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Abstract

This report provides the preliminary findings from a sociological survey aimed at
identifying trusted public groups. The survey was conducted in all three participating
countries of the CITISTRA project - Czechia, Slovakia and Poland. More than 1,000
respondents were interviewed in each country. Each survey was conducted in the
native language of the participating country.

The first analysis allows for a sufficiently reliable identification of institutions,
professional groups and other organisations that are perceived by respondents as
suitable for contact with the public in the conditions of a radiation event, in particular
because of their credibility, ability to carry out effective interventions and reliable
measurements. The most trusted professional groups in all three countries are
firefighters and the rescue services. These groups are not only perceived as
trustworthy in general, but also in emergency situations and as a source of up-to-date
radiation data
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1. Introduction

1.1 About CITISTRA

CITISTRA project was selected for funding in the frame of the PIANOFORTE first Open
Call for research projects answering the topic 3: “Development of risk assessment and
risk management approaches and technological capabilities to cope with scenarios
arising from threats due to war or armed conflicts situations or natural disasters taking
into consideration social, ethical and legal issues”. The full title of the project is: “Citizen
measurements as complementary radiation monitoring strategy in threats due to
armed conflict or natural disasters”.

The Project coordinator is the National Radiation Protection Institute (SURO), Praha,
Czech Republic. Project partners are The Henryk Niewodniczanski Institute of Nuclear
Physics, Polish Academy of Sciences (IFJ PAN), Krakow, Poland as the Affiliated
entity to the Central Mining Institute — National Research Institute, Katowice, Poland
and the Slovak Medical University in Bratislava (SZU), Bratislava, Slovak Republic as
the Affiliated entity to the National Radiation Protection Institute (SURO), Praha, Czech
Republic.

The project aims to analyse the feasibility and procedures of employment of citizen
measurements with regard to different national legal frames, social and cultural habits
using experimental study in three countries — Czech Republic, Slovak Republic and
Poland. The project addresses challenges in using citizen radiation measurements:

e quality, accuracy, and reliability of the data collected and analysed by citizens,

¢ ethical, legal, and social implications of sharing and using radiation data in different
countries,

e adequate training, support, and feedback to citizens involved in radiation
measurement activities,

e preconditions of the sustainability of a system built on measurements by volunteers.

The developed radiation detector CzechRad is being distributed among selected
citizen groups together with simple software. Training will be provided on taking
measurements, data processing and interpreting. Practical guides for training and
measurements in different emergency scenarios will be designed and tested. In
addition to the living environment, the self-measurements of thyroid glands, food, feed
and personal items of daily use etc. will be considered. The public attitude to citizen
measurements will be monitored using sociological surveys. The effect of the self-
measurement availability on a public sense of security and fear about ionising radiation
shall be determined.

1.2 About the survey

This report provides first findings from a sociological survey aimed at identifying trusted
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public groups. The tender for the survey contractor took place in the summer of 2024.
The bid from MEDIAN, s.r.o. won the tender. MEDIAN (www.median.eu/en/) is a
research agency with many years of experience in the area of market research, media
and public opinion. Their activities include, for example, internal strategic research for
NGOs, government institutions and universities; independent election polls
implementing an optimised long-term methodology or research for major forms of
Czech media (topical, flash, pre-election polls for e.g. Czech Television, Czech Radio
Broadcast).

A preliminary version of the survey questions was prepared during a team workshop in
the summer of 2024 in Prague. It was necessary to prepare the questions so that the
results from individual countries were comparable, but at the same time it was possible
to take into account various national specificities in the questionnaire (will be
mentioned in more detail later). This involved the need to discuss various details, which
delayed the survey - the survey was launched in early 2025. The survey was conducted
in all three participating countries of the CITISTRA project - the Czech Repubilic,
Slovakia and Poland. 1,000 respondents were interviewed in each country.

The survey was conducted in the native language of each participating country -
questionnaires in Czech, Slovak and Polish are attached to this report.
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2. Structure of the questionnaire

The questionnaire can be thematically divided into several parts - basic socio-
demographic data about the respondent, personal characteristics of the respondent.
The next part focuses on conspiracy theories, trust in stakeholders, media, information
systems and various professional groups. Attention is also paid to the perception of
various threats (war, migration, extremism, poverty) from the respondent's perspective.
A very important part of the questionnaire is, of course, dedicated to the issue of
radioactivity and radiation protection. The questionnaire contains questions focused on
knowledge of radioactivity - sources of radioactivity, effects of radioactivity on human
health, etc. The last part focuses on the respondent's capabilities and preparedness in
the event of an emergency situation related to radioactivity, trust in official institutions,
their preparedness for such situations and the information provided by them. Also
included are questions regarding citizen radioactivity measurements, their credibility on
the part of the respondent, and the respondent'’s willingness to potentially participate in
such measurements.

2.1 Socio-demography - basics, education, employment, financial situation

Basic socio-demographic data about the respondent includes year of birth, gender, and
place of residence. An important part is also questions about the level of the highest
education achieved. In the case of higher education (bachelor's and higher, e.g. ISCED
2011 levels 6-8), the focus of this education is also determined - humanities, medicine,
natural sciences, technology.

ISCED 2011 levels of education (preschool education omitted)

Level Label Description

1 Primary Programmes typically designed to provide students with fundamental
education skills in reading, writing and mathematics and to establish a solid

foundation for learning.

2 Lower First stage of secondary education building on primary education,
secondary typically with a more subject-oriented curriculum.
education

3 Upper Second/final stage of secondary education preparing for tertiary
secondary education or providing skills relevant to employment. Usually with an
education increased range of subject options and streams.

4 Post-secondary | Programmes providing learning experiences that build on secondary
non-tertiary education and prepare for labour market entry or tertiary education. The
education content is broader than secondary but not as complex as tertiary

education.

5 Short-cycle Short first tertiary programmes that are typically practically-based,
tertiary occupationally-specific and prepare for labour market entry. These
education programmes may also provide a pathway to other tertiary programmes.

6 Bachelor's Programmes designed to provide intermediate academic or professional
or equivalent knowledge, skills and competencies leading to a first tertiary degree or

equivalent qualification.
7 Master's Programmes designed to provide advanced academic or professional
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Level Label Description
or equivalent knowledge, skills and competencies leading to a second tertiary degree
or equivalent qualification.
8 Doctorate Programmes designed primarily to lead to an advanced research
or equivalent qualification, usually concluding with the submission and defence of a
substantive dissertation of publishable quality based on original
research.

Source: International Standard Classification of Education (ISCED), retrieved 12 March 2025,
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/International Standard Classification of Education

According to an Eurostat survey in 2023 (see the following figure and table), Czechia
and Slovakia show a comparable distribution of educational attainment levels. At a high
level - i.e. tertiary education - Poland is comparable to the EU, Czechia and Slovakia
have a lower share at this level.

Distribution of the population aged 25-74
by educational attainment level, 2023
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Figure 1: Distribution of the population aged 25-74 by educational attainment level, 2023 (% of the
population aged 25-74), selected countries (Eurostat)

Figure 1 shows the distribution of the population aged 25-74 years by educational
attainment level for the CITISTRA participating countries. The three different levels of
educational attainment are as follows:

Low - ISCED 2011 levels 0-2, e.g. less than primary, primary or lower secondary level of
education.

Medium - ISCED 2011 levels 3 and 4, e.qg. upper secondary or post-secondary non-tertiary
education.

High - ISCED 2011 levels 5-8, e.q. tertiary education.
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As the following table shows, in the age category over 55, all three countries have a
similar share of the population with tertiary education. In the age category 25-54, the
share of residents with tertiary education is similar in Czechia and Slovakia - around
30%, in Poland it is noticeably higher - around 40%.

