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Response to the Weightman Interim Report on Fukushima 
 

“There is no need to change the present siting strategies for new nuclear plants in the 
UK “(Weightman page 68). There is an indecent haste in arriving at this conclusion so 
soon after the Fukushima tragedy, whilst it is still continuing, and while new 
discoveries are being made. 
 
It is simple to say in hindsight that the flood barrier was not high enough, that 
inadequate repair work to circulation pipes caused ruptures as a result of the 
earthquake before the tsunami hit, the plants are old and therefore have no relation to 
proposed new build, that the regulation needs to be tightened up and commercial 
pressures resisted. All these aspects existed before and will continue to be so, as a 
result of pure chance, human mismanagement. 
 
Every nuclear accident that has taken place has been a revelation of sheer 
unpredictability. There are enough of these at regular intervals to suggest that no risk 
assessment can approach anything like an accurate prediction. 
 
However there are lessons to be learnt. In our particular area, concern about flooding 
and coastal erosion and the unpredictable nature of potential effects of climate change 
should sound a warning. Yet on page 67 Weightman says that the risk of flooding is 
“not in itself a reason for excluding construction of nuclear plants in such areas”. 
He believes it possible to design out, and accommodate flooding. But at what cost? 
Will money be in place for future generations to repair if unexpected changes should 
occur? 
 
Regarding Emergency Planning, we have little confidence in the status quo, which has 
existed in broad outline for many years. The Fukushima disaster inspires us to ask, 
once again, for a wholesale exploration of what it means, especially as the siting of 
the plant at Bradwell and at other locations are close to hundreds of thousands of 
people. 
 
People in our area are concerned about their children’s health. The Low Level 
Radiation debate needs a proper forum, including joint fact finding amongst the 
warring participants, so that some form of consensus, or at least, a way forward, can 
be found. To look at the conditions of children in Fukushima is not a pretty sight. 
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What we recommend  
 

 A nuclear accident is everybody’s accident. Attached is the effect of the 
Fukushima radioactive discharges that reach as far as Essex. We need a 
mature exploration of the potential effects of radiation on our children, 
whether through accident or nuclear operation, with all sides cooperating in an 
open- minded fashion in joint fact finding. The public deserves better 
explanation than the authorities at present offer.  

  Given the present state of the multi-faceted explorations at Fukushima, at the 
very least there should be a moratorium on new nuclear build until the 
Government and public can be presented with rigorously researched 
conclusions. 

 There should be an overhaul of Emergency Planning, with, as far is possible, 
transparency and full details of what the public around each site should expect. 

 It is not enough to say that Fukushima could never happen here. Nuclear 
power is vulnerable to catastrophic accident, however infrequent. There needs 
to be a forum of individuals representing a wide range of views and expertise 
that will dare to look beyond the nuts and bolts of nuclear generation. Energy 
provision is a social issue as well as a technical one. 
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