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SENT ON BEHALF OF MR JEFF TAYLOR
Dear Inspector Cowperthwaite,
Following my evidence as Mr Taylor's expert witness, as I stated I was waiting for a
response from the MoD to a series of questions I had asked of them and would
forward to you the same once I had received it. Following correspondence between
ourselves on matters of clarification, the MoD have provided me with the attached
documentation (in the forwarded email below) as an initial response to my first
question out of thirty four in total. They have helpfully arranged my questions in
chronological order in the file marked as Annex A. Furthermore they have provided
a clearance certificate for Glyn Rhonwy containing a list of recovered material and
disposal methodology (file is marked Attachment).
As is made clear in the clearance certificate, all live recoveries were destroyed on
site as in the file marked as Attachment. Part of this document was copied out as a
table in Zetica's Desk Based study (Glyn Rhonwy report
vol3happendix8.5zetica2015uxodeskstudyreport, Appendix 1, p. 71). I have also
seen this MoD document in Gwynedd Archives (albeit a rather fuzzy, old-fashioned
real carbon-copy), which was where Zetica must have seen it. This seems to
conflict with Zetica's/SPH's statement that material may have been somehow
withheld from them by the Archivists, which now seems best kindly described as
misleading amongst other statements they have made; at worst false. Any member
of the public may visit the Caernarfon archives and I was assured by the head
archivist that no material was redacted in the subsequent review of the material by
the MoD following my placing the documents in the public domain.
The response from the MoD is therefore an incomplete but nevertheless
encouraging response indicating that the MoD take the matter seriously and they
have devoted a considerable resource to provide the answers given so far. As they
say this may now create a number of further questions and it would be unfair to
speculate too much at this stage though this does now draw doubt upon the chain
of custody of these weapons at the time, irrespective of however emotive the
subject chemical weapons may be. It is now clear that chemical weapons were
indeed dumped at Glyn Ronwy and that mustard gas (referred to as Y3) and nerve
agent (referred to as G2) amongst others munition types I have previously brought
to your attention. Separately, it was reported in the files provided to you from
Gwynedd Archives material I provided to Mr Taylor that G2 smoke generators were
also found indicating that weaponised nerve agents may also have been present (71
MU 4111 3 11 MEA in folder marked Porton Down Involvement refers).
Furthermore, I expanded upon the subject of munitions residues as a source of
contamination in my previous evidence, not necessarily from live munitions but from
the residues from the disposals of the 1950's and as now reported from the 1970's.
Recovered munitions tallies do not provide any information whatsoever on the total
volume and type of dumped material at all. It should be clear that the vast
majority remains on site as either inert, decomposed or at worst remaining live. It
should also be borne in mind that although a hypothetical number of what I will call
"X" munitions (where X can mean any munition type from .303" bullets to bombs)
may well have been found as live recoveries in the 1970's, this does not reflect that

many more numbers of "X" items were dumped in the 1950's and not recorded in
publicly available documents either then or in the 1970's. These factors merely
adds to my concerns that the toxic munitions residues remain present and
disturbing them, even those off the development site through migration by changes
in the natural water table from other pits may prove absolutely catastrophic to
aquatic wildlife and potentially humans too. Any development on the site must now
surely proceed with considerably more caution than that previously foreseen. My
opinion now is that nothing short of technologies such as membrane filtration,
reverse osmosis or similar in the de-watering of the site to discharge to Llyn
Padarn must be specified in the first instance before a shovel hits the ground.
There has been subsequent correspondence on this matter with the MoD and I shall
forward that to you separately following this email. When I receive the fuller MoD
response, this will also be forwarded if still within the time frame of your Inquiry,
unless you might direct otherwise.
Yours sincerely
Dr Dave Preskett

-------- Forwarded Message -------Subject:20160711-EIR06736-Response
Date:Mon, 11 Jul 2016 16:25:46 +0000
From:Air-DRes Sec-ParliBusiness (MULTIUSER) <Air-DResSecParliBusiness@mod.uk>
To:'
Dear Dr Preskett,
Please find attached the initial response to your request under the Environmental Information
Regulations of 10 June 2016.
Regards,

