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It will soon be 30 years since Chernobyl Nuclear 
Power Plant Unit 4 went out of control and caused 
a disaster in what was then Soviet Ukraine in 
1986. The radioactive substances emitted from the 
reactor were dispersed as far away as Japan, 8,000 
kilometers away.

The Nuclear Disaster Study Group, established in 
Osaka, started telephone services on May 17, 1986 
to answer public concerns about radioactivity. 
Immediately after the provisionally laid lines 
were connected, the telephones stated to ring and 
never stopped. The group had initially planned 
to provide the services until May 24, but could 
not end the services on that day, and continued 
to answer the phones until the 27th. We at the 
Citizens’ Nuclear Information Center in Tokyo 
did not establish a similar dedicated telephone 
service, but our telephones rang continually, as 
we expected. Most of the callers were expectant 
mothers or mothers raising small children.
  This does not mean, however, that the anti-
nuclear power movement in Japan gained 
momentum soon after the Chernobyl disaster. 

More precisely, the large rallies that were seen 
in Europe and other regions did not occur in 
Japan. Even in Tokyo, a big city, the number 
of participants in an anti-nuke rally was about 
1,500 at most. This number was small, especially 
compared with the fact that a few thousand to ten 
thousand people rallied nationwide during the first 
half of the 1980s, before the Chernobyl disaster, 
demanding the cancellation of the public hearings 
being held as part of the procedure for building 
more reactors in existing nuclear plant sites. 
Many participants of these rallies were those who 

30 years since Chernobyl...
The impact of the Chernobyl Disaster on Japan's 

anti-nuclear power movement 

'Women don't want nuclear power' Protestors in Tokyo on the second anniversary of the Chernobyl 
disaster in April 1988 (Photo by Akira Imai)
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responded to the calls from labor unions to join the 
rallies. The subsequent decline in power of labor 
unions was one of the reasons in the background 
as to why there were no big rallies following the 
Chernobyl disaster.
  Setting aside this movement demanding the 
cancellation of public hearings as an exception, 
a major part of the anti-nuclear power movement 
in Japan has been led by residents of the rural 
areas where nuclear power plant projects emerged. 
This fact is worthy of note. Although no large 
rallies are seen, these local residents’ movements 
have successfully stopped a number of nuclear 
power plant projects. No nuclear plant whose 
construction project was disclosed in the 1970s or 
later has successfully started operation up to today, 
in 2016. Regrettably, however, the construction 
of additional reactors in the plants that were built 
before the actualities of nuclear power generation 
became known could not be prevented.
  After the Chernobyl disaster, these local anti-
nuclear movements continued as they had been 
doing. It is certain that the Chernobyl disaster 
provided these movements with a powerful 
basis. When local citizens’ movements were 
about to succumb to the nuclear promotion 
groups supported by power and money, the Three 
Mile Island accident and Chernobyl disaster 
occurred, enabling local anti-nuke groups to stage 
counterattacks.
  The Chernobyl disaster also played the role of 
spreading the anti-nuke movement among urban 
residents. It took about two years, however.
  One event that triggered the expansion of the 
anti-nuke movement was the repeated media 
coverage of the food imports that arrived in Japan 
but were sent back, having been contaminated 
due to the emissions from Chernobyl and found 
to include radioactive cesium in excess of Japan’s 
provisional standards. People remembered the 
danger of radioactivity, and this made them feel 
more concerned about those living in former 
Soviet countries and in Europe.
  The first report of such food imports arrived on 
January 9, 1987. The food was hazelnuts from 
Turkey. Thereafter, a total of 13 food imports 
were found to be contaminated by radiation and 
returned in 1987. CNIC issued a booklet entitled 
Lethal Ashes on the Dining Table in April 1987, a 
Part 2 sequel in August the same year and Part 3 in 
December 1988. A great number of orders came in 
for these booklets at the time.
  After the Chernobyl disaster, CNIC expanded 
its range of operations, and moved to a slightly 
larger office in March 1987. The organization 
renamed its monthly newsletter from Genpatsu 
Tōsō Jōhō (“Anti-nuclear Struggle Information”), 
to Genshiryoku Shiryō Jōhōshitsu Tsūshin 
(“CNIC Newsletter”). The change was made in 
consideration of the expansion of its readership, 
including urban residents. In October the same 
year, CNIC started to issue this English-language 
bimonthly, Nuke Info Tokyo.

