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CauseOf ~ 
Celebration 

~ 

Stop Hinkley Expansion 
popped a bottle of 
champagne during Week 15 
to celebrate a new record. 
Over 20,000 people have 
now submitted official 

Irish Sea Dangers 
On Day 55, David Western 
(CEGB 10) was questioned by 
Tim Deere-Jones of the Irish 
Sea Project. Deere-J ones 
was concerned for the people 
he represnts who live along 
the south coast of Wales. 

"Sellafield derived activity is now 
found in noteworthy quantities in the 
South Wales coastal environment 
and estuarine systems," he said. He 
wanted to know what radioactive 

discharges would result from the 
manufacture, enrichment and re
processing of Hinkley fuel: "Is Sella
field going to be discharging yet more 
radioactivity as a resultofHinkley?" 

Any discharges, if Hinkley fuel 
were to be reprocessed, would be well 
within the authorised limits, replied 
Western: "The extensive programme 
of environmental monitoring shows 
no evidence whatsoever of any sus
tained build-up of activity due to 
Hinkley Point." ~ 

Severn Barrage Report 
objections to the proposed However, the STPG report also 
PWR at Hinkley. Private "'- shows that the cost of generating 
individuals, major • ""- electricity would be between 3.79p 
organisations and over 60 per kilowatt hour (at a fP!o discount 
local authorities make up the rate) and 6.37pKwh at EWo. This is 

much more than Hinkley C on the 
objectors, who number five CEGB's figures, butcomparabletak-
times as many as objected to ing objectors' calculations. . . 
Sizewell B. The massive structure across the 

Also at the Stop Hinkley Centre I ...... I estuary, now planned to have a toll 
was Greenpeace Nuclear Campaign- .. ~ .... _ road on top, would last for 120 years 
er Jane Wildblood, who said "the UK • - -.... and provide about 7% of present 
is unique in trying to promote this electricity demand in England and 
obsolete technology." Wales. 

Seaned Huws came from a new The cost of building the The report also points out that 
group called Pobol Atal Wylfa B proposed Severn Barrage construction of the barrage, taking 
(People Against Wylfa B). "We have has risen to over £8 billion, seven years and employing 32,000 
had 300 members in six months," she according to a report people at its peak, would provide a 
said, "and opposition is growing all submitted to the Inquiry by major boost to the South West and 
the time." Wales economy. . 

Debra Ardizzone from the Stop the Severn Tidal Power On the environmental effects on 
Sizewell C Campaign said that they Group. This is considerably the estuary, the STPG report says 
would be pressing for another public more than had previously that its studies have "not revealed 
inquiry into the plan to build a second been thought, and was any insuperable difficulty." 
PWR on the Suffolk coast. "We have immediately interpreted by This new evidence, available from 
already shifted the councils' position the CEG B as the "death the Secretariat, was submitted at the 
on this ," she said. knell" for the project. spe~~~~~..£t..2~ . 
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CEGB's health and safety case continues. HSEev1de . h-e-~Jj. 
aeon? I _ 
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Extremely small 
Deere.Jones quoted a public seminar, 
held in Dyfed, which had found 
Americium in the Teifi estuary, 
emanating from Sellafield. Western 
maintained thatanydischargesfrom 
Hinkley A, B and C would be 
extremely small but agreed that they 
had a potential impact (and were 
therefore included in the CEGB 
assessments). 

Deere.Jones also wanted to know 
about Tritium, which is a large 
consti tu en tof the Hinkley discharges 
in both air and water: "Irish Sea 
Project considers that there are some 
people who are more or less chron
ically exposed to low levels ofTriti urn 
in the environment. Are those people 
at risk from any particular health 
effect?" 

Trevor Stocks (one of Western's 
supporting team) admitted that Tri
tium was not particularly easy to 
monitor. Deere-Jones pursued the 
matter, quoting The British Medical 
Journal article (August 17 1985) 
"Mortality in Employees with a 
Radiation Record", which stated 
that: "The only cause of death 
showing a clear relation with ex
posure to radiation was cancer of the 
prostate. Standardised mortality 
ratios for this malignancy were 
significantly raised in workers mon
itored for Tritium contamination." 
Very small 
"Does this not indicate," asked Deere
Jones, "that Titium has a malign 
effect on the human system?" Wes
tern agreed that it could deliver a 
significant dose, if there was enough 
of it, but that the dose on its own was 
very small. 

Asked about monitoring sites 
around Hinkley, Trevor Stocks ad
mitted that there were no marine 
environmental sampling points on 
the river Parrett. Nor were there any 
"control farms" for regular sampling 
in Wales. 

Finally Deere-Jones asked: "Do . 
you have a sort of homogeneous 
multi-aged hermaphroditic person in 
mind when you are making assump
tions about the results of exposure to 
radioactivity on human health?" Ms. 
Marion Hill (CEGB supporting team) 
replied that all their calculations 
were based on what they called 
"reference man", a hypothetical 20-
year-old hermaphrodite. 

