im L -2 3 -
. by ®w CTEE . : ]
r’ bR - T - T
-
. g i gl W gy L E
e P r W ' e
'-_l_"-r'.'f;'-'l s E = = T = R = g = o

= . - - n..'_—-" -_-L.
h. L=
Bl i ﬁ" |

The current status of risk
communication in Japan
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- Risk communication in Japan

* Risk communication’
IS a relatively new
concept in Japan

** No equivalent Japanese
term for ‘risk’ nor
‘communication’

Is it correctly
- understood and

appropriately used?
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~ Barriers to risk communication

A so-called ‘deficit
model’

Negative stereotype
towards media

Controversy over
the objectivity of risk
assessments exists




Experts may say...

Laypersons lack
adequate scientific
knowledge to
understand risks.

Therefore, risk
communication can be
achieved by diffusing
accurate knowledge.
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-~ Experts may also say...

The social
amplification occurs
due to the

* sensational’ news
reports of risks.

Therefore, risk
communication can
be achieved as media
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A brief look at risk communication of endocrine
disrupters in Japan

At the onset of the
problem, news reports on
the impacts of endocrine
disrupters on human
health attracted a good
deal of public attention.

Relatively few
comprehensive analyses
have been made
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Results of a national survey(1)

Participants: 1,420 women and 1420
men. 1/3

Only 1/3 of them knew the
scientifically correct term
“endocrine disrupters’ 90%

Over 90 % of them rather knew
the commonly used but
scientifically incorrect term
‘environmental hormone’.

Participants were aware of the
lack of sound knowledge,
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" Results of a national survey(2)
2

Knowledge has not
diffused regardless of
the massive news
reports.

Disagreements
between experts and
the laypersons still exist
as to:
< The necessity of <
precautionary measures.
< The evaluation of the o




Conclusion

Risk communication
IS still an evolving
field in Japan.

Successful risk
communication
cannot be achieved
unless experts and
ersons try to