  Another event that helped spread the anti-
nuke movement was the output adjustment test 
performed at Unit 2 of the Ikata Nuclear Power 
Station, located in Ehime Prefecture on Shikoku 
Island. Output adjustment refers to the increase 
and decrease in power generation output according 
to power demand. The reason why such a test 
is required is that nuclear reactors are basically 
operated at full output. Adjusting output at a nuclear 
power plant endangers the integrity of the nuclear 
fuel, and may impair the reliability of the entire 
facility. It is also unfavorable in terms of economy. 
For these reasons, power companies run nuclear 
power plants at full output while adjusting the 
output of thermal and hydraulic power generators 
according to power demand. The test at Ikata Unit 
2 aimed to lower output during nighttime hours, 
when power demand is low.
  The test to decrease output reminded people of 
the Chernobyl nuclear accident, and the resistance 
movement against the test grew rapidly. Some 
people believed that “The reason why the output 
adjustment test is planned is that generation 
facilities are in excess.” “Nuclear plants are just not 
necessary.” On February 11 and 12, 1988, a rally 
demanding the cancellation of the test, organized 
in front of the Shikoku Electric Power head office, 
in Takamatsu City, Kagawa Prefecture, drew more 
than 3,000 people. Most of the protesters were 
not those related to the conventional anti-nuke 
movement. They were dubbed the “New Wave.” 
In spite of the protest, the test was conducted on 
February 12. The power operator performed the 
test only on a single day, while it had initially 
planned to carry out the test over three days. In 
addition, the company took three hours to decrease 
output by 50%, while the original plan was to 
adjust the output to 50% in just one hour.
  This “Ikata Action” provided a specific target for 
many people who had strengthened their belief 
in freedom from nuclear power generation after 
coming across such revealing incidents as food 
contamination. In other words, many people had 
waited to find a specific, achievable target. The 
target, which was to persuade the company to 
give up the test, was only partially achieved, but it 
produced the great result that many people started 
to take practical action.
  On April 23 and 24, 1988, a large-scale anti-
nuke event was organized in Tokyo, under the title 
“10,000 People’s Action to Stop Nukes — Let’s 
Gather from around the Nation to Commemorate 
the Second Anniversary of the Chernobyl 
Disaster!” On the morning of the 23rd, citizens had 
a mass meeting with the concerned government 
ministries and agencies, where they strongly 
made their demands. In the afternoon, discussion 
gatherings were held at ten venues, along with 
various independent events. On the 24th, a large 
gathering took place in the Hibiya Public Hall and 
a musical festival in the small outdoor theatre of 
the Hibiya Open-Air Concert Hall, both in Hibiya 
Park, Chiyoda Ward, Tokyo. The number of people 
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who turned up exceeded the capacities of the 
venues, and the banners carried by those who came 
from around the nation were hung up throughout 
the park. Many participants wore costumes, 
making themselves look like a yellow drum using 
corrugated board, or parading as NPP workers 
in protective clothing with a mask covering the 
entire face. A variety of performances, such as live 
rock music, dancing, and short theatrical plays, 
were presented freely here and there. Participants 
numbered far more than 10,000, and when they 
departed for the demonstration march toward 
Ginza, a well-known shopping district in central 
Tokyo, the banner reading “10,000 People’s 
Action” held up at the head of the march was 
rewritten to “20,000 People’s Action” (see NIT 
No. 5).
  Following this success, the organizing committee 
of the event proposed starting a campaign to 
establish a “Denuclearization Law” to realize a 
nuke-free society. This campaign chose to take a 
democratic approach, namely, to have discussions 
first and then start a signature-collecting campaign. 
In light of the result of the campaign, this approach 
was not the best choice for maintaining the 
movement’s momentum. The campaign could 
not effectively use the most important period 
to prevent the momentum from fading away as 
a temporary fashion. The start of the specific 
action was very late — it was six months later 
when the specific framework of the campaign 
was determined, it was in December 1988 that 
the National Network for a Denuclearization 
Law was established, and it was in January 1989 
that the signature-collecting campaign started. 
Regrettably, during the lull, mass media coverage 
decreased day by day, and mass opinion in favor 
of freedom from nukes became a very low-profile 
issue. However, the signature-collecting campaign 
prevented the complete disappearance of the issue, 

and enabled the public to deepen its understanding 
of the problems nuclear power plants may pose 
other than food contamination.
  In April 1990, two years after the 20,000 
People’s Action, the National Network for the 
Denuclearization Law submitted the first collection 
of more than 2,518,000 signatures petitioning the 
Diet to establish the denuclearization law. One 
year later, in April 1991, the second collection 
of about 765,000 signatures was submitted. In 
total, more than 3,280,000 people signed the 
petition demanding that the Diet establish the 
law. However, the petition was placed on the 
shelf and was scrapped due to the end of the Diet 
session without even being discussed. Some Diet 
members prepared a draft bill and presented it for 
discussion at gatherings with citizens in Osaka 
and Tokyo, although none of them managed to 
prepare a formal bill and have it endorsed by other 
Diet members for submission to the Diet. As a 
result, this campaign failed to achieve any specific 
outcome, ending up leaving those involved with a 
deep feeling of loss. The failure of this campaign 
struck a critical blow against the anti-nuke 
movement.
  Nevertheless, local citizens’ movements in rural 
regions continued as they had done, and various 
groups in urban areas were patiently committed to 
issues of their own interest, such as nuclear fuel 
transportation, workers’ exposure to radiation, 
emergency evacuation plans, the export of nuclear 
plants, earthquakes, the nuclear fuel cycle, nuclear 
wastes, renewable energy, and energy saving, 
until the Fukushima Daiichi Nuclear Power Plant 
accident on March 11, 2011. As we now know, 
the events of that day and after have changed the 
whole nature of the anti-nuke movement.

 (Baku Nishio, Co-Director, CNIC)

A band plays at the small outdoor theatre of the Hibiya Open-Air Concert Hall in Tokyo, part of “10,000 
People’s Action to Stop Nukes" protest (Photo by Akira Imai)
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On March 8, CNIC held an open research seminar 
at the National Diet. Mary Olson, of the Southeast 
Office of the Nuclear Information and Resource 
Service (NIRS), U.S. spoke on 'Problems regarding 
America's MOX program' and also presented her 
recent research on gender and radiation. Steven 
Leeper, former Director of the Hiroshima Peace 
Culture Center, spoke on 'Why we cannot live with 
nuclear,' focusing on his recent experiences of 
traveling with Mary and Arnie Gundersen, a former 
nuclear engineer, on their Japan tour from February 
11 to March 15 this year.   

