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South Korea

All meetings were attended by the full delegation including Ambassador Mr Tomasz 
KOZLOWSKI, Head of the Delegation of the European Union to the Republic of Korea.

Samsung
The participants were Mr Don-Joo LEE, President of Strategic Marketing at Samsung Electronics
and Mr Taehyub LEE, SVP of the Global Policy and Relations Team.

Nearly 70% of South Koreans have a smartphone and transfer large amounts of data. A real 
performance comparison of 3G, LTE and LTE-A technology demonstrated the performance of the
three systems. LTE-A is used to ‘download’ and ‘upload’ data simultaneously, doing so extremely 
quickly and to a high standard. Mr Don-Joo LEE gave a presentation on Samsung. Samsung’s 
philosophy is to provide high-quality products and offer services and to be one of the leading 
manufacturers in their sector. The first part of the meeting was devoted to visiting the showroom,
where state-of-the-art technologies were presented. These included wireless low-emissions 
technology, the 5G wireless system which allows HD images to be transferred, taking into account 
the size of the waves and minimising noise, flexible displays which are lighter, stronger and greener
than traditional ones, a new generation of Smartphones with induction charger technology, a Galaxy 
Gear smartwatch complete with camera, internet and phone, the new generation of voice-controlled 
smart TVs possessing all the functions of audio and video communications (with OLED technology 
and high definition 3D versions available too), innovative medical applications which can shorten 
blood analysis times, and systems for schools in which the teacher can check individual students’
work.

The questions/remarks raised by our delegation were:
How are the cooling issues that are crucial in the development of these faster and increasingly
powerful technologies addressed? This remains one of the major challenges for these highly 
integrated systems. Where are the special materials for these high-tech products developed? What is
the nature of cooperation with other industries on products and services, and how is the installation 
of radio antennas needed for mobile technologies managed?
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Round table with the Standing Committee on Trade, Industry and Energy and other 
government agencies

Participants included Mr Chang-il KANG, Chair of the Standing Committee on Trade, Industry and 
Energy (from South Korea’s) ruling party), Mr Jun-dong KIM, Deputy Minister of Energy and 
Resources Policy at the Ministry of Trade, Industry and Energy (MOTIE), Mr Moon-kyu SUH, 
President and CEO of the Korea National Oil Corporation (KNOC), Mr Joong-Hyun KIM, KNOC 
Senior Executive Vice-President, Mr Jong-rip BYUN, President and CEO of the Korea Energy 
Management Corporation (KEMCO), Mr Dong-su KIM, Executive Vice-President of the 
Construction Division at the Korea Hydro and Nuclear Power Company (KHNP), Mr Sangkyu Yeo, 
Vice-Chair of South Korea’s ruling party, Mr Jungwoo Gil, committee member (ruling party), Mr 
Wan-goo Park, committee member from the Democratic Party, South Korea’s main opposition 
party, Mr Won-wook LEE, committee member (Democratic Party), Mr Jyahyun WOO, 
committee member (Democratic Party), Mr Chaeik LEE, committee member (ruling party), Ms 
Jaenam KIM, committee member from the minority Justice Party, Ms Soonock Jeon, committee 
member (Democratic Party) and Ms Jeonghee Jeon, committee member (Democratic Party).

Mr Chang-il KANG, Chair of the Standing Committee on Trade, Industry and Energy, said that we
have recently celebrated 50 years of relations between South Korea and the European Union and that 
we shared a common interest in the economic, social and cultural fields, with the European Union 
now being South Korea’s main investor. He stressed that energy is very important for all of us in a 
common future. With regard to the climate change challenge, South Korea will adopt the principle of
carbon certificates established by the European Union (EU ETS). He mentioned that they encounter
similar problems concerning the use of fossil fuels and the development and deployment of 
renewable energy and that he wants closer cooperation between the two parliaments to better support
the energy sector. The electrical network in South Korea is coming close to saturation.
Mr Jong-rip Byun presented the EU-South Korea prospects in the energy sector. KEMCO, the 
governmental agency for rational energy utilisation, GHG emission reduction and new renewable 
energy deployment, was set up in July 1980. This agency is in charge of the industrial sector, climate 
change, education, renewable energies, high-efficiency equipment, the transport sector and the
building sector. EU-South Korea cooperation on renewable energy and energy policies already exists 
with Germany; a MOU (memorandum of understanding) has been signed with Denmark on energy 
efficiency for buildings, renewable energy and technology development and another MOU has been 
signed with Spain on renewable energy, energy efficiency and climate change issues. Although the 
current status mainly limits cooperation to new and renewable energy, there is an opportunity to 
expand the scope of this collaboration in the near future to nuclear energy, green economy, wind-
power and chemical industries. Mr Joong-Hyun KIM presented the main KNOC activities. The 
Korea National Oil Corporation (KNOC) was established in 1979. Following the two oil crises of the 
1970s, the South Korean government wanted to secure a stable oil supply. KNOC is the state-run oil 
company that carries out energy projects on behalf of the Korean Government. Its main business lies 
in exploration and production, stockpiling, and distribution of oil. KNOC acquired Dana Petroleum 
Plc. in 2010 with reserves of 217 million barrels at the end of 2012. Mr Dong-su KIM presented the
Korea Hydro and Nuclear Power Company (KHNP) and EU cooperation projects. KHNP is the sole
company in charge of nuclear energy in Korea. Today Korea has 23 units in operation, five units 
under construction and an additional four units are planned. Korea is already participating in two EU 
nuclear projects with Finland and Sweden. Reciprocal cooperation with the EU aims to revitalise the 
nuclear industry by ensuring the compatibility of Korean and EU design requirements, through the 
use of mutually recognised equipment, qualification tests performed by certified testing 
organisations, the exchange of operation and construction experience and, lastly, the joint 
development of advanced nuclear technologies.
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The remarks raised by our delegation were:
The energy domain is the largest field for cooperation between South Korea and the EU, representing
a number of challenges, which are not limited to the scarcity of resources. Climate change is also an 
interesting area of cooperation and we should avoid working in isolation: Korea has to be seen as a 
real partner. We should also take into account the fact that EU Member States are responsible for the 
energy mix. Standardisation is especially important, while energy efficiency, renewable energy, 
smart grids and nuclear safety standards are significant, particularly in the wake of Fukushima. There 
is no single authority on nuclear safety; post-crisis policies must be reconsidered; South Korea is a 
reliable partner. South Korea’s participation in the ITER fusion programme was also remarked upon. 
Other issues, such as drilling in the Artic, the slow development of renewable energy in Korea, and 
energy poverty in the EU and Korea were likewise highlighted.

