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Call for Independent Inquiry
I’m very pleased to introduce this call for an independent Inquiry on the Justification of new nuclear reactors in the UK, made by Simon Hughes, Michael Meacher, John Large, and Stephen Thomas - speaking for a very large and diverse group of high-level UK environmental academics and other people.
The nuclear industry plan to build over 10 new nuclear reactors in the UK. Each of these reactors will have 2.5 times the radiological inventory of Sizewell B, the biggest reactor in the UK. Government figures state that a substantial new nuclear build will provide 4% of our energy, and so halt 4% of our CO2 emissions. The cost to taxpayers of decommissioning our current reactors and dealing with our present nuclear waste is £73 billion.

Nuclear ‘Justification’ is a high level assessment about whether the benefits of new nuclear build outweigh the health detriments. Justification is a regulatory requirement under EU law - it must be done before reactors can be approved.
Justification is a clear legal requirement concerning the release of radioactive pollution. However, if you don’t know the reactor design, how on earth can you know the release? And if this is so, which it is, how can you expect to be in compliance with the requirements of the law? Unfortunately this is the position that the Office of Nuclear development at the Department of Energy and Climate Change find themselves. 
Once the Justification decision has been taken it will be all but impossible to re-open nuclear policy. This will not be subject to any Parliamentary scrutiny until after a decision has been made. And so far, this decision will be made before key regulatory decisions on reactor design and waste. This really is putting the nuclear cart before the regulatory horse.
The question is: what do you do about a low-probability high- impact risk under conditions of scientific uncertainty?

The universally accepted answer, from the Royal Commission on Environmental Pollution sideways, is to balance expert knowledge against everyday knowledge in order to gain a democratic mean. There is cross-party consensus that this involvement, engagement, or empowerment is ‘a good thing’. 

At this politically sensitive and strategic time for UK energy futures, it’s important for government of any hue to ‘walk this walk’.  In this context it seems reasonable to put cards on the table, to bring daylight into this process. 

Whether you are for, against, or haven't made your mind up about new nuclear reactors on the UK - this critical decision must be dealt with openly and fairly to get a better result for everyone by generating public trust in the outcome. This is why we are calling for an Independent Inquiry.
For complex issues with uncertain futures, the goal is to bring people together, and keep them together, in order to ensure that better decisions are made in the future.
