, a retired chemistry 
Reader from Exeter University, 
spoke on behalf of the Devon Con
servation Forum, which includes 
370 organisations and individuals, 
among them government depart
ments and major industrial com
panies. He argued for more efficient 
use of energy, the development of 
renewable resources, and spelt out 
the extent of public disquiet about 
nuclear safety. "This is too high a 
price for our environment to pay 
when other less harmful measures 
are available," he concluded. 
Refurbishment 
John Kapp, a ch:;trtered engineer, 
gave evidence for the Conservative 
Ecology Group, which "campaigns 
within the Conservative Party for a 
sustainable environment" . Much of 
his · statement argued for the re-

November 29 - December 12 

furbishment of 146 prematurely 
closed coal-fired stations, which 
could be brought back to useful life. 
He listed eight such stations within 
70 miles of Hinkley Point. Kapp was 
himself involved in a bid to buy the 
disused Brighton B power station 
and convert it to Combined Heat 
and Power use. 

Short Circuit 

r -~:\,.~~ 
-'~ ~~· 
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"I take heart from this," Francis 
Stoner told the Inquiry during Week 
7. "That the learned Counsel for the 
CEGB, Lord Silsoe, is a first cousin 
to a man whose equations were) I 
believe, used in the early days of the 
British atom bomb (Alan Turing); 
his twin brother is, or was, Com
manding Officer of the Oxford Uni
versity Officers' Training Corps and 
thus almost certainly a ranking 
military intelligence officer; and his 
brother-in-law writes the nature 
notes column for The Independent. 
So we have a progression from brute 
force through intelligence to a bal
anced ecological viewpoint." 

* * * 
Dr. Wyn Evans, of CAD NO. told a 

story at the Cardiff session about 
her 84-year·old mother, who lives 
near the Trawsfynydd nuclear power 
station. 

Her mother was asked by some 
officials whether she could put peo
ple up if there was an emergency at 
the power station. They said they 
might haue to move people from the 
top to the bottom of the uillage. Her 
mother replied: "I often have rela
tives to stay, so it depends on when 
your emergency is going to happen." 

* * * 
Has Lord Marshall been driven to 

drink? Newspaper reports tell us 
that, together with environment 
minister Michael Howard, Marshall 
has been quaffing the water dis
charged from the new nuclear waste 
treatment plant at Dungeness in 
Kent. We are all supposed to feel 
reassured by this. Will his next trick 
be to chew on a lump of plutonium? 
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Fookes· Off 
Objectors at the Inquiry 
were not impressed by the 
tone of the CEGB barrister 
Mr. Fookes as he 
questioned Jim Jeffery 
(first witness for Stop 
Hinkley Expansion) in 
Week 6. 

Nor, it seems, was anyone else. 
Hence this greeting from the aston
ishingly humble Mr. Humphries, 
CEGB lawyer No. 2, who questioned 
Professor Swift-Hook (second wit
ness for SHE) in Week 7: 

"Hello, Prof. Swift-Hook. You will 
be pleased to see that Mr. Fookes is 
safely on the substitute's bench, 
having received a red card for his 
foul on the last SHE witness. Un
fortunately that does mean that you 
are stuck with me, and my name is 
Michael Humphries." 

Ruth Osborne (objector): "I ap
peal to you, Mr. Barnes, not 
only to look as though you're 
listening, which you do very 
well." 

Michael Barnes: "Don't you 
believe I'm really listening?" 

Working Out 
The Inquiry 

• Wednesday January 18 is the 
provisional date for an evening 
session of the Inquiry, to be held 
at Cannington. 

• The Severn Tidal Power Group 
will be sending a written state
ment to the Inspector to keep 
him up to date with the findings 
of their for"thcoming report. Once 
he has seen the document, the 
Inspector will decide whether to 
ask a representative to speak at 
the Inquiry. 

• As usual in this issue, the In
quirer prints a summarised diary 
of speakers at the Inquiry over 
the next two weeks (see back 
page). But if you want a full 
programme of who is appearing 
right up until Christmas, this is 
now available from the Pro
gramme Officer, Keith Parker, 
at the Inquiry Secretariat. 

There is no charge for repro
duction of material in this publi
cation, but please credit the 
Hinkley Inquirer. 
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• The CEGB has announced to 
the Inquiry that in the spring of 
1989 it will be applyin g for 
consent for another PWR. They 
want to build this 1200 MW 
nuclear station at Wylfa in 
Anglesea, North Wales. 

• Part of the speeding-up process 
mentioned before in the Inquirer 
is the Inspector's penchant for 
starting early on some days and 
for keeping going well past the 
usual 5 pm closing time. Best to 
check with the Secretariat if 
you're concerned not to miss 
something special. 