Korea International Trade Association (KITA)

Participants were Mr Duck Soo HAN, Chair and CEO of KITA (and formerly Chair of the Civil 
Committee on hosting the Green Climate Fund (GCF)), Mr Christopher H. MOON, Vice-Chair of 
Namyeung Industrial Co., and Mr Ho Keun JANG, Executive Managing Director of KITA.
The EU’s economic relationship with South Korea is based on the first and only FTA (although an
FTA with Japan is under discussion). The aim is to develop and strengthen the economic sector, with 
KITA having close to 50 000 members. In sectors such as machine tools, medium and large 
companies consider the FTA a success story. KITA has collaborated well with Business Europe and
Euro Chamber and will participate in the business forum in order to promote and deepen the 
economic relationship. Countries and/or regions with the best economic performance are China, 
Japan, the United States and Europe, but we need increased collaboration. After the FTA became 
operational, South Korea’s exports decreased and the EU’s increased. The FTA provides a strong 
framework for cooperation, trade, business, and institutional contacts. It allows us to do things better
and to develop joint research actions. In general, business between South Korea and the EU is 
encouraged and should be fostered.

The questions/remarks raised by the delegation were:
That South Korea is moving ahead very fast and that we should take into account the effects of the 
crisis on the FTA. Areas of cooperation are possible in nanotechnology, smart grids, energy and ICT.
What concrete actions can be implemented to add value to the FTA, bearing in mind the fact that the
EU market is huge but fragmented? What kind of cooperation should be enhanced or set up to 
receive mutual benefits? Development of future FTAs with countries in the region is inevitable. 
Buildings insulation could help to solve the energy shortage in South Korea. There is a clear 
relationship between energy prices, industry competitiveness and acceptance by the population of the 
energy mix in South Korea.
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Ministry of Science, ICT and Future Planning (MSIP)

Participants were Vice-Minister Jong-lok YOON, Mr Oh Sung Kon, Mr Yoon Jong Lock, Mr Lee 
Chang Hoe and Mr Kim Min Pyo. 
Owing to constraints, we have chosen to concentrate on two presentations in particular: (1) an 
overview of S&T policy for a creative economy, and (2) Cyber Security and ICT R&D.
1. President Park Geun-hye put forward a vision of creating a ‘creative economy’. This goal 
encompasses one of the most important challenges Korea faces: how to foster domestic innovation 
that will drive the country’s future prosperity. The ‘creative economy’ is described as creating new 
growth engines and jobs through ‘the convergence of science and technology with industry, the 
fusion of culture and industry, and the blossoming of creativity’. It is useful to consider the broader 
theme of innovation at the heart of this concept, and elements that comprise innovation-focused 
growth strategies. It involves not only government, businesses, universities and research laboratories, 
but also entrepreneurs, non-governmental organisations and consumers, and the interactions among 
them. Innovation frameworks incorporate a complex array of policies covering research and 
development (R&D), education, physical and regulatory infrastructure, tax, labour and financial 
policies, intellectual property (IP) protections and cultural attitudes. A growing consensus holds that 
successful policies require a holistic approach encompassing all of these elements, and the most 
effective role for governments is to serve as a facilitator and coordinator. Big businesses and SMEs 
work together to go global and generate jobs collectively. The action plan for a creative economy 
requires a vision of ‘opening a new era of peoples’ happiness and hope through creative economy’, a 
set of goals such as ‘creating new jobs and markets’, ‘strengthening global leadership in a creative 
economy’ and ‘making a society where creativity is respected and realised’ and, lastly, having a 
number of strategies to achieve these goals. The government’s role, through the ‘creative economy 
vitamin project’ will be to create an ecosystem that rewards creativity and supports easy start-ups, to 
support SMEs and ventures which can lead the creative economy and go global, to generate new 
growth engines to pioneer business in new markets and industries, to nurture creative global leaders 
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who have dreams, talent and an ambitious spirit, to strengthen the innovation capacity of S&T and 
ICT, which is the basis for a creative economy, and, finally, to establish the climate for a creative 
economy by engaging the government and the people.

2. The second presentation pointed out that, owing to the cyber-attack in South Korea on 20 March, 
part of the financial system was paralysed, causing huge financial damage. The South Korean 
economy relies heavily on ICT, making South Korea prone, and vulnerable, to cyber-attacks. With 
its 30 million subscribers (100 % of economically active people), South Korea holds the record for 
most internet access as well as for wireless internet penetration. The national South Korean 
Cybersecurity Framework is built around the National Security Office, the Ministry of National 
Defence, the National Intelligence Service (NIS), the Korea Internet Safety Commission (KISC) and 
the Ministry of Science, ICT and Future Planning (MSIP). The major policies focus on Critical 
Information Infrastructure Protection (CIIP), Information Security Management Systems (ISMS), 
workforce and technology for cyber security, training of talented people in cyber security, and 
promoting cyber security in industry. 

The remarks raised by the delegation were:
In the field of information and communications technology, we have similar concerns and we 
consider cyber security to be a priority. A directive is due to be set up next January and is expected 
to be applied to all major infrastructures and to harmonise, at least, issues concerning security in the 
European Union. At the moment incidents are referred to national authorities. Written answers have 
been communicated to the Korean representatives in response to the following queries: How does the 
EU collectively respond to security incidents or data breaches? Are there any other measures? How 
do different actors (both public and private) collect and compile incident reports? How does the EU 
follow up on the trend and collect data? If you have such data, could you share it with Korea? What 
are your policies on Internet neutrality and the EU’s stance on Internet neutrality?

Global Green Growth Institute (GGGI)

Participants included Mr Robert Dawson, Deputy Director-General for Management and
Administration, Mr Myung Kyoon Lee, Director of Research, Mr Darius Nassiry, Deputy Director
of International Cooperation, Mr Junghwan Kim, Senior Programme Manager, Mr Russell Bishop,
Senior Manager for the Ethiopia project, and Mr Dyana Mardon, Programme Officer for 
International Cooperation.

GGGI grew out of the green growth experience of the Republic of Korea. Launched by President Lee 
Myung-bak on 16 June 2010, GGGI has 18 founding member countries, 11 of which are 
participating members (or developing countries). They are: Australia, Cambodia, Costa Rica, 
Denmark, Ethiopia, Guyana, Indonesia, Kiribati, Mexico, Norway, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, 
the Republic of Korea, the Philippines, Qatar, the United Arab Emirates, the United Kingdom and 
Vietnam. The overall goal is to channel GGGI’s knowledge, networks and experience in order to 
provide the best technical assistance and support to developing countries that are promoting and 
implementing their own rigorous green growth economic development strategies. The organisation’s 
objectives and activities are: supporting developing and emerging countries, including the poorest 
communities and least-developed countries, designing and implementing green growth plans, 
supporting and spearheading research initiatives that further the practical and theoretical aspects of 
green growth, and facilitating cooperation between the public and private sectors to help create an 
investment environment which favours green growth. GGGI also seeks to raise global awareness of 
green growth through public outreach initiatives and other activities, such as conferences, seminars, 
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and workshops. GGGI has offices in Seoul (headquarters), Abu Dhabi, Copenhagen and London.
During the meeting Mr Dawson gave an overview of GGGI, and his team presented the public 
private partnerships (PPP) and the ongoing research initiatives on green growth/technology and
knowledge-sharing platforms. The focus was on how to ensure that Ethiopia has a low-carbon and 
climate-resilient future. One of the main aims was to work closely with the government and its 
administration in order to foster long-term commitment. With regard to research, one of the key 
factors for success is to work with international organisations (the UNEP, OECD etc.). PPP 
cooperation is addressing energy, cities, ICT, water, private financing mechanisms, and trade and 
procurement.

