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 The early start, (and closure) of the meeting went well, although Hedy wasn't 
feeling up to going out. We were few in number, missing those lost last year, and 
anxious regarding the Spring Plant Fair. We discussed how we could ensure 
sufficient bodies to staff all the stalls, - we do need your help, can you assist? The 
Venner Road Hall (definitely not Silverdale as accidentally written last month) has 
been reserved, allowing for loading and setting up from 11.00 a.m. on Saturday 18th 
May, with the official opening by Cllr. Chris Best at 12 noon, hoping to be sold out by 
2.p.m. which will - hopefully - allow us to clear the Hall by 2.30 p.m. to keep our 
expenses down.  

We do need assurances that there will be plants, books, bric-a-brac, and 
refreshments donated. Remember that there will be somebody at the information 
stall to take your subscriptions for the following year. Come along and enjoy meeting 
your friends, and making some new ones.  

Gini advised that a draft letter to various local groups was proposed in an 
attempt to set up a network of local organisations with a view to becoming better 
informed. It was generally agreed this would be a beneficial effect, enabling people 
to share information. In response to an invitation to host a public meeting in the 
summer to hear a speaker from North Korea, we felt that with our restricted 
resources we were not able to undertake this, but would gladly support any other 
arrangements held in London. 

Because the group gathered at the meeting are involved in other activities as 
well, we have shifted the next two Branch meetings to 9th April, and 14th May. We 
are really sorry that this year there will be no Lewisham People's Day, the Council 
have decided to make this an alternate year event. Perhaps we might consider 
setting up our stall at Hilly Fields on the day that the fair is held. Next meeting will 
begin with the AGM, at which we hope to elect officers to take responsibility for our 
affairs for the next twelve months. Can you volunteer? 

Finances - not as rich as last year, but still in the black. Our auditor has 
delivered her report, some donations have been received and we look forward to all 
our members renewing their membership at the Spring Plant Fair.  



 
The UK and the nuclear ban treaty  

A Nuclear Information Service briefing September 2017 
 

 Executive summary About this briefing  
This briefing paper looks at elements of the text of the Treaty for the Prohibition of 

Nuclear Weapons (TPNW)1 in the light of one specific nuclear weapons state: the United 
Kingdom (UK). The UK is not planning to sign the treaty, but this briefing will discuss the 
extent to which aspects of the UK’s practice as a nuclear weapons state are covered by the 
measures in the treaty. By examining the specific context of the UK we hope to contextualise 
the legal measures in the text and provide a deeper understanding of some of its provisions.  
... 

The UK has an active programme to develop and manufacture nuclear warheads. 
Development and production takes place at two Atomic Weapons Establishment (AWE) sites in 
Berkshire. Assembled warheads are transported by road to Scotland, for storage and deployment on 
the UK’s four nuclear-armed Vanguard-class submarines. 

... In 2016 the UK Parliament voted to approve the programme to build four new 
nuclear-armed Dreadnought submarines to replace the Vanguard-class. A decision on building a new 
warhead for the new submarines is scheduled for 2019. 

Under the treaty, almost all of these activities would be prohibited. The exception is the 
Dreadnought submarine programme, as the treaty does not explicitly ban states from producing 
delivery systems for nuclear weapons.  
 
Use and threat of Use  

In 1996 the International Court of Justice produced an advisory ruling on the legality of 
nuclear weapons. It found that the use and threat of use of nuclear weapons is generally in 
contravention of international law, but it could not definitively conclude that the use of nuclear 
weapons would be unlawful in “an extreme circumstance of self-defence, in which the very survival 
of the state would be at stake.”  

The UK’s nuclear doctrine leaves open the possibility that nuclear weapons could be used 
against states in breach of their Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) obligations, even if they don't possess 
nuclear weapons or threaten the very survival of the UK. In recent years, some UK government 
ministers have made a point of emphasising their willingness to use nuclear weapons in a way which 
suggests they conceive of their use in circumstances beyond the narrow confines of the ICJ ruling. In 
2016 the Prime Minister, Theresa May, replied “Yes” when asked whether she would be willing to 
authorise a nuclear strike that could kill 100,000 innocent people, and in 2003, shortly before the start 
of the Iraq War, defence secretary Geoff Hoon stated that the UK would use nuclear weapons against 
Saddam Hussein “in the right conditions”, though it's now clear that even at that time the UK 
Government did not believe that Saddam Hussein threatened the survival of the British state.  