Table 1: Population by educational attainment level and selected age groups, 2023 (% of the
respective age population)

EU Czechia Slovakia Poland

Low (ISCED 0-2) 17,9 5,9 6,0 5,0

Medium (ISCED 3-4) 43,4 64,8 62,0 52,0

25-54 years General orientation 10,1 4.9 4,0 11,0
of which

Vocational orientation 33,2 59,9 58,0 40,9

High (ISCED 5-8) 38,7 29,3 31,9 43,1

Low (ISCED 0-2) 30,6 9,3 11,0 11,7

Medium (ISCED 3-4) 46,2 74,4 71,7 69,8

55-74 years General orientation 8,9 4,3 4,2 7,7
of which

Vocational orientation 37,3 70,1 67,6 62,1

High (ISCED 5-8) 23,2 16,3 17,2 18,5

Source: Eurostat (online data code: edat_Ifs_9903)

In all three countries, women have a higher percentage of tertiary education (ISCED 5-
8) than men. In Czechia, this difference is around 5 percent, in Slovakia around 9
percent, and the highest in Poland - around 11 percent.

Table 2: Population with tertiary education (ISCED 5-8), age class 15-64 years (% of the respective
age population)

TIME 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
EU men 25,8 26,5 27,2 27,4 28,1
women 30,2 31,4 32,2 32,9 33,7
. men 19,8 19,7 20,8 20,8 20,5
Czechia
women 23,4 245 26,1 26,4 26,7
. men 19,3 19,5 19,8 21,1 21,6
Slovakia
women 27 28,4 29,8 31 30
men 23,3 23,8 23,8 24,2 27,2
Poland
women 34 34,8 35 35,9 39,3

Source: Eurostat (online data code: edat_Ifs_9903)

Attention is also paid to employment status - student, employee, entrepreneur, retiree,
etc. and financial situation, which is related to the section on threat perception because
it also includes threats related to the respondent's economic situation - migration,
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increasing poverty or inflation. The average unemployment rate is around 2.5% in
Czechia (1.2-4.6% depending on region), around 3% in Poland (1.8-5.6% depending
on region) and the highest - over 6% in Slovakia (2.3-10.9% depending on region).

Table 3: Unemployment rates (%), age class 15-64 years

2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
EU 6,7 7,1 7,1 6,2 6,1
Czechia 2 2,6 2,8 2,2 2,6
Poland 3,2 3,2 3.4 29 2,8
Slovakia 5,8 6,7 6,8 6,1 5,8

Source: Eurostat (online data code: Ifst_r_Ifu3rt)

2.2 Socio-demography - place of residence

For Czechia and Slovakia the highest-level administrative unit is “kraj”, for Poland the
equivalent of the same level of administrative division is a voivodeship (Polish:
wojewodztwo). The size of the municipality (city, village) was also taken into account.

Czechia - officially the Czech Republic (Ceska republika) has an area of about 78,000
km? and a population exceeding 10 million. Czechia is divided into 13 regions called
“kraj” and the capital city Prague as the 14" one. See the following figure and table for
details.
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Figure 1. Regions of Czechia (Czech: Kraje Ceska)
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Moravskoslezsky kraj

Region (kraj) Capital city Population Area

(2024) (km?)
Prague (Praha) 1,384,732 496
Central Bohemian (Stfedocesky kraj) Prague (Praha) 1,455,940 10,929
South Bohemian (Jihocesky kraj) Ceské Budé&jovice 654,505 10,058
Plzen (Plzerisky kraj) Plzen 613,374 7,649
Karlovy Vary (Karlovarsky kraj) Karlovy Vary 295,077 3,310
Usti nad Labem (Ustecky kraj) Usti nad Labem 811,169 5,339
Liberec (Liberecky kraj) Liberec 450,728 3,163
Hradec Kralové (Kralovéhradecky kraj) Hradec Krélové 556,949 4,759
Pardubice (Pardubicky kraj) Pardubice 530,560 4,519
Vysocina (Kraj Vysocina) Jihlava 517,960 6,796
South Moravian (Jihomoravsky kraj) Brno 1,226,749 7,188
Olomouc (Olomoucky kraj) Olomouc 632,864 5,272
Zlin (Zlinsky kraj) Zlin 580,744 3,963
Moravian-Silesian (Moravskoslezsky kraj) |Ostrava 1,189,204 5,427
Czech Republic Prague (Praha) 10,900,555 78,871

Source: "Population of Municipalities — 1 January 2024". Czech Statistical Office. 17 May 2024 (via

Wikipedia), https.//www.czso.cz/csu/czso/population-of-municipalities-qexb0dqr2d
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Slovakia - officially the Slovak Republic (Slovenska republika) has an area of about
49,000 km? and a population exceeding 5.4 million. Slovakia is divided into 8 regions
called “kraj”. See the following figure and table for details.

PreSovsky kraj

Trenéiansky kraj

Banskobystricky kraj

Bratislavsky kraj

Nitriansky kraj

0 100 200 km
I ]

created in QGIS, administrative data: SK: ZBGIS, CC BY 4.0; World: i i ies by ies.org (CC BY 4.0)

Figure 2. Regions of Slovakia (Slovak: Kraje Slovenska)

Region (kraj) Capital Population Area

(2023)(1) (km?)
Banska Bystrica (Banskobystricky kraj) Banska Bystrica 614,356 | 9,454.8
Bratislava (Bratislavsky kraj) Bratislava 732,757 | 2,052.6
KosSice (KoSicky kraj) Kosice 779,073 | 6,751.9
Nitra (Nitriansky kraj) Nitra 668,301 | 6,343.4
PreSov (PreSovsky kraj) PreSov 808,810 | 8,974.5
Trencin (Trenciansky kraj) Trengin 568,102 | 4,501.9
Trnava (Trnavsky kraj) Trnava 566,114 | 4,172.2
Zilina (Zilinsky kraj) Zilina 687,174 | 6,808.4
Total 5,424,687 | 49,035

(1) Statisticky trad Slovenskej republiky, https://statdat.statistics.sk/

Poland, officially the Republic of Poland (Rzeczpospolita Polska) is the largest of the
participating countries - with an area of of 312,696 km? and a population over 38 million.
Poland is divided into 16 provinces or states known as voivodeships (wojewodztwa).
See the following figure and table for details.
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Figure 3. Voivodeships of Poland (Polish: Wojewddztwa Polski)

Voivodeship (wojewddziwo) Capital city/cities* Population Area
(2024)" (km?)
Lower Silesian (dolnoslgskie) Wroctaw 2,874,496 19,947
Kuyavian-Pomeranian (kujawsko- | Bydgoszcz, Torun 1990 323 17,971
pomorskKie)
Lublin (lubelskie) Lublin 2003475 | 25,123
Lubusz (lubuskie) Gorzéw Wielkopolski, 972 140 13,988
Zielona Goéra
t6dz (tédzkie) todz 2354 135 18,219
Lesser Poland (mafopolskie) Krakow 3429685 | 15,184()
Masovian (mazowieckie) Warszawa 5510618 35,559
Opole (opolskie) Opole 933 349 9,412
Subcarpathian (podkarpackie) Rzeszéw 2067 139 17,845
Podlaskie (podlaskie) Biatystok 1135 201 20,187
Pomeranian (pomorskie) Gdansk 2 359 956 19,547
Silesian ($/gskie) Katowice 4 305 126 12,334
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Voivodeship (wojewddziwo) Capital city/cities* Population Area
(2024)" (km?)

Swietokrzyskie/Holy Cross Kielce 1163 001 11,709
(Swietokrzyskie)
Warmian-Masurian Olsztyn 1353 374 24,174
(warminsko-mazurskie)
Greater Poland (wielkopolskie) Poznan 3484 177 29,827
West Pomeranian (zachodniopomorskie) | Szczecin 1626 876 22,910

*Capital city, city of executive board (Sejmik)

(1) Source: Baza Demograficzna — Tablice predefiniowane — Wyniki badan biezgcych; Stan i struktura
ludnos$ci; Ludno$¢ wedtug pfci i wojewddztw, stat.gov.pl

2.3 Personal characteristics

This section focuses on the respondent's feelings - how often they feel anxious, afraid
that something bad will happen, feel irritated or angry. Further, questions testing belief
in misinformation are included - how true the respondent believes, for example, that the
American moon landing was faked, that planes release chemtrails, or that there is no
war in Ukraine. Finally, subjective perceptions of natural and anthropogenic risks were
tested, including the potential health risk from the operation of a nuclear power plant
and from its accident.