The speakers were welcomed by CNIC's Co-
Director, Hideyuki Ban, who also gave some 
background on issues regarding MOX (mixed oxide 
fuel, which contains Plutonium) and the differences 
between the pluthermal plans and conditions in 
Japan and America. After the end of the cold war, 
America was left with a plutonium surplus from the 
dismantling of nuclear weapons and an agreement 
with Russia meant that they had to dispose of 
this plutonium by burning it as MOX fuel in their 
nuclear reactors. Japan, on the other hand, has 
always seen plutonium as a resource, which would 
be used as fuel in fast breeder reactors, generating 
more plutonium, which would provide the energy 
independence that resource-poor Japan so desired. 
Of course this dream hasn't materialized and 
Japan's FBR program is in deep trouble, while its 
plutonium stockpile from reprocessed spent fuel 
grows and grows. Japan's pluthermal program 
was conceived to use some of this reprocessed 
plutonium as MOX fuel and thus to justify 
continued reprocessing. Recently the Japanese 
government has introduced a bill to the Diet which 
will effectively lock Japan into reprocessing all 
spent nuclear fuel regardless of whether there are 
reactors to burn it in. 
  Even though the situations in Japan and America 
regarding MOX and plutonium each have their own 
particular trajectories, there is much we can learn 
by sharing our experiences.

Mary Olson began by giving a brief history of the 
NIX X MOX campaign in the US, which started in 
1996. She introduced us to some of the key players 
in this campaign, many of whom were just regular 
citizens, with no expert knowledge on nuclear 
science or legal proceedings. People like Glenn 
Carroll, who is now the Coordinator of Nuclear 
Watch South, were really the instigators of the fight 
to oppose the Department of Energy's Savannah 
River Site (SRS) MOX fabrication factory, 
getting scientific and legal experts onboard. The 
tactic of many anti-nuclear groups in the US is to 
challenge the license of the nuclear facility, which 
is awarded by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
(NRC). This is a legal process which is difficult 
to actually win but, Mary pointed out that even if 
the NRC eventually approves the license of the 

nuclear facility, it is often delayed for a long time, 
disrupting business plans of the nuclear industry. 
Also, the activists are able to draw attention to 
the serious problems with nuclear facilities. For 
example in this case, the NRC ruled that a license 
could be awarded to the DoE, despite the activists 
claims that DoE's cyber security for the plant 
was totally inadequate and would not protect the 
plant from cyber attack. Even though the activists 
lost the case, they still drew attention to the very 
serious problem of the facility's cyber vulnerability. 
The MOX factory is in any case in deep trouble, 
15 years behind schedule and 750% over budget.

Mary also presented some research she has done 
on the different levels of harm to women and 
children caused by radiation. Worldwide, safety 
standards for exposure to radiation are based on 
the presumption that the person being exposed 
is an adult man, but exposure to the same level 
of radiation causes greater harm to women and 
children. Mary bases this argument on data in 
the report on the biological effects of ionizing 
radiation, published in 2006 by the National 
Academy of Sciences (NAS), examining effects of 
radiation on victims of the Hiroshima and Nagasaki 
atomic bombs. She said that she felt very sad to 
have to use this data, considering how and why 
it was collected, but, it is the most extensive data 
available for the general population (as distinct 
from specific populations such as plant workers), 
which includes both sexes as well as all age groups. 
There are also major differences in the type of 
radiological exposure experienced by the atomic 
bomb victims and the victims of civilian use 
nuclear facilities including accidents. Bomb victims 
receive one dose and only the effects of external 
exposure (gamma and X-rays) were measured. For 
victims of nuclear accidents, on the other hand, 
multiple and internal exposures, where radioactive 
particles are ingested inside the human body are 
also factors. However, despite the assessment being 
incomplete, Mary maintains that the NAS data still 
shows a marked difference in cancer rate between 
men and women, children and adults, who are 
exposed to the same level of radiation. In fact for 

Nuclear plant restarts and the pluthermal plan
~Report on CNIC open research seminar
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children in the 0-5 age bracket, for every one boy 
who is exposed to radiation and gets cancer, the 
same exposure will result in two girls developing 
cancer. The data shows that the cancer rate for 
women exposed to radiation is consistently higher 
than men throughout their lives, but this difference 
is especially pronounced in younger children. 
  Dr. Lyman, a nuclear expert with the Union of 
Concerned Scientists, estimates that exposure to 
radiation from a nuclear reactor with a 30% MOX 
fuel core would double the cancer rate compared to 
a MOX-free fuel core. This has severe implications 
for women and children, in fact a girl child would 
receive 20 times more harm than the 'standard 
man' in the case of an accident at a nuclear reactor 
using MOX. Mary's point is that policy-makers 
are making decisions on whether to use MOX fuel 
or not based on data relevant only to the 'standard 
man.' They need to know the much greater risks 
which women and children face and factor these in 
to their decisions.

Next Steven Leeper told us about some of his 
thoughts and experiences as he travelled throughout 
Japan with Mary and Arnie Gundersen over the 
past month. Arnie and Mary spent much of their 
time in Fukushima listening to people affected by 
the nuclear disaster. He described a woman who 
they had spoken to, who fled her house when she 
was ordered to evacuate. When she was tested 
for radiation, her clothes were found to be highly 
contaminated. Soon she was having symptoms such 
as hair falling out and when she went to a doctor, 
he told her it was the stress of being evacuated, 
but this is a classic symptom of radiation. Doctors 
also told Arnie that they had been pressured by 
hospital administrations not to tell patients that 
their symptoms may be caused by radiation. Steve 
said that they met many people who were unwell, 
that radiation-caused illness is not something that 
will only happen in the future, it is happening right 
now. But the cause of their sickness is being hidden 
from them. 
  No one can say whether an area is completely safe 
from radiation. Even in Tokyo, there may be hot 
spots and you may breathe in radioactive particles, 
but even if it causes some kind of disease now or 
in the future, it would be impossible to pinpoint the 
cause of that disease to radiation from Fukushima 
Daiichi.
  The Fukushima Daiichi disaster has not only 
taught the Japanese people the disadvantages of 

centralized electricity generation, but also the 
disadvantages of centralized minds and thinking.  
In the present circumstances, there is no one 
universal right answer to difficult questions such 
as whether or not to move back to the parts of 
Fukushima where the evacuation orders have been 
lifted or even if it might have been the right thing 
to evacuate Tokyo as the disaster was unfolding. 
Everyone must collect their own information, trust 
their own instincts and make their own decisions, 
and we must respect those who have made different 
decisions from us. 
  
