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To the Minister of Energy & Climate Changs

The Rt Hon Edward Davey
3 Whitehall Place

London

SW1A 28w

Berlin, den 13.03.2013

In advance via e-mz

Complaint regarding EIA precadure for NPP project Hinkley Point C: Lack of
transboundary participation for the German public

Deer Minister Davey,

unfortunately, my first letter to you is of a somewhat unpleasant nature. Please let me as-
sure you that | do regret that it is not on a more agreeable subject.

Alas, necessity requires it that | hereby want to lodge a complaint regarding the lack of a
transboundary participation for the German public in the environmental impact assess-
ment procedure for the nuclear power plant project Hinkley Paint C,

In my apinion, the German public is highly cancemed. There is no scientific praof in
accordance with the stale of science and technology, like for example up-to-date beyond
design basis accidents studies (BDBA studies), that Germany would not be affected in
case of a major accident at Hinkley Point C. Quite the contrary, the Austrian dispersion
modeling project *flexRISK” amphasises the potential that there is a significant probahility
that Germany would be affected.

Furthermare, according to the EU directive concerning the environmental impact assess-
ment in a fransboundary context, the German public is concemed if it states respectively
that it feels so. Please let me assure You the German public —tnlike the German govern-
menl- is concerned, speaking not only for myself and several colleagues of mine in the
German parliament but also having received lefters and calls from citizens.

I ' wauld kindly request that you pravide Germany with a prompt notification to ensure that
we, the German public, still can participate in the EIA procedure for Hinkley Point C. So



far, Germany has not been notified accerding to an answer | recently received from the
German government.

Thank you in advance for you help in this matter!

Looking forward to your respense,
respectiully,
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I find it quite extlramdin.ary that DEFRA are twisting the meaning of their promise “net to subsidise
Nuclear Power” With a commitment to guarante¢ a price for the encrgy way into the future. This sounds
like Gordon Brown’s PF1 schetne for funding new Hospitals which has proved in YEry many ¢ases
incredibly poor value for money. Do these promises mean nothing?

|
Does not the fact thata majority of the sites for new Nuclear are in the Flood Plain, and that after all

these years no place has been found for the very dangerous waste fucl, make such projects totally
unacceptable? |

I
Hinkley Point, which is only 30 miles from Beuton as the radiation flies, has not yet got planning
permission, and as far as I can understand has not taken account of DEFRA’s own assessment that it is
in a Flood Area. Their estimated rise in sea level over this century has risen from 50cm to 100 em
which may well be optimistic. Even if the station itself can survive such a rise it would flood the homes
‘of the operating staff and others. Even at 50 cms they say it will already reach Bruton. And that is
ignoring the possibility of a giant wave from the Atlantic such as happened not so long ago.

Why ate we nat prlnccmii ng with the proposed Sevemn Batrage which would produce the output of 4 to
5 Nuclear Stations! It could be done in g similar time scale and would be much less of a threat, RSPBs
and Friends of the Earth's objections to it, because the wild life will be disturbied, are surely groundless
as much of will have moved on to new sites anyway as climate change progresses. This is already
happening in the Ih?:aditamean areas,

And there are aiter;xatives to the Barrage like Lagoons and Wave ang Tidal devices which could be
invaluable if only their programmes were cxpedited and given the necessary priority and funding.

[ it too muteh to ask for an explanation as to why we are not pursuing these other options rather than
the extremely ﬁsky'iﬂuciear ane.

Yours sincerely |

i - — — i —
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20 January 2013
RL Hen. E Davey MP :
Sec. of Stale for Energy and Climate Change
House of Commons SW1A 0AA
Dear Minister,
Hinkley Poin ranspor. 5

| believe you will be responsible for the final decision on permission for the above nuclear
power station, You are, therefore, the last chance of a sensible decision on acoess.

Over the last five years representations have been made by Parish, District, County Council,
Police, Fire and Ambulance - and hundreds of residents (@ number of whom currently or in the

past worked in the nudlear industry) on EDF's inadequate access plan. EDF are deaf, and
ministers dumb.

