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Various  opinions  suggesting  the  lack  of  adverse  health  effects  have  been  put  forward  by the 
Japanese  government,  researchers  and  international  organisations  since  last  year's  Fukushima 
nuclear power plant accident. Beginning with the Government's 2011 announcement that “there are 
no  immediate  health  effects,”  Nagasaki  University's  Yamashita  Shunichi  also  gave  lectures 
throughout Fukushima Prefecture in mid-March, and in a speech in Fukushima City claimed that 
“Unless 100μSv/h is exceeded, there will be no health effects.” A correction was soon made on the 
Fukushima Prefecture's web site,  saying that it should have been 10μSv/h, however in an interview 
with NHK radio at the time, Dr Yamashita said that “people don't understand that even if 20μSv/h 
were to shower down, there is no effect on the human body.” From this, it is clear that such claims 
have been used to stop the evacuation of citizens from Fukushima City, which at the time was  
experiencing more than 24μSv/h.

The situation where the Fukushima Medical University was filled with researchers and doctors from 
Nagasaki and Hiroshima Universities and local doctors from within Fukushima Prefecture were 
being restricted from acting had already begun at this time. That local doctors felt a need to keep 
their  mouths  shut for the risk of having their  patients turned away when referring them to the 
Fukushima Medical University for necessary treatment is a situation to be sympathised with.

These led to a hysteric situation on the ground in medical practice in Fukushima. Since June 2011 
we  have  been  holding  monthly  health  consultation  sessions  with  paediatricians  and  internal 
medicine specialists from both within and outside the prefecture. There, we have heard of situations 
such as a mother of a young child asking a close paediatrician whether some symptoms seen in her 
child could be related to radiation, with the response of “of course there is no effect of radiation!” 
yelled back at her, or doctors turning aside and staying silent.

These  various  measures  oppressing  citizen's  uncertainty regarding radiation  manifested  in  their 
maximum  form  at  the  International  Experts  Confererence  held  by  the  Nippon  Foundation  on 
September 11-12 last year. This conference, held at the Fukushima Medical University, gathered 
around 40 experts including from the IAEA, ICRP, WHO and UNSCEAR, and from Japan, the 
Radiation Council, the National Institute of Radiological Sciences (NIRS), Nagasaki University and 
Hiroshima University, and was held “privately,” with citizens excluded. As had been expected, this 
conference concluded that “there are no problems with the government's measures, and there are no 
health effects in Fukushima.” At the subsequent press conference, Professor Niwa, Chair of the 
Radiation Council, was asked “How many radionuclides was the reconstruction of dosage which led 
you to conclude that there will be no health effects based upon?” To which he gave the surprising 
response that “noone here has that kind of data.” Information announced by METO on air dust since 
the accident is limited to only five kinds – Iodine 131, 132, Cesium 134, 137, and Tellurium 132:  
and moves to limited the issue to only the initial exposure to Iodine and the currently remaining 
Cesium are growing strongly. The NIRS is to conduct dosage reconstruction, however this remains 
unannounced, and it is said that only the use of few radionuclides and limited information, such as 
recording the consumption of food products which have not been measured as “0,” will be dealt 
with in the activity records.  It  will  inevitably be underestimated,  and there is  a need for cross  
checking methods, independent institutions, and reconstructing of the dosage by researchers.
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Although there  are  people  even within  the  Fukushima Prefectural  Medical  University  who are 
hoping to regain the trust of the citizens, this is considered more and more difficult as the University 
is accepting or inviting guest professors such as the Rethy Chhem,  IAEA Director of Division of 
Human Health, in May this year. Furthermore, inviting experts such as the ICRP's Jacques Lochard 
and repeating such communication as was conducted in Chernobyl through the ETHOS Project is 
seen as efforts to regain the trust of citizens, however we feel a great risk in this.

The citizens  of  Fukushima Prefecture  are  now not  in  a  situation  to  be  able  to  receive  regular 
medical treatment. Through thyroid checks, nodules and cysts have been found in close to 36% of 
children.  The  right  of  these  children  or  their  families  to  seek  further  examinations  or  second 
opinions  from other  medical  institutions  has  been  taken  away,  and  they are  unable  to  receive 
“medical treatment,” and examinations only at the next “check” two and a half years later. Can this 
be considered the regular state of medical treatment? 

We are planning to put great efforts into the ‘Nuclear Accident Victims’ Support Law,1’ including 
the “right to evacuation.” As well as the right to choose, we are discussing with lawyers who were 
involved  in  creating  this  law  the  medical  situation,  and  the  need  to  establish  a  “third  party 
committee”  when  the  Health  Management  Survey  led  by  the  Fukushima  Prefectural  Medical 
University is transferred to be a national government project.

The great difference between the current situation in Fukushima and Chernobyl is not only the fact 
that the accident is not under control, but also the fact that it is occurring in Japan – a country 
considered to be free and democratic (although I do not see it that way at all)  – and there are 
concerns that the ongoing situation could potentially become a precedent for so-called developed 
nations. Similar concerns are shared by many international associations with whom we partner. 

I hope that the IPPNW delegates here from around the world will share that this situation is indeed a 
common global challenge for us all.

1  The Law to Develop Policy to Provide Protection and Support to Victims, Particularly Children, 
of the Tokyo Electric Power Nuclear Accident
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