  In the Question and Answer section, Diet 
Member Tomoko Abe gave us an update of what is 
happening in the Cabinet and Diet in terms of the 
spent fuel reprocessing bill. Although the bill sets up 
a new fund which is supposed to ensure that even if 
electricity companies go bankrupt, especially in the 
deregulated market which will begin in April this 
year, the fund will cover the costs of reprocessing 
all Japan's spent fuel into the future. Diet Member 
Abe's view was that this fund would not necessarily 
be effective and that reprocessing will eventually 
be paid for by the Japanese people with their taxes. 
In the meantime, Japan's plutonium stockpile 
would grow ever larger. She also mentioned the 
upcoming Nuclear Security Summit in Washington 
and how this should be used as an opportunity to 
pressure Japan to reduce its plutonium.
  There were many questions from the audience of 
about 60 people for both Mary and Steven.  There 
was a question on how the US disposes of used 
MOX fuel, but Mary pointed out that the US does 
not, at present, have any reactors that run on MOX.  
As part of the weapons reduction agreement with 
Russia, the US was supposed to dispose of its 
excess plutonium by turning it into MOX fuel, 
but this plan has never actually eventuated. Mary 
maintains that there are better ways of disposing of 
plutonium such as immobilizing and storing it but 
it should never be used as a commercial product 
in the fuel market. This increases the danger by 
spreading the plutonium in the community and 
risking accidents which would release it into the 
environment. 
  One participant expressed frustration that the 
Japanese anti-nuclear movement is quite large in 
terms of numbers and support from the general 
public, yet still it is very difficult to change 
anything at a policy level, especially concerning 
nuclear power or reprocessing of spent fuel. Mary 
acknowledged that the legal and political systems 
of the two countries were obviously different and 
the tactics used in the US would not necessarily be 
effective in Japan, but she said that the Japanese 
movement had more victories than people gave 
themselves credit for and that the huge efforts 
of large numbers of people in Japan after the 
Fukushima Daiichi accident have made significant 
differences. Steven also emphasized the importance 
of the people's will and determination. If the 
people have strong will then the government will 
eventually have to follow them.

(Text: Caitlin Stronell, CNIC 
Photos: Ryohei Kataoka, CNIC)
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  From March 22 through March 24, the No 
Nukes Asia Forum (NNAF) was held in Iwaki, 
Fukushima Prefecture. About 30 people from 
India, Philippines, Turkey, Korea, Hong Kong 
and Taiwan as well as about 40 people from 
Japan, many from the Fukushima area, attended 
the forum. One of the main themes for this year's 
forum, five years after the Fukushima Daiichi 
disaster, was for the Asian participants to come 
to Fukushima and see with their own eyes and 
listen with their own ears to the devastation it 
has caused to people's lives, communities and the 
natural environment. The participants were able to 
experience directly, not only the destruction and 
despair, but also the strength and the resilience 
as well as the strategies and the differences in 
the reactions of the people of Fukushima to this 
ongoing catastrophe.
  The Forum opened on the morning of March 
23 with presentations from each country on their 
respective situations regarding nuclear policy 
and their movements and actions. A Member of 
Parliament from Taiwan explained that the new 
government, elected in January this year, had 
promised that Taiwan would be nuclear free by 
2025. We heard about the long struggle that the 
anti-nuclear movement had waged, including the 
tactic of trying to force a national referendum 
to stop construction on Taiwan's fourth nuclear 
power plant (NPP). Although the government 
did not allow the referendum to go ahead, 
construction was indeed halted. Taiwan has great 
potential for renewable energy and the movement 
has also made strong efforts to focus on how 
citizens and communities can generate their own 
energy through solar and other renewables. Wind 
energy is particularly plentiful in Taiwan.
  The news from other countries was not so 
bright. Activists from Korea managed to hold 
referendums in two towns, Young-Duk and Sam-
Cheok, which are slated as sites for new NPPs. 
Although the vote indicated that the local people 

are strongly opposed to the NPPs, the government 
may well ignore the referendum results. While the 
Philippines remains nuclear free since the closure 
of the Bataan NPP in 1986, the government talks 
of reviving it and indeed has identified 13 other 
possible NPP sites. The participants from the 
Philippines vowed to continue their fight until 
the government has ruled out the nuclear option 
altogether. We also heard, from the Hong Kong 
participant, about the Chinese government's 
rapidly expanding nuclear construction and the 
disturbing lack of any information regarding 
anything to do with NPPs or nuclear policy, as 
well as the absence of an effective civil society in 
China.
  India and Turkey are two countries that Japan 
is seriously considering exporting nuclear 
technologies to, but we heard about the extremely 
strong opposition to these exports in both 
countries as well as the lax safety standards and 
the total lack of transparency. One of the Indian 
participants asked how the Japanese government 
could even consider exporting nuclear technology 
considering the devastation it was still causing its 
own people. She also emphasized the connection 
between nuclear power and nuclear weapons, 
again questioning how Japan, the only country 
that has experienced the horrors of atomic bombs, 
could be recognizing India's nuclear weapon status 
and effectively assisting its weapons program by 
nuclear plant exports, even if they were in the 
name of peace. 
   Many of the participants in this NNAF were 
participating for the first time, and all very much 
appreciated learning about the situation in other 
countries in their region. Many felt a need to 
keep up this communication as there are many 
similarities regarding the situation in each country 
and being aware of this could help and support 
each of the national movements. The international 
nuclear lobby is operating on a global level, so 
to fight it we must join together, especially in the 
Asian region, which is the fastest growing nuclear 
market.