Questions regarding the personal characteristics of respondents were included
because of plans to conduct follow-up segmentation of the test populations and to
determine whether and, if so, how the trustworthiness of the institutions and
professional groups tested differs for those who have higher levels of trust in
misinformation, personal perceived levels of anxiety, or general threat perception.

Issues of trust in stakeholders are important - possibilities include government, first
responders, radiation protection and nuclear safety institutions, universities and
scientific institutions. Other questions deal with trust in the media - newspapers, TV,
radio, internet, social networks and local information systems. The reason for inclusion
of this set of questions is to identify efficient communication channels for respective
population segments.

The last part deals with the credibility of various professional groups from the
respondent’s perspective. Options include not only firefighters, scientists, teachers, or
rescue service, but also ordinary people / friends or priests.

In this set of questions, cultural differences between countries were taken into account,
and given the large number of believers in Poland, priests were added to the options.
According to the Special Eurobarometer 2015 survey, in Poland more than 90% of the
population profess Christianity, while in the Czech Republic, for example, the majority
of the population - more than 60% - is agnostic or atheist.
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Eurobarometer survey 2015 — Religious affiliation in the participating countries [1]

Region Czech Republic Poland Slovakia

Catholic 27.1% 90.7% 73.1%
Orthodox 0.2% 0.2% 2.2%
Protestant 1.0% 1.0% 6.2%
Other Christian 3.2% 0.4% 2.2%
Total Christians 31.5% 92.3% 83.7%
Non-Believer / Agnostic 38.6% 2.2% 5.0%
Atheist 25.8% 3.6% 7.4%
Muslim 0.0% 0.2% 0.0%

However, according to the Statistics of Poland and the National Census of Population
and Housing 2021, persons not belonging to any religious denomination constitute
6.9% of the population i.e. a 1.1% increase compared to 2015 if we consider that the
category "not belonging to any religion" includes both categories “Non-Believer /
Agnostic” and “Atheist” from the 2015 Eurobarometer survey.

The section on general threat perception includes an assessment of how great the user
perceives the threat to be related to weather fluctuations/climate change, blackouts,
poverty, migration, the rise of extremism, or war. Threats related to radioactivity are
also included - nuclear attack, nuclear accident.

2.4 Respondent's knowledge of radioactivity

This section follows on from the previous questions on risk perception. The aim of the
first questions is to determine the respondent's knowledge of radioactivity - for
example, which of the listed sources are sources of radioactivity - the sun, microwave
oven, mobile phone, radon, etc. Whether the respondent knows the difference between
radioactivity and ionizing radiation and, for example, microwave and other
electromagnetic radiation. Another topic is knowledge of the effect of radioactivity on
human health - selected types of health problems are mentioned - the respondent is
asked to choose which ones he or she believes are caused by radioactivity.

A question about the number of nuclear power plants in the country is also included in
this section. Czechia operates two nuclear power plants: Temelin and Dukovany - total
of 6 reactors in operation, 1 more planned. In addition, there are several research
reactors in Prague and Husinec, ReZ.
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Name Type Status Location Reference Unit Gross First Grid
Power Electrical Connection
[MW] Capacity
[MW]
DUKOVANY-1 |PWR |Operational |Dukovany 468 500|1985-02-24
DUKOVANY-2 |PWR |Operational |Dukovany 471 500|1986-01-30
DUKOVANY-3 |PWR |Operational |Dukovany 468 500|1986-11-14
DUKOVANY-4 |PWR |Operational |Dukovany 471 500(1987-06-11
TEMELIN-1 PWR |Operational |Temelin 1027 1082|2000-12-21
TEMELIN-2 PWR |Operational |Temelin 1029 1082|2002-12-29

Source: IAEA PRIS, https://pris.iaea.orq/PRIS/

Slovakia also operates two nuclear power plants: Bohunice and Mochovce - 5 reactors
in total, one more under construction.

Name Type Status Location | Reference Unit |Gross Electrical| First Grid
Power Capacity Connection
[MW] [MW]
BOHUNICE A1HWGCR|Permanent 93 143 1972-12-25
Shutdown
BOHUNICE-1 PWR  |Permanent 408 440 1978-12-17
Shutdown Jaslovské
BOHUNICE-2 PWR  |Permanent Bohunice 408 440 1980-03-26
Shutdown
BOHUNICE-3 [PWR  |Operational 466 500 1984-08-20
BOHUNICE-4 |PWR  |Operational 466 500 1985-08-09
MOCHOVCE-1PWR  |Operational 467 500 1998-07-04
MOCHOVCE-2PWR  |Operational 469 500 1999-12-20
MOCHOVCE-3PWR  |Operational Levice 434 471 2023-01-31
MOCHOVCE-4PWR  |Under 440 471
Construction

Source: IAEA PRIS, https.//pris.iaea.orq/PRIS/

Poland does not yet have any nuclear power plants. There are plans to build a nuclear
power plant in the north of the country at the Lubiatowo-Kopalino site - the start of
construction is planned for 2026 and commissioning for 2033. Three AP1000 reactors
by Westinghouse Electric, each with a power of 1250 MW are planned. Poland also
operates one research reactor - Maria reactor - in Swierk-Otwock.
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Figure 4. Nuclear reactors in Czechia, Slovakia and Poland

The general public can also be expected to some extent not to distinguish nuclear
power plants (NPPs) from other nuclear reactors - e.g. research reactors. For example,
in Poland, some respondents could in good faith state that Poland has one NPP.
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Figure 5. Maria reactor - nuclear research reactor, Narodowe Centrum Badan Jgdrowych - "NCBJ"
(National Center for Nuclear Research), Swierk-Otwock, Poland.

(Photo: Bartosz Marcin Kojak, Wikimedia, CC BY-SA)

On the other hand, many people probably do not know about some research reactors -
for example, there is the VR-1 research reactor right in Prague. It is located at the
Czech Technical University, Faculty of Mathematics and Physics in Prague.

- -r —!-!-‘ -'-'

\.

Figure 6. Left: Troja Campus, Faculty of Mathematics and Physics, Prague, Czechia (Photo:
BetacommandBot; Wikimedia, CC BY-SA), the VR-1 reactor is located in one of the low buildings on
the right. Right: training reactor VR-1 - active zone (Photo: Jan Helebrant; Flickr, CC BY-SA)

2.5 Perception of radiation risk and ability to respond to it

In this section, we are interested, for example, in how the respondent assesses the
degree of possible impact on health in the case of an event such as an armed attack on
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a nuclear power plant or an accident at a nuclear power plant in the territory of Ukraine,
the Czech Republic, Slovakia, and Poland. A variant involving a nuclear strike is also
mentioned for the territories of the mentioned countries.

An important part of this section concerns the respondent's self-confidence and their
presumed ability to respond on their own in such an emergency situation. The
respondent is asked whether he or she knows what to do in the event of radioactive
contamination in his or her vicinity, how to behave when receiving a warning of possible
radioactive contamination (evacuation, hiding in the house and waiting for instructions
from the authorities, consulting with someone).

It is also important how the respondent behaved after learning that there had been an
armed attack on nuclear power plants in Ukraine - did he/she do nothing, did he/she
look for more information - where? - on official sources, the Internet, social networks?
Did the respondent take any action after this discovery? For example, trying to buy a
radiation detector or iodine tablets.

2.6 Confidence in institutions, professionals and NGOs

Questions regarding the respondent's reaction in the event of a hypothetical radiation
emergency are followed by questions regarding the credibility of various institutions,
professional groups and other organisations from the respondent's perspective.

Attention is paid to how the respondent assesses the preparedness of various
organizations for a possible radiation emergency - how prepared they are, whether
they believe they have the appropriate equipment, technology, and materials at their
disposal. How well does the respondent rate the ability of government organisations to
adequately and effectively inform the public about local situation?

The user also rates on a scale from 1 to 6 how much confidence they have in the
radioactivity measurement results provided by individual organisations - relevant
government organizations, first responders, NGOs, etc., or how much they trust that
international organizations such as the IAEA (International Atomic Energy Agency) will
provide reliable information on radioactivity.

2.7 Interest in radiation measurements

The last part deals with radiation measurements - whether the user has ever recorded
information about radiation values in their immediate vicinity, whether they know where
to find out radiation values in various parts of the Czechia / Slovakia / Poland, or
whether they would like to know a website where information about radioactivity values
of various items (mushrooms, fruit, food, everyday objects) would be published.