The questions/remarks raised by the delegation were:
What barriers to or factors for success have been identified for private public partnerships? How can
PPP cooperation be replicated in different economies and regions? What could attract private 
investors to such a public policy agenda? What are the best strategies or best practices? Where does 
the funding come from? What is the impact of these countries’ isolation? How are intellectual 
property rights addressed during this technology transfer? Do people support these actions and is the 
local population involved? How is the problem of water tackled and what has been the impact of the 
crisis?

Japan

Understanding the accident

Participants: Prof. Kiyoshi Kurokawa, Chair of the Diet Fukushima Nuclear Accident 
Independent Investigation Commission, Mr Sakon Uda, Managing Director of the Diet Nuclear 
Accident Investigation Commission, Mr Satoshi Ishibashi, Director in charge of Project 
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Management of the Diet Nuclear Accident Investigation Commission, and Prof. Koichi Kitazawa,
Chair of the Fukushima Independent Business Investigation Committee (Former President of JST, 
the Japan Science and Technology Agency).

This meeting with representatives of the Fukushima Accident Investigation Commission from the 
Japanese Diet (Parliament) and independent businesses concentrated on the main reasons for the 
accident. The first presentation by Prof. Koichi Kitazawa mentioned that the accident continues to 
grow as time passes because the fuel rods were left to overheat without cooling water, provisions for 
electric power back-up, precautions against losing cooling water, and accident management 
preparations were poor and the decision to use sea water pouring was made too late. It is well
established that using sea water will cause extensive damage to a reactor. In addition to these 
problems and other technical errors, the management and assessment of the situation was not 
appropriate. The result is that preparation for severe accidents is now obligatory and a new national
regulatory agency has been set up. Out of the 54 nuclear reactors that Japan has possessed since
2010, only two are currently in operation. New regulations have been laid down stipulating that
contaminated areas with radiation levels above 50 mSv/y will be classed as no-return areas for five 
years. For areas with radiation levels between 20 and 50 mSv/y, the area will be cleaned ready for
early return, and, below 20 mSv/y, the government has requested decontamination efforts until the 
radiation dose falls to 1 mSv/y. The future of Japanese energy policy has been unclear since the 
December 2012 general election. Nevertheless, saving energy in manufacturing, transportation and 
daily life has so far been the most effective measure taken by the Japanese authorities.

The commission pinpointed a number of organisational issues relating to preventive measures prior 
to the accident, the cause of the accident and the crisis management response after the accident. The 
commission investigated the entire chain of events in order to discover what went wrong with the 
organisations and the systems involved. They also examined the relationship between TEPCO and 
the regulatory agencies. The commission investigated the need for a fundamental reform of laws and 
regulations governing nuclear power. It outlined the need to prepare an organisational structure that 
would ensure sound decision-making processes for the implementation of nuclear laws and 
regulations. One of the conclusions was that it was the lack of preparation that led to the severity of 
this accident. In addition, in spite of the fact that TEPCO and the regulators were aware of the risk of 
such a natural disaster, the nuclear plant was not prepared to respond to such an event, as no 
preventative measures were in place. Based on the findings, the commission made seven 
recommendations for the future. All of these recommendations and the conclusions are included and 
explained in the report of ‘the Fukushima Nuclear Accident Independent Investigation Commission’.

The questions/remarks raised by the delegation were:
Can comparisons be made with the nuclear power plant situation in the EU? Have stress tests been 
carried out and are we in a better situation now? Are the IAEA (International Atomic Energy 
Agency) safety standards implemented now? What is the impact on energy policy? Why is the 
situation not under control more than two years after the accident first happened? Why have you 
involved international experts so late? What are the consequences of using 400 tonnes of water each 
day? How was the decision taken to use sea water to cool the reactor?
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=AUWYA6pZwOs

Consequences for energy security and energy mix

Participants: Mr Nobuo Tanaka, Global Associate for Energy Security and Sustainability at the 
Institute for Energy Economics, Japan (IEEJ) and Former Executive Director of the International 
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Energy Agency (OECD / Paris). He is now a member of an advisory think tank helping the current 
government.
Mr Tanaka made a presentation called ‘The shale revolution and energy security’. He summarised 
the lessons learnt from the Fukushima accident by saying that we have to think about the unthinkable 
and change our mindset to ‘safety’ and that we should be prepare for severe accidents and understand 
why this only happened at Fukushima and not at other nuclear plants. He said that the accident was 
caused by human error and should have been avoided, insisted that international cooperation is 
necessary because a nuclear accident anywhere is an accident everywhere and that there is a need in 
Japan for an independent regulatory authority to develop transparency and trust. He confirmed that
improvement of the interconnection of grid lines is necessary, the location of power stations should 
be carefully examined, the recovery from disaster is at least as important as the disaster itself, 
emergency staff training is extremely important, and we should examine new, safer types of reactor 
such as integral fast reactors. He argued that the shale gas revolution is changing the global energy 
market mainly as a result of the situation in the United States. The EU’s interconnected approach can 
be a model, particularly for an expanding Asia, and nuclear power will continue to play a major role 
worldwide. While using coal and, to a lesser extent, gas, carbon capture and storage (CCS) and 
highly efficient power plants are also needed. 

The remarks raised by the delegation were:
It is unlikely that the US will export its gas in order to have a more competitive industry, because 
energy costs will remain rather high elsewhere. The US will lower its deficit. Shale gas exploitation 
is also possible in the EU, as there is significant capacity in Poland, the UK, Spain and Germany.
CCS needs more investment to help curb climate change and meet the 2°C target. Energy also has a 
geopolitical impact. The role of the IEA could be weakened, as India and China are not full 
members. Energy efficiency should be further encouraged, particularly in India and China. Energy 
policy will be resource- or technology-driven and there is most certainly a need for a new G20 on 
energy. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=myhDX9rAaOc
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iPSCs (induced pluripotent stem cells)

Mr Hideyuki Okano, Dean of the Keio University Graduate School of Medicine, mentioned that 
John B. Gurdon (University of Cambridge) and Shinya Yamanaka (University of Kyoto) had 
been awarded the 2012 Nobel Prize in Physiology or Medicine for discovering that mature cells can 
be reprogrammed to become pluripotent. He outlined the research centre network’s EUR 1 billion 
programme for regenerative medicine. The programme is supported by Japan’s Ministry of 
Education, Culture, Sport, Science and Technology (MEXT) and its funding body, the Japan Science 
and Technology Agency (JST). The targeted diseases are mainly blood disorders, heart disease, 
retinal disorders and spinal injuries / neurodegeneration. Preliminary results have shown that 
clone-derived neural stem / progenitor cells from properly pre-evaluated induced pluripotent stems
(iPS) may be a promising source for future transplantation therapy to treat spinal cord injury (SCI). 
In 2017, therefore, plans for central nervous system (CNS) regeneration using iPS cell technologies 
include the first human trial of SCI cell therapy. SCI affects many people, including young people,
and can lead to severe damage such as paraplegia or tetraplegia. Other trials will also start soon,
including iPS transplantation for aged macular degeneration or for the future development of new 
therapies for Alzheimer’s disease. The results will confirm the precept that iPS cells can be used in 
human cell transplantation therapy. 

