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Synopsis:  This report attempts to obtain lessons in implementation of HLW management policies for Japan by reviewing
past experiences and present status of policy formulation and implementation as well as reflection of public opinions and consensus
building of selected European countries, such as Finland, Sweden and others.  After examining the situations of those countries, the
author derives four key aspects that need to be addressed; separation of nuclear energy policies and HLW policies, fundamental
support shared among national public, sense of controllability, and proper scheme of responsibility sharing.
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Fig.1 TheTwo Main Featuresof Risk Governance.
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Table 1 The Voting Results at Eurajoki Municipal Council,
January 2000.
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Fig. 2 Public Opinionsin Eurajoki Municipality, Dec.

1998-Jan.1999.

(Source: POSIVA[3], p.166)
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Table2 Public Opinionsin Oskarshamn Municipality.
(Source: LKO[5])
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Table3 Role Sharing Patternsin Major Countries.
(Source: Nagano[7])
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