
Dear Dr Weightman 

Invitation to submit information on the implications of the Fukushima Nuclear Accident   

I write as a retired colleague to submit the following issues for consideration by your report: 

1. One of the foundations of your Safety Assessment Principles (SAPs) document (see 
http://www.hse.gov.uk/nuclear/saps/saps2006.pdf ) is an assessment of the radiological consequences of 
a potential accident.  (Another is the assessment of the probability of the event which when combined 
with the consequences provides a measure of the risk to safety.)  This approach ignores the non health 
and safety related consequences of such accidents such as the cost of food bans, loss of homes and 
work places and disruption to travel to name but a few.  I concede that such financial consequences are 
not matters to be taken into account in judging the risk to safety of a nuclear accident.  But their impact is 
likely to be large to extreme for the country as a whole.  I consider your report should provide guidance 
(such as on the size of area affected by a food ban, restricted use and evacuation zones etc.) to enable 
others to estimate the other consequences of such accidents which are not part of the judgement of the 
risk to safety. 

2.  Your statement (see http://www.hse.gov.uk/nuclear/fukushima/statement-290311.htm ) indicates 
it will be focused on “...natural hazards and other potential threats...”.  The cut off threshold for 
consideration of natural hazards are dealt with by a different and less conservative protocol (1 in 10,000 
years, see page 88 para 514 of SAPs) to other initiating events (1 * 10-5 per annum).  I consider that your 
report should determine whether changes need to be made to the cut off threshold for consideration of 
not just natural hazards but also all other initiating events.  

3.  Your statement also indicated that your report would focus on nuclear power reactors.  Given 
there are a wide range of existing nuclear facilities across the UK of varied age and quality of build, I 
consider your report should explicitly cover the potential impact of similar events on all UK nuclear 
facilities. 

4.  Various concerns have been raised by the press in reporting the accident about the degree of 
interdependence between the Japanese nuclear regulator and the operator, TEPCO (see 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-pacific-12933010 for example).  The vast majority of your technical 
staff are recruited from operators or designers of nuclear facilities (as I was).  There is therefore a 
potential concern that your staff may retain influences from their previous employers.  I consider your 
report should either justify why this is not a real problem or else how the potential interdependence might 
be dealt with. 

Yours sincerely 

R D Mehew 