The remarks raised by the delegation concerned:
The current state of cooperation between the Institute and other (European) research institutions;
how projects and researchers are financed; how much time it might take until the findings can be 
applied; the ethical issues; public acceptance of stem cell research in Japan.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=SwftYd-yTg0

TEPCO

Participants: Mr Shin Takizawa, TEPCO nuclear investigation group, Mr Yasutaka Denda, 
TEPCO nuclear investigation group

Mr Shin Takizawa presented the current status of, and future plans for, the restoration of the 
Fukushima Daiichi Nuclear Power Plant. He stressed the plans to remove fuel and fuel debris from 
each unit. He explained the next steps to be taken and the fact that the most reliable method of fuel 
debris removal is to remove it by keeping the debris covered with water in order to reduce the risk of 
radiation exposure during the process. Afterwards, the fuel debris and the vessel will be examined 
and repaired in order to be filled with water. Furthermore, for the removal and storage of fuel debris,
R&D will be implemented. The roadmap shows that removal of fuel debris will take 10 years, and 
full decommissioning 30 to 40 more. Currently, the biggest challenge is to continuously monitor the 
cold shutdown of the reactors. Discharging contaminated water into the sea will not be done lightly. 
The measures to be implemented therefore include the restoration of drainage systems, building
groundwater shielding walls to prevent groundwater entering the reactor building, improving
capacity, the smooth running of contaminated water treatment facilities and building new tanks to 
manage contaminated water (which are needed to store 400 tonnes of water per day). There is a plan
to increase the water storage capacity to 8x105 m3 by 2021. Mr Yasutaka Denda presented the 
current process, which consists in water storage, excess water suppression by bypassing excess 
groundwater, water decontamination by removing caesium, and desalination. There was a water 
leakage of approximately 300 m3 from the tank last August. Corrective actions are in place and have 
stopped the contaminated water leakage, but the remaining water in the trenches now needs to be 
removed. Some innovative actions are planned, such as an impermeable wall which is under 
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construction along the shoreline and a study to assess the feasibility of building a frozen wall and 
pumping up groundwater from nearby plant wells.

The questions/remarks raised by the delegation were:
The workers should be seen as heroes, and current costs are huge; how long will the Japanese 
population have to keep paying? International expertise on water management could be useful, and
communication on the current situation is important. The accident’s consequences have not stopped 
coming and there will certainly be other long-term effects on the health of the population. Who has 
taken responsibility? How is information concerning current activities delivered to the population?
Were recommendations from independent committees or the Diet taken into account? Is any
financial compensation provided for if TEPCO does not run in the future?
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ohNcDzT3WtI

Diet (1)
Participants: Mr Kisaburo Tokai, Chair of the Special Committee on the Promotion of Science and 
Technology, and Innovation (STI) and six members of the Lower House Committee on STI, Ms Ai 
Aoki, Member, Mr Takeshi Miyamoto, Member, Mr Nobuhisa Ito, Director, Mr Akio Fukuda,
Director, Mr Wataru ITO, Director, and Mr Ichiro Miyashita, Director.

This meeting with the Lower House Committee on Science, Technology and Innovation (STI) and 
members of the Special Committee on the Promotion of Science, Technology and Information from 
the House of Representatives focused on a few key challenges. The first is that Japan faces rapid 
population decline, population ageing and global environmental issues, but the most important and 
urgent challenge identified is ‘economic recovery’. In order to address these challenges, high 
expectations are placed on science, technology and innovation with a view to creating the world’s 
most innovation-friendly country. The basic concepts are long-term vision, a comprehensive package 
of problem-solving science, technology and innovation policies, and clarification of the roles and 
responsibilities of ministries in the next round of industry-government-academia cooperation. The 
functions of the Council for Science and Technology Policy (CSTP) will be reinforced by 
establishing a science and technology budgeting strategy committee, a strategic innovation creation 
programme, and an innovative research and development support programme. The challenges 
identified are those of creating a clean and economical energy system, bringing about a healthy and 
active ageing society, developing next-generation infrastructures, revitalising local areas using local
resources, and the quick recovery and revitalisation of areas affected by earthquake.

The remarks raised by the delegation were:
There is lot of potential for cooperation, and the tasks and responsibilities of the two committees 
complement each other very well. The CSTP and Horizon 2020 are very similar in terms of their 
goals and actions and there is the political will to work together. We need to strengthen this 
collaboration and identify funds for common actions. H2020 is a flexible programme that allows
projects to be co-financed. Cooperation with Japan could be fruitful in fields of common interest 
where H2020 does not have a sufficient budget, such as energy challenges. Action after Fukushima 
can clearly benefit from such cooperation. The simplification of H2020 will also lead to better 
cooperation. Innovation will help to improve the competitiveness of our industries, which is an 
important target on both sides.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Wfo03SsMyfw

Diet (2)
Participants: Mr Shigeyuki Tomita, Chair of the Committee on Economy, Trade and Industry (on 
Energy) and three members of the Lower House Committee on Economy and Industry: Mr
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Shiokawa (Japanese Communist Party), Mr Kondo and Mr Watanabe (Democratic Party of 
Japan).

This meeting with Lower House Committee on Economy and Industry focused on the possibility of 
collaborating in the areas of standardisation, Japan’s future energy mix, a roadmap for electricity 
market reforms, regionalisation of electricity (neighbour countries), policies to support investment in 
renewable energies, Japanese investments and demonstration projects in Europe, the role of nuclear 
energy, the costs of importing fossil fuels (trade deficit), policies for ocean exploitation, and energy 
and climate policy. It was mentioned that next year there will be a budgetary and taxation vote,
making it difficult to discuss these issues now. Japan is involved in the Trans-Pacific Partnership
framework, which is under negotiation. We have common goals concerning the role of industry and 
the economic importance of SMEs. At present, only two nuclear power plants are operational, and 
Japan is importing a lot of coal, gas and oil. Climate change is a consideration and we need to 
develop new advanced technologies that promote sources of renewable energy such as wind, solar or 
geothermal. Japan is also willing to reduce CO2 emissions and to sell Japanese technologies in line 
with the ‘Abenomics’ policy.