Jan 25 - Feb 3. 1989: Weeks 15, 16 

CEGB Health 
Witness Taken 
To Task 
FormostofWeek 15, 
objectors continued to 
question CEGB witness 
David Western on matters of 
radiation and health 

Mr. Ryan for COLA (Consortium 
of Opposing Local Authorities) q uer
ied Western's claim that in the 400 
reactor-year operating history of the 
CEGB's nuclear plant "there has not 
been a single unplanned release of 
radioactivity of any significance to 
the public off-site." 

Western admitted that there had 
been unplanned releases, but in 
"minute amounts". His supporting 
witness Trevor Stocks said that at 
Hinkley Point there had been "about 
10" unplanned releases in the history 
of the site. 
Site alert 
Next to question Western was Danielle 
Grunberg of Stop Hinkley Expan
sion. She referred to the series of three 
serious accidents at Hinkley Point B 
reactor in 1985 which led to a full
scale site alert and the issuing of 
potassium iodate tablets to 500staff. 
Was this not unprecedented in the 
history of British nuclear power, she 
asked? 

"No," said Western, "we have 
declared site incidents before ... It 
was not unprecendented." He went 
on to say that there have been a 
number of such cases at other CEGB 
stations, but that information about 
this does not exist in any collected 
form other than the "enormous body 
of data" which makes up reports of 
occurrences at power stations. 

Grunberg also asked why there 
had been a rise in radioactivity levels 
around the Hinkley site in 1969-74,as 
Western's evidence had revealed. 

"There was an abnormally high 
level of discharge from the A station 
cooling ponds," Western replied, "due 
to some problems in the chemistry." 
Another rise in 1986 was due to a 
"discharge from the B station due to-a 
failure of pipework," Western ex
plained. 
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Boddy morii.toring 
After the Chernobyl disaster the 
Watt Committee reported on radi
ation monitoring around nuclear 
power stations - at the CEGB's 
request. One of its recommendations 
was that the public should be given 
access to "whole body monitoring" at 
local hospitals in order to give 
measurements of their body radio
activity. What was the CEGB doing 
about this suggestion, Grunberg 
wanted to know. 

Western said that the CEGB was 
waiting to see how a government 
sponsored pilot study turns out. This 
us presently being carried out by 
Professor Keith Boddy, who chaired 
the Watt Committee. 

Soup- or chocolate? 
Brian Rome of CONSOC (Conser
vation Society) entered the fray 
against Western on Day 57,pursuing 
questions of war and sabotage- and 
their implications for nuclear re
actors. 

He quoted the Economist of March 
29 1986, which pronounced that "the 
nuclear power industry remains as 
safe as a chocolatefactory." But that 
was a month before Chernobyl, 
Rome pointed out. 

By contrast, his fellow objector Dr. 
Webb had described the multitude of 
interacting materials involved in a 
core melt down as "a kind of soup" 
containing all kinds of chemicals 
and fission products. Western was 
not impressed by this analogy and 
claimed to "know all the parameters 
which have safety significance". 

Bristol in flames 

Rome went on to give instances of 
sabotage in recent history - includ
ing the sinking of the battleship 
Royal Oak at the British Navy's base 
at Scapa Flow in 1939 and the 
''blowing up" of Iraq 's nuclear plant 
by Israeli bombers and saboteurs in 
1981. In thelightofsuch possibilities, 
Rome suggested thatbuildingaPWR 
at Hinkley - which is upwind of the 
whole of the UK - creates an "ap
palling danger" . 

"I have seen (Bristol) going up in 
flames once and 1 don't want your 
voluntarily created danger to impose 
(another such) catastrophe," said 
Rome. But Western would only say 
that the "risks of war area matter for 
government' '. 

Rome also referred to the ad
mission by the CEGB's Brian George 
that it is possible for the core of an 
AGR reactor to melt in about 30 
seconds: "That property of the AGR 
has been known for a long time." He 
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made the point that the public has 
not been told this previously, but has 
"merely been given a million re
assurances of safety .. . and may not 
the same occur with the PWR?" 

Western responded that the PWR 
design is "exceedingly safe". 

Leukaem ia: open question 
Dr. Piers Rawson of South Somerset 
Friends of Earth put it to Western 
that he was using levels of back
ground radiation to justify radiation 
doses from nuclear sources. Western 
said he was "tryingtoplacethelevels 
of radiation and dose in perspective". 

But Rawson did get Western's 
agreement that "the question of what 
is responsible for childhood leukaemia 
clusters is a n open question". How
ever, Western said he would bet on 
another cause than nuclear. 

While doubt remains, Rawson 
pressed him, is it not morally wrong 
to build the PWR? Western did not 
agree. 

Nuclear lunch ? 
Brian J ennings, a District Coun
cillor from Weston-super-Mare, put 
his concerns to Western about nu
clear flasks travelling by rail and 
road through his own town and 
oiliHs. · 

He is worried not only by the 
transport of waste, but by the state of 
the flasks and the extremely long
term problems of decommissioning. 