Report on
17th No Nukes Asia Forum

NNAF participants at the Furutakiya Inn in Iwaki, Fukushima 
Prefecture (Photo by Ryohei Kataoka, CNIC)
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Voices from Fukushima
After lunch we heard from several people from 
the Fukushima area. Kazuyoshi Sato, who was a 
member of the Iwaki City Council for three terms, 
including when Fukushima Daiichi exploded, and 
has been involved in the anti-nuclear movement in 
various capacities for 28 years, gave us a detailed 
description of how events have unfolded since 
March 2011, and how right from the construction 
of Fukushima Daiichi, there have been structural 
problems which contributed to the accident and 
meltdown. These problems have been pointed out 
many times, but Tokyo Electric Power Company 
(TEPCO) preferred to ignore them rather than 
spend the large sums required to fix them. Mr. 
Sato also gave us information on the government 
policy of lifting the evacuation orders for many of 
the areas close to the Daiichi NPP. Last September 
the order was lifted for Naraha Town and next 
March the government plans to lift the evacuation 
orders for Tomioka and Iitate, claiming that these 
areas have been decontaminated and are now safe 
to return to. However radiation readings confirm 
that there are many hotspots still remaining 
and Mr. Sato believes that the government is 
more motivated by making everything look safe 
and problem-free before Tokyo hosts the 2020 
Olympics than by any true concern for the safety 
of the people. Once the orders are lifted, even 
people who do not want to move back to their old 
homes will no longer be eligible for compensation, 
putting further pressure on their already difficult 
lives.
   The next speaker was Ruiko Muto, a famous 
activist from Fukushima, who is a leader of 
Hidanren, the Federation of Nuclear Accident 
Victims' Organizations. She is fighting for justice 
for victims like herself on a number of fronts, 
including in the courts, as well as providing 
support for patients in hospitals. She pointed out 
that 166 people, many of them children, have been 
diagnosed with thyroid cancer, but patient support 
groups are often centered around hospitals, and do 
not include the families of patients. Ms. Muto also 
pointed out the very important battle that is taking 
place on the information front. As an example she 
mentioned a pamphlet produced by the Ministry 
of Environment which is now being distributed 
free to the public. In this pamphlet there is an 
explanation of how radiation damages DNA. At 
a level of 1mSv, each cell may be damaged once, 
but, the pamphlet claims, this usually corrects 
itself in a few hours, so we don't have to worry. It 
mentions more vaguely that sometimes the cells 
don't correct themselves, but does not go into 
the implications of what this really means. Ms. 
Muto emphasized that these official publications, 
which are 90% true but 10% misleading, are very 
difficult to counter and we must all be wary of this 
and come up with ways to counter propaganda. 
  After Ms. Muto, three more women from 
different parts of Fukushima told us how the 
accident had affected their lives and the actions 
they were taking to try to remain safe and to 
end nuclear power. Masumi Kowata, originally 

from Ohkuma Town and now evacuated to Aizu-
Wakamatsu, also in Fukushima Prefecture, is an 
Ohkuma Town councilor. She proudly told us that 
she got the second highest number of votes in the 
election, showing there was significant popular 
support for an anti-nuke candidate, but within 
the Council she feels pressured to agree to what 
she considers outrageous plans such as turning 
Ohkuma Town, right next to Fukushima Daiichi 
NPP, into a strawberry producing region.  Keiko 
Sasaki, a former junior high school teacher from 
Fukushima City, also mentioned the propaganda 
battle and her efforts to ensure that the Prefectural 
Environment Creation Center portrays the nuclear 
disaster and its effects accurately instead of 
glossing over inconvenient truths. Aki Hashimoto 
told us of her dilemmas and feelings of guilt in 
not evacuating her grandson until six months after 
the accident. He now lives in Fukuoka, Kyushu 
with his mother (her daughter), but his father 
moved back to Fukushima and his parents are now 
divorced. 
  The destruction of families and the deep effects 
on people's lives caused by the nuclear disaster 
became very real for all the participants after 
listening to these voices. The following day, 
we went to Tomioka which is still a ghost-town 
Decontamination workers were the only sign of 
human life, a petrol pump the only business that 
was operating. Streets of empty houses, still with 
damage from the tsunami, and more recently 
from wild animals, really brought home what this 
disaster has done to the lives of so many people 
who used to live there. 
  As part of our fieldwork we also went to the 
Iwaki Radiation Measuring Center, a fully 
equipped center which can measure both beta 
and gamma rays from any produce that citizens 
bring to be tested, as well as do full body radiation 
counts and test for thyroid abnormalities. This 
center is an NPO and has been set up and run 
totally by citizen donations. The machines 
are state-of-the-art technology, and the large 
sums necessary to purchase them were raised 
by ordinary citizens because they did not trust 
government information. All of the NNAF 
participants were very impressed by this facility. 
  The participants from six Asian countries went 
home with a feeling of anger and sadness after 
listening to the voices of Fukushima, but also with 
a feeling of inspiration to see what the strength 
of those affected has achieved and a new resolve 
to keep fighting against nuclear power in their 
own countries and to share the realities they had 
experienced.

(Text by Caitlin Stronell, CNIC)
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No Nukes Day in Photos
A national rally and march opposing nuclear power was held on 26th March 2016. Organisers 
estimated that 35,000 people attended including many visitors from different countries who were 
attending the No Nukes Asia Forum and the World Social Forum on Nuclear. After listening to speeches 
from three different stages in Yoyogi Park, particpants marched along three different routes through the 
central area of Shibuya, Tokyo.

