The second sentence of his answer clearly shows that he has no interest in getting an answer.  

It’s easy to see why: if the answer is “no”, then opponents of nuclear trains through London can make much of the fact that the trains will be a possible target for terrorists wishing to create a terrorist spectacular by attacking such a train during the Olympics, putting athletes and spectators coming to the games at risk; if the answer is “yes”, then much can be made of the fact that the authorities are unwilling to expose athletes and spectators to the risks posed by the trains, but willing to expose the population of East London to the same risks during the rest of the year.
It may be of course that Boris in fact knows the answer to the question, but is lining up with other bodies concerned to keep shtum on the matter for these very reasons.



   
                                  David Polden.
 “SEVERE” TERRORIST THREAT THROUGH OLYMPICS 
On November 25th, the UK Government’s Counterterrorism and Security Minister Pauline Neville-Jones told an Olympic security conference that Britain's national terror threat will remain at a severe level during the 2012 London Olympics.  The current threat was raised to this, the second highest classification - meaning “an attack is highly likely” - in January,
To test the country's preparedness to cope with a major incident, a series of national counterterrorism simulations will be conducted in the run-up to the opening ceremony on July 27th 2012.  There are expected to be 9,000 police officers protecting London each day of the Olympics and “securing the transport network”.  Neville-Jones, a former head of Britain's MI5 domestic spy agency, said that will be “one of the greatest challenges”.
Assistant police commissioner Chris Allison later told delegates that London's Metropolitan Police is also “looking to see what we would do if [the threat] moved to critical”.  

One way of making the transport network safer during the Olympics would of course be to stop running nuclear trains through the Olympic site for the duration!  In this connection it is to be noted that the major terrorist attack on the UK in 2005, killing 52 people, was on London’s rail system, and was staged the day after London was awarded the 2012 Olympics.
As an illustration of the publicity terrorists would gain by staging an attack on a nuclear train before or during the Olympics, consider the below report from a Russian News Agency carried in many Russian news media:
‘BOMB EXPLOSION DAMAGES RAIL NEAR RUSSIA'S OLYMPIC CITY SOCHI
‘The bomb that went off at a railway station near Russia's Olympic city of Sochi damaged rail and halted train communication for a while in the area but there were no casualties in the incident.  The bomb went off late on Saturday 20th November at the Matsesta railway station, the police said.

‘”According to preliminary data, the bomb explosion had the force of about 1 kg in TNT equivalent,” the police said.  The damage had been repaired by about 5am on Sunday and train traffic resumed in full.  Russia's Black Sea resort city of Sochi will host the 2014 Winter Olympics.”  The report is illustrated by a photo of a buckled rail.
So even an attack that merely caused a buckled rail and no casualties is reported in terms of its proximity to the site of the 2014 Winter Olympics.
         DP
NUCLEAR TRAIN IN BIRMINGHAM SHOCK
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The above photo, snapped by College lecturer Dave Harte at Bourneville Station, Birmingham on November 4th, caused a series of headlines and rather inaccurate articles in the Birmingham Mail and other local media about the nuclear trains being routed through Birmingham and their dangers, and a Parliamentary Question on the issue by Selly Oak MP, Mark Pritchard.
It is of course good to see that the Birmingham press has suddenly become so concerned about the dangers represented by these trains, though the shock value of the revelation of such a train being snapped in Birmingham is a little diminished by the fact that nuclear trains carrying spent fuel rods from West Country nuclear power stations have been passing through Birmingham for decades!  
They do nevertheless pose a risk of a nuclear catastrophe in Birmingham as they do in London.  The report in Bourneville Village Community News indeed referred to a Greenpeace report on the hazards of carrying nuclear waste by train as saying: “if a train travelling through these stations is subjected to terrorist attack, 350,000 people may be evacuated.  8,000 could die in the long-term from the effects of radiation.”

In his question, Mark Pritchard asked the Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change [DECC], Charles Hendry, “if he will discuss with the Secretary of State for the Home Department an increase in the level of security provided for the transport of nuclear materials by train through densely-populated residential areas in the West Midlands”.
Mark received the usual non-answer brush-of for his pains, Charles burbling on that, “The Department [DECC] has policy responsibility for the security of the UK’s civil nuclear industry, which includes the security of nuclear material in transit. Regulation in this area reflects the UK's international obligations and best practice, and is enforced by the independent security regulator, the Office for Civil Nuclear Security.  The Department keeps the arrangements for the security of the transportation of civil nuclear material under continuous review to ensure they are robust and effective, and works closely with other Departments with an interest in security issues, including the Home Office.”
Still, it’s good that the question should have been asked!

MAIL DISCOVERS NUCLEAR SUBSIDIES!
On 12th December, the Mail on Sunday reported: “Environmental reforms to the energy market, to be unveiled this week, will result in huge gas and electricity price increases over the next ten years.  Under the changes, householders will have to pay an extra £500 a year by 2020 effectively to subsidise the cost of new nuclear power plants and wind energy.  The Government has been forced into the reforms by claims from [nuclear mostly] energy companies that unless there are more incentives, green [meaning nuclear in particular] investment will not happen and Britain will miss tough climate change targets.  On Thursday, Energy Secretary Chris Huhne will unveil a White Paper outlining plans for a ‘carbon floor price’, and propose capacity payments for low-carbon electricity generation to reward companies for making their electricity generation capacity available to the grid, even if it is just as a back-up.”  Exactly so! 
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NEXT PLANNING MEETING
Monday January 17th, 7pm at the CND office; address above.
PREVARICATION
On 8th July this year, Darren Johnson, Green Party member of the Greater London Assembly, issued a press release which said, “After several months of questioning, the London Mayor has agreed to find out whether nuclear waste trains will run through the 2012 Games site during the 2012 Olympic and Paralympics Games.”

On 17th November, in a Question to the Mayor, Darren asked Boris Johnson: ‘In response to my question 1774/2010 you stated that you would “ask Transport for London to ascertain the factual position on nuclear waste trains during the games from Direct Rail Services”. Can you please share this information and tell me whether you, or your deputy mayor for policing, have talked to Direct Rail Services or relevant Government departments regarding the question of nuclear waste trains during the London 2012 Olympic and Paralympic Games?’

On 22nd November, in a written answer, the Mayor replied: “We have not yet spoken to Direct Rail Services concerning the factual position on nuclear waste trains, and will undertake to do so.  However I do still refer to my previous answer on this subject, and re-iterate that these services are outside my jurisdiction, and that I do not have any concerns regarding their operation.”

So the Mayor’s office has in over four months clearly not made the slightest effort to carry out his undertaking to answer Darren’s question, and all he will say is that he still “will undertake to do so”.  







