Redacted Correspondence 7
From: HPA
Sent: 27 October 2011 15:22
To: @nhs.net
Subject: Signs at Dalgety Bay

XXXXX,
I met with XXXXX XXXXX & XXXXX XXXXX of SEPA, XXXXX XXXXX of the Food
Standards Agency and a representative of Fife Council yesterday to discuss the
signs currently erected at Dalgety Bay and their effectiveness in providing
appropriate information. I agreed to update you on the outcome of the discussions.
At the last Dalgety Bay Forum meeting in was reported that it was apparent that the
instructions on the signs (current version wording and photograph attached) were not
being followed by some visitors to the beach and there was an action agreed by the
Forum for SEPA to review the signs. We discussed yesterday the information on the
signs, their location and their visibility. The outcomes of the discussions were as
follows:
1. A visit will be made to Dalgety Bay on Monday morning (31 October) by SEPA,
Fife Council and HPA to re-assess the number and locations of the signs in the
area.
2. The existing wording is appropriate but the visibility of the signs should be
improved by inserting a clear radiation warning trefoil symbol on the sign.
3. The existing map should be simplified to more clearly delineate the area where
radioactive objects have been found.
4. The size of the map and text should be altered to improve the visibility of the
information.
5. The notice should be re-titled „Radioactive Contamination‟.
6. The logos of SEPA, FSA (Scotland) and NHS Fife to be given on the sign (as is
currently).
The meeting agreed that a copy of the revised sign should be circulated to SEPA,
Fife Council, NHS Fife and HPA to confirm that all parties were content with the
amended version.
Lastly, it should be noted that the above refers to the signs that have been displayed
for some time and does not refer to the more recent signs erected around the area
recently demarcated following discovery of the more hazardous radioactive object.
If you need any further information regarding the meeting let me know.
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Regards,
XXXXX XXXXX

PUBLIC NOTICE
Radioactive contamination has been found on this beach as indicated
on the map.
This may pose a risk to public health through skin contact or
inadvertent swallowing of contaminated items.
To minimise the risk, members of the public are advised:
Not to pick up or remove any materials from this beach. (including
bait and seafood).
To wash their hands when leaving the beach.
Further information can be accessed via
www.sepa.org.uk/radioactive_substances
www.livinginfife.scot.nhs.uk
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From: HPA
Sent: 29 November 2011 15:36
To: SEPA
Subject: RE: Sailing Club AGM

Thanks XXXXX,
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I‟ve sent an email to XXXXX XXXXX making an offer to attend a future meeting so
will wait and see whether they wish to take up the offer.
Regards,
XXXXX
From: SEPA
Sent: 29 November 2011 14:16
To: HPA
Subject: RE: Sailing Club AGM
John,
I think it has been cancelled (the sailing club website seems to confirm this
[dbscweb.wordpress.com/])
XXXXX.

From: HPA
Sent: 29 November 2011 09:05
To: SEPA
Subject: Sailing Club AGM
Hi XXXXX,
Just left a message on your answer phone. As explained, John Cooper and XXXXX
XXXXX have had an exchange of emails concerning how HPA could assist the
Sailing Club. XXXXX has suggested (and John has agreed) that we should attend
the club‟s AGM which I believe is tomorrow (evening?). Is SEPA intending to attend?
I have an email address for XXXXX XXXXX and I will contact him and make an offer
to attend. However, due to the short timescale do you have a contact telephone
number of an appropriate person I could use?
I‟m in a meeting at 1000 till lunchtime. If you need to discuss then contact at me at
the number below or on XXXXX XXXXX.
Regards,
XXXXX

XXXXX
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From: HPA
Sent: 25 October 2011 10:13
To: MOD
Subject: FW: RADIUM MONITORING AT DALGETY BAY
Hi XXXXX,
Many thanks for proving this detailed request.
I hope you will appreciate that I need to discuss this with my managers and
colleagues before providing any definitive response, but for now please be assured
that the matter is under consideration.
I will endeavour to have a reply for you, one way or the other, by early next week.
Hope this is acceptable, but if you do have any further questions, please don‟t
hesitate to ask.