TOP: A sea of placards calling 
for a nuke free future at the Main 
Stage 
MIDDLE LEFT: Lalita Ramdas 
and Amirtharaj Stephen from 
India and MIDDLE RIGHT: 
Met in  Gurbuz  from Turkey 
addressing the crowd at Stage 
No.3. Both statements called for 
Japan to stop exporting nukes to 
their countries.
BOTTOM: The demonstration 
proceeds through the main 
shopping district of Shibuya

(Photos by Ryohei Kataoka, 
CNIC)
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Who's who

Yukiko Mukai: Helping children from Chernobyl to Fukushima
Introduced by Shoji Takagi*

Kodansha Ltd, the largest publishing company 
in Japan, suspended publication of its monthly 
magazine, DAYS JAPAN, after it published its last 
issue in November 1989. The first issue, published 
in April 1988, featured a shocking report by photo-
journalist Ryuichi Hirokawa and Takashi Hirose. 
The article, titled “The Fourth Horror,” focused 
on problems involving the Rokkasho Nuclear Fuel 
Reprocessing Facility in Aomori Prefecture, using 
many photos and charts.
  After hearing the news of Kodansha’s decision to 
suspend publication of DAYS JAPAN, this writer 
sent a fax to the publisher to express regret over 
the decision and informed the publisher of our 
establishment of a group of keen readers of the 
magazine. Several days later, Ryuichi Hirokawa 
called me and asked me to help him prepare for the 
photo exhibition “Chernobyl and the Radioactive 
Pollution over the Earth” to be held in Shibuya, 
Tokyo. So I went to the exhibition venue.
  Mr. Hirokawa told me that he wished to hold the 
photo exhibition in many other parts of the country, 
and called on me to set up a preparatory office 
and find someone capable of managing the office. 
I therefore asked two members of the Genpatsu 
Tomeyou (STOP! NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS) 
group in Saitama Prefecture, Rei Azumai and 
Yukiko Mukai, to manage the office. When we 
had the photo exhibition project on the right track, 
we began to feel that the exhibition alone was not 
enough and that we had to do more to support 
people affected by the nuclear accident. As a result, 
we launched the Chernobyl Children's Fund in 
1991, with Mr. Hirokawa serving as representative, 
and Ms. Mukai as chief of the secretariat. (Ms. 
Mukai currently holds the post of representative.)
  Although this organization’s activities were 
based on information obtained by Mr. Hirokawa 
during several visits to Chernobyl to investigate 
the damage from the nuclear power plant there, 
Mr. Hirokawa also requested that Ms. Mukai take 
action on a number of new plans. Naturally, Ms. 
Mukai also went to Chernobyl several times with 
Mr. Hirokawa to confirm the situation in the area. 
  There were a great number of tasks to be carried 
out, such as fund-raising, collecting medicines 
and other necessary goods, cooperation with the 
construction and management of a recuperation 
home in Belarus, inviting nuclear accident sufferers 
to Japan for recuperation, finding Japanese foster 
parents for orphans, holding related meetings 
and concerts, issuing newsletters, and recruiting 
volunteers willing to work in the organization’s 
office. It was lucky that Ms. Mukai had accepted 
the post of chief secretary. I was very thankful 
for her hard work. Actually, I could not think of 
anyone else that was more suitable for the post than 
her.

  On March 11, 2011, the nuclear accident 
occurred at the Fukushima Daiichi Nuclear Power 
Plant. From that time on, our position has totally 
changed from support provider to support receiver. 
Previously, we had a vague hunch that this could 
also happen to us some day, but it became a reality 
on that fateful day in March 2011.
  In June, 2011, Ms. Mukai set up the Fukushima 
Children's Fund as a sister organization of 
the Chernobyl Children's Fund. At the same 
time, she became the director of the "Okinawa 
Kuminosato," a recuperation center for the children 
of Fukushima. (The founder of this NPO is Mr. 
Hirokawa.) Currently Ms. Mukai is busy going 
back and forth between Okinawa and Tokyo.
  Ms. Mukai is from Niigata Prefecture where the 
Tokyo Electric Power Company Kashiwazaki-
Kariwa nuclear power plant is located. It is the 
world’s largest nuclear power plant. Although 
she is currently living in Saitama Prefecture, her 
eagerness to protect her hometown from the huge 
nuclear power plant seems to be pushing her to 
continue working so hard on these anti-nuclear 
projects.
  Ms. Mukai is so busy all the time that I sometimes 
wonder when she gets time to sleep. I hope she will 
be able to maintain good health for a long, long 
time, and continue working for those affected by 
nuclear accidents.

*Shoji Takagi is an illustrator and is Representative 
for the Residents living within 30 kms of Sendai 
NPP Network 
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NEWS  WATCH
Preparations for Ice Wall  Completed at 
Fukushima Daiichi
Construction of equipment for creating a wall 
of frozen soil to prevent groundwater influx 
into Fukushima Daiichi units 1 to 4 (no longer 
operating) was completed on February 9. TEPCO 
submitted an application to the Nuclear Regulation 
Authority on February 22 for authorization of its 
operational plans, including a revised freezing 
order, with the ice wall on the sea side created first, 
followed in stages by those inland. Previously, 
TEPCO had planned to begin freezing from the 
inland side. The regulator pointed out, however, 
that if the water table around the reactor buildings 
were to fall too low as a result of freezing the 
inland side, there were concerns that it might drop 
below the level of the contaminated water inside 
the buildings, allowing the contaminated water to 
leak into the ground, so the plans were changed 
accordingly.
  TEPCO explained that it planned to initiate 
freezing immediately after obtaining approval, 
but because the plan for freezing in stages from 
the inland side first had been changed, it would 
take about eight months for the freezing to be 
completed. The government and TEPCO’s goal of 
completing the ice wall by the end of March has 
become unattainable.