The next question presents a hypothetical situation where the respondent's home
country is attacked by a foreign army - who would they turn to for information in the
event of a risk associated with radioactivity? The mayor, local government, firefighters,
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police, medical doctor or someone else?

The questionnaire concludes with a question directly related to citizen radiation
measurement or so-called citizen science - whether the respondent would appreciate
the possibility of borrowing a radiation detector free of charge.

This section follows on from the previous questions on risk perception. The aim of the
first questions is to determine the respondent's knowledge of radioactivity - for
example, which of the listed sources are sources of radioactivity - the sun, microwave
oven, mobile phone, radon, etc. Whether the respondent knows the difference between
radioactivity and ionizing radiation and, for example, microwave and other
electromagnetic radiation. Another topic is knowledge of the effect of radioactivity on
human health - selected types of health problems are mentioned - the respondent is
asked to choose which ones he believes are caused by radioactivity.

A question about the number of nuclear power plants in the country is also included in
this section.
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3. Survey results

The following analysis presents preliminary findings from the sociological survey. While
initial trends and patterns are outlined, further in-depth interpretation and contextual
analysis will be conducted in subsequent stages of the research. The results shared
here are intended to provide an early overview and should be considered as a
foundation for more comprehensive conclusions to follow.

The method of initial processing of the collected data is guided by the desire to quickly
identify trustworthy institutions, professional bodies and social groups in each country.
This will allow the next phase of the project to start testing the public response to the
possibility of lending citizen kits suitable for detecting radiation and its changes in a
possible radiation risk situation.

3.1 Personal characteristics

Two standardized batteries of questions were used in this section: the “anxiety” battery
and the “belief in misinformation” battery. The results presented in this preliminary
report are for informational purposes only.

3.1.1 Anxiousness

The mean values of responses to the question for each country are shown in the
following Table.

Mean value of responses to the question T2_1 How often in your daily life do you experience
the following feelings? Rotate answers. Answer on the scale 0 (never) — 10 (constantly)

Czechia |Poland |Slovakia
Feeling nervous, anxious or on edge. 2.47 5.46 4.27
You can't stop worrying or get the worry under control. 3.19 5.22 3.7
You feel excessive worry about different things. 3.32 5.31 3.96
You have difficulty relaxing. 3.08 5.23 4.00
You feel so restless that you can hardly sit still. 212 4.77 3.01
You get angry or irritable easily. 3.37 5.80 4.65
You feel scared, as if something terrible is about to happen. 2.27 4.72 3.46

This question was included to gain an explanatory variable for differences in individuals
“answers concerning trustfulness of different institutions and stakeholders.
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3.1.2 Belief in misinformation

In the frame of this question, personal trust/distrust in several common misinformation
narratives was tested. The evaluation was made the same way as in the previous
battery. Unfortunately, the Polish question included also the options “I don’t know” and
“I do not want to answer”, it was not possible to evaluate the answers in the same way
as Czech and Slovak ones.

Mean value of responses to the question T3_1: Please read the following theories/opinions.
How true or false do you think these theories/opinions are...

definitely true (1) / rather true (2) / rather false (3) / definitely false (4)?

Czechia |Poland | Slovakia

There is no war in Ukraine, it is a lie invented by the US 3.64 * 3.71
The attacks of 11 September 2001 were ordered by the US 331 . 319
government ’ '
The planes are releasing chemical agents with the intention of .

. . 3.39 3.28
causing a harmful effect on humans (chemtrails)
The landing of American astronauts on the moon was a hoax 3.38 * 3.28
The public is being kept in the dark about the existence of 265 . 276
UFOs
In reality, the Jews control the whole world 3.47 * -
The cause of the COVID-19 pandemic was 5G technology - * 3.67

* only identical questions (1-5) were taken into account

3.1.3 General threat perception

In this section general threat perceptions were asked. The scale from 1 (no threat) to 6
(very high threat). The results are included in the following table.

Mean value of the responses to the question T4_1: In your opinion, how big a threat do the
following facts pose in the Czech Republic, Slovakia, Poland at the moment? Rotate the
options. Answer on a scale of 1 (no risk) - 6 (very high risk)

Czechia |Poland|Slovakia

Long-term weather fluctuations, e.g. long-term drought, long-| 3.90 4.16 413
term extremely high or low temperatures, etc.

Long-term failure of the internet, mobile networks or telephone 3.07 3.70 3.16
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Mean value of the responses to the question T4_1: In your opinion, how big a threat do the
following facts pose in the Czech Republic, Slovakia, Poland at the moment? Rotate the
options. Answer on a scale of 1 (no risk) - 6 (very high risk)

Czechia |Poland |Slovakia
War conflict 3.83 412 4.04
Increase in poverty 4.07 411 4.52
Manipulation of information in the media 448 4.37 4.76
Participation of extremist political parties in government 3.92 3.81 4.29
Epidemics 3.58 3.68 3.59
Nuclear attack 3.29 3.59 3.39
Nuclear accident 3.22 3.45 3.33
Lack of energy power (electricity) 3.54 3.89 3.36
Inflation 4.25 4.29 4.60
Migration 4.25 417 3.91

*N. A., the question was not asked in the same wording, unfortunately responses are not comparable

In all three countries, the nuclear attack and the nuclear accident (perceived nearly in
the same way and marked nearly by the same number) are perceived as less
threatening than other situations or actions. In Poland are these events with nuclear
perceived even only as at least dangerous. In the Czechia and Slovakia, only “Long-
term failure of internet and mobile networks” is perceived as less dangerous. On the
other side, manipulation of information in media is perceived as the activity most
threatening for the population in all three countries.

3.2 Knowledge of radioactivity

The section of the questionnaire, aiming at evaluation of respondents” knowledge
about radioactivity is strongly associated with the previous one, showing perception of
radioactivity risks. The low expected concerns are accompanied with very low
knowledge, which is a cautionary finding.

3.2.1 Respondents” knowledge of radioactivity

Recognising of radioactivity sources among sources of different types of radiation and
assessing their level of radioactivity is one of the common tests used to assess
knowledge in this area. The results are demonstrated in the following Table.

In the following table, results are summarised.
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Mean value of the responses to the question T5_1: Which of the following modalities do you
consider to be radioactive source? Rotate the items. For selected sources, choose how much
radioactive they are, marked on a scale: none (1), low (2), medium (3), high (4)

Czechia |Poland |Slovakia
Radiation of sun 217 2.24 2.28
Roentgen diagnostics 2.47 2.78 2.73
Microwave 1.85 242 2.22
Magnetic resonance examination 2.07 2.50 2.35
Cell phones 1.87 2.39 2.24
Building materials 1.83 2.01 1.84
Rocks and ground 1.70 2.03 1.91
Radon gas 2.76 2.75 2.67
Working NPP 2.22 2.72 2.45
People after X-ray imaging 1.81 2.27 210
Cosmic rays 2.38 2.50 2.52
Computer screen 1.75 2.32 2.00
People 1.50 1.90 1.57
Foods 1.55 2.00 1.64

It can be summarised, that the mean order of items according to the level of
radioactivity is quite correct, only the radioactivity of “Working NPP” is generally
overestimated.

3.2.2 The perceived health risk

Another concept of testing of laypeople’s expertise in radiation protection represents
asking on health problems associated with radiation exposition. The results
(percentage of population convinced that given diagnosis can be caused by exposure
to radioactive sources) are available in the Table.

Co-funded by page 23 of 37

the European Union




/

PIAN ¥ FORTE WP9 — D9.1
Percentage of positive answers to the question T5_3: Which of these effects on human health
can be, in your opinion, attributed to radioactive (ionising) radiation? Rotate the items.
Czechia |Poland | Slovakia
Headache 47.2 58.9 59.5
Broken bones 6.9 12.2 8.3
Atopic exanthema 9.7 24.4 15.2
Cancer 86.4 60.2 87.8
Cataract 6.8 13.4 9.2
Infertility 67.4 43.8 70
Insomnia 24.8 294 31.8
Depression 20.2 17.5 20.9
Vomiting 39.9 41.2 44.5

The knowledge in all countries is quite good, cancer is reported as a consequence of
radiation exposure most often. On the next places, headache and infertility are named.
The public apparently derives its ideas about the effects of ionising radiation from the
description of radiation sickness (see relatively high “vomiting” option). The high scores
(about 20 percent or more) in the case of insomnia and depression are quite surprising.