"One per cent (of the core) is left 
beneath concrete for 100 years," he 
argued, "becauseitisso unstable and 
unsafe and yet you are transporting 
99Pn of the core hundreds of miles to 
Sellafield. I know you are doing it 
every week of the year, but if one per 
cent is considered so unsafe iliat it 
has to be surrounded by concrete for 
100 years ... " 

Western commented: "It is not left 
there because it is unsafe," and so 
Jennings asked, "You would not go 
in iliere and have your lunch by the 
side of it, I suppose, would you?" 

Western's pause, followed by a 
frank "No!", brought a rare burst of 
laughter into the Inquiry. 

He later put these figures to West
ern, taken from Professor Edward 
Radford, a former Chairman of the 
International Commission for Ra
diological Protection: "Workers in 
then uclear industry face a one-in-six 
chance of contracting a cancer and 
one-in-ten chance of dying of cancer." 

A litt le learning 
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Western's evidence includes studies 
of shellfish and seaweed, but what of 
the wading birds and ducks that 
inhabit Bridgwater Bay, asked Sut
cliffe? 

"We depended on noticing the 
populations of otters, buzzards, the 
higher animals at the top of the food 
chain, to realise that we had got it 
wrong on dieldrin and DDT. Now 
there is enough growing evidence of 
radiation to show we have been 
getting it wrong in certain respects, 
and we must monitor these popu
la tions more fully," Sutcliffe told 
him. 

But Western would only reply that 

Statutory 
Safety 
John Riming ton , Director
Gener a l of th e Health and 
Safety E xecutive (HSE) ga ve 
his evidence on the HSE's 
r e sponsibilit ies a nd how it 
funct ions. 

The Nuclear Installations Inspec
torate (Nil)- which licenses nuclear 
stations - is part of the HSE. "Our 
position is one of independence and 
neutrality in exercising our statutory 
responsibilities in respect to safe 
design and performance," said 
Rimington. 

At the Sizewell Inquiry, Sir Fran k 
Layfield made various recommen
dations to the HSE. He "was con
cerned not only with public com
munication, but also with public 
assent to the systems being em
ployed," according to Rimington. 
The public should be involved in the 
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"such very small amounts of activity·,; 
are "exceedingly unlikely" to cause 
any hazard. Sutcliffe continued to 
argue wiili him that radioactivity 
accumulates and that any dose is 
unwelcome. 

And in the wake of the Chernobyl 
d isaster, is it not time the CEGB 
reconsidered their estimates of risk 
from radiation - before adding further 
radioactivity to the environment? 
Western admitted that "the initial 
assumptions with regard to how long 
caesium would remain in upland 
pasture . . . were incorrect. That is 
something that has been learned, 
certainly." 

central decisions about how much 
risk could be tolerated from nuclear 
power. 

Tolerable? 
The HSE's response has been their 
"Tolerability of Risk from Nuclear 
Power Stations" document, publish
ed in February 1988. This document 
concludes that the levels of risk 
proposed for the PWRare "tolerable" 
- provided that strict regulation is 
enforced. 

Rimington described new efficiency 
and restructuring measures within 
the HSE and said that numbers of 
Inspectors within the Nil will be 
raised from 99 at the time of the 
Sizewell Inquiry to a target of 140. 
The Advisory Committee on Safety 
of Nuclear Installations (ACSNI) 
has also been "strengthened" he 
said. ' 

As for the government's privatis
ation proposals, Rimington said 
"these do not appear likely to affect 
the conditions for nuclear safety.'' 

J ill Sutcliffe questioned Western on 
the need for studies into how radi
ation affects local wildlife. She a lso 
cast doubts on the basis for his "Any more moanmg about radi is, T~~~-P.son. and you'll be out on what 
"models" of risk from radiation. ._ ___________ :.;;,;;,;..;,;;;.;,;~;.;;;.;..;;.;,;.;.. _________ _. 
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Public 
Outsiders 
On Day 60 John Pop ham of 
Friends of the Earth 
questioned Rimington (HSE). 
His detailed cross
examination on the lack of 
public consultation over the 
Tolerability of Risk 
document (TOR) had 
Rimington looking distinctly 
uncomfortable. 

"HowmanycopiesoftheTORwere 
sent out free of charge?" asked 
Popham. Rimington indicated that 
he had undertaken to furnish the 
Inquiry with a full list but believed it 
to be "in excess of 100". 
· "Were any sent to the general 

public?" asked Popham, to which 
Rimington replied that they had 
been placed on sale. 

"And you received in all about 25 
responses, is that correct?" Popham 
ventured. 

Rimington was anxious to explain 
that the HSE had recently received 
other comments from members of the 
public and added that all had been 
published with the exception of a 
letter from Sir Frank Layfield, "which 
I have freely to confess to the Inquiry 
I have lost." 

Total failure 
Popham went further: "Up to the 
point when you went to press, you 
didn't in fact have a single comment 
from any member of the public in 
response to the TOR paper. So that 
from the point of view of consulting 
the public, the exercise can fairly be 
described as a total failure, can it 
not?" 