At present total refiance is given to tha very busy A39, a sinple lane cariageway where in the
last few years four major accidents have led to total closure for 7 or maore hours. There have
been many other closures, including 2 this winter (so far) due to flooding. EDF"s emergency
plan involves a near-50 mile detour, through Taunton and small villages; rejaining the A39
further west (where past experience shows it wauki also be blocked by traffic back-up.

Closures, as above, would resutt in staff having to work on for hours after tha end of shift. That
iz the tiredness situation where small glips can lead o great catastrophes.

Further, the small one-through-read village of Cannington, is faced with years of heavy traffic
{2700 vehiclas daily including 750 HGVs, accarding to EDF'a figures),

There is an abvious route for a Hinkiey-only access road, from J23 M5, not passing through
any vilage or town, nol canying cther traffic. EDF refuse to consider this (it would invalye
building a bridge over the River Parratt).

Please, inlervene to insist on adaquale access arrangemeants, rather than allowing EDF 1o
penny-pinch at the expense of local paople - snd national safety,

Sincerely
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Date 19.02.2013

I write as a concerned resident of Cannington Somerset with reference to EDF and the
New Build at Hinkley Point ,

it appears that EDF is so sure of geiting the go ahead they have steamed fuil ahead with
their plans. T say their plans, as they as they have treated the residents of the area
including Bridgwater, Combwich, Stogursey, Shurton & Burton with fotal arrogance—
EDF say they have consulted with us and have listened to us NOT TRUE

We asked for fwo things at the beginning of all this!

1st A Dedicated route fo Hinkley across the Parret to Hinkley Point thus being a safetv
factor for their workers and local people,
The A39 will not cope with all the exira traffic the roads are already blocked for hours

when there is an accident—- their answer is to tweak junctions between Bridgwater and
Cannington.

2™ We said we did not want a Park & Ride in Cannington. Flooding is already a major
problem here but once more we who know the area were ignored.

But after reading the Fanatical matters of EDF the last few weeks they do not appear to
have enough money to complete the build— ——— But once more reading between
the lines they are so sure the British Government, with public money, will foot the bill in
the end.

Last year you made a statement fo both the Press and Television that at a recent meeting
you looked Mr de Rivas in the eye and told him there would be no subsidy from the
British Government and what do [ see in our local paper this

“A Treasury spokesman declined to comment on any aegotiations with LDF hut did sS4y
the Government’s UK Guarantee Scheme launched last vear Was available to help Rivk-
start projects” :

So what is going on if the British Government intend to do this why not award the
confract to a British owned firm and not a foreign one who is going to take our mongy
and the profits (all this smacks of “YES Minister™!!!)

Lattended all of the EDF consultations and the IPC consultations and have now come to
the conclusion that IF EDF get the go ahead it is as everyone has said from the start that
it was DONE DEAL and that once more a Government Department has wasted a vast

amount of public money.

So in ending Mr Davey I do hope the General Public are proved wrong

By fUL:






Date 25" January 2013

Rt. Hon. E Davey,

Secrelary of State for Energy & Chkmate Change
Heuse of Commons,

London SWHA DAL

Dear Binister

EDF HINKLEY POINT C TRANSPORT PROPOSALS

You are. | believe, the Minister who wili be respansible for making the final decision ¢n the “Hinklay
nuclear project.

Alsa. | believe, yau must have received many letters appealing 1o yeu hat this project is not graned
un'ess a cirect road from the MS 1o tha Hinkley skte i included as 2 condition.

1 EDF's proposed route for consirustion vehicles and workers transport is from tha M5 cn the
A38, A3D and C1B2 which is already heavily congested with nermal trafic (Recorded as
4,200 plus per day threugh Cannington Village).

i With the estimated increase in EDF iraffic volume on thess single carriageway raads any

vehicte incdent or emergency at the Hinkday site wif andanger the safaly of thosa involved
and the whole community.