Co-funded by page 24 of 37
the European Union




\/
PIAN “FORTE WP9 — D9.1

3.2.3 Knowledge of the use of nuclear electricity in the state

Awareness about the national situation concerning large nuclear industrial sources is
examining the question asking about the number of nuclear power plants in the
country. The results are viewed as the percentage of correct answers.

Percentage of correct answers to the question T5_4: How many nuclear power plants are in
Poland/Czechia/Slovakia?

Czechia Poland Slovakia

87,4 71,4 73,1

The highest awareness is in Czechia, the reason may be that Czech nuclear power
plants are nowadays on the media agenda due to the tender for a new unit.
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3.3 Perception of radiation risk and ability to respond to it

In this section, the questions used are not as hypothetical as in the former ones. They
are facing the real situation of war in Ukraine which can create a sense of danger from
radiation.

3.3.1 Personal perception of radiation risk related to events in Ukraine

Questions in this section are related to real situation in Ukraine, where there have been
armed actions in the vicinity of and directly in nuclear facilities, or threats to use nuclear
weapons in the context of a localised conflict, or even on the territory of European
Union states. The first battery asks the personal risk perception in this context.

Average rating of personal perception of risk associated with various events in Ukraine related
to the threat of nuclear use.

Questions T6_1 — T6_4: To what extent do you think that ionising radiation can affect your
health in case of.... Respond on the scale 1(not at all)-6(very seriously)

Czechia |Poland |Slovakia

... an armed attack on a nuclear power plant or the nuclear| 4.11 4.02 4.62
power plant accident in Ukraine

... an armed attack on a nuclear power plant or the nuclear| 4.88 * 5.02
power plant accident on the territory of the Czech
Republic/Slovakia

... a nuclear bomb attack on Ukrainian territory 3.97 4.15 4.64

...a nuclear attack on territory of the Czech Republic/| 5.14 4.49 5.41
Slovakia/Poland

* The question was not asked because there is no nuclear power plant in Poland

The answers suggest that the Czechs and Slovaks are aware that a nuclear event has
much worse consequences on their territory, i.e. that distance is a protective factor.

3.3.2 Personal response to evens in Ukraine

Next questions are also related to real situation in Ukraine, where there have been
armed actions in the vicinity of and directly in nuclear facilities, or threats to use nuclear
weapons in the context of a localised conflict, or even on the territory of European
Union states. In these situations, laypeople were expected to make an effort to perform
or at least plan some self-protective actions.
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Average rating of realised actions in response to the risk associated with various events in
Ukraine related to the threat of nuclear use (percentage of respondents who chose the item).

Question T7_5: Did you take any action after learning that Nuclear Power plants in Ukraine
were under attack? (multiple choice)

Czechia|Poland |Slovakia
I looked for the detector to measure radiation 1.8 11.3 *
| tried to buy the iodine tablets 6.9 21.5 *
Other 1.2 0.6 *

*N. A., the question was not asked in the same wording, unfortunately responses are not comparable

Only a minority of respondents had attempted to implement some kind of protective
action, and among Czechs this portion was even smaller. It is possible that the Poles
felt more threatened because of the smaller distance to Russia than Czechs.
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3.3.3 Seeking of information

In an emergency situation, it is important to seek information on the next course of
action or on the actual situation. The next question focused on identifying selected
sources of information.

A proportion of respondents who chose certain information sources in response to the risk
associated with various events in Ukraine related to the threat of nuclear use.

Question T7_4: Were you searching for further information after learning that Nuclear Power
plants in Ukraine were under attack? (multiple choice)

Czechia|Poland |Slovakia

| looked for information at official sites 14.2 25.3 *
| looked for information at internet pages 247 31.3 *
| looked for information at social media 5.8 16.0 *

*N. A., the question was not asked in the same wording, unfortunately responses are not comparable

From the result, there can be seen that Poles were more active in information seeking.
In both countries, the main source of information was Internet.

3.3.4 Self-confidence in dealing with risky situations

The next part of this section aimed at respondent's self-confidence and their presumed
ability to respond on their own in an emergency situation.

The average value of respondent’s self-evaluation of their ability to protect themselves and
their family in the case of nuclear emergency situation.

Question T7_1: How confident are you in your ability to effectively respond to radiation
emergency situation? Answer on the scale 1- Very confident, 2 — Slightly confident, 3 - Not
very confident, 4 - Not at all confident

Czechia Poland Slovakia

2.94 2.64 2.94

The mean values show similar self-evaluation of the respondents across countries.
The variables in this section will be used to segment the population.
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The average value of respondent’s self-evaluation of their ability to protect themselves and
their family in the case of nuclear emergency situation.

Question T7_2: Do you know what to do generally in case of a possible radioactive
contamination near your stay?

Choose one option on the scale
1- I know what to do, 2 — | have partial knowledge, 3 — | know nothing

Czechia Poland Slovakia

2.36 2.39 2.38

Percentage of positive answers to the choices in the question T7_3: What steps would you
take if you received a warning of possible radioactive contamination in your area?

Czechia |Poland |Slovakia

| get in my car, take the necessary documents and run away 13.5 28.5 20.6

I hide in the house and wait for instructions from the responsible| 78.2 68.6 74.9
authorities what to do

3.4 Confidence in institutions, professionals and NGOs

In emergency situations, chaos and panic could be crucial negative phenomena which
should be avoided. Trusted stakeholders can calm the situation and overcome it.
These stakeholders, institutions or/and professional bodies are important to be
identified and supported.

3.3.1 General confidence in stakeholders and professional bodies

Credibility in emergency situations is derived from the general confidence in institutions
and professional bodies and experience with their work. The results obtained from our
respondents differ among tested countries, see here below.
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The average value of credibility derived from answers to question T3_1: How much do you
trust these stakeholders? Rotate the items. Respond on the scale 1 (very high trust) - 6
(absolute distrust)

Czechia|Poland | Slovakia
The president 3.44 4.05 3.23
The government 4.37 4.43 3.27
The parliament 4.24 4.37 3.19
Your regional government 3.34 3.91 3.24
Your municipality government 4.10 3.80 3.12
Ministry of health 3.40 3.98 3.21
Ministry or institution dealing with radiation protection 3.15 3.69 3.19
The Police 2.68 3.69 3.24
The Army 2.84 3.22 3.18
Fire Brigades 1.63 2.59 3.18
Office of Public Health 2.59 3.62 3.20
Civil defence * * 3.16
Emergency Medical Service 1.71 3.09 3.21
Scientific institutions, Universities 2.50 3.34 2.48

* institution not relevant for respective country

The stakeholders perceived as “politicians” (president, minister, government,
parliament) are in general less trusted than institutions, which members are in personal
contact with laypeople and have already proven their usefulness in face to face contact
(fire brigades, medical service). These institutions are perceived more as the “groups
of professional”. Asking about them as a professional groups, the trends are very
similar, see next Table for results.
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The average value of credibility derived from answers to question T3_3: How much do you
trust these (professional) groups? Rotate the items. Respond on the scale 1 (very high trust) -
6 (absolute distrust)

Czechia|Poland | Slovakia
Fire brigades 1.55 2.50 1.80
Experts, scientists 2.20 3.23 2.28
Teachers 2.66 3.39 2.71
Priests 3.92 4.21 3.46
Physicians, doctors 2.08 3.27 2.43
Rescue service 1.62 2.79 1.95
Ordinary people, neighbours, friends 2.58 3.36 2.82

Fire brigades and rescue service are trusted the most in their countries, even more
then doctors or experts and scientists. The picture is the same as in the case of
institutions. The situation is similar in the Czech Republic and Slovakia, in Poland the
confidence is significantly lower, but the trend remains the same.
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3.3.2 General confidence in media

In an emergency situation, communication channels are essential for disseminating
information and instructions. The media space has changed rapidly in recent years.
Public and private media, social networks — all have a different profile. No channel
should be left out. Trust in different types of media was tested, see table for results.