Rimington wouldn't agree. They 
had sold 2,100 copies: "So clearly the 
document was read by members of 
the public. I do not think the fact that 
members of the public have not 
chosen to give us their views of what 
many may have regarded as rather a 
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technical subject is evidence of total 
and complete failure." He added that 
the Health and Safety Commission, 
when preparing their response to the 
Secretary of State, expressed dis
appointment and had decided to 
have another go. 

Limited 
Popham continued to press·the mat
ter of public consultation and got 
Rimington to agree that HSE had 
responded "in rather a limited way" 
to Sir Frank Layfield. "Layfield did 
ask us to go a little further, or perhaps 
rather a lot further, and discuss the 
benefits of nuclear power, a task 
which I considered not to be within 
the remit of a regulatory body." 

On the timing of publication of 
the TOR paper, Rimington admitted 
that a longer consultative period 
would have been preferable, but that 
"it was imperative for us to have a 
sort of interim position on the docu
ment before an Inquiry of this sort 
started." 

No public comment 
Popham went on toquestionRiming
ton on the recommendations made 
by Mr. Cullen, Chairman of HSE 
(July '88) to the Secretary of State. He 
quoted Cullen's letter ... "that the 
basis proposed in the document for 
judging the tolerability of risk is 
sustainable and that the levels pro
posed for new power stations should 
be tolerable for the present and 
proposed PWR programme ... " 

"Having embarked on a consul
tative exercise," said Popham, "with 
the stated prime intention of obtain
ing the view of the public, do you 
imagine the Secretary of State would 
have been satisfied if he had been 
aware thattheconclusion and recom
mendation in that paragraph was in 
fact reached without there being a 
single written comment from the 
general public?" 

Confidence 
As far as the general public was 
concerned, did Rimington not think 
that their confidence would be lost if 
they knew that a recommendation 
had been made to the Secretary of 
State before even one single view had 
been received? 

Rimington insisted that the Com
mission had not turned its back on a 
public debate. "We- have made it 
clear," he said, "that we expect the 
debate to continue." 

On Rimington's definition of tol
erability as "a willingness to live 
with the risk so as to secure certain 
benefits", Popham asked: "How are 
you able to tell the Secretary of State 
the risk is tolerable when you have 
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not assessed the benefits?" Riming
ton maintained that the Secretary of 
State had been told that this was the 
view of ACSNI (The Advisory Com
mittee on the Safety of Nuclear 
Installations) and that the Commis
sion had accepted its advice on an 
"interim" basis. 

Watchdog 
Body 
Quizzed 
On Risl<s 
Health and Safety Executive 
head John Rimington was 
cross-examined during Days 
58, 59 and 60 by 11 
individuals and 
organisations. 

Dr. Kitty Little, who supports 
nuclear power but not the PWR 
design, asked a series of questions 
based on her much-repeated alle
gation that the risks from radiation 
are exaggerated by bodies like the 
National Radiological Protection 
Board. She also suggested that the 
public's perception of radiation had 
been poisoned by anti-nuclear prop
aganda. 

Leukaemia links? 
Lynette Warren' (for the Seuernside 
Campaign against Radiation) asked 
Rimington about the 1inks between 
leukaemia clusters and the nuclear 
industry. "If there was not absolute 
proof scientifically of a particular 
pathway which associated a disease 
with a particular pollutant," she 
asked, "might you still be attempting 
to reduce the incidence of that pollu
tant?" Rimington replied that "we 
would not look for absolute proof if 
strong inference suggested to us that 
there was a need for action." 

On the CO MARE report on Doun
raey and Sellafield leukaemia cases, 
Rimington said thatoneexplanation 
for the higher incidence might be 
that workers had somehow taken 
radioactive materials off the site 
without being detected. "We have 
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intensified our activity to see whether 
there's anything that could have 
been overlooked," he said. 
Workers' worries 
Crispin Aubrey (Stop Hinkley Ex
pansion) asked Rimington whether 
he was aware that many workers in 
the nuclear industry were worried 
that privatisation would lead to a 
drop in safety standards. "I do not 
knowwhatthestateofopinionin the 
industry is," he replied, "and you 
may have better information than I 
do." 

Aubrey 'produced a lengthy report 
from the Public Citizen watchdog 
group in the United States which 
catalogued over 2,000 serious inci
dents at US nuclear power stations 
during 1987. One revealed that op
erators in one station control room 
had been found repeatedly asleep. 
The report concludes that "the in
dustry's poor safety record shows no 
signs of improving." 

Rimington responded that "it looks 
an excellent report" and showed "a 
rather dirty safety record", but he 
didn't think the British industry 
would suffer the same problems. He 
would consider whether a similar 
report should be published in Britain. 
No nuclear insurance 
Geoffrey Bright of Cwmbran Anti
Nuclear Group put it to Rimington 
that the HSE's "Tolerability of Risk" 
document should have been more 
widely publicised, a criticism which 
was accepted in part. 

Bright said he had not been able to 
insure his own home against radi
ation. The Inspector cut in to say he 
would be interested to know whether 
insurance companies might "load 
- additional premium onto life 
insurance taken out ... by workers in 
nuclear plant, orpeoplewholivenear 
nuclear plants." 

