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ABSTRACT 
The goal of this report is estimation of the influence of sensing of nuclear risk to atomic industry’s public relation. 

In this report the reasons of the negative relation to nuclear energetic owing to inadequate sensing of the risk dealing 
with this fields have been represented.  

INTRODUCTION 

In this time objects of nuclear energy are perceived 
by considerable part of the population as a source of 
increased danger. That’s why safety and reliability of their 
exploitation are in the field of constant attention of the 
public. Human safety and preservation of the environment 
are decisive factors at the definition of perspectives of the 
nuclear energy development in comparison with other 
sources of energy. That’s why it is very important to 
overcome negative public moods about using of nuclear 
energy. At the moment public opinion about risk, 
connected with nuclear energy is significantly 
distinguished from scientific and technical ideas about 
nuclear complex safety. In connection it is necessary to 
study subjective and objective reasons of forming of 
public opinion about nuclear energy. Among reasons, 
definite the negative attitude of a part of the population to 
nuclear energy the influence of nuclear risk sense to 
atomic industry’s public relation takes an important place. 
The problem of negative public attitude to atomic energy 
is especially acute in such regions where their population 
suffered from incidents at plants of the branch. 

Working, we take an analysis of local and regional 
press and different of booklets of branch plants. 

On the basis of studied data we make such conclusion 
that perception of the risks from dangerous events 
presents a complex problem. The formation of adequate 
perception depends on the right information about the 
origin of risks. People are prone to easily accept factors 
connected with relatively large risks while they should be 
associating the factors with vastly less risk to people.  

From the public’s point of view, the most dangerous 
factors threatening their health and life are not always far 
from them. There are great differences between supposed 
and real dangers. This is represented by the inadequate 
sense of risk by the people. These differences are caused 
by a number of reasons. 

DISCUSSION 

At first, a big difference exists between a voluntary 
risk and a constrained one. Many people willingly go with 
the risk for the sake of one's inclination. They think that 
pleasure without danger is less satisfying. All that it 
presents are factors of voluntary risks, so that people find 
it the wholly acceptable. Many people are convinced that 
freedom of risks to their own health and life are essential 
rights of their own. Public opinion perceives a voluntary 
risk with less hostility than a constrained risk. The nuclear 
risk is perceived as negative because it is necessary. The 
people are subjected to nuclear risks, and hence it 
becomes a negative perception. 

People are more prone to accept the risks from 
natural phenomena’s than accept a stipulated risk from 
nuclear factors. For this reason, the ratings of risk factors 
for natural processes are always understated.  

A third attitude of people to danger is defined by how 
well they are familiar with it. On one hand, factors 
affecting risks are about information that people do not 
even know. It is explained the fact that in the majority of 
countries the question about irradiation, connected with 
Radon presence in closed locations or about unwarily 
large doses from the X-ray enquiry isn't still discussed.  
On the other hand, the well-known factors attract a lot of 
effort. In on of the taken investigation it was ascertained  
that such well-know sources of risk as dangerous king of 
sport, foods dye-stills and even dopes and robbers don't 
frighten a lot of people. Nuclear technology was kept a 
secret for a long time.  

Taken investigations let make the conclusion that the 
forming of adequate nuclear risk sense by the public 
depends on right informing about given source of risk. 
About great importance of informing of thee public about 
original risk, connecting with nuclear energy industry you 
can judge on France example. At present time in this 
country about ѕ of all electric power is produced at NPP. 



 

 

Nuclear energy is vitality necessary there. At the number 
of French NPP educational work with the population, 
living there is taken. There are excursions, “open doors” 
days, publication of different popular booklets, which are 
distributed free. 

Though during last decade in Russia services of 
public informing have made but people treat to nuclear 
energy with destruction. They think that the risk of 
radioactive exposure is the most dangerous factor of our 
life. At the reality radioactivity is not very important 
factors of risk in consideration from other more serious 
factors. 

So, for example, epidemiologists have taken an 
investigation of influence of carcinogenic factors. As they 
estimated 30% of cancers were aroused by tobacco, 10% 
of cancers was aroused by alcohol, 35% - were aroused by 
wrong food ration and only 1% of cancers was aroused by 
radiation. 

The death probability 1:1000000 exists at next cases: 
• plane flight for the distance of 650 km, 

• automobile trip for the distance of 100 km, 
• smoking of 1 cigarette, 
• stay in room where smoking during 2 hours, 
• mountain-climbing during 1,5 min, 
• fishing at the sea during 1 hour, 
• drinking of a half of a bottle of wine. 

Living in immediate closeness from NPP for 3 years 
human is exposed to same danger as when he smoke of 1 
cigarette during the same period. 

CONCLUSION 

So first of all our health depends on our way of live, 
out food ration and not on radioactivity as many people 
think. To overcome such errors detailed reliable and 
objective information about nuclear energy is needed. 
Besides the public role in making a final decision about 
examined risk should be significantly raised. Only in this 
case we can form equivalent nuclear risk sense and 
overcome the fear from nuclear energy. 

 