Best regards,
XXXXX

From: MOD
Sent: 25 October 2011 09:47
To: HPA
Subject: RADIUM MONITORING AT DALGETY BAY
XXXXX
Thank you very much for your time yesterday. This e-mail clarifies my enquiry
regarding the possibility that HPA can provide MOD with some support with
monitoring at Dalgety Bay.
You are doubtless well aware of the issues. We have a plethora of surveys carried
out by different groups using different types of monitoring equipment and the
complication that at least some of the radioactive particles that are being detected
appear to be “moving” under the influence of the tides. What SEPA, mistakenly in
my view, appear to envisage is the development of a “super strategy” that will allow
the definitive Dalgety Bay survey to be carried out in about one month‟s time. To my
mind there needs to be a much better understanding of the monitoring techniques
and what they can deliver before anyone enters into commitments of this sort. Also
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to consider what might be coming along by way of more sensitive detectors and
when these might reasonably be expected to arrive. Both the beach and terrestrial
environment need to be considered, the question being, what, in HPAs view, are the
strengths and weaknesses of the MOD and SEPA monitoring strategies and whether
there is in fact something even more effective that is not being considered. There is
a continuous spectrum of particle activities, sizes and depths of burial and no
obvious correlation between these. Detection ability is obviously important but in the
current economic climate it would probably be appropriate to make some reference
to cost, at least in terms of the time taken to survey a given area.
As a starter for ten, I attach what I know of the MOD survey procedures. I
understand SEPA is to provide similar information on their protocols. I hope this is
sufficient for you to consider the nature, timescales and costs of any support that
HPA might be able to provide. I‟d also be happy to know if there are any relevant
instrument characteristics or human factors that I might have overlooked.

Regards
XXXXX XXXXX

RADIUM-226 SURVEYS MONITORING PROCEDURES & EQUIPMENT
CHARACTERISTICS

Parameter
Manufacturer
Equipment type
Probe
Speed of travel over surface
Height of probe above
surface
Distance between operator
transects
Procedures to compensate
for shielding (ie rocks)
Data acquisition
Time to acquire one data
point
Data recording frequency

MOD 2011 Surveys
Southern Scientifics
Radsurvey
Sodium Iodide, 76mm x
76mm
1.0ms-1 (nominal)

SEPA 2011 surveys

1.0m

GPS spatial data logging

Approximately one data
point per square metre.
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Spectral information and
format/Raw counts used
Survey procedure – alarm

Survey procedure – following
alarm
Calibration procedure – point
sources

Calibration procedure –
homogeneous source

Typical background at
Dalgety Bay

Audible alarm above 1000
cps and/or when the count
rate at a data point differs
by more than 100 cps from
the previous data point
Cease walkover and focus
investigation
Probe 0.1m above ground
Ra-226 at surface
69.6cps/kBq
Ra-226 at 0.1m below
surface 32cps/kBq
1000cps above background
equates to an activity
concentration of 1
becquerel per gram Ra-226
in a nominally
homogeneous source at
ground level
200cps

RADIUM-226 SURVEYS HUMAN AND ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS

Operator training
Commercial interest – is there a “competitive element” that leads to more rigor than
in routine work?
Weather – less than optimum performance in inclement conditions.
Location of the source – there are references to sources in “cracks” as well as in
relatively homogeneous sediment.
Size of area being surveyed.
Presence of uneven ground or vertical faces and monitoring procedures in these
cases.