Own judge 
Brian Rome of the Conservation 
Society (CONSOC) next took Rim
ington through an examination of 
the nature of objectivity and the 
HSE'srole. 

"Nobody should be judging his 
own cause," argued Rome, yet the 
HSE's Inspectors come mostly from 
the nuclear industry and their panels 
of "expert" opinion tend to exclude 
critics of the industry. 
Passing the buck 
Rome also raised the case of the 
welder Bob Brookes who has alleged 
that faulty welds at Hinkley A have 
been disguised by falsification of X
ray photographs. In this case the Nil 
"handed overtotheCEGBthedutyof 
checking up (on the allegations)." He 
read from a Guardian article which 
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Rimington rejected as "a highly 
selective and biased account." 

Hugh Richards asked questions on 
behalf of ECOROPA and then for the 
Welsh Anti-Nuclear Alliance about 
the "Tolerability of Risk" document. 
He too wanted to know what steps the 
HSE had taken to further publicise 
the document. 

Survey? 
Would it not be wise of the HSE- in 
the lightofLayfield's remarks on the 
importance of public opinion - to 
conduct a survey into people's per
ceptions of risks from nuclear? 

"Well, I hae ma doots," replied 
Rimington. 

licensed 
SayHSEMen 
In Week 16Edward Ryder 
and his colleague James 
Hannaford from the Health 
a.nd Safety Executive gave 
their evidence. 

Ryder is ChieflnspectorofNuclear 
Installations at the HSE and its 
Director of Radiological Protection 
Policy. He described the licensing 
process - and how the Nil monitors 
the design throughout construction 
and imposes operating conditions 
once a nuclear plant is in operation. 

Ryder also explained how he came 
to grant the licence for the Sizewell 
PWR in 1987. He said that as the 
planned Hinkley PWR is a replica, 
the Nil needs only to assess those 
changes from the design accepted for 
Sizewell B. 

The Nil, said Ryder, has already 
"informed the CEGB that it con
siders that the proposed PWR at 
Hinkley Point is licensable." 
Deputy decides 
Hannaford is a Deputy Chief In
spector of Nuclear Installations. He 
too talked about how the HSEliaises 
with the CEGB, and also dealt with 
the radiation impact of Hinkley C 
from discharges and direct radi
ation. 
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Hannaford also assessed the risk 
of external hazards- such as earth
quakes and aircraft crashes. He 
concluded that the "Nil's assess
ment has not revealed any ~ignifi
cant safety concerns that affect the 
licensability of Hinkley Point C." 

Chief Inspector 
Questioned 
Edward Ryder (HSE 2) was 
asked by Gerard Ryan 
(COLA) about his description 
ofHinkley Point as a site 
that fell within the 
Inspectorate's "remote" 
category. "We are realists," 
Ryder said. "We know that 
despite the best intentions, 
things can go wrong. To be 
safe, we look for remote 
areas." Only 120 people 
lived within a 2 kilometre 
radius of the station, he said. 

Ryan pointed out thatabout39,000 
people lived within eight miles of 
Hinkley Point. Ryder eventually 
agreed that there had been no recon
sideration of the remote siting cri
teria for at least 10 years- since either 
the Three Mile Island or Chernobyl 
accidents. 

On the supply of information to 
COLA about the proposed PWR 
design, Ryan produced a document 
supplied by the National Nuclear 
Corporation which contained num
erous blanked-out pages. Ryder said 
he had no power over decisions made 
by the nuclear industry· on "com
mercial confidentiality". 

On Chemobyl, Ryder said that he 
never uses the word "impossible", 
but that "the whole system is de
monstrably a:imed at reducing such 
accidents to a very low possibility 
indeed." He also told another ques
tioner that since Chernobyl he had 
asked all nuclear operators to study 
all potential "beyond design basis" 
accidents. This work wasn't yet 
finished. 

During questions about his pro
jections of potentially serious acci
dents at the existing AGR stations 
(like Hinkley B), Dr. Richard Webb 
said his conclusions had the ap
proval of a Principal Scientific Of. 
ficer from the Aldermaston Atomic 
Weapons Laboratory. 

Crispin Aubrey (SHE) pursued the 
point about Hinkley Point being a 
"remote" site, quoting a figure of 
489,000 people living within a 20 mile 
radius. "I think you are using the 
wrong word ," Aubrey said. 
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Questioned about the fact that the 
incidence of drug and alcohol-related 
incidents at US nuclearreactors had 
risen three times in a year, Ryder said 
that "the (UK) power stations are 
almost all dry, I believe. There may 
be a small double-locked hospitality 
cabinet but there certainly is not a 
bar in the canteens." 

Aubrey also asked Ryder about an 
accident at the Bib lis n uclearplant in 

Jan 25 - Feb 3. 1989: Weeks 15. 16 

West Germany in December 1987 
which had been keptsecretforayear. 
Rydercommented that"itwassucba 
serious failure from the face of this 
document that it would be something 
which, had it happened in this 
country, we migh t have considered 
prosecution." Ryder agreed, how
ever, that he hadn't heard about the 
accident before. 