3. Gridlack situations are already freguently causing incomvenience la rasidents in the locality.

4. A number of fatal accicents on this roule 2s well as racent ficods and adverse weather
conditans have blocked the route to Hinkley and isclated the village of Canninglon far a
number of heurs

Pansh, District, County Councils. Palice, Fire and Ambulance authorities as well as thosa residents
glong the proposed roule have expressed the above wiews both in writing 2nd al meatings with EDF
reprauentalives over a perod of seme five years.

} am informad fhat the “Wes! Somerset Coroner® has retumed a verdict of accidenial death by
human error en faur victims involved in a traffic incidant, which occurred last year on the A33
approach to Cannington and stated that this is one of the seriaus reads under his jurisdiction

The mere vehicular traffic, the mora possible “human emor”

Will you plzase explan why we, the residents of the area, can see lie probable safety aspects of
having an a2slimsted 5 800 vehicies (2,700 EOF including 760 MGV's of up 10 41 toennes) per day on
the proposed route, while EDF only consider profil margins and Government Depantmants appear

ta ignore those wha [hey are suppased to represent

Sincerely



TOWN HALL BRIDGWATER SOMERSET TAB 3AS
01278 427 692 Q7776 216570
tawnclerk@badgwaledawncouncil. gow.uk

Dear Mimster 23 January 2013

| am writing to express the concern of Bridgwater Town Council that the annoeuncement promised by the
Government on its approach to Community Benefit Contributions (CBC) in relation to nuclear new build
was natl forthcoming in 2012. There was reference to the issue in tha Treasury’s National Infrastructure
Plan published in November 2011, which said that the Govemment would engage with developers and
local autherities on community benefit and bring forward proposals by 2012 for reform of the community
benefit regime to provide greater certainty for all parties. As a community hat is preparing to host the
first new nuclear reactors to be built in the UK for more than 20 years, we as representatives of the
people of Bridgwater in effect the host town were naturally encouraged by those words and bitterly
disappointed when the year ended without any further comment fram the Government an the subject.
Our MF lan Liddell-Grainger did raise the question in the House before Christmas in response ta the
second reading of the Energy Bill and on that occasion he was told the Government was sware of the
issue and considering it but again we have heard nothing since.

The whole community in this part of Somerset and West Somerset, at least five generations, have lived
in the shadow of a nuclear power station, and could be assumed to have no qualms about the prospect
of a new one in the same locatien bul public meetings have shown that there are considerable
reservations in some guariers about the size and scale of the proposed Hinkley Point C and the
anticipaled len years of disruption while it is constructed. For example, traffic and highway impacts and
fears of excessive congestion affecting the life of the town, the accessibility on principal routes through
the heart of the town and the continuing viability of the economy are major concerns. Socio-economic
impacts are another source of concern. These understandable reservations might seem less of an
ohstacle with a background of support from the Government in the form of a CBC scheme that
recognised the local communities' tolerance of the facilities in the national interest.

We appreciate thal the decision to press ahead with the development of Hinkley is likely to be laken
regardless of local santiment, but we would urge you to consider whether it is fair or reasenable that the
communities araund the proposed plant should bear the brunt of its impact without any recognition from
the true beneficiaries. The present planning system with its provision for Section 106 Agreements dees
not go far enough in this regard, a point that is clearly conceded by Government in its promise to look
into CBC. We would suggest it is vital that this ambiguity is cleared up before permission is given for
Hinkley Point C if it is to act as the spur for a suite of new nuclear power stations across the country.
Other developers and other communities will be looking to Somerset la sea how the first one fares and
whether or net it is achieved with the goodwill and acceptance of the people most affected.

Please could we have your assurance that this matter is indeed at the forefront now of the
Governmant's considerations as it reflacts on the Hinkley Paint C developrmant consent and that we will
have an answer sobn?
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RL Hon. Edward Davay mMP

Szoretary of State for Energy & Climate Change
House of Commans

London

SW1A 0AA

Dear Minister
EDF HINKLEY POINT C TRANSPORT PROPOSALS _

I wauld once again appeal 1o you regarding the abave, belore a final decision is faken, Please do nat
grant consent without the requirement of a new direct road from the M5 to Hinkley.