From: HPA
Sent: 07 February 2012 10:07
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To: SEPA
Subject: RE: Dalgety Bay
Dear XXXXX
I am writing in response to XXXXX‟s e-mail dated 3 February requesting clarification
on certain matters in my letter dated 1 February 2012. The letter provided, as
agreed, the results of the scoping assessment carried out by HPA and did not
replace the advice given previously to SEPA in my letter dated 28 November 2011.
The scoping assessment took account of the current situation at Dalgety Bay,
including the number of radioactive objects recently found and their levels of activity.
The current advice not to remove objects and to wash hands on leaving the beach
as well as the current restrictions on use of certain areas of the beach has not been
taken into account in the scoping assessment. There is, however, in our view,
uncertainty regarding the future number of radioactive objects on the beach and their
activity levels. This uncertainty arises because the process for radioactive objects
appearing on the beach is not properly understood and the numbers or types of
objects could change significantly in the future following events such as storms.
Therefore, in answer to your two questions:
1. The scoping assessment shows that the overall risk to health is low based on
current knowledge of the situation at Dalgety Bay. This applies, in general, in
the absence of individuals following advice on signs etc. Thus, there is no
reason for beach users to stop using the area. Nevertheless, HPA remains of
the view that the current advice on signs etc should remain in place as it helps
to mitigate the possible consequences of any increase in the number or
activity levels of objects on the beach and provides a straightforward way of
further reducing health risks.
2. In the light of the uncertainties outlined above, HPA remains of the view that
the contamination needs to be fully investigated and every effort is made to
work towards a timely agreement on the long term management strategy.
HPA continues to advise that steps should be taken promptly to initiate the
development of a comprehensive monitoring strategy for the area with clear
objectives; to further characterise of all types of radioactively contaminated
objects found, particularly measurements on the potential skin doses; and to
carry out a full survey of the usage of the beach.
I trust this answers your questions. Please do not hesitate to get back to me should
you require any further clarification. We look forward to assisting SEPA and Scottish
Government on this matter in the future.
Regards
XXXXX
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From: SEPA
Sent: 03 February 2012 09:58
To: HPA
Subject: Dalgety Bay
Dear XXXXX,
As was discussed at yesterdays meeting with XXXXX XXXXX we would appreciate
clarification of the advice you recent sent to Scottish Government regarding Dalgety
Bay. We would appreciate clarification on whether HPA currently considers the risk
is low providing that users of the area follow the advice on the signs etc. and whether
HPA remains of the view that the contamination needs to be fully investigated and a
suitable remediation plan developed and adopted.

Regards,
XXXXX
From: HPA
Sent: 10 November 2011 10:12
To: SEPA
Subject: RE: Dalgety Bay
XXXXX
Thank you for the updated information on radioactive finds at Dalgety Bay. While I
accept the need for more detailed work to estimate the characteristics of the source
of the particles, I think there is now a strong case for a scoping assessment of the
current health risk from particulate contamination of the beach. Such an assessment
would take account of SEPA's recent findings and could be based on an assumed
'summer' beach occupancy. The assessment would enable future monitoring data to
be interpreted in the context of public health risk. It should be sufficient to inform any
immediate decisions regarding public use of the beach until the results of studies on
the rate of particle release from the made ground become available and a more
comprehensive assessment can be undertaken. Mary Morrey has set up meetings
with yourselves and other relevant parties to discuss the recent developments at
Dalgety Bay. These meetings will provide an opportunity to discuss in more detail the
scale and scope of the required risk assessment.
I would welcome your views in advance of the meetings if possible.
Regards
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From: SEPA
Sent: 08 November 2011 09:45
To: HPA
Subject: Dalgety Bay
Dear John,
Yesterday, following the requests from a number of parties, SEPA held an interim
meeting of the Dalgety Bay Forum to provide members with an update of the recent
work at Dalgety Bay and resultant actions. XXXXX XXXXX attended for the HPA.
The monitoring work undertaken by SEPA has now detected and removed a further
435 radioactive sources from an area which had been previously „cleared‟ by an
MoD contractor whom has been undertaking the monitoring work at Dalgety Bay in
recent years. It is unclear why there should be such a discrepancy in the number of
finds; however SEPA consider it unlikely that it is due to rapid re-population as SEPA
re-surveyed a small area close to the slipways following the MoD contractor and
recovered further radioactive sources prior to the next tide. It is also notable that the
same contractor did not detect the presence of the high activity source at Dalgety
Bay, and we now believe that there is at least one further such source present at
Dalgety Bay which we have asked the MoD to remove prior to the winter storms.
Laboratory analysis work is now beginning on sources recovered from Dalgety Bay.
We have confirmed that the high activity source has an activity of around 10 MBq
Ra-226 and appears to be in equilibrium with its daughters. Although we have been
able measure the gamma dose rate at distance we are unable to obtain close
measurements at present due to saturation of the detectors. With regard to soft beta
and alpha, no measurements have been possible due to saturation of the detectors.
The laboratory work has also begun to isolate the sources to determine physical
characteristics, initial information has suggested that many of the sources appear to
have similar characteristics as those recovered previously, however a few sources
of have been described as „dust‟ which, if confirmed, may mean that we will need to
revisit the potential inhalation pathway.
From our work to date, it appears that the contamination is largely restricted to the
upper 3-4 metres of the tidal area, we believe that this is due to source becoming
deposited on this area following erosion of the made ground, which largely occurs
over the winter period. People local to the area have informed us that last winter a
large amount of the made ground was eroded, which may have resulted in the
mobilisation of the sources which we have been recovering recently. As both our
work and the work undertaken by the MoD has shown the presence of radioactive
sources within the made ground we believe that a comprehension of the potential
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release of such sources from the made ground onto the intertidal area via erosion is
necessary to inform any resultant prospective risk assessment, and we are hoping to
undertake some work on this in the future. From our work on the headland, it is clear
that such work will need to determine whether there are caches of sources within the
made ground or whether the sources are more homogenously distributed, if caches
of sources are present it may be that these are only released episodically and thus,
any risk assessment based on the current rate of finds and activity may either over
or under estimate the true hazards on the beach.
With regard to the occupancy of the interitdal area, we have been informed by the
sailing club that hundreds of children can be on the beach at any one time and that
the area around the slipways is very well used during the sailing season. We have
also been informed and have evidence that children have removed artefacts from the
beach. However, we believe that the information from habits survey will provide a
more robust basis for determining beach occupancy.
Although we have not yet completed our re-survey of the area monitored by the MoD
contractor at Dalgety Bay we have stopped current monitoring in order to allow the
laboratory work to commence.
We hope to provide more information on the sources recovered from Dalgety Bay in
the next few weeks and I will ensure that HPA have sight of those data.
Kind regards,
XXXXX.