• • Com.m.ent •• 
The Sanitised Juggernaut 

What is it really like at the 
Inquiry? Objector Francis 
Stoner has been laying 
himself on the line ... 

The first thing that strikes me is 
the contrast between the sedate 
atmosphere of the Inquiry Hall and 
the buzzing hive of activity all 
around it. Inside the hall itselfthere 
is a collection of Men in Suits, 
occasionally en 1i vened by the arrival 
of assorted objectors in varying 
shades of the rainbow. 

It is like a sanitised juggernaut, 
where there is a suspension of the 
laws of time, a vortex which can 
drain energy from people; the real 
world outside sometimes appears to 
impinge, and the mood in the objec
tors' office can swing from gloom to 
optimism. 

Is the whole process a foregone 
conclusion? In the absence of a 
Counsel to the Inquiry, the Inspector 
and the Assessors sometimes put 
awkward questions to the CEGB 
witnesses, but the sheer mass of 
paper engendered makes it quite 
difficult to sort out a fruitful line of 
investigation for individual objectors. 

The staff of the Secretariat do their 
utmost to make life easy for any 
member of the public who wants to 
use the facilities for photocopying 
and documentation in order to pre
sent their case. What can Isayexcept 
"get involved", and try to visit 
Cannington and work out the infra-

/ -

structure of the Inquiry process, and 
where you can best fit into it. 

Their reliance on the conclusions 
of the Sizewell Inquiry means that 
the CEG B witnesses have got off the 
witness stand rather too quickly for 
my liking; there is the problem of 
getting here to question them, the 
nervous waiting around listening to 
professional advocates doing it much 
better, and then having to confront 
these witnesses with one'sown feeble 
quibbles, a feeling that one is being 
humoured by the experts. 

But it does sometimes happen that 
asking obvious, idiotic questions can 
produce interesting answers. So it is 
worth getting involved, but not worth 
a nervous breakdown - this can be 
avoided by limiting one's involve
ment to what one can afford to lose, 
rather like a racing punter. 

Every half-hour of cross-examin
ation , every hour ofpersonalfeelings 
expressed as one's own evidence can 
give others extra timetopreparetheir 
own case, and will delay and extend 
the moment when the work starts on 
the site. 

Of course, the quality of the expert 
evidence ought to be the determining 
factor , butgiven the current political 
intent of our masters to insulate 
nuclear power from free market 
forces and press on regardless, we 
can only hope forthebestand fear for 
the worst, whatever the Inspector's 
Report decides. 
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Human Error 
We apologise to Dr. Webbforourerror 
(Inquirer 7) which refers to his 1984 
Catastrophic Nuclear Accident 
Hazards - A Warning to Europe. 
Clearly this was written before Cher
nobyl and not in its aftermath_ And 
to Mr. Milner whose Rolls Royce is 
not light brown (Inquirer 7). 

These errors are beyond the design 
base of the Inquirer, and because 
they are not tolerable we knew they 
would never happen. The chances of 
this kind offailure are in theorderof 
once in a million operating years. Yet 
like the failure of the circuit breakers 
in the Salem Westinghouse PWR in 
the USA, it happened twice within a 
few days. 

We will carry on producing the 
Inquirer as usual. 

Short Circuits 
Anyone sitting in the Inquiry hall 

could be "breathing in one or two 
asbestos fibres absolutely for sure. 
we were told by John Rimington, 
head of the Health and Safety 
Executive on Day 59. He also warned 
a questione·r on the following day 
that "as you sit there you are 
receiving billions of ionising events 
in your cells per minute.·· Does this 
explain why the two very large pot 
plants which had occupied decor
ative niches in the hall until recently 
were first seen to turn brown and 
have now disappeared completely ? 
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Setting the world record obviously 
pu~ a s~vere strain on the Hinkley 
Pomt stte! On Friday January 28, 
reactor 2 of the ageing Hinkley Point 
A Magnox station was closed down 
for routine overhaul after running 
continuously for 770 days, seven 
hours and 10 minutes, breaking the 
record previously held by Hunters
ton A in Scotland by two days. 

The CEGB celebrated, but omitted 
to tell anyone that the other reactor 
had shut down when a fuel rod broke 
up wh~n being ~emoved, resulting in 
two pteces fallmg back into a fuel 
channel. 

Meanwhile, over at the B station 
on Monday January 30 an electrical 
fault resulted in the temporary closure 
of one of the AGR reactors ... So, one 
out of four was left to work - and all 
th~s while the CEGB were giving 
emdence that this sort of thing 
doesn't happen. How embarrassing! 

* * * 
Health and Safety Executive boss 

Rfmington came up with some splen
dtd quotes during his two days of 
cross-exa.mination. These included: · 

"I ~ould _debate this interesting 
questwn wtth you all day without 
adding one iota of light, I suspect, to 
your or my knowledge. " 

~'I am. n.ot very good at doing 
anthmetLC m these cof'!.(iitions." 

"The Magnox reactors. . . were 
built like battleships." 

