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"Active Fault Right Under the Reactor Building in Tsuruga Nuke Plant"”, Japan's Nucleaer
Regulatory Authority Concluded After 2-Day Field Research

All five experts on the Nuclear Regulatory Authority's panel agree it is highly likely that the fault that runs right beneath the Reactor 2 building at
Tsuruga Nuclear Power Plant is an active fault.

Chairman Shunichi Tanaka doesn't think it is even possible at this point to proceed with the safety evaluation to restart the plant.

From Jiji Tsushin (12/10/2012):
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It may be an active fault at Tsuruga Nuke Plant, Chairman Tanaka says "Cannot restart", all experts at e 200m
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Nuclear Regulatory Authority agree
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Experts have raised doubt that fractured zones inside the Japan Atomic Power Co. Tsuruga Nuclear 18 UL m
Power Plant compound (Tsuruga City, Fukui Prefecture) may be active faults. The Nuclear Regulatory imé]% s ¢ o :
Authority held a meeting on December 10 to evaluate the result of the field survey. As to the fault that neE o A9 =
runs directly beneath the reactor building of Unit 2, all five experts agreed that "it is highly likely to be an TE e Tl o I
active fault". Chairman Shunichi Tanaka, prefacing that his remark is personal, said "In the current gm
condition, we have decided there is no way we can conduct the safety evaluation for the restart of the EE%
plant." E’E—
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NRA will hold a meeting soon to decide the appropriateness of the evaluation, but the prospect is that the restart will not be allowed. If
the shutdown of the reactor continues for a long time, it is possible that people will demand decommissioning the reactor. This is the first
time in the investigation of faults in nuclear power plants that a panel of experts determined a fault as active.
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In the evaluation meeting, the expert agreed that it is highly likely that an active fault, which is considered to be part of the "D-1 fracture
zone" right underneath the reactor building of Unit 2, exists on the west side of the trench that Japan Atomic Power Co. dug for the

investigation.
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Deputy Chairman Kunihiko Shimazaki explained the basis of their conclusion as: (1) The fault is considered to have been moving, as late
as 100,000 and several 10,000 years ago, much later than 400,000 years ago which is a criterion for an active fault as defined by the
government's Headquarters of Earthquake Research Promotion; (2) The fault is moving closely together with a [known] active fault near
the nuclear power plant, "Urazoko Fault".

I caught part of the live press conference that the Nuclear Regulatory Authority held on December 10 to announce their findings. Deputy
Chairman Shimazaki and five experts who went to Tsuruga to investigate in early December were there, answering questions from the
reporters.

What struck me was two things: 1) Reporters from the mainstream media seemed knowledgeable enough on the subject to ask intelligent
questions to the experts to get the facts out; and 2) The experts pretty much gave straight answers, without any seeming vested interest or

ego.

(After watching the beginning of the press conference, the first point still stands, but with the exception of the NHK reporter who was clearly
designated by the Nuclear Regulatory Agency (secretariat) to ask the first question. His question was too vague and generalized, Dr. Shimazaki
was perplexed as to what he was asking.)

There were some very interesting exchanges between the reporters and the experts who were all geologists, particularly Dr. Shimazaki
(seismologist by training).

When asked by a reporter from Fukui TV why it was taking months for the operator of the plant to reach any conclusion but the Nuclear
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Regulatory Authority's experts were able to reach a conclusion (that an active fault runs beneath the reactor building) in two days, Dr.
Shimazaki answered:
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After all, the plant operator is in a very delicate position, particularly those who actually do the investigation may be placed in a very
delicate position, I suspect. Basically, [the operator] continues the investigation in order to prove that it is not an active fault, and as
long as it cannot prove that it has to continue the investigation, so to speak. That is a totally different position than ours.

Isn't that the truth. I was rather shocked that Dr. Shimazaki very matter-of-factly stated it.

Then, a reporter from pro-nuke Yomiuri (and probably aligned well with the Nuclear Regulatory Agency) asked again, why the group of experts
was able to reach the conclusion so quickly, compared to Ooi. Dr. Shimazaki, showing some heat, said,
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If you think our conclusion this time [as compared to that on Ooi Nuke Plant] was made quickly, well I don't think it was quick. No.
Personally, I think the same conclusion is reached if the valid data is there, and the decision can be made quickly if there is enough [valid]
data. I ama bit annoyed if you think we made a casual decision with only the 2-day investigation. If the investigation is done properly
and there is valid data, the number of days [to make decision] is in a way irrelevant, and the experts will agree on the conclusion, that's
what I think.

indicating that unlike Kansai Electric (in Ooi Plant investigation) the operator did have a very good set of data but didn't want to draw any
conclusion that they didn't want.

The Nuclear Regulatory Authority, before it was formed, was heavily criticized by many as being run by the "nuclear village residents" - people
with strong ties to the nuclear industry in Japan, and as such it would be biased toward the industry and toward the restart of the nuclear
power plants.

It must be an unpleasant surprise for the industry, so far.

The nuclear industry can hope for the day, very soon, when LDP's Abe is installed again as the Prime Minister of Japan, and fire these
commissioners. Abe will have an excellent pretext of firing anyone who was not formally approved by the Diet (as PM Noda pushed through the
appointment without consulting the Diet).

The Nuclear Regulatory Authority's report s are here. In his report at the site, Professor Takahiro Miyauchi of Chiba University Earth Science says
Urazoko Fault and its related faults may be capable of generating earthquakes greater than M7.5, and urges the criteria for the evaluation
to include not just fractured zones but this long stretch (35 kilometers minimum, as long as 65 kilometers) of faults right next to the plant.
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Scott said...