From: HPA
Sent: 24 October 2011 15:54
To: SEPA
Subject: RE: Dalgety Bay
Dear XXXXX,
The Health Protection Agency (HPA) supports the approach that SEPA has taken to
manage the beach contamination at Dalgety Bay including the current precautionary,
interim measure taken to cordon off the area of the foreshore where the recent
object with a 226Ra content of 13 MBq was found.
It should be noted that this object is not representative of the large number of objects
that have been found on the beaches over a number of years, which have much
lower activity concentrations. Therefore, HPA supports SEPA‟s view that further
monitoring of the beach should be carried out and any objects containing significant
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levels of 226Ra removed. HPA also advises that characterisation of the 13 MBq
object and a sample of other retrieved objects is made (including object size,
solubility, radionuclide content, distribution of contamination on or within the object
and measured skin dose rate).
This further work together with information on the extent to which different groups of
people use the beach area, should enable a full public health risk assessment to be
performed. HPA advises that a full public health risk assessment is performed,
noting that such a public health risk assessment must take account of the likelihood
that different groups of beach users could come into contact with objects of this level
of activity.
Please contact me should you require any further views on this matter.
Regards

From: HPA
Sent: 18 October 2011 11:02
To: SEPA
Subject: RE: Dalgety Bay
Dear XXXXX
Further to your request for advice on the Dalgety Bay situation, we will be very
pleased to assist and will return to you shortly with our response.
Regards

From: SEPA
Sent: 14 October 2011 16:19
To: HPA
Subject: RE: Dalgety Bay
Dear John
On Wednesday, SEPA recovered a source from Dalgety Bay which had an indicative
in field activity of 13 MBq Ra-226 (which is an order of magnitude greater than
anything previously reported). As the majority of area around where the source was
recovered has yet to be monitored by SEPA we could not exclude the possibility of
further similar sources being present. As a precautionary and interim measure we
have asked Fife Council to erect further signs and demarcate the area with tape until
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SEPA has been able to complete the survey of the area (and remove any significant
sources detected).
We would therefore like to ask HPA‟s advice on this matter and whether any further
actions are needed
XXXXX
FFrom: HPA
Sent: 18 October 2011 11:02
To: SEPA
Subject: RE: Dalgety Bay
Dear XXXXX
Further to your request for advice on the Dalgety Bay situation, we will be very
pleased to assist and will return to you shortly with our response.
Regards