The subjects raised by the delegation were:
The EU-Japan relationship and the free trade agreement (FTA) currently under negotiation, the 
removal of trade barriers, high technology and energy, standardisation and certification gain. The
markets offer huge potential, and the FTA could establish a long-term contribution to growth, as 
there is already some low-hanging fruit. In view of the US-Asia trade partnership, we should speed 
up negotiations on the EU-Japan FTA. Energy and experience after Fukushima is one area where 
cooperation could be possible, and the EU-Japan FTA could raise the competitiveness of our 
industries, as there would be higher demand for products. The EU faces high energy prices, and
working together could help us to solve this issue. The Japanese debt situation was also remarked 
upon; the debt management policies of the Bank of Japan and the government are crucial for the 
future. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Wfo03SsMyfw



13

Meeting with former Prime Minister of Japan, Mr Naoto Kan

Naoto Kan was Japanese Prime Minister when the earthquake and tsunami struck the north-east coast 
of Honshu Island, leading to a partial meltdown in reactors at the nuclear power plant at Fukushima. 
For Mr Kan, the disaster was an experience that converted him from a believer in nuclear power to a 
staunch anti-nuclear advocate. He said that we should shift energy policy to focus more on solar 
power, wind power and other forms of renewable energy. Kan is confident that other sources of 
energy can definitely replace nuclear power. He said that there is not a nuclear power plant in the 
whole world that is safe. In the past he thought nuclear power was safe and that a nuclear disaster 
could not happen. But, after the Fukushima nuclear disaster, he changed his mind. He gave details of
the sequence of events during the accident and the potential risks to the population in terms of 
possible scenarios.

The questions/remarks raised by the delegation were:
What do the people think about nuclear energy? For example, in Germany, 80 % of people are 
against it. Nuclear disarmament is also important; what will the energy mix scenario be if nuclear 
power is stopped? How do you see the transition period during the shift from nuclear to non-nuclear
energy sources, taking into account the cost of energy and the impact on industry competitiveness?
Japan, with only two reactors, is heavily dependent on oil and gas imports.

Nuclear Regulatory Authority

The meeting with one of the executive directors of the Nuclear Regulatory Authority was very short. 
The Nuclear Regulatory Authority was set up to respond to the mistrust people have in Japan’s 
nuclear safety regulation and administration. The NRA aims to improve regulatory measures so that 
Japan’s nuclear regulation standards will be among the world’s highest. The NRA is supposed to 
remain independent of electricity utilities or other interest groups, but the NRA’s partiality has been 
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identified as a problem. Five commissioners were nominated: Mr Shunichi Tanaka, NRA Chair, Mr
Kunihiko Shimazaki, Mr Toyoshi Fuketa, Ms Kayoko Nakamura and Mr Kenzo Oshima. To solve 
the problem caused by the conflict between promoting both nuclear energy and safety regulations, as 
in the previous situation, the safety regulation division is now separate from the Ministry of 
Economy, Trade and Industry, and the new NRA has been established as an organisation external to 
the Ministry of the Environment.

The questions/remarks raised by the delegation were:
Today, two nuclear plants are active out of 54. It is questionable how many will run in the future and,
in addition, if the older ones will have to be closed. What is the NRA’s opinion with regard to the 
stress tests carried out in the EU, and is Japan willing to do the same checks?
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=wrQvQWVgdWY

Abenomics – ‘economic policy of the new government’: the three arrows

Participants: Dr Martin Schulz, Fujitsu Research Institute. Dr Schulz is a global corporate strategy, 
corporate governance and globalisation expert at Fujitsu Research Institute.

Mr Martin Schulz’s presentation, ‘Abenomics’ and the success of the three arrows’, concentrated
on the energy situation and future trends in Japan after the Fukushima accident. ‘Abenomics’ is 
designed to turn Japan into a more competitive, dynamic economy. However, he explained that 
revival requires more fundamental reforms because, for example, exports of cars, chemicals, office 
and telecoms equipment, and pharmaceuticals have been underperforming for a long time. About 
half of Japan’s GDP growth comes from exports. The policies, known as ‘Abenomics’, attempt to 
encourage private investment through a more aggressive mix of monetary and fiscal policy. Firstly, it 
will work through the USD/JPY exchange rate, and the Bank of Japan (BoJ) will print new money in 
order to introduce inflation as opposed to the current deflation, then market deregulation will come 
later. Structural reforms are planned, such as the deregulation of services, energy agriculture sectors,
and the privatisation of health and finance. In addition, Japan can grow if investment recovers and 
takes expenditure on an ageing population into account. Investment is key in ageing societies and for 
Japan this is the true engine of growth. As far as energy is concerned, the costs of supplying energy,
including renewables, should be counterbalanced by gains from energy efficiency. Mr Schulz 
summed up his presentation by saying that in an ageing Japan, growth comes from exports; but even 
exporters have lost competitiveness; decades of ‘cost cutting’ and restructuring in closed markets 
have taken their toll; ending deflation through ‘Abenomics’ can be a start if higher prices are 
matched by more opportunities; growth requires the revival of ‘new’ investment in overseas markets 
and dynamic services; the success of ‘Abenomics’ and the revival of growth will depend on 
integrating Japan better into the Asian growth process and deregulating dormant service markets.

The remarks raised by the delegation were:
What should the role of national banks be when the exchange rate is increasing? How is survival 
possible when the retirement revenue increase is low? One of the consequences of the retirement 
period is to reduce the turn of capital; therefore the only solution is growth. With regard to exporting
to China, we can export only the best products. High energy costs in Japan will certainly create 
problems for industry competitiveness. In addition, financial speculation also creates huge 
difficulties for the industry.

Japanese industry and AREVA NC
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Participants: Mr Armand Laferrère, President of AREVA Japan, Mr Alain Dardy, Executive 
Vice-President, Areva Japan, Mr Maxime Bourasseau, Methods and Studies D&D Engineer, 
Nuclear Site Value Business Unit, AREVA’s Japanese Projects, Mr Akira Fujita, Associate 
Executive Officer and General Manager, No 3 Project Division, JGC Corporation, Mr Akira 
Hasunuma, Manager (Nuclear Group), No1 Project Department, No 3 Project Division, JGC 
Corporation
The meeting concentrated on two main points: the current situation in Japan and the joint project of 
AREVA and JGC to address water decontamination at the Fukushima nuclear plant. Nowadays, two
units are in operation in Kansai (Ohi 3 and 4) and will continue commercial operations until the end 
of next month. New safety standards, issued by the NRA on 8 July 2013, are now in place but there 
is still a risk of permanent shutdown. The NRA has established three verification teams who will first 
check all the pressurised water reactors (PWRs), and then the boiling water reactor (BWR). After the 
accident, events developed rapidly and two food monitoring systems, body counters, a field 
monitoring vehicle, a mini submarine and a contaminated soil sorting unit were deployed. There is 
also a project to develop an unmanned helicopter dedicated to the monitoring of contamination in 
woodland areas. Japan Gas Corporation (JGC) has worked together with AREVA to build the first 
reprocessing plant in Japan. With this background, TEPCO asked PGC to assist with the construction 
of an accident water treatment facility.