(On leukaemia clusters) "If you 
were to take a packet of Smarties ,for 
example, and scatter them over the 
floor, you would almost certainly 
find that three of the green ones had 
settled in one particular place. It is 
one of my abiding disappointments 
that somebody has always eaten the 
yellow sugared sweets in those de
licious jelly things that you get no 
do_ubt because they all happe~ to 
sttck together." 

*· * * 
Ar~ you puzzled as to why the 

Pubhc Inquiry, often sitting longer 
hours than scheduled, did not sit on 
Tuesday January 24? What com
pelling engagement could have the 
power to diversify our single-minded 
Inspector? Could it be Mrs. Barnes' 
birthday or the wedding anniver
sary? Current betting puts it down to 
Lord Denning, former Master of the 
Rolls, celebrating his 90th birthday. 
No keen QC could miss that, surely? 

* * * 

Jan 25 - Feb 3. 1989: Weeks 15. 16 

Working Out 
The Inquiry 

• When will the Inquiry fin ish? 
The Inspector has announced a 
summer holiday break from Fri
day, August 4- the final sitting 
day before the break. After four 
~e~ks, should there be any un
fimshed business the Inquiry 
will resume on Tuesday, Sep
tem her 5. The Inspector said 
repeatedly thathehopes i twill all 
be over before these dates any
way. But clearly, he cannot 
guarantee it. 

• The Index to Topic 1 has been 
published in two sections A-L 
and M-Z. It's a very usefui tool 
and could save hours of search
ing through the transcripts. 

• ~uring Week 16, the Inspector 
directed the Inquiry to start half
an-hour early each day- at 9.30 
a~. Danielle Grunberg (Stop 
Hmkley Expansion) objected that 
this places extra strain on people 
who are already working ex
tremely hard to keep up with 
reading transcripts and so on. It 
also meant a 5 am start for 
regular objectors like Brian Rome 
travelling from Bristol. Visitor~ 
to the Inquiry were also wrong
footed by the unexpected changes 
in timings. The Inspector was 
unmoved, but said individuals 
with particular difficulties should 
mention them to the Secretariat. 

• Further details have been given 
abo~t the four days of Inquiry 
sessiOns to be held in Cardiff 
from Monday, March 20 to 
Thursday, March 23. The Mon
day hearing will start at 2.30 
pm, stop for tea and then start 
again at 6.30 pm. Tuesday and 
Wednesday will follow the usual 
time of roughly 10.00 to 5.00. 
The Thur~day hearing will stop 
at lunch-trme. Four CEGB wit
nesses - Taylor, George, Wes
tern and Jenkin - will be avail
able for questioning on the first 
two days. 

• The Inquiry will take an Easter 
break from the end of the Cardiff 
session to Tuesday, April 4. 

• The Inspector will hold another 
evening meeting at Cannington 
following the "successful" Jan~ 
uary event. He is still considering 
~rther loc~l meetings, possibly 
m the evemng at Combwich and 

possibly els_ewhere near Hinkley 
-probably during Topic 5. But, 
apart from those, he won't hold 
any further sessions away from 
Cannington, i.e., no Bristo1 ses
sion, as some objectors had re
quested. 

News From 
Stop Hinkley 
Centre 
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"Combwich? What's that?" asked 
~~d Marshall on his January 13 
Vl~lt to the Stop Hinkley Centre (see 
Hmkley Inquirer no. 7). That after
n~on he paid a secret trip to the 
village and its wharf which lie at the 
heart of the CEGB's plans to deliver 
materials during the construction of 
the proposed PWR and for the re
moval of parts of the station(s) when 
they are decommissioned. 

He then knew about Combwich 
and he knew more a bout it by the end 
of the week when Paddy Ashdown, 
Democrat MP for Yeovil, visited the 
area to express his concern that the 
proposals would result in massive 
environmental damage to the village. 
Then, Tom King, Conservative MP 
for Bridgwater added his voice to the 
protest and literally told theCEGBto 
think again. 

On January 27, Mr. Gammon for 
the Board was hurriedly rushed to 
Canni~gton to address the press and 
to a~ t that the~ wold be looking at 
possible alternatives and that this 
matter was far from settled. 

The villagers have not been im
pressed by the attitude and approach 
adopted by the CEGB. Although 
Combwich is not a picture postcard 
~illage it is somewhere people like to 
hve, and the comunity includes 
many CEGB .workers. But patience 
has been stretched with Compulsory 
~rchase Orders being submitted 
JUSt before Christmas, with CEGB 
employees being contacted and 
:•warned off" expressing their opin
wns, and with the failure of the 
CEGB representatives at the even
ing meeting at Cannington to answer 
straight questions with straight an
swers. 

Mounting uncertainty over job 
prospects (with privatisation likely 
to red~ce the ~orkforce) could bring 
some mterestmg facts to light. The 
local group have worked hard to 
publicise their plight and press cov
erage has ensured their voice has 
been heard. First round to Combwdch. 

