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1 – Background

1.1  Name of meeting: Exhibition stand at the Whitehaven Festival.

1.2  Where and when: Whitehaven Harbour on Saturday and Sunday 26th & 27th June.

1.3  Who attended from the Partnership: Cllr Elaine Woodburn, Cllr John Kane, Cllr Keith Hitchen including the following PSE Sub-Group members – Paul Gardner, Chris Shaw and Ian Curwen.

1.4  Purpose of meeting and why the Partnership attended: The Whitehaven Festival is West Cumbria’s largest event.  The Partnership had an exhibition stand and information to take away about the MRWS process and the issues involved.  We also ran a quiz to encourage people to read the information on the stand.

2 – Coverage and Key Issues

Information distributed

· 500 of specially made leaflets.

· Over 100 copies of the Partnership’s original leaflets.

· 4 or 5 White Papers.

Quiz entries

· 210 people (average was about 2 people per entry).  

· Most people spent about 5-10 minutes reading the exhibition stands in order to fill in the quiz.  The prize was an iPod Touch.

Comment cards

· 31 cards completed, 1 additional comment on the quiz sheets.

· About 2 or 3 times that number made verbal comments but didn’t complete cards.

· See section 4 below for a summary of the comments submitted.
 E-newsletter

· 53 people signed up for the e-bulletin.

Other points to note

· As well as the quiz, cakes/biscuits and chairs (particularly as the weather was hot) proved to be very effective in attracting people to the stand.

3 – Way Forward and any actions agreed

3.1 Way forward:  There are no other events the size of the Whitehaven Festival that would work so effectively.  However, we think it is worth experimenting with a similar manned exhibition stand in at least one town centre venue to see if this approach also works in locations like this.  We will then consider whether it is worth doing half or full day manned exhibitions in town centre venues in 3 or 4 locations in each borough.

3.2  Actions agreed: Programme manager to contact people who requested a further discussion.

4 – Comments submitted

Many people chose not to complete a comment card but instead entered into conversation with the people manning the stand.  The overall impression from conversations was that very few people were aware of the MRWS process, but the majority of people who spoke to us were in favour of new nuclear developments in the area.  Most people either said they worked at Sellafield or had relatives there.

The written comments submitted by members of the public are detailed/categorised below, and are written out verbatim:

In favour of a geological disposal facility (and other new nuclear industry) in West Cumbria 
· I would think most West Cumbrians would be in favour of a site.

· As a Cumbrian & Egremothian, I would be delighted to hear that a new nuclear power station was to be built here.  The best thing that could happen for Cumbria and the nation.  (Lived here 78 years)

· I feel that, given the technology advances, this project should go ahead as soon as possible.  It would create much needed employment and investment in the area.  Why move the waste elsewhere?

· Nuclear waste from Sellafield should be stored within the county – as it’s made local keep it local.  I live local.

· Advance developments with managing radioactive waste has meant that is done very safely.  Quite happy for it to be stored here.

· Energy we consume needs all forms of production – can’t do without nuclear.

· A waste store would be good for the long term economics of the local area.

In favour of a facility, and consider the process to be too long
· Why is it taking so long?  The community are all for new jobs.

· The decision should have already been made and it should be yes have it here.  Jobs would be created and independent businesses would be helped.  Our area needs this.  Stop faffing about.

· Timescale for decision is far too long.  This issue has been debated for years.  Eventually someone will need to store the material.  This area knows how to handle it and it is safer underground than above ground in buildings.

· Start building now! 
In favour of a facility, as long as it creates local jobs
· As long as it brings jobs, I don’t mind.

· Yes if British build, jobs for locals.

Against hosting a disposal facility in West Cumbria
· We need to protect West Cumbria that is already saturated with nuclear facilities.

· Why in Cumbria – lovely place – tourism – national park – area of outstanding natural beauty.  Pick on Bedfordshire or some other southern county.

· Bury the waste under the Houses of Parliament in London.  If it’s safe there, other areas may have it as well. 

· Much more publicity, public debate and a democratic approach is needed.  West Cumbria is entirely unsuited.  Waste depositories should be sited where the electricity is used i.e. London, and the best geological conditions will be close by in the clay beds of the South East or Bedfordshire.

· Do not want nuclear waste (high level) on our doorstep.

· Above ground storage would enable easier monitoring of long term storage.

Mixed views

· I have to accept the need for some production of power – nuclear and need for own waste to be disposed of.  Very strongly concerned about decommissioning of waste from other countries.  We are a TINY island.  Feel that lack of jobs in area, and therefore dependence on Sellafield, rather holds the community to ransom.

The need to engage with young people
· I am a secondary science teacher and I am very interested in allowing the next generation in Cumbria an unbiased overview of this process so they can take part in the discussion and have their views heard.  

Comments relating to road infrastructure

· Will road improvements to and from Sellafield be improved if radioactive waste needs to be moved around?  Our roads (A595) are very congested already with Sellafield workers.

Comments relating to geology

· In the area of Sellafield there has been geological instability due to historical mining activity.  A more inland facility would be favourable.

· There is a logic to storing waste where it is currently stored/produced.  However I am concerned that the geology of the area is not suitable.  I hope that the British Geological Survey outcomes are accepted by the powers that be.

Comments relating to design/retrievability

· Any waste disposal should be in a retrievable store.

Need to know more

· Would need to know a lot more about location, risk levels, what benefits would be to West Cumbria before I could say I was in favour.

· Has the long term impact of the storage of high level radioactive waste on land been assessed and is it safe?

Other

· I don’t interfere where the right experienced people are already doing the job as you are. 
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