Former TEPCO Chairman and Others to Face 
Criminal Trial in Court
Three former TEPCO officials were indicted 
on February 29 by the Tokyo District Public 
Prosecutor's Office on charges of professional 
negligence resulting in injury or death. The 
indictment was not at the request of the public 
prosecutor, but by five lawyers appointed by the 
court to perform as public prosecutors. Although the 
Tokyo District Court had ruled twice to exempt the 
men from prosecution, the Committee for Inquest 
of Prosecution called for a mandatory indictment 
because it judged them deserving of prosecution 
from the citizens’ point of view. Indicted were 
former chairman Tsunehisa Katsumata and two 
former vice presidents who served as local general 
managers of nuclear energy (Sakae Muto and 
Ichiro Takekuro). The appointed lawyers noted that 
the three men could have foreseen the possibility of 
the arrival of a tsunami exceeding the Fukushima 
Daiichi NPP site elevation of 10 meters and that its 
incursion would result in a major accident, but by 
failing to take appropriate preventative steps and 
incautiously allowing operations to continue they 
neglected their professional responsibilities.

  The indictment states that because of their 
professional negligence, the Fukushima nuclear 
accident occurred at the time of the Great East 
Japan Earthquake disaster, forcing evacuation 
involving long periods of transportation and 
waiting, resulting in 43 fatalities. Furthermore, 
because doctors and other staff also had to be 
evacuated from hospitals, they were unable to 
provide medical services, resulting in one more 
fatality. In addition, 13 people sustained injuries 
from flying debris scattered by the hydrogen 
explosions.

Residents Revolt at Lifting of Evacuation 
Orders
There has been a push for a directive rescinding 
the evacuation orders for areas in Fukushima 
Prefecture that were ordered evacuated by the 
government due to radioactive contamination 
resulting from the Fukushima nuclear accident. 
The evacuated areas are currently categorized as 
“areas where it is expected that residents will face 
difficulties in returning for a long time,” “areas in 
which residents are not permitted to live” and “areas 
from which evacuation orders are ready to be 
lifted.” The evacuation orders are being rescinded 
place by place for the “areas from which evacuation 
orders are ready to be lifted.” Furthermore, an 
attempt is being made to rescind the evacuation 
orders in April for “areas in which residents are not 
permitted to live” in Minamisoma. The criterion 
for rescinding these evacuation orders is an annual 
dose rate of 20 mSv, which is extremely high. A 
succession of residents has expressed opposition 
to this at residents’ briefing sessions held by the 
government’s Nuclear Emergency Response 
Headquarters. On April 17, 2015, 808 residents 
of an area in Minamisoma for which evacuation 
orders were rescinded at the end of 2014 filed a suit 
in the Tokyo District Court seeking annulment of 
the rescinding, saying it had been unwarranted.
  The government intends to rescind evacuation 
orders for all but the “areas where it is expected 
that residents will face difficulties returning for a 
long time” by March 2017. 

Compensation
Ten members of former fishing boat crews or their 
bereaved families from Kochi Prefecture that were 
working in the South Pacific in 1954 in the vicinity 
of the Bikini Atoll at the time of hydrogen bomb 
tests conducted by the U.S. applied on February 
26 to the Japan Health Insurance Association for 
seamen’s insurance coverage for cancer and other 
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diseases resulting from their exposure to radiation. 
During the Bikini hydrogen bomb tests, 23 crew 
members of the Daigo Fukuryu Maru, a fishing 
boat from Shizuoka Prefecture, who were exposed 
to radiation, with one member dying a little more 
than a half year later, received seamen’s insurance 
compensation. There were about 550 Japanese 
boats in the seas near the Bikini Atoll at the time of 
the testing, and about 10,000 crew members were 
affected, but no investigations of the circumstances 
regarding damage to other vessels have gone 
forward. If their request is recognized, it will mark 
the first time for crew on a boat other than the 
Daigo Fukuryu Maru to be recognized.
  A “National Team to Study Bikini Disaster-
affected Seamen’s Relief” was organized on 
February 28 to expand the movement seeking 
compensation further throughout Japan. In addition 
to teaming up with former crew members and 
their supporters in each region to seek relief, it is 
promoting investigations into the circumstances of 
the disaster, including a request to the Ministry of 
Health, Labour and Welfare for a detailed follow-
up study.

Forced Restarts of Takahama Units 3 and 4 
The Kansai Electric Power Company (KEPCO) 
restarted the Unit 3 reactor at the Takahama NPP 
(PWR, 870 MW) on January 19 and began electric 
power generation and transmission on February 
1. Commercial operation was resumed on the 
26th, and on the same day, KEPCO restarted the 
Unit 4 reactor at the plant (PWR, 870 MW), but 
when it tried to start electric power generation and 
transmission on the 29th, the generator equipment 
malfunctioned, and the reactor underwent an 
automatic emergency shutdown. The company 
announced on March 1 that the sensor guarding 
the main transformer that raises the voltage of the 
generated electricity had detected an abnormally 
large electric current. Whether the sensor’s 
setting at the time was appropriate or not is 
under investigation. KEPCO had been aiming to 
resume commercial operations in late March, but 
considers that “difficult,” so it says it is thinking of 
rescheduling it to April or later.
STOP PRESS: On March 9, the Otsu District 
Court issued a provisional injunction ordering 
Kansai Electric Power Co. to shut down 
Takahama Units 3 and 4. KEPCO is expected 
to appeal the judgment, but for the moment 
commercial operation of both these reactors 
has been ruled out by the court. The judgment 
emphasized technical problems and raised 
concerns over emergency protocols including 
evacuation. It also recognised the plaintiff's 
concerns about the contamination of Lake Biwa 
in case of a major accident at Takahama, as it 
is the water source for large areas of the Kansai 
region. KEPCO filed an objection against the 
injuction on March 14.