The questions/remarks raised by the delegation were:
Who is giving the orders in the decision-making chain? How are TEPCO’s business and activities
divided? The systems were built by GE; where are they today? The cooling water seems to be mixed 
with groundwater; what is the plan to decontaminate ground water? Recalling the accidents at Three 
Miles Island, Chernobyl and Fukushima, it seems that safety regulations were inadequate. The 
current activities will create new patents, which represents an opportunity. How much freedom does
the NRA now have from the government? What lessons can be learnt from the earthquake, since
Japan has expertise in this domain.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=71eydBd8LTQ

Earthquake control centre 

Participants: Toshihiko Hashida, Earthquake and Tsunami Observations Division,
Seismological and Volcanological Department, Japan Meteorological Agency (JMA), Dr Takeshi 
Koizumi, Senior Coordinator for International Earthquake and Tsunami Information

After a short introduction to JMA by DG Toshihiko Hashida, the delegation visited the operations
room with Dr Takeshi Koizumi, who provided all the necessary explanations. Based on lessons 
learned from the serious damage caused by a tsunami and an earthquake in 2011, the JMA has set up 
an appropriate warning and information systems in order to mitigate disasters, help the population 
and protect assets. JMA’s task is to analyse a huge amount of data (from different sensors), in almost 
real-time, to warn the population as quickly as possible (via TV, radio, mobile phones etc.). During 
the visit we saw many screens showing the seismic activity in and around Japan. The early warning 
system includes all steps to provide relevant information on the magnitude, location and height of the 
tsunami, and when it will strike coastal areas. The delegation was informed that a large-scale 
earthquake with a magnitude of around eight is widely expected to hit the Tokai region in the near 
future. A huge tsunami is also expected to hit the Pacific coast in the region. The delegation 
witnessed several small earthquakes.

The questions/ remarks raised by the delegation were:
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How long does it take to inform the population and how are they informed via their mobile phones?
Are there links between the NRA and nuclear plants/operators or is the information still transmitted 
via the government? How long does it take to detect a tsunami after an earthquake? Is there a global 
warning system? How do you avoid getting bogged down in too much information so that you 
remain responsive? What would happen if the JMA in Tokyo were damaged? We faced a similar 
problem in Europe with a volcano; are volcanoes also monitored?

Impact of the accident on marine life

Participants: Prof. Mitsuo Uematsu, Director of the Center for International Collaboration at the
Atmosphere and Ocean Research Institute, University of Tokyo, Dr Michio Aoyama,
Meteorological Research Institute (marine radiochemistry), Dr Jota Kanda, Tokyo University of 
Marine Science and Technology (marine biology) and Prof. Hiroyuki Matsuda, Yokohama 
National University (fisheries management)

Prof. Mitsuo Uematsu gave an overview of the Fukushima disaster. He explained that the tsunami 
reached the Fukushima nuclear power plants one hour after the earthquake. The largest releases of 
radionuclides (including caesium 134 and 137) into the atmosphere happened on 15 and 16 March 
following hydrogen explosions and fires. It is likely that radioactive material flowed into the sea with 
water from rivers and groundwater, by direct discharge into the sea (a leak from the plant), and by 
being deposited directly on the sea’s surface layer from the atmosphere. The rain on 15 March led to 
the greatest contamination on land, although 80-85 % of it fell in the sea. Dr Jota Kanda described 
the impact of the Fukushima accident on the marine environment, including from a marine biology
perspective. He mentioned that caesium and strontium are rapidly ingested by marine organisms but 
that they are also rapidly excreted (except for strontium in bone/scale). Analyses have shown that the 
decrease in seawater radioactivity levels is followed by a decrease in fish radioactivity levels, but this 
is not always the case, for example in some fish species such as the greenling family of fish. This 
decrease in radioactivity levels is not reflected in the sediment where radioactivity remains 
persistent, or in shallow water plankton. Dr Michio Aoyama presented the situation of derived 
radionuclides in the sea. Simulations show that although the route taken by caesium from Fukushima
should have followed that of a previous study, more than 99 % of radioactivity was transported into 
the sea. Prof. Hiroyuki Matsuda introduced the new seafood safety guidelines and public policy. 
Levels of radioactive content in 100 family meals during the first half of 2012 was much lower than 
the natural level of exposure. To conclude, he argued that although the actual risk of radioactive 
caesium being found is much smaller than the potassium isotope in bananas or mercury in fish,
people distrust the government and scientists. However, we have to respect the consumer’s freedom 
of choice by explaining the risks and benefits of eating fish and supporting the Fukushima farmers 
and fishermen. http://www.fukushima.coop/kagezen/2012.html

The questions/remarks raised by the delegation were:
Greenling fishes seem to have absorbed much more radioactivity that the plankton they eat and there 
is no link with the radioactivity levels in their environment. How are the two product categories 
labelled (inside and outside the Fukushima area)? What are the daily atmospheric radioactivity levels
that can be tolerated by the population? What lessons can be learnt in terms of food-chain regulations 
in order to minimise future risks? Some existing radioactivity seems to be linked to previous nuclear 
explosion testing but nobody has access to this information.

European Business Council and European Industrialists
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Participants: Mr Richard Kracklauer, President of ZF and Chair of the Automotive Components 
Committee, European Business Council (EBC), Mr Luc Gellens future Chair of the EBC Materials
Committee, Mr Richard Thornley, President of Rolls Royce, Ms Haruno Yoshida, President of 
BT Japan, Mr Jos van Ruyven, President of DSM, Mr Alan Harris, President of BMW, Mr Tony 
Ford, Oxford Instruments (R&D) and Ms Mika Ohbayashi, Director of the Japan Renewable 
Energy Foundation.

The European Business Council (EBC) in Japan promotes economic and social relations between the 
EU and Japan and seems to be one of the best channels for European industries to communicate with 
the Japanese administration, ministries, authorities, regulatory agencies, officials and local industries. 
Members of the delegation and other participants engaged in a lively debate which focused in
particular on the new programmes that industrialists are currently involved in and how these relate to 
the current environment, to new developments in the political, economic and regulatory spheres and 
to the development of EU business in Japan. 

