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EDF’s Dire Financial Circumstances Forcing 
Them to put Lives at Risk:  

Why isn’t the Government telling them to stop? 
Stop Hinkley Press Release 25 March 

Stop Hinkley have expressed its horror that the 
4,000-strong workforce at the Hinkley Point C 
construction site is set to continue working during 
the Coronavirus Lockdown.  

“This is putting lives at risk right across Somerset 
and the whole of the country. Why hasn’t the 
Prime Minister ordered them to stay at home – is 
he just pandering to the nuclear lobby?” said Stop 
Hinkley Spokesperson, Katy Attwater.  

EDF Energy says it is taking “extra steps” to 
safeguard the health of workers. It is planning 
body temperature checks on all workers entering 
the site, has banned handshakes and agreed to 
halve the number of people travelling on each 
bus.  

Attwater continued: “While the rest of the country 
is in lockdown, EDF fails to acknowledge that if 
someone has developed a fever they have been 
incubating and spreading the virus for days 
beforehand. Monitoring for fever is leaving it too 
late. Who is advising them on best practice?” 

 “EDF is irresponsible with its decisions on climate 
change, marine protection, archaeological 
heritage, and future safety of the people in 
Somerset. Now it is failing to address the COVID-
19 emergency adequately. They need to stop 
work at HPC now to protect workers and local 
people.” 

There is already concern that the poor state of 
EDF’s finances means that funding the 
construction of Hinkley Point C is putting the very 
existence of the company at risk. The Company 
has to find £1.5bn per year until 2026 to finance 
the construction. It also has to find money to 
upgrade its 58 French reactors, as well as for 
funding decommissioning and waste management 
amongst other things. The concern is that the 
Company is ignoring the lockdown and putting 
people’s lives at risk because it can’t afford to lose 
any more money. 

It’s clear that EDF’s business model is 
unsustainable because it cannot finance life-

extensions and clean-up liabilities in France as 
well as Hinkley Point C. The sensible course 
would be to abandon the plant now before more 
public money is wasted.  

http://stophinkley.org/PressReleases/pr200325.pdf  

 

Hinkley, Sizewell and Bradwell 

The Stop Hinkley team works hard at getting our 
voice heard about the concerns we have over 
some of the issues around the development of 
HPC.  We share these particularly with the NGO 
groups threatened with new nuclear reactors in 
the East of UK. 

As a result of three SH members speaking at the 
NLFA conference in Colchester on 26 October we 
were invited by TASC (Together Against Sizewell  
Campaign) to give our same talk, on Feb 2, to 
Suffolk counsellors concerned about Sizewell.   

We were welcomed, accommodated and 
entertained by TASC.  They took us out for an 
evening meal as well as to Sizewell and the RSPB 
Minsmere nature reserve that can’t fail to be badly 
affected by the building of 2 EPR’s.  We also took 
10 of our barrels to give to another anti-nuclear 
group in Suffolk concerned about the destruction 
of woodland. 

In March this year some of the Councillors from 
Leiston, only a stone’s throw from Sizewell 
nuclear power station, came to see the HPC 
construction site for themselves. 

Earlier this year, at the end of January, the ONR 
arranged to hold a meeting in Bridgwater, 
Somerset to answer some of SH’s concerns about 
the effect of global warming and rising sea levels 
on new nuclear power stations.  Representatives 
of NGO’s from nuclear new build planned at 
Sizewell and Bradwell were also invited so SH 
entertained them the evening before at a local 
restaurant. 

See the talk given by Stop Hinkley here: 
 https://www.nuclearpolicy.info/wp/wp-
content/uploads/2019/10/Stop_Hinkley_HPC_Presentation.pdf  
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NFLA summary of its detailed submission to Natural Resource Wales calling for 
extensive research in the application process on EDF’s call to dredge up to 

600,000m3 material from Hinkley Point into the Cardiff Deep Grounds 

The Nuclear Free Local Authorities (NFLA) publishes 
on its website a short summary (as well as the full long 
response) of a joint submission to Natural Resources 
Wales (NRW) to its consultation on a pre-application 
consultation by EDF Energy.  The application seeks 
approval to dump as much as 600,000m3 dredged 
material from the Hinkley Point site in Somerset to what 
are known as the Cardiff Deep Grounds, around 2kms 
from Cardiff Bay.  