Contact: John and Maureen Ran
dall, Combwich Residents' Environ
mental Concern, 0278-653331. 
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Demystifying the Inquiry 
Objectors from Bristol have been 
running workshops to help people 
wanting to participate in the Inquiry. 
How the Inquiry runs, its Rules etc. 
are explained. Examples of what 
people have submitted - ranging 
from one side of A4 paper, to short 
and well-referenced pieces, to long 
tomes - are examined. You can also 
learn who's who and howtomakethe 
best use of the documents available. 

On January 27, a Bristol group 
who are keen to give their evidence in 
person paid a preliminary visit to 
soak up the atmosphere and to seethe 
Inquiry in action. They found it very 
formal and somewhat intimidating 
at first, rather like a court. However, 
their visit taught them what to 
expect, how to prepare for their 
appearance and gave them the chance 
to pick up useful documents. 

Jill Sutcliffe 

sroP HINKLEY CENTRE, 
CANNINGTON COURT, CHURCH 

STREET, 
CANNINGTON, BRIDGWATER, 

SOMERSET TA5 2HA 
Tel: Bridgwater 652408 Fax: 652459 

Facilities For 
Objectors 
TRANSPORT 
There is a free bus service to and from 
Cannington, as below. 
Use it or lose it! 

Tuesday- Thursday 
9.00am Taunton BR Station 
9.30 Bridgwater BR Station 
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. 

LIBRARY 

5.55pm 
5.25 
5.15 
5.10 

4.25pm 
3.55 
3.45 
3.40 

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 proposals. 
TRANSCRIPTS 
These can be obtained from the 
Secretariat, cost of weekly posting 
for four issues £2.00. 

Jan 25 - Feb 3. 1989: Weeks 15, 16 . 

DIARY 
The programme is provisional , so 
keep in touch with Keith Parker, 
Programme Officer (0278 444005, 
ext. 128) for up-to-date information. 
At time of going to press, events 
seemed likely to run ahead of this 
programme. 

Weeks Seventeen, Eighteen and 
Nineteen 
February 7 
Procedural matters. 
Mr. Ryder of the Health and Safety 
Executive (Nuclear Installations In
spectorate) completes cross-examin
ation and will be followed by Mr. 
Hannaford, giving evidence and 
being cross-examined on HSE (NII) 
3. 

February 8 
Mr. Hannaford continues and will be 
followed by Dr. Clarkeofthe National 
Radiological Protection Board, who 
will give evidence and commence 
cross-examination. 

February 9 and 10 
Dr. Clarke, NRPB, continues. 

Week Eighteen 
February 14 
Procedural matters. 
Dr. Clarke continues. His cross
examination by Mr. Popham for 
Friends of the Earth will be followed 
by the recall of Dr. R. Taylor, to be 
cross-examined by Mr. Popham for 
FoE. 
February 15 
Dr. Clarke continues and will be 
followed by Mr. Ponsford of the 
Department of the Environment to 
give evidence and be cross-examined. 

February 16 
Mr. Ponsford, DoE, continues and 
will be followed by witnesses for the 
Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries & 

CRECHE 
People with children under five are 
welcome to usetheexcellentcrecheat 
Cannington. Open each day of the 
Inquiry from half-an-hour before 
proceedings begin. Telephone in ad
vance to book your place: (0278) 
653081. 

Hinkley Inquirer 

Food. Mr. Boyling will give evidence 
and be cross-examined on MAFF 1; 
Dr. Hunt will speak to MAFF 4 and 
Mr. Bradford to MAFF 5. 

February 17 
Mr. Bradford will continue and be 
followed by Mr. Blackmore for the 
Department of Transport. 

Week Nineteen 

February21 
Procedural matters. 
Objectors' evidence will start to be 
heard. Dr. Palmer will give evidence 
and be cross-examined for the Sev
ernsidc Campaign Against Radi
ation and will be followed by Mr. 
Houck, an American witness speak
ing on behalf of Stop Hinkley Ex
pansion. 

February 22 
Mr. George of the CEGB (Proof 9: 
Design and Safety) is recalled to be 
cross-examined by Mr. Popham for 
FoE and will be followed by wit
nesses for FoE; Mr. G€e to give 
evidence and be cross-examined on 
FoE 5, Opera tor Doses at PWRs. and 
Dr. Lambert on FoE 4, Fatal Cancer 
Risks of Low Level Radiation. 

February 23 
Professor Eiser will give evidence 
and be cross-examined on FoE 6, 
Judging the Tolerabilityof Risks. He 
will be followed by Mr. Fordham, 
who will give evidence and be cross
examined. 

February 24 
Dr. Kitty Little will presentevidence 
and be cross-examined, calling wit
nesses Ms. Pearce, Dr. Smith, and 
then giving her own paper. 
Future programming brings the start 
of the case being presented by the 
Consortium of Opposing Local Au
thorities with witnesses including 
Alice Stewart, John Large and many 
others, proofs COLA 21, 22, 26-33and 
37-41. 

The last word 
The Hinkley Point C Public 
Inquiry Secretariat, Canning
ton Court, Church Street, 
Cannington, Bridgwa ter, 
Somerset TA5 2HA. Tele
phone: 0278 444005. 
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