The average value of credibility in media derived from answers to question T3_2: How much
do you trust the following media? Rotate the items. Respond on the scale 1 (very high trust) - 6
(absolute distrust)

Czechia | Poland | Slovakia
Press 3.45 3.97 3.51
TV broadcast 3.30 4.03 3.43
Radio broadcast 3.05 3.78 3.16
Internet 3.33 3.82 3.32
Social networks 4.15 4.15 4.07
(Facebook, Instagram, Twitter — X, TikTok, etc.)

In many municipalities, the local information systems are used. This system can be
utilised in the case of emergency situations. Our respondents expressed their views on
these systems in answers to the next question, see Table.

The average value of credibility in local information systems derived from answers to question
T3_3a: How much do you trust these local information systems? Respond on the scale 1 (very
high trust) - 6 (absolute distrust)

Czechia|Poland |Slovakia

SMS alert information systems 2.56 3.28 2.86

Local broadcast systems 2.57 * 2.81

*N. A., the question was not asked in the same wording, unfortunately responses are not comparable

These local information systems are the most trusted ones, more than any other media
type.
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3.3.3 Confidence in responsible institutions (coping skills)

When speaking about credibility of institutions, it is shaped by a number of aspects.
One of them is formed by the perceived preparedness of the organisations for a
possible radiation emergency. Our questionnaire assesses several sub-views:
emergency preparedness, sufficiency of available resources, ability to inform the public
and ability to monitor the current radiation situation, see tables for results.

The average value of credibility in responsible institutions derived from answers to question
T8 1: Do you think the responsible institutions are adequately prepared for a potential
radiation emergency?

(answer on the scale 1- Yes, fully prepared, 2- Somehow prepared, 3- Not very well prepared,
4- Not prepared at all)

Czechia|Poland | Slovakia

Preparation for a potential radiation emergency 2.82 * 2.88

*N. A., the question was not asked in the same wording, unfortunately responses are not comparable

The average value of credibility in responsible institutions derived from answers to question
T8_2: Do you think that the institutions responsible for protecting the population from radiation
have adequate resources and technology?

(answer on the scale 1 (Definitely Yes) - 6 (Definitely not))

Czechia|Poland | Slovakia

Institutions have adequate resources 3.63 * 4.20

*N. A., the question was not asked in the same wording, unfortunately responses are not comparable

The average value of credibility in responsible institutions derived from answers to question
T8 _3: How would you rate government institutions' ability to effectively and accurately inform
the public about the local situation?

(answer on the scale 1 (Very high) — 6 (Very low))

Czechia|Poland | Slovakia

Institutions are able to inform the public 3.82 4.00 3.89

The average value of credibility in responsible institutions derived from answers to question
T8_4: How would you rate government institutions to effectively monitor radiation levels?
(answer on the scale 1 (Very high) — 6 (Very low))
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Czechia|Poland | Slovakia

Institutions are able to monitor the radiation situation 3.24 3.81 3.55

Preparedness is rated acceptable, while the ability of institutions to monitor the current
situation properly and in a timely manner has higher score. There is also some
uncertainty among the public about the provision of correct data in nuclear emergency
situation. We asked our respondents about this topic, results see Table.

The percentage of respondents trusting the governmental institutions to provide trustworthy
information — question T9_1: Do you trust that in case of a nuclear accident, the governmental
institutions will provide you with trustworthy information?

Czechia |Poland |Slovakia

| trust that the governmental institutions will provide correct| 48.6 23.1 42.3
data

Along with the credibility of measurement results provided by governmental
institutions, other possible data providers” credibility was ranked, results see Table. In
this section, the interest in renting an instrument that can be used to make independent
and unmediated measurements was tested.

The average value of credibility in measurement data provided by different organisations from
answers to question T9_2: Would you have confidence in results delivered by following
organisations involved in radiation monitoring? Rotate. Respond on the scale 1 (very high
trust) - 6 (absolute distrust)

Czechia|Poland | Slovakia
Governmental organisations 3.34 3.46 3.50
Research and educational institutions 2.36 3.21 2.30
Fire brigades 2.00 2.76 2.06
Non-governmental organisations 3.32 3.50 3.46
Professional societies 2.67 * 248
National foundations 3.26 * 3.24

* The question was not asked in the national version.

Finally, the interest in renting an instrument that can be used to make independent and
unmediated measurements was tested. In the context of a considerable amount of
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distrust of the values measured by official institutions, results are quite logical.

The average level of interest in an instrument capable of measuring radiation — question
T10_5: Would you like to have the possibility to have the radiation measurement device
available for free rental?

Scale: 1 — definitely yes, 2 — probably yes, 3 — neutral, 4 — probably not, 5 — definitely not

Czechia |Poland |Slovakia

Interest in renting a measurement instrument 2.26 2.26 1.97
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4. Conclusions

This report provides the preliminary findings from a sociological survey aimed at
identifying trusted public groups and presenting obtained data. On the basis of these
results, the follow up in-depth analysis will be prepared, because the data collected is
very extensive and deserves further detailed interpretation.

The information derived from the questionnaire allows the following main preliminary
conclusions to be drawn:

e The analysis allows for a sufficiently reliable identification of institutions,
professional groups and other organisations that are perceived by
respondents as suitable for contact with the public in the conditions of a
radiation event, in particular because of their credibility, ability to carry out
effective interventions and reliable measurements.

e The Polish population seems to show a higher level of distrust towards its
stakeholders and professional bodies than the Czech and Slovak populations.

e The most trusted professional groups in all three countries are firefighters and
the rescue services. These groups are not only perceived as trustworthy in
general, but also in emergency situations and as a source of up-to-date
radiation data.

e |t may be suggested that these professional organisations should be tested as
users, providers and promoters of simple dose rate monitors.

e In an emergency situation, no channel should be overlooked for reliable
information. In all three countries radio broadcasts are trusted. Local
broadcasting and SMS alert systems have been identified as another trusted
source of information and can play a special role in case of emergency
situations.

While initial trends and patterns are outlined, further in-depth interpretation and
contextual analysis will be conducted in subsequent stages of the research. It will be
aimed at detailed identifying the population segments utilizing several available
variables, e. g. personal characteristics, respondent’s knowledge of radioactivity,
radiation risk perception etc. The credibility of difference institutions, professional
bodies or subjects and media for these population segments will be assessed.
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WP9 Call 1
CITISTRA - Report on public sociology
survey to define trusted public group

APPENDIX 1:
Original questionnaire in Czech, as

used in the online survey conducted
by Median
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' <P, Dotaznik: Postoje k radioaktivits

a4 2024/4

MEDIAN

Dobry den,
vitdme Vas v dotazniku agentury MEDIAN.

Do tohoto prizkumu jste byl(a) vybran(a) nahodné.

Radi bychom Vas ujistili, Ze vSechny Vami uvedené udaje budou pouzity
vyhradné v ramci souhrnnych udaju a je vylou€eno jakékoliv zneuziti osobnich
informaci. Spoleénost MEDIAN Vam zarucuje naprostou anonymitu a
davérnost Vasich odpovédi. VSechny informace, které nam pro priizkum
poskytnete, budou hromadné zpracovany na pocita€ich spoleéné s odpovédmi
stovek dalSich lidi, ktefi se prizkumu za&astni. Mate samoziejmé moznost
vyplInéni tohoto dotazniku odmitnout.

Na otazky neexistuji néjaké vSeobecné spravné nebo nespravné

odpovédi. Odpovidejte, prosim, pravdivé, podle toho co si Vy osobné
myslite a co znate, bez ohledu na to, zda Vase nazory odpovidaji
vétsSinovym postojum €i jsou politicky korektni. Pro UspésSnost prizkumu je
dalezité, abyste prosel/prosla celym dotaznikem a odpovédél(a) na kazdou
otazku, ktera se Vas bude tykat. Pokud nebudete védét uplné pfesnou odpoveéd,
odhadnéte ji, jak nejlépe mizete.

Dékujeme Vam za ochotu ucastnit se tohoto prizkumu!