Threats such as these may have prompted the inclusion of an explicit ban on threatening to 
use nuclear weapons. However it is not certain whether bellicose statements by government ministers 
would be covered or whether a more specific and explicit statement would be required. The UK has 
never used nuclear weapons in war, so the clause prohibiting use is one of the few in the treaty of 
which it has not ever been in breach. It has had one nuclear-armed submarine at sea at all times since 
1968,, but from 1994 onwards the missiles on the submarines have not been pre-programmed with 
targeting data. However, the submarines almost certainly carry electronic attack plans when they go 
out on patrol. This activity is unlikely to count as threatening the use of nuclear weapons, unless it is 
accompanied by an explicit threat. 

... 
Assisting with prohibited activities  



Much of the cooperation between the UK, France and the US would be prohibited by the 
clauses in the ban treaty preventing signatories from giving or receiving assistance to anyone 
engaging in activity that breaches the terms of the treaty. Under the agreement whereby the UK 
acquires Trident missiles from the US, it is required to assign its current nuclear armed submarines 
to NATO and to be ready to use them as part of a joint NATO nuclear strike under joint nuclear 
targeting plans, which are a clear breach of the assistance clauses.  

If the UK became a signatory to the ban treaty it might technically be possible to retain 
NATO membership, but this might become politically untenable. The Netherlands, the only  NATO 
state participating in the ban treaty negotiations, has stated that they think some of the provisions in 
the treaty are incompatible with NATO membership The other activity that might be prohibited 
under the assistance clauses is financing of nuclear weapons. From the UK’s interpretation of other 
agreements, it seems likely that this would be interpreted to mean that giving funds to a company 
which manufactures nuclear weapons would be legal, so long as they didn’t spend that money on 
nuclear weapons. 

 
Safeguards, Verification & Disarmament 

There are two pathways for states with nuclear weapons to join the treaty. The ‘disarm then 
join’ route requires a state to get rid of its nuclear weapons before it signs the treaty. It would then 
need to work with the treaty’s verification authority in order to give assurances to other signatories 
and enter into a safeguards agreement with the IAEA.  

There is also a ‘join then disarm’ pathway for states to sign the treaty before they get rid of 
their nuclear weapons. In this situation the state has to take all its nuclear weapons off operational 
status and then produce a plan for irreversibly eliminating its nuclear weapons programme. This plan 
has to be negotiated with the verification authority and then approved by a meeting of the treaty 
signatories, and would then be followed by entering into a safeguards agreement with the IAEA. 
... 
Conclusion: what would UK disarmament look like under the TPNW?  

While some of the details of disarmament and verification have been intentionally set aside 
for consideration at some point in the future, it is worth reviewing what we know about what the 
‘end state’ would be for a nuclear weapon state like the UK, if it were to join the ban treaty.  

The UK would be required to dismantle its nuclear warheads and all of the development and 
manufacturing work on nuclear weapons would need to cease. The facilities previously used to 
manufacture warheads would need to be destroyed or irreversibly converted to civilian use, as 
would facilities used for storing the warheads. The future of the nuclear-armed submarine 
programme is less certain. They might be considered to be outside the remit of the treaty, or 
included in an agreement under the ‘join-then-disarm’ pathway, in which case there could be a 
requirement to decommission them. There is a precedent for this in the changes that the US made 
to its Ohio class fleet under the START II and New START treaties. 

 
You couldn't make it up! 

 
As if the British Government hadn't been doing enough to antagonise the 

people of Ireland, north and south, over its failure to agree a Brexit deal that doesn't 
involve a new hard border between the Republic and Northern Ireland and/or a 
customs border between Northern Ireland and Britain, it was reported in the Irish 
Republican News in February that "the town of Newry is being considered as a 
location to dispose of British nuclear waste..." 