1. The route from M5 to site is not suitable tee the praposed volume of EDF traffic.

2. With the increased voluma, it s nol considered to offer adequate safety in the event of
emergencies, either nuclear or community.

3. Excessive increased traflic will create undue & unnecessary inconvenignce to facal residenis
going about thelr daily lives.

Thesa views have been expressed by the Gouncils, Police, residents and now the County Goroner. A
copy of his cammaents in the Bridgweter Mercury of 15™ January, after his findings resutting Hom one cf
the accidants eccurring on the A39 1ast year is appended below.

"Wesr Somersel Coraner Michae! Rose retumed verdicts of socidenial deat for al four viclims
He said: "This is cne of the most serfous roads in my uisdiction and every singla death on it 1s a8
a raslr of human arror.”

"Human erra:” will conlinue and can anly increass in eatio ta the volume!

Can you: please explain to me why 3l tha abowve c2n see the folly of these propasals. The enly peopie ta
disagree are EDF and Gavernmnent Depadmants who have a vesled intetest without the ricks.

I trus1 1 shiall have the courlesy of your reply.

Sincerely



Subject: My statement to the Hinkley Point C Hearing 9 May 2012

See article In Today's Sunday Times "Nucdlear deanup to take 120 years and cost £120 billion™
v fesundaytimes.co.vkistornawsiul_news/, Jarticlal 1 73042, 000

MLFAB was set up to recommenx a system of collecting levles from the new nudear build In

order to avoid the sort of costs resulting from its decommissioning and waste management
reported today.,

See
htto:{favew dece. gov.uk/endcontent/ems/meeting energyinuclear/nawiwasts costsinifablnif
ah.23pK

Extract “DECE fRas created the independent Nuclsar Liabilities Fnancing Assurance Board
(NLFAB), o provide impartial scruting and advice on the suitability of the funded
Decomnmissioning Frogramme (FOF), submitted by operators of new nudear power staliors.
The Board will aavise the Secretary of State on the finandal arrangements that operators
submit for approval, and on the reguiar review and ongoing scrutiny of finding.

I think that NLFAB has reported, but its salution has been tummed dawn by EdF,

I attended the Hinkley Point C hearing in order to get The Planning Inspecterate to add
coenditions bo its consent as follows:-

The application should be refused or deferred untif an EPR hias been
successfully commissioned after 2014,

The contract for the construction and commissioning between Areva
and TVO of the “first-of-a kind" Evelutionary Pressure-Water

- Reactor at Olkilueto in Finland, the EPR, was signed in 2003. It is
now not likely to be generating until 2014, a time span of 11 years. In
the meantime another EPR is under construction at Flamanville in
France, expected ¢o be commissioned in 2016. Two further EPRs are
under construction in China, the date of completion of which is
unknown.

With such a complex object, it is inevitable that changes in design
will arise before it is properly commissioned, which will mean
changes to the other three during their construction, which will
introduce delays and additional costs. EAF has indicated that it hopes
to decide to go ahead with Hinkley Point C at the end of 2012. It may
well [ead to a speedier completion if this decision awaits the eventual
completion of the first EPR so that any necessary modifications can
be incorporated in the NNBGenCo EPR. A postponement of the
decision for what may be 18 months, may well save vears of delay
and expense if major madifications to the design prove to be
necessary. If the commissioning of the first EPR is further delayed, it



would indicate that jts design is not viable and further EPRs will not
be built.

The application is specific to the EPR, which may be withdrawn and
suhstituted b 'y a Franco-Chinese version of the smaller ATMEA-], If so

it should be deemed that the application has faited and a new
application to be submiited.