The submission was jointly resourced by the NFLA 
Welsh Forum, Stop Hinkley and CND Cymru / Wales 
and drafted by independent marine radioactivity 
consultant Tim Deere-Jones.  In 2018, his research on 
EDF’s first application to dump dredged material was 
fully considered by the Senedd Petitions Committee 
and led to a full debate in the Welsh Assembly / 
Senedd. 

The core conclusions of the submission are: 

• Civil reactor sites have discharged “particles” of 
“enhanced” radioactive material into receiving marine 
environments over the course of their generating life. 

• NRW should ensure that the proposed EdF sampling 
and analysis of Bridgwater Bay sediments must include 
a comprehensive analysis of ALL samples for the 
presence of these elevated radioactivity “particles”.  

• The liquid effluent discharge records show that 
Hinkley A discharges of liquid effluent plutonium to the 
Bridgwater Bay receiving environment rose rapidly and 
peaked at an average of 10 times the magnitude of pre-
production years. NRW should insist that the proposed 
EdF sampling and analysis of Bridgwater Bay 
sediments must include a comprehensive analysis of 
ALL samples for the presence of Plutonium isotopes. 

• The submission argues that the IAEA assumptions on 
assumed pathways to which coastal populations could 
be exposed to low levels of radiation are overly 
simplistic and do not take account of the advance of 
empirical scientific evidence on pathways of exposure. 
NRW should take note of the updated empirical data 
and ensure that EdF commission analysis of the coastal 
sediments and coastal zone environments of south 
Wales in order to identify any variations in the 
radiological concentrations which may arise as a result 
of the proposed dump. 

• There is a similar imperative for the monitoring and 
analysis by EdF of Tritium and Organically Bound 
Tritium (OBT) in the Bridgwater Bay sediments to be 
dredged and dumped at the Cardiff Grounds site.  

• The submission references academic, and peer 
reviewed studies, which clearly demonstrate that the 
Severn Estuary and, to a lesser extent, the Inner Bristol 
Channel, have much higher concentrations of water 
column suspended fine sediments than the Sellafield 
coast, and that the adsorbtion of radioactivity to 
sedimentary particles is widely recognised as a major 
factor in the behaviour and end fate of sediment 
associated radioactivity discharged to sea. The 
submission is concerned that NRW, EdF and CEFAS 
have a limited understanding of such activity. 

• The submission has consistently raised the issue of 
the lack of data on the behaviour and fate of 
radioactively contaminated sediments dumped at the 
Cardiff Grounds “dispersal” site and called for NRW to 
initiate appropriate research on that issue. Such 
research by NRW has not been undertaken. 

• Tim Deere-Jones has analysed the effects of the 
Bridgwater Bay intertidal and subtidal construction 
activity through 2017 and 2018 by comparing the 
sediment (and other) analytical results published in the 
annual Radioactivity in Food in the Environment (RIFE) 
reports for those years and some years prior. The 
review of this data showed that the construction linked 
disturbance of previously sequestered radioactive 
sediments had generated an increase of the 
concentrations of Americium 241 and Cobalt 60 
radioactivity in Bridgwater Bay shoreline intertidal 
sediments analysed through 2017/18, had generated 
elevated gamma readings above intertidal shoreline 
sediments, and generated a 215% increase in “total 
dose to the public”. These effects were also discernible 
for at least 12 miles downstream/down coast from the 
construction area. 

• The submission calls on NRW to initiate a radiological 
analysis study of the current (post first dump) baseline 
for the south Wales coasts and into the potential future 
radiological impact outcomes of the proposed 2021 
Cardiff Grounds dump activity. 

• The submission calls on NRW and the Welsh 
Government to initiate a full and detailed Environmental 
Impact Assessment, preferably scoped by an 
independent panel of experts. 

• NRW should insist that the number of sample points 
within the identified dredge areas should be at least 
doubled. The submission requests that borehole 
samples should not be analysed on a bulk basis, but in 
relatively short sections in order to identify those 
depths, and sediment types, with the highest 
concentrations of fine sediments and radioactivity 
concentrations. 

