'ynviiny wiaer
Madam,  [SSUIES

WELL, a year in
Ly r planning and ise S
mc:r!:lhahsdgone in a flash (litgrallv).E“rnse -
i iheiroD _hzulcd [he e'xercise a success and | guess
o po!r}l of view it was. Not only did they d. ?
o acthiiun:jmul accident on board HMS Sovereit_);] t‘::r
Fh N ) i . L R .
iy an almost total news blackout of how they
rin?;:::;:;l;yﬁ:;;iurlxgrlhe exercise the MoD had a subma-
ko) [ s fire which led to the reactor going out
Eventually a hole dev i
L ho eloped in th
fmiT which radiation began })eiikin]g oﬁlhu“ o Biervo]
dropd:}:t%rf?nﬂﬁd lo‘plug_ the hole, using a helicopter to
CID o wi?h?r?lt];;a tg‘eulr ﬁnal solution was to sink the
vc!](_)cily gl ase, using a warship to fire high
0 end the exercise at this point : im i
success is to ignore the wider :t\li’:\lm fcclom i & 1

This is only the start of our problems. Here we would

have a submarine at the bottom of the G

oul radioactive material,

areloch spewing

Not only are 5 inati
t you contaminating the Gareloch and s
rounding area, but being tidal, the C!yd: i;zdggy:;rd-

then becomes radioactive,

Having just spent aro
§ d i
would not be able to useuir: a‘gfali?f e

HMS Victorious will ha

ve 1o remain at 12 berth for

i\:;rsonrg; ghiilzlitﬁil:: ha:l\l/ing returned from America
er the buse and H i i

wo:[;i)m:e 1o glg elllscwhere after its patrol i
) would think that the reason f : :

out is clear. Exercise Short Sermon has (;L:)Tnnteh‘:f abll‘:l?l:

end of the da
a disaster.

Y a serious accident would inevitably lead to

Yours etc., Name and Address supplied.

Short Sermon-a
public relations
nightmare

Madam,

THE base public rela-
tions officere, Steve
Wilmot, totally missed
the point in his reply to
our letters criticising Ex-
ercise Short Sermon.

of the exercise that I
could take issue with,
however, what is totally
absent from his reply is
any comment about the
Navy's answer of what
to do with a submarine
sprewing out radioactive

There are many aspects material into the

S SRR,

s

Madam,

REGARDING the
recent letter from
Mr Willmot (Pub-
lic Relations Offic-
er, HM Naval
Base Clyde,
Faslane) he stated
that the Base held
a ‘real press con-
ference at the off-
site before the
exercise.’

Pity the Base hadn’t

held one afterwards. The
Navy's solution — the

belief

shelling and sinking of a
radiation-spewing machine
in the Gareloch — would
beggar belief if MoD
Whitehall hadn’t con-
firmed that this action
‘was an option’.

In the western United
States, there are areas S0
highly contaminated with
radiation that they are
known as ‘National Sacri-
fice Zones' — ‘Sacrifice’ in
the sense that the govern-
ment washes its hands of
responsibility by admitting
the area cannot be
decontaminated.

Theoretically (of
course) it's possible that

Sub shelling beggars

the Garelochhside popu-
lation is now living in
one of these zones.

To maintain the aura
of realism, will the Navy
now continue monitoring
of the stricken subma-
rine and report to Argyll
and Bute on contamina-
tion levels?

And will Argyll and
Bute (in the interests of
public safety of course)

let us know what these’

theoretical levels are?

A nuclear accident’s
consequences would last
a thousand years Or
more, not three days.
Yours etc., Jeanne
Brady, Cove.

—1 atmosphere.
b When 1 was first told

in a pub in Helensburgh
. on the evening of the ex-
ercise that the Navy's
scenario was o bring in
a warship and fire high
velocity shells into the
ballast tanks to that it
sank at its berth, I
thought someone was
pulling my leg!

The following day,
several of the journalism
students confirmed that
this was exactly what
they had been told.

A community council-
lor from Dunoon then
phoned Whitehall and
had it from the horses
mouth so to speak.

So yes, the Royal
Navy did issue 30 press
releases during the exer-
cise, but only to the pre-
tend press pack.

All the real media got
was a long boring lot of
vague nonsense before
the exercise. After the
exercise, the RN issued
some bland statement
about it all being a big
SUCCess.

Sorry Steve Wilmot, I
don't think most people
round here would con-
sider that a submarine
gradually leaking the
contents of its reactor
into the Gareloch would
by very ‘successful’ for

us.

And I'm sure for you,
trying to work out how
to turn that PR nightmare
into something accepta-
ble to the Scottish people
was quite stressful.

You appear to be the
voice for the Navy so
come on, tell us, what
would you do with a sub-
marine with a leaking re-
actor? We await your
reply.

Yours etc., Jane Tallents,
John Street,
Helensburgh.

Hel . Adv -
Il Dec 97