Taking cognisance of the problems with the EPR, a smaller reactor is
under development by a joint venture of Areva and Japanese MHI
known as the ATMEA-1, Following the cooperation of Areva and its
equivalent in China in the building of the two EPRs in China, EdF is
prepared to develop an alternative to the ATMEA-1 with Guangdong
Nuclear Power Corporation,

The design of the ATMEA-1 will not be completed until 2013 and if
submiited as an aiternative to the EFR for Hinkley Point C, would
need the serutiny of ONR's GDA, a process which could take a

Turther two vears, The invelvement of Guangdang in a UK new
reactor would be complex.

This is much too difficult for THE PLANNING INSPECTORATE to
consider and the substitution of any other reactor than the EPR
would mean that the application has Eailed.

- Plamning consent to be withiheld untit NNBGenCo has finances in
Place sufficient to cover an extended building period, usaally ten years.
(OL3 in Finland is taking more than 17 years Jrom contract signing)

Financing of nuelear builg by the private sector has relied on state
loan guarantees, the provision of which requires the dewn-payment
of 2 premium. How the development at Hinkley point is to be
financed is not yet defined. NNBGenco is ca, 68% vwned by the
French state, 20% by Centriea and the rest by EdF’s shareholders,

Whatever “incentives” are in place, an investment in a project with
an unknown cost and construction period without some guarantee or
under-writing is an unlikely prospect, The four “incentives™
incorporated in the energy market reform conceived by DECC are a
disincentive to the minority shareholder, Centrica, as they penalise
its core gas business. '



Direct investment by the UK or the French government will conflict
with EC competition policy, so any solution will be complex and
expensive. With a declining clectricity market it Is not clear how such
an investment will be realised.

The risk is that the project will start, but after some progress has
been made, the financing will fail and the completion will be to the
acceunt of the UK government,

Planning consent to be withheld untit ONR is satisfied that the
additional safeguards requested post-Fuknshima by the Chief Nuclear

Inspector have been incorporated in the design and specification of the
EPR. | ;

In the aftermath of the Fukushima disaster there is an list of
prospective modifications to the EPR design issued by ONR. Therc is
a programme of consideration and agreement by EdF to be fulfilled
by the end of 2012. This will enable final cost evaluations to be made

in order to procure adeguate financing and EdF’s final decision to
proceed.

Pilanning consent to be withheld until a mechanism for coflecting
adeguate nuclear Hability funds has been submitted by NNBGenCo and
considered by THE PLANNING INSPECTORATE as satisfactory and
will ensure no cost to the UK Treasury. The company structure is
unable to cover its linbifities and such should be underwritten by the
French State, as the majority owner of NNBGenCo.

When the privatised British Energy failed its nuclear liabilities were
taken over by the UK government. Following this the intention of the
UK government is that the nuclear liabilities of the new nuclear build
will not fall to the taxpayer and to consider and advise a suitable
financial mechanism for this to be aveided the NLFAB was
appointed.

1 betieve the NLFAR has reported, but its findings have been rejected
by EdF and in response it has been asked to put up its own
supgestions. The previous system was a levy on generation, but
elearly it there are interruptions or premature closures, the
contributions to the fund will be reduced. Also the NNBGenco as a
joint venture could simply be liquidated to avoid its liabilitics.



It may be that the only satisfactory solution is for a bond to be raised
able with its interest carned able ta meet the eventual liabilities, a
sort of pension fund for retired reactors. However, whatever
transpires THE PLANNING INSPECTORATE should be satisficd
that a mechanism is in place able to avoid the costs for
decommissioning and waste management associated with the new
build falling to the account of the taxpayer.

It the operational life of the EPR extends to 60 years, then the
decommissioning and waste ma nagement liabilities will fall in 2080
and beyond, so the financial mechanism may be somewhat complex.