• The submission postulates that the Welsh 
Government and the NRW may have denied the 
communities and individuals of the south Wales coastal 
zone a suite of information relevant to their physical and 
psychological health and the health and wellbeing of 
current and future generations, in breach of various 
“rights” encapsulated by the 1992 Rio Declaration (on 
the sustainable use of the environment). 

• A legal question has arisen over whether the Cardiff 
Grounds dispersal site is situated in a “sea, a marine 
environment or an estuary”. The submission calls on 
the Welsh Government and the NRW to comment on 
these issues and make public the full opinion of their 
legal advisors. 

NFLA Welsh Forum Chair, Councillor Ernie Galsworthy 
said:  “This detailed response shows the real concerns 
groups like NFLA have on further proposed dumping of 
large amounts of material from the Hinkley Point site to 
the Cardiff Deep Grounds close to the south Wales 
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coast. The response confirms to me that a considerable amount of 
independent sampling should be undertaken on this material and 
what it may do for increasing low levels of radiation into the Welsh 
and Somerset marine and land environment. NFLA was very 
disappointed with the lack of public engagement from NRW and the 
Welsh Government with the last dumping episode and remains 
concerned with the impact of further dredging. We call on this 
application to be refused given the large level of uncertainty that 
exists with the impact of low level radiation on people and animals. 

 

_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Risk of Particulates in Hinkley mud. 

Letter from Jo Smoldon published  
8 May in Western Morning News 

Recent news of a boat seen drifting downstream 
on the River Parrett with occupants operating 
surveying equipment, at some point standing in 
the mud up to their waists, caused people to call 
out the Coastguard.  What could they be doing?   

Routine mud samples are taken twice a year from 
the surface silts along the Somerset Coastline and 
upstream on the River Parrett.  It is a requirement 
of the Environment Agency that environmental 
monitoring is carried out around the Hinkley Point 
nuclear power stations.  We know that if 
radioactive waste particles in the silts are liberated 
into the air, they can travel on the wind over land, 
so surface silts give an indication of the level of 
radioactive contaminants being released into the 
environment. 

Historically, radioactive waste was released in 
higher levels by Hinkley A and it is believed that 
these nuclides reside locked in the deeper layers 
of mud along the estuary.  The process of 
disturbing the mud that building water intakes for 
HPC has caused has the potential of releasing the 
locked-in radioactive particles into the 
environment.  It is EDF’s aim to dredge a further 
780,000t of mud to significant depths and take it 
over to Cardiff Bay and dump it along the Welsh 
coast.  The Welsh and Somerset public are 
concerned as it is clear that inadequate analysis 
of the mud samples has been made to date and 
until good profile analysis at depth of the mud 
sediments is made, the public cannot be assured 
that the mud will not be liberating historic radiation 
along the Severn Estuary. 

Currently, EDF have applied to test silt samples 
prior to this second mud dump, but the level of 
testing would not reveal the true hazard that is to 
date locked deep in the silt layers.  If the testing is 
not to a sufficient standard, how can local 
residents be sure they are not going to be 
breathing radioactive particles as an alternative to 
the C-19 virus particles that we are currently all 
trying to avoid?  

So who were the people wading in the mud and 
do they know the potential risk they are exposing 
themselves to? 

Update on EDF’s application to make a 
material change to Development 

Consent Order regarding the Acoustic 
Fish Deterrent  

Since our September Newsletter, we are still 
waiting for a response to the consultation.  
Objections were submitted by a wide range of 
NGO’s, including the Severn Rivers Trust 
[http://stophinkley.org/Temporary/Severn-Rivers-Trust-

Consultation-Response-HPC-EDF-.pdf] and the Wildlife & 
Wetlands Trust [http://stophinkley.org/Temporary/WWT-

HPC-ADF.pdf].  These documents give a detailed 
explanation of the environmental impact of not 
using the AFD.  They 
also highlight the 
problems that the water 
intake will have even with 
the use of the AFD. 

Our dialogue with these 
groups regarding our support for their case for a 
legal challenge is ongoing. 

Jo and Katy

 

In March, on the 9th anniversary of the Fukushima 
disaster, Stop Hinkley took a letter to David 

Fothergill, Leader of Somerset County Council, 
drawing his attention to the fact that EDF are 

requesting permission to forego on protecting the 
fish stocks and breeding grounds of the Severn 

Rivers catchment area. 

