OLYMPIC RUNNERS AFTER ALL?
We reported in the last Nuclear Trains that the authorities had at last admitted that the nuclear trains that run through the Olympic would be “suspended” during the Olympics themselves.

Since then, we have seen a letter from the Department of Transport that throws doubt on this.

Let us review the evidence: 

1) On 16th March a spokesperson for Transport for London said that during the Olympics, “Freight traffic will be scheduled so as to release capacity for passenger trains and the Nuclear Waste Trains will be suspended.”  (Quoted from minutes of meeting of Transport Liaison Consultative Group of Waltham Forest Council.)

2) In its July 21st edition, Hackney Gazette reported that a spokesperson for Direct Rail Services (DRS) had “confirmed” to a Gazette reporter that nuclear trains through the Olympic Site would be “suspended” during the Olympics “following discussions with the ODA and Magnox Ltd”  The DRS spokesperson “stressed the decision had nothing to do with terrorist fears…it was to free up more space for passenger trains because of increased demand during the 9-week period of the Olympics and Paralympics.”
3) However, a letter from the Department of Transport dated 1st August, sent in response to a Freedom of Information (FOI) request said: “In answer to your specific FOI Question, shipments from Sizewell power station will continue to be allowed to use the railway line through Stratford during the 2012 Olympics provided they are carried out in full compliance with the regulations covering the transport of radioactive materials.  If there were concerns over either the safety or security of these shipments then the powers provided by the relevant regulations would be used to prevent them.”
This last seems at first sight a clear contradiction to the previous two statements.  But note that it does not actually say that the shipments will continue to use the line through Stratford during the Olympics, only that they will be “allowed” to do so.  Moreover the alleged suspension is presented by the spokespeople for both TFL and DRS (however implausibly) as a purely operational matter, which as such would not require government intervention.   

As I reported in the last edition of Nuclear Trains, nuclear trains through the Olympic Site that had stopped running since April 19th resumed on 12th August.  They have continued running since then at the rate of two trains a week, usually carrying two flasks of nuclear fuel rods each.  This has prompted NTAG to switch its next planned stall on September 24th from Wembley Central to Stratford.  At this stall we will hand out leaflets publicising this resumption, saying that though we welcome their suspension during the Games, continuing to run them before the Games will still provide a possible terrorist target - a successful attack in the vicinity of the Park would require mass evacuation for a considerable period and almost certainly make it impossible to use the Olympic Park for the Games in 2012.
On September 13th, the opening day of the Westfield Shopping City at Stratford, we leafletted the crowds coming out with leaflets asking:  “Did you know that Direct Rail Services who run nuclear trains through Stratford have agreed to suspend them during the Olympics and Paralympics next year?” and making the point: “If these trains are far too dangerous to be allowed to go anywhere near athletes and spectators attending the Games, then they are far too dangerous to be allowed to go anywhere near Westfield shoppers or people living in Stratford.”

We gave out 600 leaflets in under an hour to a very heterogeneous, albeit friendly, crowd flowing down the steps from Westfield.
      David Polden
NUCLEAR POWER MORE POPULAR!
In the UK, a recent survey has revealed that, rather surprisingly, the Fukushima disaster seems to have increased rather than decreased support for nuclear power. 
The survey, commissioned by the British Science Association and carried out by Populous in August found that 41% of respondents agreed that the benefits of nuclear power outweighed the risks, up from 38% in 2010 and 32% in 2005. Those who said that the risks outweighed the benefits of nuclear power in August were 28%, whereas 36% had done so in 2010.

An even more striking finding of the poll was the great difference between men and women on the issue, with 53% of men, as against 21% of women, being in favour of nuclear power.

On the face of it this increase in support seems extraordinary.  What is the anti-nuclear movement doing wrong?

For clearly the government and nuclear industry seem to have largely won the argument over Fukushima.  Their propaganda has been on the lines: it couldn’t happen here – we’re not on an earthquake fault line and we’re not at risk from tsunamis (clearly a very un-British thing, as you can tell from its name!)  More subtly there’s the suggestion that we’re British and so can be trusted to operate nuclear power stations safely unlike Johnny foreigner.  There’s even the suggestion that being British we’re not going to let the odd nuclear disaster (abroad) make us give up on nuclear power which we are continually told is necessary to “keep the lights on”.  Perhaps this subtle appeal to Jingoism and machismo explains the vastly greater support for nuclear power among men!
If indeed the support for nuclear power has such a largely emotional basis it is not surprising that people do not want to listen to rational argument on the matter.  Nor, if they are convinced, or want to be convinced, that the Fukushima disaster could not happen here, will their support for nuclear power in the UK be influenced by details of the horrors occurring in Japan as the result of the disaster.
So what should we do? 




      David Polden
EXPLOSION AT FRENCH NUCLEAR PLANT
On 12th September there was an explosion at a nuclear plant at Marcoul, about 16 miles from Avignon.  The explosion killed one person, seriously burned another and slightly injured three others.  
The owners, Electricité de France, announced that the explosion occurred in an oven used to melt metallic radioactive waste of low level and very low-level radioactivity and the French Safety Agency said that no radioactive leaks had been detected and those injured were not contaminated with radiation.

Nevertheless Reuters reported that shares in EDF fell sharply sharply on news of the explosion, falling 6% in large trading volumes.

French anti-nuclear group Sortir du Nucléaire pointed out that at Marcoul stores large quantities of radioactive waste and handles MOX fuel containing plutonium.
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NEXT GENERAL PLANNING MEETING
Monday October 17th, 7pm at the CND office; address above.
NEXT NUCLEAR TRAIN STALL
Saturday September 24th, 11am-1pm, outside Stratford Central station.  Protest against nuclear trains going through Stratford, through the Olympic Park and alongside the new Westfield Shopping City.  Leafletting, information, petitioning, banners, etc.  Come and help.
HINKLEY BLOCKADE, October 3rd
Demonstrate against government plans for new nuclear power stations in the UK at Hinkley Point, the first due to go ahead of eight UK sites planned for nuclear new build.

The blockade starts at 7am, so it’s important as many people as possible get there for 7am, but it’s intended that the blockade continues all day.  There will be a weekend camp, with actions organised in nearby Bridgwater, accommoda​tion and non-violence training.  Further info about event: wwwstopnewnuclear.org.uk 0845-287 2381

The action is being organised by “Stop New Nuclear”, an alliance of many anti-nuclear groups, including Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament, Kick Nuclear, Stop Hinkley, Shutdown Sizewell and Trident Ploughshares.
 [London CND has offered to subsidise travelling from London at £15 per person (max) to a total of £100.  E-mail david.lrcnd@cnduk.org to request subsidy (will be allocated on first come, first served basis.)]