From: HPA
Sent: 18 October 2011 11:02
To: SEPA
Subject: RE: Dalgety Bay
Dear XXXXX
Further to your request for advice on the Dalgety Bay situation, we will be very
pleased to assist and will return to you shortly with our response.
Regards
From: HPA
Sent: 25 October 2011 09:58
To: @scotland.gsi.gov.uk
Subject: RE: Dalgety Bay - sources recovered
XXXXX
Thank you. I have passed to XXXXX and asked XXXXX XXXXX to respond to
XXXXX as she has also just e-mailed our information office.
Regards
XXXXX
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From: @scotland.gsi.gov.uk
Sent: 25 October 2011 09:32
To: HPA
Subject: FW: Dalgety Bay - sources recovered
XXXXX,
Could you please pass this correspondence on to XXXXX. XXXXX XXXXX would be
the NHS Fife contact for further liaison.
XXXXX

From: NHS FIFE
Sent: 24 October 2011 17:02
To: SEPA; HPA; MOD;FSA
Subject: RE: Dalgety Bay - sources recovered
Hi XXXXX
We have received a request from Gordon Brown MP. As you suggested in an earlier
email the results from health studies on cancer incidence presented to the Forum in
2005 did not show any increase in cancer rates in the local population. The most
recent data covers 1975-2002. We are in the process of updating this information
and will report back as soon as we have more recent results.
Regards
XXXXX
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From: MOD
Sent: 12 December 2011 14:08
To: HPA
Subject: DALGETY BAY - MINISTRY OF DEFENCE REQUEST FOR ADVICE
Importance: High
PSA
XXXXXXXXXX
From: HPA
Sent: 25 October 2011 10:13
To: MOD
Cc:
Subject: FW: RADIUM MONITORING AT DALGETY BAY

Hi,
Many thanks for proving this detailed request.

I hope you will appreciate that I need to discuss this with my managers and
colleagues before providing any definitive response, but for now please be assured
that the matter is under consideration.

I will endeavour to have a reply for you, one way or the other, by early next week.

Hope this is acceptable, but if you do have any further questions, please don‟t
hesitate to ask.

Best regards,
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From: MOD
Sent: 25 October 2011 09:47
To: HPA
Subject: RADIUM MONITORING AT DALGETY BAY

Duncan

Thank you very much for your time yesterday. This e-mail clarifies my enquiry
regarding the possibility that HPA can provide MOD with some support with
monitoring at Dalgety Bay.

You are doubtless well aware of the issues. We have a plethora of surveys carried
out by different groups using different types of monitoring equipment and the
complication that at least some of the radioactive particles that are being detected
appear to be “moving” under the influence of the tides. What SEPA, mistakenly in
my view, appear to envisage is the development of a “super strategy” that will allow
the definitive Dalgety Bay survey to be carried out in about one month‟s time. To my
mind there needs to be a much better understanding of the monitoring techniques
and what they can deliver before anyone enters into commitments of this sort. Also
to consider what might be coming along by way of more sensitive detectors and
when these might reasonably be expected to arrive. Both the beach and terrestrial
environment need to be considered, the question being, what, in HPAs view, are the
strengths and weaknesses of the MOD and SEPA monitoring strategies and whether
there is in fact something even more effective that is not being considered. There is
a continuous spectrum of particle activities, sizes and depths of burial and no
obvious correlation between these. Detection ability is obviously important but in the
current economic climate it would probably be appropriate to make some reference
to cost, at least in terms of the time taken to survey a given area.