Conclusions

This visit to Korea and Japan was very informative and allowed the delegation to form a better
understanding of new growth and employment policies and the priorities of the new South Korean 
Government. The visit to Japan provided an opportunity to review Japan’s energy policy and the 
current situation following the Fukushima disaster, as well as the action being taken to resolve the 
current problems. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=sS7QRo0PIhU

Agenda
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COMMITTEE ON INDUSTRY, RESEARCH AND ENERGY

Delegation to South Korea and Japan    26 – 30 August 2013
DRAFT PROGRAMME

KOREA
Tuesday 27 August

05:50 Arrival in Seoul 
Meet up: West-wing VIP parking lot 

06:30-07:30 Transfer to Chosun Hotel
Add: 87 Sogong-dong, Jung-gu, Seoul, South Korea, +82 2-771-0500

07:30 Check-in 

08:45 Gather at hotel reception

09:00-10:30 Transfer to Samsung Suwon HQ + LTE-A Demonstration (on the bus)
Add: : Samsung Digital City, main gate, maetandong, yongtong-gu, Suwon-si, Gyunggi

10:30 – 11:00

Tour of Samsung Promotion Centre (Smart TV Demonstration)

 10:30-10:35 Greeted by Mr JK Shin, President & CEO, IT & Mobile 
Communications, and Group photo

 10:35-11:00 - Guided tour in English

11:10-12:10

Presentation and Demonstration of Mobile and Network (5G)

 Mr Jongkyun (JK) SHIN, President & CEO, IT & Mobile 
Communications

 Mr Taehyub LEE, SVP, Global Policy & Relations Team
 + Samsung staff 

Agenda: 
- Information and cyber security
- the global mobile connections growth, 
- what are the next mobility deployment strategies, 
- what are new technology trends with a focus on R&D and innovation, 
- future development in basic science, materials engineering and information and 
communication technology

12:10 – 13:30 Working Lunch and further discussion
 Discussion (Group photo and exchange of gifts) 
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13:30-15:00 Transfer to the National Assembly 
Add: Yeododong Yeosadang-daero 1, Yongdengpo-gu, 150-701

15:00-17:00

Roundtable meeting with the Standing Committee on Trade, Industry and 
Energy and other stakeholders

 15:00-15:10 - Welcome Remarks by the Chairman of the 
committee/introduction
Remarks by the Chairwoman of ITRE and ITRE members

 15:10-15:40 - Briefing on industrial policies focusing on energy and high-
tech

 15:40-16:45 - Discussion
 16:45-16:55 - Closing remarks by both chairpersons
 16:55-17:00 - Group photo and exchange of gifts 

 Mr Chang-il KANG, Chairman, standing committee on Trade, Industry 
and Energy 

 + MEPs of the standing committee on Trade, Industry and Energy (TBC) 
 Mr Jun-dong KIM, Deputy Minister of Energy and Resources Policy, 

Ministry of Trade, Industry and Energy (MOTIE) 
 Mr Moon-kyu SUH, President & CEO, Korea National Oil Corporation 

(KNOC)
 Mr Jong-rip BYUN, President & CEO, Korea Energy Management 

Corporation (KEMCO)
 Mr Dong-su KIM, Executive Vice President Construction Division, 

Korea Hydro & Nuclear Power Company (KHNP) 

Agenda:
- Energy policies and external relations (strategic partners, energy tech sharing) 
- Raw materials (TBC) 
- High-tech industries (TBC) 
- Growth & Innovation policy in relation to a creative economy 

17:00-18:00 Transfer back to Chosun Hotel 

18:30-20:30 Dinner and City Tour (optional)

Wednesday 28 August
07:00 Check-out (pick-up by mini bus)

07:30-08:30

Meeting with Chairman of Korea International Trade Association (KITA)

 07:30-07:35 - Welcome Remarks by the Chairman of the 
committee/introduction
Remarks by the Chairwoman of ITRE and ITRE members

 07:35-07:45 - Briefing by KITA 
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 07:45-08:20 - Working Breakfast & Discussion 
 08:20-08:25 - Closing remarks by both chairpersons 
 08:25-08:30 - Group photo and exchange gifts

Agenda: 
- FTA Impact 
 Mr Duck Soo HAN, Chairman & CEO, KITA (a former chairman of the 

Civil Committee on hosting Green Climate Fund (GCF) ) 
 Mr Christopher H. MOON, Vice Chairman, Namyeung Industrial, 
 Mr Ji Taik CHUNG, Vice Chairman, Doosan Heavy Industries & 

Construction
 Mr Ho Keun JANG, Executive Managing Director, KITA, 
 Mr Sang Il LEE, Director, KITA

Add: Rosegarden Room, 2F, Chosun Hotel (menu: American Breakfast) 

08:45-09:55 Transfer to the Gwacheon Government Complex (1.15 hrs) 
Add: 1 Jungang-dong, Gwacheon-si, Gyeonggi-do

10:00-10:50

Meeting with Vice Minister Jong-lok YOON, the Ministry of Science, ICT 
and Future Planning (MSIP)

 10:00-10:10 - Welcome Remarks by the Vice Minister
Remarks by the Chairwoman of ITRE and ITRE/staff introduction

 10:10-10:20 - Briefing by MSIP  
 10:20-10:40 - Discussion (Q&A) 
 10:40-10:45 - Closing remarks by both chairpersons 
 10:45-10:50 - Group photo

Vice Minister Jong-lok YOON for ICT
+ his staff

Agenda: 
- Overview of S&T policy for a creative economy  
- Information and Cyber Security 
- ICT R&D and industry convergence 

11:00 - 12:00 Transfer to Global Green Growth Institute (GGGI)
Add: 19F, Jeongdong Bldg., 15-5 Jeong-dong, Jung-gu Seoul 100-784

12:00 - 13:30

Light Lunch with Mr Robert Dawson, Deputy Director General Global 
Green Growth Institute (GGGI)

 12:00-12:10 - Welcome Remarks by Mr. Robert Dawson GGGI
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Remarks by the Chairwoman of ITRE and ITRE/staff introduction
 12:10-12:40 - Presentation by GGGI
 12:40-13:15 - Discussion (Q&A) 
 13:15-13:25 - Closing remarks by both chairpersons 
 13:25-13:30 - Group photo & exchange of gifts 

Participants:
 Mr. Robert Dawson, Deputy Director-General, Management & 

Administration
 Mr. Darius Nassiry, Head of International Cooperation
 Mr. Myung Kyoon Lee, Head of Research
 Mr. Junghwan Kim, Senior Program Manager, Public-Private 

Cooperation
 Russell Bishop, Program Manager, Ethiopia Project
 Dyana Mardon, Program Officer, International Cooperation

Agenda: 
- Overview of GGGI
- PPP (public-private-partnership) 
- Research initiatives on green growth/tech and knowledge sharing platform 

13:30-14:30 Transfer to Gimpo Airport 

14:30 Arrival at Gimpo Airport 

16:15 Departure to Japan 
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COMMITTEE ON INDUSTRY, RESEARCH AND ENERGY

Delegation to South Korea and Japan    26 – 30 August 2013
DRAFT PROGRAMME

JAPAN

18:30 

Arrival at Tokyo (Haneda Airport)
ANA 1164 terminal 1 and Transfer to Imperial Hotel through the Rainbow 
Bridge.