Informace o spolecnosti MEDIAN, s.r.o. najdete zde.

Do dotazniku vstoupite kliknutim na tlaCitko nize.

Pokracovat na prvni otézku |
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Sociodemografie
S01. Jste ...

Pokud se nedokazete zaradit do nékteré z kategorii, vyberte prosim takové pohlavi, s
jakym jste se narodil(a).

Muz
Zena

S02. Kolik je Vam let?
Vypiste Cislici do nasledujiciho policka:

S03. Jaké je Vase nejvyssi ukoncené vzdélani?

Nedokoncené zakladni

Zakladni

Vyucen(a) nebo stfedoskolské bez maturity
StfedoSkolské s maturitou

VyssSi odborné, absolutorium konzervatore
Vysokos$kolské

S04. V jakém okresu zijete?
Mame na mysli okres, ve kterém skuteéné bydlite, nikoliv okres Vaseho trvalého pobytu.
Nacitani seznamu okresti muze chvilku trvat.

--- vyberte --- v

s vz

S05. V jaké obci (resp. méstské ¢asti v pripadé Prahy) zijete?

Mame na mysli obec (¢ast), ve které skuteéné bydlite, nikoliv obec Vaseho trvalého pobytu.
Nacitani seznamu obci mize chvilku trvat.

Pro snadnéjsi vybér obce zaénéte po kliknuti na rozeviraci seznam psat na klavesnici

prvni pismena nazvu Vasi obce.

--- vyberte --- v

S06. Jaky je Vas aktualni pracovni status?

Zaméstnanec / zaméstnankyné

Soukromy/a podnikatel(ka) (prace na zivnostensky list, OSVC, ...)
Student(ka) / Zak(yné) / u€en/ucnice

Rodi¢ovska/materska dovolena, v domacnosti

Nepracujici dichodce

Pracuijici dlichodce

Nezaméstnany/a

Jiny
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Sociodemografie

S07. Do které z nasledujicich kategorii byste zafadil(a) Vas priamérny OSOBNI CISTY
MESICNI PRIJEM? Zapocitejte do néj vsechny typy prijmu (plat, mzda, vynosy investic,
stipendia, vyzivné, statni prispévky atd.).

(O Bez pfijmu

(O do 4.000 K&

(1)4.001 - 6.000 K&

(1)6.001 - 8.000 K&

(1)8.001 - 10.000 K¢&

(010.001 - 12.500 K¢

(1)12.501 - 15.000 K¢&

()15.001 - 17.500 K¢&

()17.501 - 20.000 K&

(1 20.001 - 25.000 K&

(0 25.001 - 30.000 K¢

(1) 30.001 - 40.000 K&

(1)40.001 - 50.000 K&

(1)50.001 - 75.000 K&

() 75.001 - 100.000 K¢&

(0 100.001 a vice K&

(O Nevim, nedokazu odhadnout
(O Odmitam odpovédét
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Sociodemografie

S08. Do které z nasledujicich kategorii byste zafadil(a) pramérny CISTY MESICNI
PRIJEM celé Vasi domacnosti (vSech ¢lenti domacnosti)? Zapocitejte do néj vsechny
typy prijmu (plat, mzda, vynosy investic, stipendia, vyzivné, statni prispévky atd.).

(O Bez pfijmu

(O do 4.000 K&

(0)4.001 - 6.000 K&

(06.001 - 8.000 K&

(1)8.001 - 10.000 K¢&

(1)10.001 - 12.500 K¢

(1)12.501 - 15.000 K&

(1)15.001 - 17.500 K¢

()17.501 - 20.000 K&

(1) 20.001 - 25.000 K&

() 25.001 - 30.000 K¢&

(1) 30.001 - 40.000 K&

(1)40.001 - 50.000 K¢&

(050.001 - 75.000 K¢&

() 75.001 - 100.000 K¢&

(1)100.001 a vice K&

(O Nevim, nedokazu odhadnout
(O Odmitam odpovédét
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Osobni charakteristiky

T2_1. Jak ¢asto ve svém kazdodennim zivoté zazivate nasledujici pocity?
V kazdém radku vyberte jednu odpovéd.

Citite se tak neklidné, Ze sotva
muzete sedét v klidu.

Mate potize se uvolnit.

Nedokazete prestat mit starosti
nebo je nejste schopni
kontrolovat.

Citite se vydésené, jako by se
mélo stat néco hrozného.
Citite se nervozni, uzkostni nebo

nastvani.
Snadno se rozdéilite nebo vztekate.

Mate nadmérné obavy z riznych
VECi.

Kontrola pozornosti: Prosim,
vyberte odpoveéd dislo 2.

0
(nikdy)

O

O OO0 O O O O

O OO0 O O O OOo

O OO0 O O O OO
O OO0 O O O OOo

O OO0 O O OO
O OO0 O O O OOo
O OO0 O O OO

7 8 9

O OO0 O O O OOo
O OO0 O O O OO
O OO0 O O O OOo

10
(neustale)

@)

O OO0 O O O O

T2_2. Prosim, prectéte si nasledujici teorie/nazory. Jak pravdivé nebo nepravdivé si
myslite, ze tyto teorie/nazory jsou?
V kazdém Fadku vyberte jednu odpovéd.

Ve skuteénosti cely svét fidi Zidé
Vefejnost neni informovana o
dukazech o existenci UFO

Na Ukrajiné neni Zzadna valka, je
to lez vymySlena USA

Utoky 11. zafi 2001 byly nafizeny
vladou USA

Letadla vypoustéji chemické latky
s umyslem zpuUsobit Skodlivy
uc€inek na lidi (chemtrails)

Pfistani americkych astronautl na
Mésici byl podvod

1
rozhodné
pravdivé

O

O O O O O

2
spise
pravdivé

@)

O O O O O

3
nepravdivé

O

O O O O O

4
rozhodné
nepravdivé

O

O O O O O

5
nevim/nechci
odpovidat

@)

O O O O O
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Zainteresované stranyl/instituce

T3_1. Jak moc duvérujete nasledujicim institucim?
V kazdém radku vyberte jednu odpovéd.

Védecke instituce, Univerzity
Hygienické stanice
Vase obecni zastupitelstvo

Integrovany system hasi¢ského a
zachranného sboru

Policie

Armada

Parlament

Vase krajské zastupitelstvo
Vlada

Prezident

Zachranna zdravotni sluzba
Ministerstvo zdravotnictvi

Ministerstvo nebo instituce
zabyvajici se ochranou pred
zarenim (SUJB)

T3_2. Jak moc dtivérujete nasledujicim médiim?
V kazdém rFadku vyberte jednu odpovéd.

Socialni sité (Facebook,

Instagram, Twitter - X, TikTok, etc.)

Tisk
Internet
Televizni vysilani

Rozhlasovy pfenos

1
(velmi
vysoka
divéra)

O O0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0O O 00O

1
(velmi
vysoka
davéra)

ONONONONG®,

O O0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0O O 00O
O O0OO0OO0OO0OO0O0OO0O O 00O
O O0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0O O 00O

ONONONONG®,

w

ONONONONG®,

F N

ONONONONG,

6
5 (absolutni
nedtivéra)

O O0OO0OO0OO0OO0O0OO0O O 00O
O O0OO0OO0OO0OO0O0OO0O O 00O

6
5 (absolutni
nedtivéra)

ONONONONG®,
ONONONONG®,
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Zainteresované stranyl/instituce

T3_30. Jak moc duivérujete témto mistnim informaénim systémim?
V kazdém radku vyberte jednu odpovéd.

1

. 6
{velmi 3 4 5 (absolutni
yse nedulvéra)
divéra)
Systémy SMS upozornéni O O O O O @)
Mistni vysilaci systémy O O O O O O
T3_3. Jak moc dlivéiujete témto (profesionalnim) skupinam?
V kazdém radku vyberte jednu odpovéd.
1 6
\(IVZI(;T(; 3 4 5 (absolutni
yS¢ nedtivéra)
divéra)
Odbornici, védci O O O O O O
Lékafi O O O O O O
Znami, sousedé, pratelé O O O O O @)
Hasiéské sbory @) O O O O @)
Zachranna sluzba O O O O O @
Ugitelé O O O O O O
Kn&zi O O O O O O
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Obecné vnimani rizika

T4 1. Jak velké nebezpeci podle vgéeho nazoru predstavuji nasledujici
skutecénosti v sou€asné dobé pro Ceskou republiku?

