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Dear Dr Weightman

I note that you have been asked by the Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change, Chris
Huhne, to conduct an inquiry into the implications of the Fukushima disaster for nuclear power in
the UK.  As a radiation oncologist, I have a better (and more balanced) understanding than most
people of the risks of radiation.  I urge you to take into account the health consequences of
nuclear power.  I believe that if you do that, you will recognise that the only response has to
be to stop any new nuclear build.  I would like to make a few other points:

I note that the inquiry will report in May 2011.  Even if this is an interim report this seems
very early for the lessons from Fukushima to be learnt.  The plant is not yet under control and
radiation continues to escape.  May I enquire how this timeframe has been chosen? 
Chris Huhne has said that the UK is in a very different position from Japan, which is vulnerable
to strong earthquakes and tsunamis.  This is of course true, but nuclear power stations in UK
will be vulnerable to coastal sea rise, tidal surges, terrorist attacks and air strikes in the
event of conflict. The terrorist threat in particular is a concern as nuclear power stations are
an obvious target. 
With increasing evidence of the effects of long term low level radiation on health, the inquiry
should not focus on safety alone.  If the accumulated evidence of the health effects of radiation
were included in the balance of risk, and the precautionary principle used, it would be clear
there should be no nuclear new build.  Although nuclear accidents shouldn't happen, they do, and
the health consequences of previous escapes of radiation are well documented.  I would also draw
to your attention the findings of the 2008 German KiKK (Childhood Cancer in the Vicinity of
Nuclear Power Plants) study. 
The inquiry should also include the unresolved issue of the disposal of nuclear waste and its
attendant health effects.  This has never been properly addressed and the approach seems to be
quite literally head in the sand - bury the waste and it won't be a problem.  In this respect I
would want to point out the inadequacy of the peer review process of the European Commission
Joint Research Centre’s 2009 report that recommended the deep disposal method, and the subsequent
report by Genewatch-UK ‘Rock Solid’ that raises the risks associated with this method. 
The results of the inquiry are, according to the Secretary of State for Energy and Climate
Change, to be ‘applied to the UK’s new build programme'.  This gives the impression that the
purpose of the enquiry is to modify the programme and to attempt to demonstrate that safety has
been properly considered.  It would be a travesty if, whatever the findings, the new nuclear
build goes ahead. 

 This would pre-empt what should be a key consideration of the inquiry. 

Yours sincerely

(Dr) Elisabeth Murray
Consultant Clinical Oncologist

This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-
virus service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs. (CCTM
Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisation’s IT

mailto:Gail Scowcroft[EX:/O=HSE/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=1E67F9AF-3F7727E7-8025672A-31461A]
mailto:Fukushima ONRReport[EX:/O=HSE/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=FUKUREPORT]
mailto:Claire Lyons[EX:/O=HSE/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=16248A87-3AD5A88D-8025672A-3107C4]

	Local Disk
	2011/0235165




