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Public Acceptance of Nuclear iEnergy and

Cerebro‐ Physiology一 An Essay
The public attitude toward nuclear power has

not been favorable in Japan since the Chernobyl

accident.

But public approval of nuclear energy has

nevertheless recovered over the past two years,

through the effOrts of the gOvernment alld the

nuclear industry,to a level that balances out on

the “low plateau" of disapproval. The Prime

Minister's Office and the news media samplings

of public opinion show another remarkable

tendency in the past year,i.e.dilninishing per‐

centages amOng bOth advocates and opponents

carrying their cases to extreme,compared to the

upsurge of the moderates who would like to

“see nuclear power rettain in status quo." In a

recent ``analysis of public opinion On nuclear

energy," the Japan Atonlic lndustrial Fon■ In

found 30% calling for a ``buildup" or a con‐

ditional buildup in nuclear power; 45。 7%
wishing tO see it``remain in status quo with nO

further build up,''and 18.39ら demanding``a cut‐

back or a halt"一 moderates thus forlning the

maiO五 ty.

Public response to the question,“ What will be

the mainstay of energy sources for the next ten

years?" seems rational, with nuclear energy

finding favor with 39。 39ら, compared to 26.4%
for oil and 20.0% for s01ar energy (heat and

light).But the approval rating on nuclear energy

mentioned above is apparently contrary to this

because some 6026 say “no" when it comes to

the question of nuclear“ safety。 ''

Responses vary rellnarkably between lnen and

womeno Nuclear power finds favor with 38%of

men,but、mth only 22%of women(althOugh
disapprOval ratings dO nOt differ greatly between

men and women)。 Among future energy sources,

“nuclear energy''is given first choice by 43%of

men and 36ツ5of women,and nuclear safety Ⅵ几ns

recognition from 45% and 35%respect市 ely.

Men and women also differ by a ratio Of 25%to

12%in trusting the``explanations"given by the

nuclear advocates. Nuclear exponents get a very

bad rating for lack of persuasive power.

Among the moderates,who form the majo五ty,

there are three times as many people as(38%to

12%)thoSe whO contend that nuclear critics give

more convlncing explanations than are given by

the advocateso What is this all about? Two lnain

reasons for the bad rating fOr nuclear advocates

are that ``they conceal what lnay affect their

interests" and that``they claim anything tO be

`safe'even if a serious accident should happen to

it." On the other hand,nuclear critics are equ‐

ally under criticisln for ``emphasizing nothing

but the dangers of nuclear energy" and fOr

“failing tO offer an altemative to nuclear

energy.'' The sensibilities of the moderates are

so healthy that they may sound disagreeable to

the ear Of both advocates and c五 tics.

Whose explanations can be trusted?  First

come the acadellrllcs and specialists,second the

newspapers,and third the TV networks. Among

nuclear interests, “those who are working at

nuclear power plants"stand out,finding nearly

twice as much favor as do the electric ut■ ities

and the gOvernment.

Young people between the ages of 16 and 25,

amOng Others,seeln to have enlightened and sen‐

sible opinions to offer.  Though not differing

perceptibly from other groupings Of people in

regard tO the questioFls about “future energy

sources,'' ``the advisability of nuclear energy

developllnent" and “the exercise of judgement

on inforlnation,''they show similar tendencies― ―

something that may bring us new hope for the

future.

But are we really right in assunung this? It

may be adⅥ sable to see the young people in the

light of their outlook on life and society. Our
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ク consciousness analysis has produced enough data

fOr us tO make a cluster analysis of the respon‐

dents. According tO differences in their way of

thinking, we classified thenl into six groups― ―

first,the hard working elite(17.3%);seCOnd,the

plёasure―seekers(17.4%);third,the time‐seⅣ ers

(15.7%);fourth,the aggress市 e activists(15.0%);

fifth,the depressed grumblers(18.6%)and SiXth,

the p01itical dissenters(16.1%).Many youths

are alrnong the pleasure‐ seekers in the second
grOup and show the second highest percentage,

following the second group,amOng the respOn‐

dents approving of nuclear energy. If past con‐

ditions of Japanese society continue,the second

grOup will change their status as they age and

join the``hard workers''Of the first group. But

recent circumstances in 」apan are such that

there is no warranty that this pattern oflife will

continue.  In other wOrds,I have been at great

pains tO reason out an answer tO the question as

to why Japanese youth appear relatively tO be in

favOr Of nuclear energy.  Is this because they

have a positive and cOnstructive vlew Of the

future or because their world OutloOk is that

“whatever will be will be,''as they seek``noth‐

ing more than a g00d tillne for the day?" On

the other hand, a further analysis can be made

by sonle other methOd*― althOugh l do not go

into details――which indicates that nuclear ёner‐

gy is Out Of favor with``serious― llninded people"

despite the fact that few things can llnake people

more``serious"than the development of nuclear

energy.

Another thing that is difficult for nuclear

interests to understand is that responses to the

questions about energy(resources,environment,

future prospects,etc。 )are at CrOss‐purposes with

the pros and cons of nuclear power. In an ex‐

planation of this,1 0nce said: ``I would suggest

that people use the left side of their brains to

think about energy issues and approve what lnay

be logically con宙ncing tO them,but the term

`nuclear power'can never come tO thenl Ⅵ thOut
giving play tO the right side of their brains,and

so they illnmediately say`no.'''

Let me elaborate further on this. Any ex‐

planatiOn about energy wOuld come in``wOrds,''

in large lneasure,to the language field of the left

side of the brain;nO explanatiOn about nuclear

power and radiation can cOme in``non‐words,''

as it gOes off to the music field Of the right side

of the brain.  An old chinese boOk says,

“Speech is a figure of the lnind." Apparently,

the」 AIF chairman was deeply concerned with

what it means when he said in his opening

address at the foruln's Annual cOnference in

Ap五1:  “We realize that nuclear energy poses a

social problem because the nuclear civllization

has not yet reached maturityo We are called on

to see that the nuclear civllization is handed on

to the 21st century as a model for all civiliza‐

tions. TO achieve this.¨ "

*Barring sOme individual differences, man's

cerebrum is di宙 ded between the left and right

halves, the fOmer sewing to receive digital in‐

fO....ation and the latter tO receive analog in‐

forlnation. It is cerebro‐ physi010gically knOwn

that the corpus ca1losum adiuStS all such infor‐

mation before putting it into actiOn. But the

Japanese alone have a peculiarity in that they

accept things like the vowel sounds and the

chirping Of insects through the left half of

their cerebra. This is related to the rhythm Of

the Japanese language and the peculiarities of

Japanese culture. I give this explanation at the

risk Of its being a little over‐ simplified. But it

seelns very interesting to consider how these

things shOuld be reflected in the effort tO get

public acceptance in Japan. I Ⅵall discuss this

on the next opportunity.
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