I was pretty surprised to see an admission that an NPP has an active fault under it. I'd say this is promising for future closures but if what you
say about Abe dissolving the NRA then this decision will most likely be overturned. What a mess we're all in. :(

Anonymous said...

Yeah. But I thought it was already established long ago that it's an active fault.

Anonymous said...

I found Japan Atomic Power Co's response to be incredible. According to Kyodo they said that the panel's finding was "unacceptable."
"Unacceptable."

What does that mean? Are they trying to say that 2+2 does not equal 4?

What is unacceptable about the truth?

Japan Atomic Energy should be apologizing to the public for putting them in danger for so long. They should not be trying to disavow the truthful
findings of this objective panel.

Anonymous said...
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Come on people isn't it obvious that the nuclear industry paid experts to lie about nearly every aspect of nuclear power? They don't allow
speculation on accidents that are deemed "beyond design parameters"(BDP). BDP allows the industry to claim nobody ever thought that could
happen. Who cares if the historical record shows tsunami have surpassed your expert's "best guess" you can pay for that fact to be ignored it's
way cheaper than actually addressing the problem. The Japanese islands are a mass of earthquakes, volcanoes and periodic inundation it was
the height of arrogance to assume nuclear power would be a good idea. Now Japan is stuck with reactors and their waste scattered across the
country without any real thought of the dangers their siting pose.

Anonymous said...

More than the mere fact that it is on an active fault line, what you digged up is key in understanding the context used by the nuclear industrials
to operate nuclear power plants that should not be in operation. Not only did the NRA reveal the truth, but it also exposed the lies and tricks
used by the industries to cheat.

Unbelievable! It shows how much the NRA was not doing its job at all before.

Anyway, I doubt there is a single area of Japan that can be safe enough for a Nuclear Power plant.

Earthquakes, tsunamies, volcanos (even Mt Fuji) or new faults can hit any time and anywhere. A nuclear power might resist some damages, but
the costs climb by far too much.

Atomfritz said...

Thank you LaPrimavera for reporting!

This reminds me somewhat of glasnost and perestroyka.
The authorities said clearly what the matter is.
The geologists were allowed to tell of their findings.

I hope that this revelation of the real fault situation under the Tsuruga plant will create pressure to reveal the truth about other nuclear plant's
siting.

After Hamaoka, Tsuruga followed.

At least it is a small progress if a few of the most-endangered nuclear plants get decommissioned.

So, no need to give up! The fall of Tsuruga is another anti-nuclear victory!

Tepco knows this. To avoid another devastating defeat they have been reinforcing their Kashiwazaki-Kariwa fortress for more than one year.

Almost unnoticed by the public, they built seawalls and much other fortification "improvements".

See:

http://www.tepco.co.jp/en/nu/kk-np/safety/index-e.html

For a detailed description see:
http://www.tepco.co.jp/en/press/corp-com/release/betul2_e/images/121012e0101.pdf

So, there are even more unsafe nuclear plants to be looked at carefully!
arevamirpal::laprimavera said...

As Dr. Shimazaki plainly said, the only acceptable answer for the operator is that there is no active fault under the reactor. Until that answer is
obtained, it will continue to protest.

Urazoko Fault has long been established as active fault, but not the fractured zones near underneath the reactors, though there have been
"suspicions".

Anonymous said...
amazing isn't it? this only took a two-day investigation to discover.

Atomfritz said...

The fact that it took only two days to investigate is simply because the detailed evidence in the JAPCO documents (obviously classified to the
public) was so strikingly obvious.

Even in Germany a nuclear plant has been taken out of service for being placed on a geological fault near an antique volcano.

The Muehlheim-Kaerlich nuclear plant was taken into operation in 1986, and shutdown twice on court order, 1987 and 1988. From 1988 to 2002
RWE battled in the courts to get the plant licensed again, then finally gave up. After fuel got unloaded in 2002 after a 14-year-shutdown, the
plant served as a spare parts reservoir for other TMI-type reactors.

Anonymous said...

I wonder if Sokaiya (Yakuza corporate extortion) played a part in the site selection process?

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/S%C5%8Dkaiya
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http://www.trutv.com/library/crime/gangsters_outlaws/gang/yakuza/4.html

Here is an interesting quote from Jake Adelstein the author of "Tokyo Vice: An American Reporter on the Police Beat in Japan". Mr. Adelstein is
the only American journalist ever to have been admitted to the insular Tokyo Metropolitan Police press club and his insights on the 3/11
reconstruction might help to explain how faults that can be found in two days can be overlooked for decades.

"The yakuza have already moved into the reconstruction. Kanto based organized crime groups are moving rubble in Fukushima and Ibaragi.
Fukuoka based front companies for the Kudokai are supplying TEPCO with laborers (homeless people, debtors, ex-yakuza) for the Fukushima
reactor. Whether TEPCO is aware of it or not is uncertain. They don't as a rule have organized crime exclusionary clauses embedded in their
contracts for outsourced labor. The yakuza have always been part of the construction business and continue to have a huge hand in the
industry. They will take a bite out of the reconstruction money and efforts to prevent them from doing so will probably only slow down the
reconstruction process with limited effect."

http://www.theatlanticwire.com/global/2011/06/dark-underbelly-of-japans-earthquake-recovery/38944/
POST A COMMENT

Enter your comment...

Comment as: | Google Account E|

Publish | | Preview

Subscribe to: Post Comments (Atom)

Minibox 3 Column Blogger Template by James William at 2600 Degrees

ex-skf.blogspot.com/2012/12/active-fault-right-under-reactor.html 4/4


http://ex-skf.blogspot.com/feeds/7758603951309065092/comments/default
http://minibox-template.blogspot.com/
http://jameswilliam.2600degrees.com/
http://2600degrees.com/

