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vPresentation	Objectives
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vDevelopment	of	Questionnaire.

vUnderstanding	the	Survey.

vEvaluation	of	the	Questionnaire.

vAscertain	the	public	perception	on	RR.
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vPublic	views	were	collected	from	government	officials	with	

knowledge	of	nuclear	science	and	technology
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v East	Africa
v Area	947,303km2

v Bordered	with	8		countries
v Mt.	Kilimanjaro	5895m
v Capital	City	Dodoma
v Population	55.5	(2016)

TANZANIA



v History	of	RR	dates	
back	to	1942	by	
scientists	under	Enrico	
Fermi	at	Chicago	Pile-
1	(CP-1)		in	Chicago	
US.

v Self-sustaining	
nuclear	chain	reaction	
achieved	and	
controlled.

v Initiating	the	
controlled	release	of	
nuclear	energy	
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vEither	Civil	or	Commercial	provide	a	neutron	source	for	research	and	
other	purposes.	

vPower	rating	relatively	small	with	specific	output	range	(0-200MWe)

vTanzania	lack	previous	research	on	RR	infrastructure	and	public	
perceptions.

vPublic’s	viewpoint	important	to	influence	for	safety	and	security.

vThe	National	Nuclear	Policy	of	Tanzania	2013	of	the	URT	
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v Enacted	in	2013.
v State	the	requirements	

and	vision	about	the	
Country	RR.

v One	of	the	key	catalyst	
and	driver	of	the	
National	Development.

v Improve	public	
perception	and	
awareness.
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vInfrastructures survey for RR in the URT by available information from

TAEC and MEST. However, for the purpose of this paper we analyzed

public views.

vPublic opinions on RR collected using developed and distributed

questionnaire followed by subsequent statistical analysis performed to

capture and analyze public opinions on Likert Scale on five issues.
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Section	A

• The	URT’s	
National	
Nuclear	
Technology	
Vision	
&Policy.	

Section	B

• The	
expectatio
ns	and	
roles	of	RR	
to	the	URT.	

Section	C

• Nuclear	
Safety	
after	
introductio
n	of	the	RR	
in	the	URT,

Section	D

• The	
Human	
Resource	
Manageme
nt

Section	E

• National	
infrastruct
ure	for	RR	
improvem
ent	in	the	
URT.	
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Designation Distributed		Q’nnaire Collected	Q’nnaire Total Response
Principle	S. Officers 10 5 105
Senior	S.	Officers 14 10 210
Scientific	Officers 8 3 63

Senior	Engineers 7 4 84
Assistant	Engineers 11 8 168

Scientific	Assistant 10 10 210

Total 60 40 840
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Significant	relative	to	other	questions

vQ10	on	RR	will	improve	safety	infrastructure	for	advanced	nuclear	

facilities	and	activities	in	the	URT.

vQ13	on	the	URT	has	enough	human	resource	to	develop	nuclear	RR	

program.

v Q14	on	RR	program	will	be	useful	training	center	for	scientists	and	

researchers.	
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Non-significant as participants gave neutral responses.

vQ5 on the URT government recognize the challenges of introducing
and sustaining nuclear RR.

v Q7 on the URT can highly benefit from the Utilization of RR.

vQ9 on RR will serve as a valuable resource for scientists from across
a broad spectrum.

vQ19 on RR will strengthen the national position.
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vQ3 on RR will be a useful research tool in the URT received 60%

Strongly Agree responses.

vQ13 on URT has enough human resources to develop a nuclear RR

program received 28% Strongly Disagree responses.

vQ4 on the public is concerned about RR development as a major

issue in the URT received 38% neutral responses.
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Results
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vThe	positive	responses	(Agree	and	Strongly	Agree)	shows	positive	
perception	and	acceptance	towards	RR	in	the	URT.

vThe	negative	responses	(Disagree	and	Strongly	Disagree)	indicates	
that	some	areas	requires	some	overhaul	before	introduction	of	a	
research	reactor.

vNeutral	responses	indicated	that	the	knowledge	of	the	respondents	
related	to	RR	development	was	either	limited	or	might	not	have	
understood	the	questions.	
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vDespite	the	difference	in	opinions	among	the	consulted	government	

officials,	it	was	generally	revealed	that	the	public	is	positive	at	large	

vPolicy	and	decision	making	should	seek	to	understand	and	account	

for	the	various	factors	behind	the	public’s	perception	of	RR.	

vThis	study	shows	that	integrating	views	of	the	public	in	RR	

development	is	one	contributing	mechanism	to	aid	design	and	

introduce	a	socially	more	acceptable	RR	in	the	URT.	
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