I appreciate that it is not the remir of THE PLANNING
INSPECTORATE to consider regetor safety. I have recently reviewed
the safety issues post-Fukushima with the ONR/GDA staff in HSE 11O

at Beotle and am well versed in the issues post-TMI, Chernobyl and
Fukushima,

The hydrogen explosions at TMI and Fukushima followed the
depressurisation of the reactors. It is m ¥ position that as the
tmergency core cooling systems are initiated by depressurisations,
their application in an cmergency, such as a station blackeut, may
lead to the destruction they are intended to aveid.

I just wish to record that in spite of the assurances of the GDA
- technical stafT to the contrary I continue to hold to my convictions.

My ability to address the issues above can be confirmed by reference
to my website, which contains my CV and includes a finked list of my
articles on energy subjects.

! bofeve that the dacicicn ir now pastpanad until March 2013 2nd with the statament by
NDA's . the oppartunity srises to re-consider the conditions attached to the
consent, if due regard has not been made to the NLFAB's requirernents.

With kind regards

PE The commissioning of the first EPR in Finland is now further delayed 10 2015
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Frmn the office of the Department of the

John Hayes MP
Minister of State

Department of Energy and Climate Change
3 Whitehall Place

Londan

SW1A ZAW Telephane:
Ernaml
Yaur reference:

Qurreferance: SUBM026/12

‘M 6’ ' a&/\ 2| October2012

| am writing in respect of Charles Hendry's letter of 7 February in response to my
letter of 24 January to Chris Huhne an the planning application process in respect of
the propased new nuclear power plant at Hinkley Point C.

| attach a copy of a letter which | have sent to the Planning Inspectorate expressing
my concems about the environmental impact of the proposed new nuclear power
stations in England and Wales, and requesting that | be consutted on all applications
for deuﬁlament congent. | have also asked the Inspectorate to include refevant EU
sites in Northem Ireland as part of their assessment under the Habitats Directive.

A




Depastment of the
Environment

Telaphone:
Email:

Your referance:
Cur raferenca:  SUBMOZBMZ

2/[ October 2012

| refer to the applications for proposed new nuclear power stations in England and
Wales, which are for the Planning Inspectorale to consider. As Environment Minister
for Northern Ireland, | would Jike to express my -concern about the potential
environmental impact of the proposed new nuclear power plants in England and

Wales and, in particular, the possible effect on the population of Ireland, nerth and
south, given the proximity of the proposed facilities,

Given these concems, | would like to be consulted by the Inspectorate in respect of
each application for development consent for a nuclear power station.

In January | wrote to Chris Huhne, then Secretary of State for Energy and Climate
Change, on the subjsct of the Hinkley Point C application and received a reply from
Charles Hendry, then Ministar of Stale, on 7 February. In his reply, he indicated that
the Examining Authority would, in consultation with the Environment Agency, be
respongible for carrying out any further sile-specific assessment relating to
designated EU Natura 2000 sites under the Habitats Directive, | am strongly of the
view that the relevant sites in Northem Ireland should be considered as part of this
assessment and would be happy for the Northern Ireland Environment Agency to

provide any additional information or assistance required to camy out such an
assessment.
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From:

Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2012 12:08 FM
To: Hinkley Point C
Subject: Fwd: Photo of SSSI legal sign

This sign was in place as the works began at the site and EDF do not have full
planning permission. The sign has since been remaoved bt it still shows that there is a
massive contradiction if a company can be exemplt from catastrophic damage to our
wildlife and ecosystems yet it is "illegal” to damage any flors, fauna or geographical
existence. This makes a mockery ol environmenial law and protection of nature.

1 hape you will not support the proposal for a new nuclear power station at Hinkley as
it will continue to damage the health and well being of vur countryside and peaple for
millennia. EDF are destroying the environment and damaging the future. Instead we
seed Lo invest in renewable, non toxie localised solutions using the power from the
sun, wind, water and biodepradable waste (anaerobic digestion),

Your sincerely,

This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure
Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Cable& Wircless Worldwide in partnership with
Messagelabs. (CCTM Certificale Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please
call vour organisation’s IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GS1 may be automatically logged, monitored andfor recorded
for legal purposes.
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