• An informal session of the In
quiry will be held at the County 
Hotel in Taunton on December 
8, from 10 am to 1 pm, and from 
2 pm onwards. The sessions 
may extend in to the evening if 
enough people turn up to speak. 
There will also be a session in 
Storgursey, details to be an
nounced in the new year. 

• Inquiry transcripts from the 
Cardiff sessions report the pro
ceedings as spoken - in both 
English and Welsh. In addition , 
a Welsh transcript with the 
English sections translated into 
Welsh will be produced. 

• The latest news is that Topic 
Two (Safety and Health) will 
start after Christmas. But proofs 
of evidence on this topic should 
be in by December 23. 

Facilities For 
Objectors 
TRANSCRIPTS 
Each day the shorthand writers 
plough on recording verbatim what 
is said in the Inquiry hall. These are 
available first thing the following 
day and are required and necessary 
reading to keep up to date with what 
has been referred to. It is impossible 
to earn a living and read everything 
but if you want to speak on par
ticular points it is well worth making 
sure you see what has been said on 
that subject. These can be obtained 
from the Secretariat, cost of weekly 
posting for four issues £2.00. 
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DIARY 
This provisional outline programme 
is subject to change. Contact Keith 
Parker, Programme Officer, 0278 
444005 ext. 128, for up-to-date in
formation and guidance. 

Weeks Nine and Ten 
November 29 to December 9 

November 29 
Procedural matters. 
Evidence and cross-examination in 
turn of Dr. Brian John, Mr. I. Dixon 
of Exeter CND, the National Union 
of Mineworkers, looking at mining 
in Namibia , Mrs. H. James ofTrow
bridge and Bradford-on-Avon 
Friends of the Earth, Mr. Harry 
Horrobin of Roadwater and District 
Peace Group, and Mrs. F. Howard. 

November 30 
Evidence and questioning of Dr. F. 
Barnaby, Rachael Baird, Mr. N. 
McDonagh-Greaves of the Centre 
for Environmental Information, Terry 
Mulvihill of Tiverton CND, Mrs. J. 
Cook, and Mr. Fuhri-Snethlage. 

December 1 
Evidence and questioning of Dr. B. 
Boardman of Bristol Energy Centre, 
George Pritchard, Ms. C. Larke, Mr. 

Creche 
People with children under five are 
welcome to use the excellent creche 
at Cannington. Open each day of 
the Inquiry from half-an-hour be
fore proceedings begin. Telephone 
in advance to book your place: 
(0278) 653081. 
Transport . 
There is a free bus service to and 
from Cannington, as below. 
Use it or lose it! 
Tuesday - Thursday 
9.00 am Taunton BR Station 
9.30 Bridgwater BR Station 
9.40 Inquiry Venue 
9.45 Creche 

Friday 

5.55 pm 
5.25 
5.15 
5. 10 

8.00 am Taunton 4.25 pm 
&00 Bri~wa~ &~ 
8.40 Inquiry Venue 3.45 
8.45 Creche 3.40 
Creche on Fridays 8.30 am - 4 pm. 
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W. Grilles, Mr. P. Edwards, Mr. K. 
Smith, and Mr. T. Leimdorfer of ~ 
Woodspring Green Party. 

December 2 
Evidence and questioning of Mr. M. 
Ince of the Town and Country 
Planning Association, Brian Rome 
of the Conservation Society and 
Colin Jefferson. 

December 6 
Procedural matters. 
Evidence and questioning of Mr. S. 
Fothergill, Mr. S. Witt and Mr. S. 
Andrews of the Coalfields Commun
ities Campaign, followed by witness 
from the Welsh Anti-Nuclear Al· 
liance (to be named). 

December 7 
Evidence and questioning continues 
of witnesses from WANA, of Dr. K. 
Howells and Mr. M. Bernstein of the 
South Wales Women's Support 
Groups. 

December 8 
Informal session in Taunton (County 
Hotel ) all day from 10 am and pos
sibly evening. 

December 9 
Evidence and questioning of Dr. D. 
Helm of the Town and Country 
Planning Association, Jim Penman 
of Stop Hinkley Expansion, and 
Paul Dawson. 

LIBRARY 
The Public Office at Cannington 
Court dealing with the Public In
quiry contains the whole gamut of 
documents being prepared in con
nection with the PWR proposal. 

The last word 
The Hinkley Point C Public 
Inquiry Secretariat, Canning
ton Court, Church Street, 
Cannington, Br idgwater, 
Somerset TA5 2HA. Tele
phon e: 0278 444005. 

STOP HINJ{LEY CENTRE, 
CANNINGTON COURT, CHURCH 

STREET, 
CANNTNGTON, BRIDGWATER, 

SOMERSET TA5 2HA 
Tel: Bridgwater 652408 Fax: 652459 
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