The goal of this project is to design a questionnaire to understand the public’s thoughts and
concerns about the disposal of high-level radioactive waste, and one which can at the same
time give the respondents some information and a general idea about the disposal of
high-level radioactive waste. Then by gathering the results and by analyzing the results we
aim to understand the public and at the same time assess the questions in the questionnaire to
see if the questions are able to earn the information or results that our group wants and to
modify any questions. The importance to understand the public’s thought and concerns about
the disposal of high-level radioactive waste all lies in the point that the disposal of high-level
radioactive waste is not carried out because of the lack of publics approval. So, by
understanding about the public, we could think of ways to earn the approval by the public.

Through the two months working in this project, we were able to design and analyze two
questionnaires. One questionnaire was designed for the people in the SHIP class, there were
40 responses and through the analysis we concluded that the questionnaire had confusing
wording and there was a need to modify the words. The other questionnaire was designed for
the public, there were 133 responses and through the analysis we concluded that the public
only has a little knowledge about high-level radioactive waste, does not know the details of
the disposal of high-level radioactive waste and that most accepts thinks that the waste should
be disposed in their own countries.

Throughout the project what we have done was to design questions. When doing so, we first
thought of what specifically we had to know about the public, then after that we thought of
the type of format that is suitable for what we want to know and after that we chose the
appropriate choices for the question. Finally, we shape it up and make it into a question and
modify the wording so it would fit the target respondent.

I thought that my role in this project was an idea giver, analyzer, and translator. I thought that
I was an idea giver as I thought that I have contributed to the project by thinking of new ideas
for the question of the questionnaire. For example, I have thought of the idea for the question
number 11 which asked the closest radius that the respondents can accept the disposal site of
high-level radioactive waste, this question intends to find an image of a specific distance that
the public can accept, by knowing a distance that the public can accept it could be used for
the consideration of the disposal site of high-level radioactive waste.

I thought that I was an analyzer as I had contributed in the analysis of the results. When
talking about the analysis, I have contributed especially on the analysis to divide the
respondents of the Japanese questionnaire into public and experts. When dividing the
respondents we had to analyze many of the technical issue related questions and free answer
questions, so as one of the native Japanese speakers I had to analyze the peoples answers and
see if there were any respondents that could be classified as “experts”. For example, although
we gave an overall classification by seeing whether the respondents answered that they have
done any scientific research related to the disposal of high-level radioactive waste, some
respondents who was not classified as experts was then classified as an expert as their
response to the free answer question was an answer which a person with expert knowledge
could only answer. I thought that I was a translator as I have contributed in the creation of the
Japanese questionnaire. Like I have previously explained, as I was one of the native Japanese
speakers in our group, after the English questionnaire was made, I have done the translation
of the questionnaire into Japanese.

As our groups project was different to other groups, I thought that it was very hard but
interesting to do the project. On the other hand, as our groups project was different to other
groups, many of the things that we learnt in the SHIP lecture was hard to apply into the
project. I thought so because our groups project aimed to design a questionnaire to



understand the public, while for the other groups project they aimed to find, or think of a
solution to a problem that they found, which is very different and as the previous SHIP
workshop and this SHIP workshop both focused on trying to find a problem and then think of
a solution, it was hard to apply.

From the series of workshops, I thought that I have learnt the importance of sharing each
person’s idea no matter how small or boring it might look. Through out the SHIP workshops
each group had to think, or find a problem and a solution to it and in this process all the
members in the project had to think of some ideas, but when thinking of ideas there would
always be some ideas that may seem very small or meaningless for the person and the person
usually won’t present that. On the other hand I learnt that it is important to present any small
idea as these ideas could then be a trigger for other members or even yourself to think of new
ideas.