Read the letter here: 
http://stophinkley.org/Temporary/DavidFothergillLetterMay2020.pdf 

 

They also handed over a copy of the Stop Hinkley 
Press Release to mark the anniversary: Coastal 
Nuclear Sites Unviable Given Increased Risk of 

Flooding and Storm Surges:  

Read the full 25,000 word submission here: 
http://stophinkley.org/Health/TDJ-Submission-
MudDumpConsultation2020.pdf  
 

Read a summary of the full submission here: 
http://stophinkley.org/Health/TDJ-Submission-
MudDumpConsultation2020Summary.pdf  
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Coastal Nuclear Sites Unviable Given 
Increased Risk of Flooding and Storm 

Surges. 

Remember Fukushima 11 March 2011 

Stop Hinkley Press Release 10 March 

A meeting between representatives of groups 
opposing new nuclear development, the Office for 
Nuclear Regulation (ONR) the independent 
nuclear safety regulator and the Environment 
Agency discussed how the ONR regulates against 
external hazards.  However, fears about the 
impact of sea level rise on proposed new nuclear 
power stations at Hinkley in Somerset, Sizewell in 
Suffolk and Bradwell in Essex remain.  The 
meeting was organised by the ONR in response 
to questions and a Freedom of Information (FOI) 
request submitted by Stop Hinkley to the ONR in 
September 2018. 

According to minutes of meetings held by ONR’s 
group of climate change experts, projections of 
sea level rise for the year 2100 contain 
"considerable uncertainty" and "small changes to 
UK storm systems can alter the height of storm 
surges significantly".  Crucially, sea level has a 
huge effect on the severity of storm surges.  An 
increase in sea level of one metre could mean 
that a storm of a severity currently expected only 
once every thousand years is likely to occur once 
every decade.  

The meeting took place in Bridgwater on 28 
January.  Stop Hinkley was joined by Together 
Against Sizewell C (TASC) and Blackwater 
Against New Nuclear Group (BANNG).  The 
groups are questioning the viability of the three 
coastal sites which are all vulnerable to the 
impacts of flooding, storm surges and coastal 
processes which will inevitably intensify in coming 
years.  

Flooding can be catastrophic to a nuclear power 
plant because it can knock out its electrical 
systems, disabling its cooling mechanisms and 
leading to overheating and possible meltdown and 
a dangerous release of radioactivity. Flooding at 
the Fukushima Daiichi plant in Japan as a result 
of the March 2011 tsunami caused severe 
damage to several of the plant’s reactors and only 
narrowly avoided a catastrophic release of 
radioactivity that could have forced the evacuation 
of 50 million people.  

Given the latest research on the impact of storm 
surges the groups are also questioning whether 
the current policy of ‘managed adaptation’ to sea 
level rise remains justifiable. For instance, at 
Hinkley Point C EDF is providing space for a flood 
defence barrier in addition to the sea wall. This 
“set-back wall”, once built, would provide an 
additional 2 metres height flood defence above 
the platform level. But the question that needs to 

be addressed is whether these further flood 
protection measures can be put in place fast 
enough to deal with unexpected and unpredicted 
storm surges in future - bearing in mind the likely 
need to protect high level nuclear waste on site 
until 2150 and beyond. 

Stop Hinkley spokesperson Katy Attwater says:  
“The Hinkley Point C sea wall is all that stands 
between the unknown ravages of climate change 
and two of the most advanced untested reactors 
built in the world so far. The wall looks only 
slightly higher than the one for Hinkley Point A 
which is frequently overtopped by waves and was 
built half a century ago. Consumers could save 
around £50bn if construction of HPC stopped 
now, but if construction continues the back-stop 
wall should be built now not later. Storm surges 
don’t come to order.” 

http://stophinkley.org/PressReleases/pr200310.pdf 

 

 

Stop Hinkley 2020 AGM 

This year’s AGM was scheduled for June, but 
under the current Coronavirus limitations this will 
not be possible, or sensible.  Members should 
have received an email or letter about the new 
arrangements.  If you have not received the 
information, please get in touch with Val. 

 

Events 
All the monthly business meetings will 

be carried out by ZOOM until further 
notice. Contact Sue: 

stowey.hockpit@gmail.com  
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