Imperial Hotel, 1-1-1, Uchisaiwai-cho 1-chome, Chiyoda-ku, 
Tokyo 100-8558  Tel: +81-3-3504-1111 Fax: +81-3-3581-9146

19:00 Check-in

20:00-21:00 City tour by bus (Ginza, Shibuya, Shinjyuku, Kabuki-cho, Omotesando, 
back to hotel through Otemachi/Imperial Palace) – Dinner (optional)

Thursday 29 August
8:30 Pick-up by mini bus at the Imperial Hotel

9:00-10:00

Understanding the accident
(meeting with representatives of the Fukushima accident investigation 
commission of the JP Diet (Parliament) and of  independent business')

 Prof. Kiyoshi Kurokawa - Chair of the Diet's Fukushima Nuclear 
Accident Investigation Commission

o Mr. Sakon Uda – Managing Director, Nuclear Accident Diet's
Investigation Commission 

o Mr. Satoshi Ishibashi - Director in charge of Project 
Management, Nuclear Accident Diet Investigation Commission

 Prof. Koichi Kitazawa – Chair of the Fukushima independent business 
investigation Committee (Former President of  JST, the Japan Science 
and Technology Agency)

EU Delegation of the European Union to Japan 
Europa House, 4-6-28 Minami-Azabu, Minato-ku, Tokyo 106-0047

10:10-10:55

Consequences on energy security and energy mix
 Mr. Nobuo Tanaka – Global Associate for Energy Security and 

Sustainability at the Institute for Energy Economics, Japan (Former 
Executive Director 'International Energy Agency' (OECD/Paris))
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11:00-11:40

Japan's breakthrough on induced pluripotent stem cells (iPS) and 
possibilities of the UE-JP collaboration

 Dr. Hideyuki Okano – Medical School, Keio University
 Mr. Daisuke Baba - Deputy Director, Life Science Division Research 

Promotion Bureau Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and 
Technology

11:40-13:00
Working Lunch with Tokyo Electric Power Co (TEPCO)

 Mr. Takizawa, Nuclear investigation group
 Accompanied by three representatives of TEPCO

13:30-15:45

15:50-16:45

Meeting with the Diet Committees
13:30-14:30 Meeting with Lower House Committee on Science, Technology and 
Innovation (STI)

 Mr. Kisaburo Tokai - Chairman of the Special Committee on Promotion 
of Science and Technology, and Innovation

 + 8 members of Lower House Committee on STI

13:30-14:30 Meeting with Lower House Committee on Economy and Industry 
 Mr. Shigeyuki Tomita - Chairman of the Committee on Economy, Trade 

and Industry (on Energy)
 + 8 members of Lower House Committee on Economy and Industry

House of Representatives, Main building, 3F

Meeting with former prime Minister of Japan, Mr Naoto Kan

17:00-18:00

Meeting with Nuclear Regulatory Authority 

 One of the executive directors of the Nuclear Regulatory Authority

Nuclear Regulatory Authority
1- 9-9, Roppongi , Roppongi First building Minato-ku, Tokyo

18:25-19:10 "Abenomics " (economic policy of the new government) –
how successful are the three arrows? 

(Fujitsu Research Institute -   think tank on economics)
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 Dr. Martin Schulz Senior Economist

Fujitsu Research Institute
New Pier Takeshiba South Tower 16-1, Kaigan 1-Chome, 
Minato-ku, Tokyo 105-0022

19:10-20:00 Transfer to Imperial Hotel

20:00-22:00

Working dinner with Areva and Japanese industry

 Mr. Armand Laferrère – President AREVA Japan
 Mr. Alain Dardy, Executive Vice President, Areva Japan
 Mr. Maxime Bourasseau, Methods and Studies D&D Engineer, Nuclear 

Site Value Business Unit, AREVA NC Japan Projects
 Mr. Akira Fujita, Associate Executive Officer & General Manager, No.3 

Project Division, JGC Corporation
 Mr. Akira Hasunuma, Manager(Nuclear Group), No.1 Project 

Department, No.3 Project Division, JGC Corporation

Imperial Hotel, Miyabi room 3F,
1-1-1, Uchisaiwai-cho 1-chome, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo 100-8558

Friday 30 August

8:00-8:30
Check-out / pick-up by mini bus at the Imperial Hotel
luggage to be left in hotel – pick up in the evening on the way to the airport

9:30-11:00

Visit at the Earthquake Control Centre in Tokyo

9:30 - 9:50 Introduction DG Toshihiko Hashida  
Earthquake and Tsunami Observations Division
Seismological and Volcanological Department
Japan Meteorological Agency (JMA)

9:50-10:20 visit of operation room  
       Explanations: Dr. Takeshi Koizumi,

Senior Coordinator for International Earthquake 
and Tsunami Information

Japan Meteorological Agency (conference room / visiting operation room)
1-3-4 Otemachi, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo 100-8122

11:30-13:00 Impact of the Fukushima accident on the marine environment
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 Prof. Mitsuo Uematsu Director of the Center for International 
Collaboration on Atmosphere and Ocean Research Institute, 

      University of Tokyo

 Dr. Michio Aoyama - Meteorological Research Institute 
(marine radiochemistry)

 Dr. Jota Kanda - Tokyo University of Marine Science and Technology  
(marine biology)

 Dr. Hiroyuki Matsuda - Yokohama National University 
(fisheries management)

EU Delegation of the European Union to Japan 
Europa House, 4-6-28 Minami-Azabu, Minato-ku, Tokyo 106-0047

Lunch 

13:30 – 15:00

Lunch on the invitation of Ms. Maeve Collins, 
Chargé and Deputy Head of the EU Delegation to Japan

Tokyo Shiba Tofuya Ukai
4-4-13 Shiba-Koen, Minato-ku, Tokyo

16:00 – 17:00

Visit to the National Museum of Emerging Science and Innovation 
(Miraikan) (optional)

 On the way to, visit to Zojo-ji Temple

Miraikan: 2-3-6 Aomi, Koto-ku, Tokyo
Zojo-ji: 4-7-35 Shibakoen, Minato, Tokyo

19:30 – 22:00

Dinner with European Business Council and European Industrialists
(Possibility to pass through interesting sites, e.g. Ginza, the Imperial Palace, 
Otemachi, Akihabara – the electronic town, stopping at Asakusa (Senso-ji), and 
Yasukuni Shrine)

 Mr. Richard Kracklauer – President ZF, Chairman of Automotive 
Components Committee, European Business Council (EBC) 

 Mr. Luc Gellens – future chairman of EBC material committee

 Mr. Richard Thornley – President of Rolls Royce 

 Ms. Haruno Yoshida – President of BT Japan 

 Mr. Jos van Ruyven – President of DSM

 Mr. Alan Harris – President of BMW

 Mr. Tony Ford – Oxford Instruments (R&D)

 Ms. Mika Ohbayashi – Director of Japan Renewable Energy Foundation

Ritz Carlton Tokyo Hotel. Midtown 9-7-1, Akasaka, Minato-ku
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22:00 - 23:00
Transfer to the hotel 
On the way to the airport going through Aoyama Dori, Harajuku, Omotesando, 
Tokyo Tower, Haneda

01:00 (31 August) Flight back from Haneda Airport


