Notes on IPC meeting 2 Dec 2010
Present: Paul Hudson, Commissioner for pre-application stage, Mark Wilson, HPC case leader, Ian Gambles, director of operations, Robert Ranger, case officer + Nikki Clark, Crispin Aubrey, Stop Hinkley, Mike Birkin, FoE.

The IPC has “environmentalists” on its staff to examine applications. These include EIA experts. There are 8 experts in total including legal people.

EDF will pay a fee for its application, which will help pay for IPC costs. 

There will be either 1,3 or 5 Commissioners considering the application, probably 5 because it’s so big

There have already been three meetings with EDF, local authorities and regulatory bodies. Called “tri-partite” meetings. Last one was on 11 November, minutes up on website soon.

EDF consultation process: local authorities are responsible for representing views on how the consultation was carried out. Comments on the consultation can be sent to IPC but should be copied to local auth, e.g. Sedgemoor DC. Consultation was based on EDF’s SOCC (Statement of Community Consultation).

NPS’s define the terms of reference of the IPC, and what it can or cannot consider, but they “don’t trump other evidence”. The point of the NPS’s is to avoid the examination of an application getting “bogged down” in issues already decided, such as the need for energy infrastructure in the first place.

Timing of process: Once an application is submitted there are 28 days for the IPC to either accept it into the process or not. After that anybody can apply to be registered as an “interested party”. There won’t be too high a bar to inclusion but it’s important at this stage to flag up issues of concern. This process of registering must take place over a minimum of 28 days, but can be longer. The length of time is up to the applicant, in this case EDF.

The Commissioners are then appointed and they set an agenda for a “preliminary meeting”. This will deal with procedural matters, i.e. how the examination is expected to go forward, and not with the substance of the argument. Any interested party can suggest specific issues they would like to be considered. After that everybody puts in more detailed representations. 

The “examination” will last for 6 months maximum. It will be mainly through written representations (and presumably discussed via email). There will be some hearings, either issue specific or open floor hearings where any subject can be covered. 

In the issue specific hearings, cross-examination may take place but will be mediated by the Commissioners. These hearings will be based on a round table model with all the interested parties sitting in a circle.

Any meetings of either type are likely to be held locally to where the project is planned. Hearings are likely to be held at the end of the examination period.

The Rookery South “energy to waste” application is being considered at the moment and progress can be seen at the website.  

All documents will be available on the IPC website. The IPC will not pay for hard copies to be printed. EDF could be encouraged to produce a CD containing all its documents, rather than downloading them from the website.

After the examination is over the IPC has 3 months to write its report. It’s unclear at present whether this will then be handed to the Sec of State to approve or whether the IPC will have the final say.

Some participants, like EDF and the councils, are expected to have legal representation. 

The IPC could agree Hinkley C before the GDA, which enables an operating licence, is agreed. The same applies to the various agreements with the Environment Agency over licences to discharge radiation etc.

People can make a representation both as Stop Hinkley and as individuals. 

The IPC is considering having a local meeting to explain the process. There could be a drop-in seminar, for example, once the application has been accepted.

The Seabank to Hinkley power line application is not expected to go to the IPC until 2012.

Timescale (up to a year total time)
	Consideration of application
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Issues from NPS’s which Stop Hinkley could take up:
1. Need for new nuclear as electricity generating option, including alternative scanarios, e.g. No Need for Nuclear research (Crispin)

2. CO2 emissions – nuclear is “low carbon”

3. Radioactive waste storage/disposal (Crispin/Rachel/?Helen Wallace, author of “Rock Solid” report/?Andy Blowers)

4. Future flood risk (overlaps with above but could be separate subject)

5. Immediate environmental impact – effect on adjacent designated sites, fish kill in the estuary, loss of 430 acres of countryside etc.

6. Definition of sustainability – nuclear shouldn’t count as sustainable.

7. Health effects – local findings, KiKK study etc (Jim has already produced a summary of this, including Chris Busby’s research in Burnham area)

8. Economics – nuclear is claimed to be the cheapest low carbon option

9. Security – terrorism, aircraft crash