Air Command Secretariat
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Air Command Secretariat
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Headquarters Air Command
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High Wycombe
Buckinghamshire
HP14 4UE

Ref: EIR2016/06376
Dr Dave Preskett
11 July 2016
Dear Dr Preskett,
Thank you for your emails of 10 June 2016, in which you provided further clarification to the
questions you submitted in your emails of 7 April 2016 and 13 April 2016. I have attached a
list of your questions for ease of reference under Annex A.
As you may recall from my letter of 9 June, I am treating your correspondence as a request
for information under the Environmental Information Regulations (EIR) 2004.
At this stage, we are able to provide you with a response to question 1, in which you asked:
In relation to the "Ordnance scrap" was any of this catalogued, noted, or otherwise
recorded an if so were the KC250 bomb casings or parts thereof such as tailfins in such
records?
One defused Tabun bomb was found on a quarry ledge. See attached photos and
correspondence with Porton Down. What a surprise but how many more were disposed of
at Llanberis, more specifically within the area formerly occupied by 31 MU, RAF Llanberis?
I have attached a copy of the explosive ordnance disposal clearance certificate dated 25
November 1975, for the Llanberis quarry. This certificate details the types and quantity of
munitions disposed of during the clearance process. However, the Ministry of Defence may
hold further documents within the scope of your request, which could include further details
on the disposal process. As I hope you will understand, it has taken a significant number of
hours to locate and identify potential information that may fall within the scope of your
request. Therefore it has not been possible for me to provide you with a final response at
this stage. I would like to assure you that providing you with all information within the scope
of your request remains a priority and I will provide a full response as soon as I am able to.

Under Regulation 9 of the EIR, a public authority is required to provide advice and
assistance to applicants. In your request you asked specifically about Tabun bombs. You
may wish to note that the attached disposal certificate lists both Y3 and G2 containers,
which are designed to hold Mustard Gas and nerve agent respectively. While I fully
understand that the information attached may lead you to consider asking further questions,
you may wish to await our final response before doing so, as any information provided may
answer some or all of your questions.
If you are not satisfied with this response or wish to complain about any aspect of the
handling of your request, then you should contact me in the first instance. If informal
resolution is not possible and you are still dissatisfied then you may apply for an
independent internal review by contacting the Information Rights Compliance Team, 2nd
Floor, MOD Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB (e-mail CIO-FOI-IR@mod.uk). Please
note that any request for an internal review must be made within 40 working days of the
date on which the attempt to reach informal resolution has come to an end.
If you remain dissatisfied following an internal review, you may take your complaint to the
Information Commissioner under the provisions of Section 50 of the Freedom of Information
Act. Please note that the Information Commissioner will not investigate your case until the
MOD internal review process has been completed. Further details of the role and powers of
the Information Commissioner can be found on the Commissioner's website,
http://www.ico.org.uk.
Yours sincerely,

