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From https://www.theguardian.com/world/gallery/2011/mar/15/japan-nuclear-plant-fukushima

A “manmade” disaster

The TEPCO Fukushima Nuclear Power Plant accident was the result of collusion between the govemment, the regulators and
TEPCO, and the lack of govemance by said parties. They effectively betrayed the nation's right to be safe from nudlear accidents.
Therefore, we condude that the accident was dearly “manmade.” We believe that the root causes were the organizational and

regulatory systems that supported faulty rationales for decisions and actions, rather than issues relating to the competency of any
specific individual.

From The offical report of The Fukushima Nudear Acaident Inclevendlent Investigation Commission, Executive sumimary,
The National Diet of Japan Fukushima Nudlear Acaident Inaepenaent Investigation Commission, 20120628

Prior to the accident, there was not sufficient consideration of low probability, high consequence extemnal events which remained
undetected. This was in part because of the basic assumption in Japan, reinforced over many decades, that the robustness of the
technical design of the nudlear plants would provide sufficient protection against postulated risks. Consequently, the events that
led to the accident at the Fukushima Daiichi NPP were outside the boundaries of the basic assumptions of the operating
organizations, the regulatory body and the Goverment. These basic assumptions influenced the dedisions and actions of a wide
range of stakeholders, not limited to those directly involved in the operation and regulation of NPPs,

From The Fukushima Daiichi Acaidlentt, JAEA Report by the Director General GOV/2015/26Date 14 May 2015
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IAEA, Fundamental Safety Principles

Principle 1: Responsibility for safety

The prime responsibility for safety must rest with the person or organization responsible for facilities
and activities that give rise to radiation risks.

3.6. The licensee is responsible for:

(...).

These responsibilities are to be fulfilled in accordance with applicable safety objectives and requirements as
established or approved by the regulatory body, and their fulfilment is to be ensured through the
implementation of the management system.

Principle 2: Role of govermment

An effective legal and govemmental framework for safety, including an independent regulatory body,
must be established and sustained.

3.10. The regulatory body must:
(...):

Governments and regulatory bodies thus have an important responsibility in establishing standards and
establishing the regulatory framework for protecting people and the environment against radiation risks.
However, the prime responsibility for safety rests with the licensee.
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Regulating hazards to reduce radiation risks for protecting workers, the public and the environment
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