As a starter for ten, I attach what I know of the MOD survey procedures. I
understand SEPA is to provide similar information on their protocols. I hope this is
sufficient for you to consider the nature, timescales and costs of any support that
HPA might be able to provide. I‟d also be happy to know if there are any relevant
instrument characteristics or human factors that I might have overlooked.
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Regards
RADIUM-226 SURVEYS MONITORING PROCEDURES & EQUIPMENT CHARACTERISTICS

Parameter
Manufacturer
Equipment type
Probe
Speed of travel over surface
Height of probe above surface
Distance between operator transects
Procedures to compensate for
shielding (ie rocks)

MOD 2011 Surveys
Southern Scientifics
Radsurvey
Sodium Iodide, 76mm x 76mm
1.0ms-1 (nominal)

Data acquisition
Time to acquire one data point
Data recording frequency

GPS spatial data logging

Spectral information and format/Raw
counts used
Survey procedure – alarm

Survey procedure – following alarm
Calibration procedure – point sources

Calibration procedure – homogeneous
source

Typical background at Dalgety Bay

SEPA 2011 surveys

1.0m

Approximately one data point per
square metre.

Audible alarm above 1000 cps
and/or when the count rate at a data
point differs by more than 100 cps
from the previous data point
Cease walkover and focus
investigation
Probe 0.1m above ground
Ra-226 at surface 69.6cps/kBq
Ra-226 at 0.1m below surface
32cps/kBq
1000cps above background equates
to an activity concentration of 1
becquerel per gram Ra-226 in a
nominally homogeneous source at
ground level
200cps

RADIUM-226 SURVEYS HUMAN AND ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS

Operator training
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Commercial interest – is there a “competitive element” that leads to more rigor than
in routine work?
Weather – less than optimum performance in inclement conditions.
Location of the source – there are references to sources in “cracks” as well as in
relatively homogeneous sediment.
Size of area being surveyed.
Presence of uneven ground or vertical faces and monitoring procedures in these
cases.
From: MOD
Sent: 27 January 2012 08:34
To: HPA
Cc:
Subject: RE: Ministerial Visit to Dalgety Bay

Thanks very much for this update.
It's exactly what I need. I know the answer if I'm asked the question and it'll be the
same as yours!
Between ourselves there's still argy-bargy between officials about whether the
planned visit should go ahead.
From: HPA
Sent: 26 January 2012 18:43
To: MOD
Cc:
Subject: RE: Ministerial Visit to Dalgety Bay
Dear
As you will have seen from my previous email, we will not be in a
position to send out the scoping assessment until Feb 1st. I appreciate
that this is unfortunate timing with regard to the visit of your
Minister, but, owing to the limited availability of key staff, I'm
afraid there is no possibility of us being able to finalise our
assessment any earlier.
I wish you all the best with the visit.
I confirm that I have not shared this information beyond the core
Dalgety Bay team here at CRCE.
Regards,
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From: MOD
Sent: 26 January 2012 08:54
To: HPA
Cc:
Subject: Ministerial Visit to Dalgety Bay
Please restrict this information to HPA staff at present.
Is there any chance of us having sight of or an indication of the outcome of your
scoping assessment on Dalgety Bay before one of our Ministers visits the area on 31
Jan or at least advice on whether you will be updating the advice on the HPA web
site? Alternatively a statement on what HPA is doing and when and how the report
will be issues?
Appreciate there are many issues to be considered but some concern about possible
PR implications.
PS Looks like I will be with the Minister though I only found out (late) yesterday night.
From: COMARE
Sent: 07 November 2011 12:52
To: HPA
Subject: FW: Dalgety Bay Gamma Dose Rate - high activity radium source

You may wish to be aware.

From: HPA
Sent: 28 November 2011 19:15
To: COMARE
Cc:
Subject: Radioactive Contamination on Dalgety Bay Beach
Alex, herewith for COMARE‟s information a copy of the letter that HPA have today
sent to SEPA
From: COMARE
To: HPA
Cc:
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Subject: RE: Heads up to COMARE re HPA position at the Dalgety Bay meeting on
Monday and forum on Tuesday

Thanks. I'll talk to you on monday, but I'm surprised that HPA is maintaining its
position. I would reiterate the points which I made in my last email to you. I believe
also that the 'low risk' is debatable.