Air Command Secretariat 4b

Annex A

Question 1. In relation to the "Ordnance scrap" was any of this catalogued, noted, or otherwise
recorded an if so were the KC250 bomb casings or parts thereof such as tailfins in such records?
One defused Tabun bomb was found on a quarry ledge. See attached photos and correspondence
with Porton Down. What a surprise but how many more were disposed of at Llanberis, more
specifically within the area formerly occupied by 31 MU, RAF Llanberis?
Question 2. Can the MoD categorically confirm beyond any reasonable doubt whatsoever that no
surplus, redundant, contaminated or used equipment associated with the protection from, handling,
examination or processing of chemical weapons was ever disposed of at 31 MU Llanberis.
i. Why on one page [of 71MU/4111/3/11/MEA] is Domestos used as a decontamination agent
whereas another document, Safety Orders for Pit 2C signed by PJR Bryant on behalf of
Superintendent, Technical Chemistry Division, mention is made of a "bleach slurry"? Was this
"bleach slurry" super tropical bleach? This time was certainly before the days of "thick" Domestos
we are familiar with today.
ii. Where was the Domestos (and bleach slurry obtained from)? No reports of the numerous stores
have requests for Domestos or bleach slurry purchases but many others such as large quantities of
cement (quite a lot of a very cheap caustic material I note), nails, coal, fuel and so on. From where
was Domestos and/or tropical bleach materials supplied from or advice on their deployment
obtained?
iii. Why was cement used in such large quantities? No specific document details known, however it
is referenced in 3 monthly progress reports, e.g. Annex A of the progress report MC/22260/68/ARM
ENG of 17 January 1973
iv. What records does DSTL Porton hold on this matter of the discovery that chemical weapons had
been dumped at Llanberis and left contaminated with these in 1975, with no clearance certificate
and will they be released in the interests of health and safety in relation to the proposed
development or have they already been disclosed to parties as yet unknown? A further example of
chemical weapons being handled at Llanberis by 31 MU in 1949 include ‘Capsules, lachrymatory’ as
disclosed in TNA reference AIR 29/1490 (pages 120, 122 and 124).
v. A report by the developer's weapons experts Zetica indicate that an inquiry in to a Chief
Technician's allegations made to the RAF Police that led to an RAF enquiry into a reoted police
staement made by him that phosgene was dumped in Llanberis indicates he was mistaken in findings
in 1970. Was he exonerated in the matter when the presence of chemical weapons (evidence
above) became known two years later?
Question 3. Was Llanberis 31 MU RAF or any of its reported satellite sites (excluding Llandwrog)
identified as a potential as opposed to an actively investigated site in Project Cleansweep? If not,
why not?

Question 4. What were the actual recoveries from the 1970' clearance operation from files held
elsewhere?
Specifically:
i. What was the total recovery of live munitions from Llanberis between 1969 and 1975?
ii. What was the total recovery of inert munitions from Llanberis between 1969 and 1975?
iii. What was the final fate of the recovered live munitions from Llanberis between 1969 and 1975?
iv. What was the final fate of the recovered inert munitions from Llanberis between 1969 and 1975?
By inert I mean previously live munitions from which the detonators and/or fuzes have been
removed or inert explosive scrap
Question 5. It may well not for me to ask but has any long-term monitoring of the health of this
cohort of volunteers the personnel who were exposed to chemical weapons at Llanberis been
made?
Question 6. How much of the recovered live or inert munitions found at Llanberis during the period
1969-1975 were actually disposed of at Llanberis and not actually taken off site?
Question 7. On the question of sea dumping. It is recorded in Hansard (HC Deb 20 November 1995
vol 267 cc16-7W) that Nicholas Soames made a response to a written question by Dr David Clark
M.P. that an emergency dumping in 1976 in the Beaufort Dyke comprised of "two cases of heavily
corroded 40mm shells." Were these from Llanberis and if not where was the actual site of disposal
of live recoveries from this site made (apart from on-site "boiling out" of large munitions)?
Question 8. Of the "boiling out" operations, what was the disposal fate of the boiled-out materials
such as the boiling out of one 1,000lb bomb referred to in progress report MC/22260/68/ARM ENG?
Question 9. I note the files of AIR 20/12281 had the results of the Board of Enquiry and resultant
correspondence into the allegations made in a police statement that phosgene was dumped in
Llanberis by an RAF Valley Chief Technician (who is not named) show he has been clearly discredited
on a number of occasions in this now public record. Again, one can only wonder the effect this
must have had upon him and indeed his family. I must ask again therefore; was he given any
exoneration on discovery of a tabun bomb or any other CW found there?
Question 10. Why and how were the records in Gwynedd Archives released to their custody, by
whose authority, to whom exactly and when?
Question 11. Can you please confirm that there were no radioactive materials dumped in Llanberis
between 1943 and 1956 such as those found recently at RAF Kinloss comprising dumped aircraft
instruments with radium paint.
Question 12. MC/22260/68/ARM ENG dated 31st March 1973 found in Gwynedd Archives collection
makes mention of an EOD task at RAF Lossiemouth carried out by 60 MU, RAF involving the
"extensive excavation of burning pits." Was this operation at Lossiemouth also in connection with
chemical weapons?

