Page 1 of 2

Email Message

From:

To:

Cc:

Sent: at 10:

Received: 17/08/2009 at 10:12

Subject: RE: Incident at Hinkley B -- Draft reponse

r
A good response and we need to be cautious - whilst we are wanting to be as
helpful as possible this event is outside or area of responsibility. We must not
speculate and as you have already done - we must point [J ir the right
direction - either HPA-RPD or NII (or both) or the station.

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: Incident at Hinkley B -- Draft reponse

14 August 2009 18:04

DRAFT Response for comment:

Dear -

We were informed of the event by British Energy on the day that it happened and
we have not covered up anything, however we considered what we were told by
British Energy and after discussion with the Nuclear Installations Inspectorate
we agreed that it was a safety matter rather than an environmental one.

Discharges to the environment were via authorised filter disposal routes and the
discharges were not increased by the event.

We have not received any information that indicated the event was more serious
than reported in the media, and it is worth bearing in mind that vomiting can may
many causes other than radiation eg nerves, shock or fear of radiation.

If you need further information it would be best if you contacted either British
Energy (telephone . ) or the Nuclear Installations Inspectorate (telephone .). We
have not received any documentation on this event and the only document I have is
a internal notification form used to bring the event to the notice of Environment
Agency management, this notice was raised in case the event generated media
interest.

Nuclear Regulator
Environment Agency
Rivers House
Bridgwater
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From:
Sent: 14 August 2009 17:28
To:
Subject:

Incident at Hinkley B

Click here <https://www.mailcontrol.com/sr/wQw0zmjPoHdJTZGyOCrrhg==> to report
this email as spam.

pear

I have received three independent reports that suggest that events at Hinkley B
in mid July were more serious than indicated in press reports.

The landlord of some of the affected workers phoned me to say one of them had
vomitted after the event. This raises some concern as vomitting is a symptom of
radiation sickness and indicates a higher dose than one would receive in a dental
visit.

The lanlord went on to say the workers (he thought seven but the press later said
eight) were working on the boilers. Could you confirm this? The media release was
more vague referring to a corridoor. Of course the boiler area is potentially
very radioactive.

Two other sources by email suggested there had been a cover up by EdF and the
Environment Agency.
Could you provide as much documentaion on the event as possible?

Yours

Information in this message may be confidential and may be legally privileged. If
you have received this message by mistake, please notify the sender immediately,
delete it and do not copy it to anyone else.

We have checked this email and its attachments for viruses. But you should still
check any attachment before opening it.

We may have to make this message and any reply to it public if asked to under the
Freedom of Information Act, Data Protection Act or for litigation. Email messages
and attachments sent to or from any Environment Agency address may also be
accessed by someone other than the sender or recipient, for business purposes.

If we have sent you information and you wish to use it please read our terms and
conditions which you can get by calling us on 08708 506 506. Find out more about
the Environment Agency at www.environment-agency.gov.uk <http://www.environment-
agency.gov.uk/>

This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure
Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Cable&Wireless in partnership with
MessagelLabs. (CCTM Certificate Number 2007/11/0032.) In case of problems, please
call your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded
for legal purposes.