...The fact both parts of Ireland are entirely free of nuclear plants and 
therefore of nuclear waste of its own, "thanks to the efforts of environmental 



campaigners dating from 1978," as the Republican News claims, makes the idea of 
polluting it by dumping British nuclear waste there even more outrageous." 

from Kick Nuclear 
& Nuclear Trains 

March 2019  
 

Fukushima News 
In March 2017 the Japanese Government lifted its evacuation order for the 

centre of Namie, but so far hardly anyone has ventured back. Its people are 
scattered and divided. Families are split. The sense of community is coming apart. 

...For the people of Namie and other towns near the Fukushima plant, the 
pain is sharpened by the way the Japanese government is trying to move beyond the 
tragedy, to use the 2020 Tokyo Olympics as a symbol of hope and recovery, a sign 
that life can return to normal after a disaster of this magnitude.  

Its charm offensive is tried up with efforts to restart the country's 
nuclear-power industry, one of the world's most extensive nuclear power networks.  

Six Olympic softball games and a baseball game will be staged in Fukushima, 
the prefecture's bustling and radiation-free capital city, and the Olympic torch relay 
will start from here.  

But in Namie, much closer to the ill-fated nuclear plant, that celebration rings 
hollow, residents say.... 

Just 873 people, fewer than 5% of an original population of 17,613 have 
returned....Most of the returnees are elderly. Only six children are enrolled at the 
gleaming new elementary school. This is not a place for young families. 

80% of Namie's geographical area is mountain and forest, impossible to 
decontaminate, still deemed unsafe to return. When it rains,...radioactive 
caesium...flows into rivers and underground water sources close to the town.  

This is what's left of communities abandoned after the Fukushima disaster..." 
from Kick Nuclear 
& Nuclear Trains 

February 2019 

 
UK Energy Policy and Hinkley Point C at a Tipping Point  

 
UK Energy Policy is at a tipping point. Following the withdrawal of two Japanese giants - 

Toshiba and Hitachi - from nuclear projects at Moorside in Cumbria and Wylfa on Anglesey - it is now 
clearer than ever that it would be cheaper to build new renewable capacity rather than continue 
building Hinkley Point C. It’s now time to cut our losses and abandon the Hinkley Point C project 
altogether.  

  



 
Even Business Secretary, Greg Clark has recognised that “The cost of renewable technologies 

such as offshore wind has fallen dramatically, to the point where they now require very little public 
subsidy and will soon require none.” And the cost reductions for offshore wind are far from over.  

According to The Observer “the Hitachi fiasco confirms that our energy policy now lies in 
ruins”. Hinkley Point C is Britain’s only new reactor, currently under construction and this “is eight 
years behind schedule and faces huge cost overruns”. Its construction has proceeded only because 
the government agreed to pay vastly inflated prices for its electricity for a guaranteed 35 years.  

Financial markets commentator, Neil Collins, writing in the FT, says the “grim truth is that 
these huge projects are a financial dead end.” He describes the Hinkley Point C project as promising 
“to be an epic financial disaster”.  The contract for Hinkley Point C means that consumers will pay 
£92.50 per megawatt hour of electricity at 2012 prices for 35 years. At today’s prices this will now be 
more than £108.00/MWh. It is impossible to forecast future wholesale electricity market prices but if 
we assume that today’s prices (about £45/MWh) persist for the period of the contract Hinkley would 
add about £50bn to consumers’ bills. 

 According to EDF Energy, construction proper at Hinkley will not officially start until June 
2019.  So, whilst cancelling Hinkley Point C now might incur a cancellation cost of a few billion 
pounds, consumers could save almost £1.5bn per year for 35 years from 2027 if the deal is scrapped. 
(6) We have also learnt from the Sunday Telegraph that cash-strapped EDF is weighing a range of 
options to distance itself from the British energy market. It is not clear what this could mean, but, 
according to the newspaper this could include the sale of a minority stake in its existing reactors 
such as Hinkley Point B.  

The basic problem is that the UK’s 2011 National Policy Statement on Energy has aged badly. 
Then, it was wrongly believed energy costs and demand would rise inexorably, creating a security of 
supply issues. As a result, the government gave the go-ahead to the super-expensive Hinkley project. 
In fact, demand is falling thanks to efficiency gains and new technology, and the cost of all forms of 
energy supply – with the glaring exception of nuclear – has fallen sharply. 

