
CUMBRIA TRUST’S QUESTIONNAIRE – Chris Whiteside’s response 

Thank you for copying me your letter to Richard Moss of the BBC in which you mentioned that you had sent all 
Cumbrian general election and Copeland Mayoral candidates a copy of a questionnaire about our views on 
nuclear issues. I had not seen the questionnaire up to that point. It may possibly have been caught in my SPAM 
filters. 
 
Having now read the questionnaire it is clear that it was drafted by someone who is extremely hostile to the idea 
of a GDF and, as a consequence of this, it is not possible for me to answer some of the questions in the 
language used without misrepresenting my position. I will therefore give you instead a short statement in my 
own words. 
 
Whether or not there is a new generation of nuclear power plants - as I believe there should be - there will be a 
need to find the safest possible means of storing and dealing with large quantities of nuclear by-products. We 
already have hundreds of tons of such materials stored in Copeland, particularly at Sellafield and the Low Level 
waste facility at Drigg. 
 
I believe that it would be grossly irresponsible not to keep the storage and treatment arrangements for this 
waste under review and to seek a safe and environmentally sustainable long-term solution. I am open to 
persuasion if any new evidence should come to light concerning what type of solution is safest and least harmful 
to the environment, but on what I have so far seen the evidence for a GDF is stronger than the evidence for a 
surface solution provided that the right geology can be found. 
 
The previous MRWS process was aborted before investigations of geological suitability moved beyond the 
desktop stage to the kind of actual physical investigation which would have established whether particular areas 
are suitable or not. The completion of such an investigation is essential to ensure that the geology is acceptable 
and safe before any proposed development goes to the planning stage. 
 
I support the principle of voluntarism including the ability of a host community to withdraw at any stage prior to the 
actual construction of a facility.  
 
In my opinion no GDF proposal should move to the construction stage without being approved in a referendum of 
all residents of the area affected. Under the present system of local government the most appropriate area for 
such a referendum would be the district or districts affected. If the entire facility is within one district council area 
the referendum should be of the people of that district: if it is shared between two districts or on the border of a 
second district then the referendum should cover both. This plebiscite should give a veto to the people of the 
district but should not be the only form of consultation employed, and more local levels such as parishes should 
also be consulted during the process.  
 
I believe that it is far better to proceed slowly with the maximum degree of consultation than to give the 
impression that any proposal is being steamrollered through. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
Chris Whiteside 
Conservative candidate to be mayor of Copeland 

 