TEPCO Reveals Unawareness of Meltdown 
Criterion
TEPCO revealed on February 24 that although 
there was an in-house criterion available at the 
time of the Fukushima Daiichi nuclear accident for 
determining reactor core meltdowns, in which the 
core fuel melts and drops down, it had not been 
aware of its existence. If they had relied on that 
criterion, they would have been able to determine 
the molten state of the reactor cores three days after 
the accident. They did not officially acknowledge 
the extremely serious situation until about two 
months later, saying they lacked a basis for 
determination at the time.
  The press release from TEPCO reads, “Our 
company was questioned by the Niigata Prefecture 
Technical Committee regarding sharing of 
information at the time of the Fukushima accident. 
Our attempts to obtain a comprehensive overview 
and verification of the accident were not limited to 
a technical analysis into the causes, but we included 
information in our reports to the national and local 
municipal governments at the time of the accident 
and went ahead with our own investigations. 
While proceeding with these investigations, we 
became aware that a standard for determining 
reactor core meltdowns, i.e., damage to more than 
5% of a reactor core, had been clearly specified in 
our internal operation manuals at that time. When 
explaining the situation to the Niigata Prefecture 
Technical Committee at the time of the accident, 
we failed to consult sufficiently with those manuals 
and gave an erroneous explanation that no basis 
existed for determining a reactor core meltdown. 
For this we deeply apologize.”
  The Niigata Prefecture Technical Committee is 
a council of experts established by the prefecture. 
It has increased the number researchers critical of 
nuclear power in the wake of the disaster at the 
Kashiwazaki-Kariwa Nuclear Power Plant (5 BWR 
reactors, 2 ABWR reactors, totaling 8221 MW) 
caused by the Chuetsu-Oki Earthquake in 2007, 
actively promoting discussions. Since the time 
of the Fukushima nuclear accident it has directed 
its efforts toward verifying the conditions of the 
accident.
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Book Review: 

Beyond Fukushima~Toward a Post-Nuclear Society
by Koichi Hasegawa 
translated by Minako Sato

 (Trans Pacific Press, Melbourne, 2015) 

Professor Hasegawa originally wrote this book 
just after 3.11. He was at his home in Sendai at the 
time the earthquake struck and like many of us in 
Japan and around the world, he felt compelled to 
'do something' in the tragic wake of the disaster, 
especially the 'man-made' disaster of Fukushima 
Daiichi. He wrote a book. Utilizing 10 years of 
research work, he penned this book in just two 
months and it was published in the summer of 
2011. This book has now been translated into 
English, complete with updated information and an 
extra chapter detailing how the Fukushima nuclear 
disaster has impacted Japan over the last four 
years. 
  Koichi Hasegawa is a professor of sociology at 
Tohoku University and he provides valuable social 
perspectives of Fukushima and nuclear energy. The 
first chapter gives us reasons 'Why nuclear power 
generation persists,' including historic reasons why 
the US needed Japan, as the only country that had 
suffered nuclear bombings, to demonstrate the US 
'Atoms for Peace' policy, by deploying nuclear 
power plants as a major energy source. 
  The second chapter focuses on alternatives to 
nuclear power and includes several examples of 
overseas countries and regions that have made 
significant progress in promoting renewable energy 
projects. The third chapter 'New Voices from 
Local Communities' opens with an account of the 
successful resident's movement which prevented 
the construction of a nuclear power station at Maki 
in Niigata Prefecture in the late 1990s. It discusses 
the power of local referendums in preventing 
nuclear construction as well as various citizen 
owned renewable energy projects and their impacts 
on both energy saving and generation as well as 
community development.
  The forth chapter gives a detailed description of 
how Germany has moved 'Toward a Post-Nuclear 
Society,' contrasting this long process with Naoto 
Kan's abrupt and vague statement in July 2011 
that Japan should 'aim at becoming a society that 
is not dependent on nuclear power.' The author 
gives a detailed analysis of how Japan could 
become nuclear free, offering 3 options, including 
replacing nuclear energy with thermal generation 
and the feasibility of renewable energy. He also 

describes how Japan's 
energy decisions will 
impact other countries 
in Asia.
  The final chapter 
' J a p a n  a f t e r  t h e 
Fukushima disaster' 
describes polit ical 
events and changes 
that have occurred 
in  the  years  s ince 
2 0 11 ,  a s  w e l l  a s 
t h e  h u g e  u p s u rg e 
in  publ ic  pro tes t s 
against nuclear power 
in Japan. Despite the massive and vocal public 
opposition to nuclear power, the government is 
determined to restart as many nuclear power plants 
as possible and the author laments the fact that the 
civil movements have been unable to substantially 
change government policy. He critiques the new 
regulatory regime, as well as evacuation plans. He 
gives six ways that Japan could theoretically move 
towards a nuclear free future: through legislation, 
political leadership, administrative authority, 
local government authority, judicial authority 
and national or local referendums, but then gives 
several economic and political reasons why nuclear 
power generation can't be stopped.
  Hasegawa's book raises basic questions regarding 
the modernized technology-centered world we 
have built and the vast problems it is creating, 
brought starkly in to focus by the Fukushima 
disaster. He claims that mere technological fixes 
will not give us basic solutions to these problems, 
but we must sincerely reflect on our relationship 
with nature and how we can coexist rather than just 
keep trying to conquer it.
  A l though  Hasegawa  p ro jec t s  an  a i r  o f 
disappointment that Japan hasn't been able to 
transform itself as much as he had hoped in the 
post-Fukushima age, he still offers hope and 
concrete advice for change.  
        (Caitlin Stronell, CNIC)