 
 

Petition to UK Government* 
Moorside, new nuclear plant should not be funded by Government. 

  
Cumbria already has the intolerable burden of Sellafield. A major accident involving the liquid high 
level waste would have catastrophic consequences. Any dangerous development near to Sellafield 
would make a major accident more likely. Private developers cannot afford to underwrite this risk. 
  
"Replacing the output of the shelved new nuclear plants at Wylfa, Moorside and Oldbury with 
renewables would be 13-33% cheaper, including the costs of balancing variable output, according to 
analysis from the Energy and Climate Intelligence Unit. 

Note that reductions in per-capita electricity generation have saved the UK the equivalent of 
four Hinkley Cs of demand since 
2005 https://www.carbonbrief.org/qa-can-the-uk-meet-its-climate-goals-without-the-wylfa-nuclear-plan
t 
*Sign the petition here: https://petition.parliament.uk/petitions/238113 

https://www.carbonbrief.org/qa-can-the-uk-meet-its-climate-goals-without-the-wylfa-nuclear-plant
https://www.carbonbrief.org/qa-can-the-uk-meet-its-climate-goals-without-the-wylfa-nuclear-plant
https://petition.parliament.uk/petitions/238113


 
DIARY 

Fukushima anniversary events  
 

Monday 11th March, 5.30 - 7.30 p.m.  
Vigil outside the Japanses Embassy, 

101 Piccadilly, W1 (nears tube: Green Park) 
speakers, poetry and music  

 
Wednesday 13th March, 7.p.m. 

"The End of Nuclear Power in the UK" 
talk by Dr. Ian Fairlie, nuclear expert  

at Jackson's Lane Community Centre, N6 
info davidtrpolden@gmail.com 

Saturday 16th March  
March from Japanese Embassy to Parliament, noon 

rally at Old Palace Yard from 2.00 - 3.30 p.m. 
 

A National Demonstration 
United Against Racism & Fascism, will take place on  

16th March, from 12 noon in Central London,  
Glasgow, Cardiff and many other cities around the world  

 
Tuesday 19th March,  

"The Continuing Effects of the Fukushima Disaster"  
Public meeting in Committee Room 9, House of Commons,  

7 - 9 p.m. (allow 20 minutes to get through security at St. Stephen's entrance.)  
 

Wednesday 20th March 
7.p.m. Room B104, Brunei Gallery, SOAS off Russell Square WC1  
Film screening and talks by Akiko Morimatsu, and Asami Yokota,  

https://www/facebook.com/events/1503536093114824/ 
 

Note change of date for next Branch meeting 
9th April, 7.30 p.m.  

 
Surround Springfields -Saturday 27 April 2019  

 
The Sydenham & Forest Hill Branch  

annual Spring Plant Fair 
Venner Road Hall,  

Saturday 18th May 2019 
volunteers from 11.00, sales from noon until 2.00 p.m.  

 
NEWSLETTER contributions for next issue should be received by Tuesday 9th 
April 2019 Sydenham & Forest Hill CND Branch usually meets on the first 



Tuesday in the month (no meeting in August) for discussion topic and 
campaigning at the home of Pat Holt, 80 Highclere Street, SE26 4ET starting at 
7.30 p.m. Buses 356 and 202, 194 and 450 are the nearest public transport. 
Sydenham or Forest Hill stations for Overground and Southern. You can also 
contact us at special events as advertised. Local subscriptions £7 waged and 
£4. unwaged, while a family can subscribe for only £8. per annum. 
Subscriptions are due on 1st May each year; please send subs to Membership 
Secretary, or give them to your newsletter deliverer. Cheques should be made 
out to Sydenham and Forest Hill CND. You may prefer to pay by BACS - the 
Sort Code is 08-92-99, the account number is 65246951. Reference: your name 
and CND MEMBERSHIP. Thank you. 
 
We hope you enjoy receiving this newsletter. but if you wish to be removed 
from the circulation list, please advise Kathy Miller,  84 Lennard Road, SE20 
7LY. 