Regards
From: HPA
Sent: 18 November 2011 17:10
To: COMARE
Cc:
Subject: Heads up to COMARE re HPA position at the Dalgety Bay meeting on
Monday and forum on Tuesday
Alex, Steve, Emma,
Unofficial heads up

By a letter to Paul Dale (SEPA) today (drafted but not sent yet) and at the meeting
on Monday in Edinburgh, prior to Dalgety Bay forum on Tuesday HPA will be
proposing/reconfirming:
Keep on monitoring the beach and removing any objects found (we
understand it has stopped).
Offer HPA “reassurance” monitoring in the gardens backing onto the
beach (however we do not think that there is a credible headland erosion to
garden pathway). HPA will not take responsibility for removal or ownership of
objects found, SEPA has an agreement with MoD for that.
Advise to try to stabilise the headland before the winter if it is believed to
be the source of particles.
Since the meeting on Monday 14th Nov
We now know that luminising went on at Dalgety Bay so some of the contamination
may be from paint residues.
We have also found out that the sailing club may have been digging on the slipway
but today‟s update from Paul Dale suggest that has now stopped.
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HPA is standing by the advise issued last week
Maintain our new advice, discouraging children digging.
Review past monitoring strategies for adequacy to understand why MoD
monitoring fails to find objects that SEPA can find.
Hope this is useful.
From: HPA
Sent: 12 November 2011 12:18
To: COMARE
Subject: HPA advice re Dalgety Bay
Alex, Steve, you may be aware of updated HPA advice about Dalgety Bay.
Unfortunately there was a total IT failure throughout HPA yesterday which meant that
we couldn‟t send this for info to COMARE.
I‟m glad to say that it‟s all back up and running so here, for info is an HPA press
release, updated Q&A material destined for the NHS Fife website and a letter to
SEPA .
Mary Morrey is leading on this, but I am doing some of the public info stuff and
liaising with COMARE.
All these documents are cleared for the public domain.
Sorry for the delay in sharing these with you.

From: COMARE
Sent: 07 November 2011 12:52
To: HPA
Subject: FW: Dalgety Bay Gamma Dose Rate - high activity radium source

You may wish to be aware.
From: HPA
Sent: 13 October 2011 15:59
To: COMARE
Cc:
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Subject: FW: Dalgety Bay
Importance: High

Both,
I understand SEPA plan to release the attached later today and Scottish Govt may
soon be saying something on the subject too.
I've been asked to make sure you're aware of this because of the COMARE link to
Dalgety Bay. I've pasted below our agreed reactive line too.
Cheers

"The HPA has provided public health advice on Dalgety Bay when it has been
requested.
"The precautionary steps taken, ahead of further investigations, will minimise the
potential public exposure to high activity radioactive particles at Dalgety Bay and
seem reasonable."
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From: MOD
Sent: Thursday, February 02, 2012 04:22 PM
To: HPA
Subject: Amec Jan Monitoring

Joanne,

Just a check that you have all the most recent monitoring data (I believe that Ron
sent a log of all results earlier today); attached is the a re issue of the Amec January
monitoring data which as Guy states presents the same data as previously.

I will send under a separate email (as its also a large file) a copy of the draft
investigation plan.

Regards,

From: HPA
Sent: 18 January 2012 11:52
To: MOD
Subject: RE: Dalgety Bay: MoD monitoring data

Ron
Many thanks. I wanted to confirm that I have now received the CD.
Jo

From: HPA
Sent: 12 January 2012 17:33
To: MOD
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Cc:
Subject: Dalgety Bay: MoD monitoring data

Dear
I am following-up the request that John Cooper made to you in his letter of 14th
December asking MoD to supply HPA with all its monitoring data gathered to date for
the Dalgety Bay area (including neighbouring gardens). My understanding is that
you have agreed to this request. Please can you let me know what progress has
been made on this and when we are likely to receive these data.
I know that you agreed to provide The Enviros 2007 report + the abridged data report
to the Expert Group and I also would like to know when these are likely to be made
available.

Many thanks and Happy new Year.
From: HPA
Sent: 01 February 2012 15:08
To: SEPA, NHS FIFE, FSA
Subject: RE: Action from Dalgety Bay Strategic Meeting, Edinburgh, 21st Nov:
Scoping Dose Assessment timescales

Dear Arthur

Please find attached a letter outlining the results of the scoping assessment.

Regards
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