Question 13. My email of 09.04.16 is missing from your response, presumably because there were
no clear questions within it. I wish to ask if there are any other photosets or films of the 1970's
clearance operation not yet available in the public domain?
Question 14. Can the MoD explain why there are these discrepancies and omissions between the
MoD figures reported in the 1970's and that of the Scitek report?
Question 15. Can the MoD explain why there are these discrepancies and omissions between the
MoD figures reported in the 1970's and that of the RAF Historical Society report?
Question 16. Can the MoD categorically confirm beyond any reasonable doubt whatsoever that the
6 items referred to as "Container Y3" did not contain mustard gas and if not, what were its contents?
Question 17. Can the MoD categorically confirm beyond any reasonable doubt whatsoever that the
7 items referred to as "Container G2" did not contain Tabun or any other related nerve agent known
at the time and if not, what were its contents?
Question 18. In relation to the live munitions recovered were any weapons fuzes or detonators
relating to German weapons found, apart from one SD2 Butterfly bomb?
Question 19. Was Mr Richards eventually, as a civilian, sent to one of the most secret military sites
in the UK to presumably handle chemical weapons or direct their handling and that any such skills
associated with his task would have been learnt in Llanberis?
Question 20. Can the MoD categorically confirm beyond any reasonable doubt whatsoever that no
chemical weapons of any sort were ever stored or disposed of by 31 MU at Llanberis? If so what
were they, when did they arrive and what became of them?
Question 21. Were any radioactive materials ever disposed of or handled at Llanberis?
Question 22. Was Necaco involved in the Tube Alloys project?
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SENT ON BEHALF OF MR JEFF TAYLOR
Dear Inspector Cowperthwaite,
Please find below further correspondence with the MoD as described previously in
my last email for your information.
Yours sincerely,
Dr. Dave Preskett
-------- Forwarded Message -------Subject:RE: 20160711-EIR06736-Response
Date:Wed, 3 Aug 2016 15:49:01 +0000
From:Air-DRes Sec-ParliBusiness (MULTIUSER) <Air-DResSecParliBusiness@mod.uk>
To:'Dave Preskett'
Dear Dr Preskett,
Thank you for your email. Currently the Explosive Ordnance Disposal subject matter expert who is
assisting us with a response is on leave and therefore work on assessing what information the MOD
holds within the scope of the questions you asked has been paused. While I hope to resume work
on this release on 10 August, as I hope you will understand further progress will depend on to what
extent the expert can be released from his core duties to provide input to us.
Thank you for your continued patience.
Regards,

Air Command Secretariat

From: Dave Preskett
Sent: 03 August 2016 16:23
To: Air-DRes Sec-ParliBusiness (MULTIUSER)
Subject: Re: 20160711-EIR06736-Response

Dear Sir/Madam,
Thank you very much for your email dated 11.07.16.
I fully appreciate and understand the difficulties in collating the relevant documentation and I am
most grateful for your disclosure. Although most revealing it however came as little surprise. The
designation Y3 as mustard gas is well known but G2 had led me to speculate some months ago that
this could indeed be indicative of a G-class nerve agent, given the (public domain) history and the

proximity of captured G-weapons in the UK to Llanberis. It does indeed, as you say, lead to further
questions but I shall wait until you return with your final response. Please note I have yet to
disclose this information to third parties.
In the meantime and hopefully not at risk of restarting the EIR 20 working day response clock, is it
possible for you to indicate at this stage how long your final response is likely to take?
Yours faithfully,
Dave Preskett

On 11/07/2016 17:25, Air-DRes Sec-ParliBusiness (MULTIUSER) wrote:
Dear Dr Preskett,
Please find attached the initial response to your request under the Environmental
Information Regulations of 10 June 2016.
Regards,

Air Command Secretariat

-Dr. Dave Preskett MIMMM
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