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Infrastructure Criterion CR3.1 asks that the information on national nuclear activities provided to the public to be sufficient according to the best international practice. To evaluate the information provided to the public INPRO asks the assessor to look at the national energy policy, the communication on the benefits of nuclear power, the information on operation of nuclear facilities, the way concerns raised by the public regarding nuclear installations are addressed and the use of communication experts to match the information to the needs of public audiences.
Criterion CR3.3 asks that sufficient public acceptance of nuclear power is maintained in a country to ensure that there is negligible political risk to policy support for nuclear power. To evaluate public acceptance INPRO asks the assessor to check whether public polling is performed on a regular basis, whether the surveys are performed by certified professionals using recognized practices and techniques, and whether the results of the surveys indicate a stable majority of public support for the nuclear power program.
A. Background

In the INPRO methodology in the area of Infrastructure for most Criteria several Evaluation Parameters are defined helping the assessor to focus on the different aspects of the issue raised in the Criteria. 
For the Criterion CR3.1 in the area of Infrastructure, INPRO defined 5 Evaluation Parameters that address the main aspects of public information. The exercise will only cover the assessment of the second Evaluation Parameter EP3.1.2 for CR3.1 (Volume 3 of IAEA-TECDOC-1575, pg. 46-47) on the communication of the benefits of nuclear power to the public.
For the Criterion CR3.3 in the area of Infrastructure, INPRO defined 3 Evaluation Parameters that address aspects of public acceptance. The exercise will cover the assessment of the first and third Evaluation Parameter EP3.3.1 and EP3.3.2 (Volume 3 of IAEA-TECDOC-1575 Rev 1, pg. 52-53) checking whether public surveys are performed on a regular basis and whether the survey results shows a majority of the public supporting the national nuclear power program.
We will present (in sections B and C) hereafter a summary of two different surveys (one national and one local) of public opinion on Nuclear Power in the United States of America. The results of those two surveys are to be used to assess Evaluation Parameter EP3.1.2 of Criterion CR3.1, and EP3.3.1 and EP3.3.3 of CR3.3 in the area of Infrastructure according to the procedure laid out in the report IAEA-TECDOC-1575 Rev1-Volume 3 INPRO Manual – Infrastructure (c.f. p.46 and p.52) and with the help of the software eNESA.
B. Summary of a national survey of public opinion on Nuclear Power

Acceptance of New Nuclear Power Plants 
Three national surveys in 2006 found 61-63 percent (national samples of about 1,000 and margins of error of plus or minus three percentage point) approval for increasing nuclear energy/building more plants. The questions asked to the public where as follows:
· BBC/Globescan Poll June 2006: Please tell me if you strongly favor, somewhat favor, somewhat oppose or strongly oppose building new nuclear power plants to reduce reliance on oil and coal. 
· Los Angeles Times/Bloomberg Poll July-August 2006: One suggestion for reducing the problem of global warming is to increase the use of nuclear power and to decrease the use of fossil fuels. Would you, personally, support or oppose the increased use of nuclear power as a source of energy in order to prevent global warming? 

· Bisconti Research (BRi) for NEI September 2006: Do you strongly agree, somewhat agree, somewhat disagree, or strongly disagree that we should definitely build more nuclear power plants in the future? 
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C. Summary of a local survey of public opinion on Nuclear Power

1. General Trend

A new national survey of persons living in nuclear power plant communities finds that 88 percent have a favorable impression of their local nuclear power plant. Also, 71 percent of plant neighbors surveyed said it would be acceptable to add a new reactor at the site of the nearest nuclear plant.

Bisconti Research, Inc., with Quest Global Research Group, conducted the telephone survey in July and August 2007 with 1,152 randomly selected adults living within the 10-mile radius of U.S. nuclear power plants. Attitudes in some communities are more favorable than others. Among neighbors of nuclear power plants taking licensing steps toward possible new reactors, 77 percent would find a new reactor at the nearest site acceptable. 

The percentages who would find a new reactor acceptable vary by region: 78 percent in the South, 76 percent in the West, 72 percent in the Midwest, and 56 percent in the East. 

The overall survey results in 2007 are almost identical to 2005—some slightly more favorable and some slightly less so. The numbers for acceptability of new plants are slightly lower. 
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2. Specifics

Nuclear power plant neighbors continue to express favorable opinions about nuclear energy:

• 91 percent believe that nuclear energy will be important in meeting future energy needs, compared with 89 percent in 2005.


• 82 percent favor the use of nuclear energy—compared with 83 percent in 2005.


Most support license renewal and new plant activities:

• 90 percent support license renewal of nuclear power plants that continue to meet federal safety standards, also 90 percent in 2005.


• 84 percent support keeping the option to build more nuclear power plants, 83 percent in 2005.


• 85 percent agree that electric utilities should prepare now so that new nuclear power plants can be built in the future if needed, 81 percent in 2005.

• 77 percent agree we should definitely build more nuclear power plants in the future, 73 percent in 2005.
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Many plant neighbors also heard or read something in the past year about nuclear waste topics, no change from 2005:

• 54 percent heard about the development of a federal nuclear waste disposal facility at Yucca Mountain.

• 53 percent heard about transportation of nuclear waste to an isolated disposal facility at Yucca Mountain in Nevada.

Despite confidence that nuclear waste can be stored safely at the plant site, most plant neighbors would like the waste to go to Yucca Mountain, as long as it meets NRC standards:

• 71 percent agree that nuclear waste can be stored safely at the plant site until it is moved to a permanent disposal facility.

• 78 percent would like the federal government to continue to develop the Yucca Mountain site for a national disposal facility for nuclear waste as long as it meets NRC standards.
Comfort with facilities like nuclear power plants is thought to be associated with familiarity and control. As noted earlier, a message about NRC oversight (control) increases support for new reactors. Plant neighbors are quite well informed about the plant, but they feel less familiar with the NRC:

• 79 percent feel at least somewhat well informed about the plant; 32 percent feel very well informed.

• 55 percent feel at least somewhat well informed about the NRC and what it does, but only 15 percent feel very well informed
D. Performance of assessment of Criteria
With the above information it should be possible to assess:

1. Evaluation Parameter EP3.1.2 of Criterion CR3.1 in the area of Infrastructure (c.f. p46 of IAEA-TECDOC-1575 Rev1 Volume 3 – INPRO Manual, Infrastructure):

EP3.1.2: successful communication of the benefits of nuclear power to the public.
2. Evaluation Parameter EP3.3.1 and EP3.3.3 of Criterion CR3.3 in the area of Infrastructure (c.f. p52 of IAEA-TECDOC-1575 Rev1 Volume 3 – INPRO Manual, Infrastructure):

EP3.3.1: Evidence is available to the INPRO assessor that public polling is performed on a 
regular basis.


EP3.3.3: The result of a survey shows that a majority of the public either support, or at least do 
not oppose, a planned (or established) nuclear power program and that there is a positive (at 
least stable) trend. 