V kazdém radku vyberte jednu odpovéd.

Ugast extremistickych politickych
stran ve vladé

Migrace

Nedostatek energetické sily
(elektfiny)

Valecny konflikt
Jaderny utok

Dlouhodobé vypadky internetu,
mobilnich siti nebo telefonu

Narast chudoby
Jaderna nehoda

Dlouhodobé vykyvy poCasi, napf.

dlouhodobé sucho, dlouhodobé
extrémné vysokeé nebo nizké
teploty atd.

Inflace
Manipulace informaci v médiich

Epidemie

1
(zadné
riziko)

O

OO0 O OO O 00 OO

2

OO0 O OO O OO O OO

OO0 O OO O OO O OO

OO0 O OO O OO O OO

6
(velmi
vysoké
riziko)

O

OO0 O OO O OO O OO
OO0 O OO O 00 OO
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Znalost rizika zareni

T5_1. Kterou z nasledujicich modalit povazujete za radioaktivni zdroj?
V kazdém radku vyberte jednu odpovéd.

Pocitacova obrazovka

Skaly a pada

Jidlo

Mobilni telefony

Kosmické zareni

BéZny provoz jaderné elektrarny
Osoby po rentgenovém vySetieni
Mikrovinka

VySetfeni magnetickou rezonanci
Rentgenova diagnostika

Zareni slunce

Samotni lidé

Stavebni materialy

Plyn radon

zadny

ONONONONONONONONONONONONONG,

nizky

ONONONONONONONONONONONONONG,

stredni vysoky

ONONONONONONONONONONONONONG,

T5_3. Které z téchto ucinku na lidské zdravi Ize podle vaseho nazoru
pric¢ist radioaktivnimu (ionizujicimu) zareni?

Vyberte alespon jednu moznost.
Nespavost

Atopicky ekzém
Zvraceni

Zlomené kosti
Neplodnost

Bolest hlavy

Deprese

Rakovina

O000000O0O0O

Sedy zakal

ONONONONONONONONONONONONONG,
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Znalost rizika zareni

T5_4. Kolik jadernych elektraren je v Ceské republice?
0

1
2
4

Vnimani rizika radiace

T6_1. Do jaké miry si myslite, Ze mlize ionizujici zareni ovlivnit vase
zdravi v pfipadé ozbrojeného utoku na jadernou elektrarnu nebo
nehoda jaderné elektrarny na uzemi Ukrajiny?

1 6
(vabec 2 3 4 5 (velmi
ne) vazneé)

T6_2. Do jaké miry si myslite, Ze mlize ionizujici zareni ovlivnit vase
zdravi v pfipadé ozbrojeného utoku na jadernou elektrarnu nebo
nehoda jaderné elektrarny na uzemi Ceskeé republiky?

1 6
(vabec 2 3 4 5 (velmi
ne) vazneé)

T6_3. Do jaké miry si myslite, ze mlze ionizujici zareni ovlivnit vase
zdravi v pfipadé jaderného utoku na ukrajinské uzemi?

1 6
(vabec 2 3 4 5 (velmi
ne) vazné)

T6_4. Do jaké miry si myslite, Ze mlize ionizujici zareni ovlivnit vase
zdravi v pfipadé jaderného utoku na uzemi Ceské republiky?

1 6
(vabec 2 3 4 5 (velmi
ne) vazne)
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Sebejistota — dovednosti zvladani, schopnost
sebeochrany, schopnost jednat

T7_1. Jak jste si jisti svou schopnosti efektivné reagovat na situaci
vyhlaseni radiaéniho nouzového stavu?

1- 2- 3 -Ne

Velmi  Mimé pFilis :e'.iif,e/';"
jisty/a jisty/a jisty/a JIsty
T7_2. Vite, co obecné délat v pripadé mozné radioaktivni kontaminace v
blizkosti vaseho pobytu?
1-Ano - 2 - Mam .
. «r e X2 3- Nevim
Vim, co castec¢né .
N . nic
délat znalosti

T7_3. Jaké kroky byste podnikli, kdybyste obdrzeli varovani o mozné
radioaktivni kontaminaci ve vasi oblasti?

1 - Nasednu do svého auta, vezmu potiebné dokumenty a ujedu
2 - Skryju se v domé a ¢ekam na pokyny od zodpovédnych ufadu, co délat
3 - Konzultuji nejlepsi postup s (prosim doplite)

T7_4. Hledali jste dalSi informace poté, co jste se dozvédéli, ze jaderné
elektrarny na Ukrajiné byly pod utokem?
Vyberte alespon jednu moznost.

Hledal(a) jsem informace na oficialnich strankach.
Hledal(a) jsem informace na internetovych strankach.
Hledal(a) jsem informace na socialnich sitich.

Hledal(a) jsem informace jinde

Nehledal(a) jsem nic.

T7_5. Podnikli jste néjaké kroky poté, co jste se dozvédéli, ze jaderné
elektrarny na Ukrajiné byly napadeny?
Vyberte alespoi jednu moznost.

Shanél(a) jsem detektor na méreni radiace.
Ano, snazil(a) jsem se koupit jodové tablety.
Ano, jiné aktivity, prosim upfesnéte

Ne

page 120of 16



Dulvéra v instituce (dovednosti zvladat situaci, schopnost
ochrany obyvatelstva, dostate¢né zdroje, schopnost jednat)

T8_1. Myslite si, ze odpovédné instituce jsou adekvatné pripraveny na
potencialni radia¢ni nouzovou situaci?

3-
1-Ano, 2-Vcelku o oklis  4-Zcela
plné dobre - -
pfipraveny pripraveny dobre nepripraveny
pfipraveny
O O @ O

T8_2. Myslite si, ze instituce odpovédné za ochranu populace pred
radiaci maji adekvatni zdroje a technologie?

1- 6 —
Rozhodné 2 3 4 5 Rozhodné
ano ne

O O O O o O

T8_3. Jak byste ohodnotili schopnost vliadnich instituci efektivné a
presné informovat verejnost o mistni situaci?

1- 6 —
velmi 2 3 4 5 velmi
vysoka nizka

o O O O O O©O

T8_4. Jak byste ohodnotili schopnost viadnich instituci efektivné
monitorovat urovné radiace?

1- 6 —
velmi 2 3 4 5 velmi
vysoka nizka

o O O O O O©O

page 13of 16



Zainteresované strany, jejich davéryhodnost
T9_1. Davérujete tomu, ze v pripadé jaderné havarie vam viladni
instituce poskytnou divéryhodné informace?

ano
ne

T9_21. Méli byste dlivéru ve vysledky poskytované nasledujicimi
organizacemi zapojenymi do monitorovani radiace?
V kazdém radku vyberte jednu odpovéd.

1 (plna
davéra)
vyzkumné a vzdélavaci instituce
nevladni organizace
vladni organizace
odpovédna slozka IZS
narodni nadace

profesni spole¢nosti

T9_22. Méli byste divéru ve vysledky poskytované néjakou jinou
organizaci zapojenou do monitorovani radiace?

ano

ne

T9_3. Vérite, ze mezinarodni organizace jako MAAE (Mezinarodni
agentura pro atomovou energii) poskytuji spolehlivé informace o
radiaci?

1 - plné
jim 2 3 4
davéruji

6
(naprosta
nedtivéra)

6 —

naprosto
jim

neduvéruji
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Zajem o méreni
T10_1. VSimli jste si nékdy néjakych informaci o urovnich radiace ve
vasi oblasti?

Ano
Ne

T10_2. Vite, kde najit oficialni informace o Urovni radiace v rtiznych
castech Ceské republiky?

Ano
Ne

T10_3. Chteli byste védét, na které webové strance budou dostupné
informace o Urovni radiace raznych polozek (hub, ovoce, potravin,
kazdodennich potireb)?

Ano
Ne

T10_4. Predstavte si, ze Ceskou republiku napadne cizi armada,
doprava bude komplikovana nebo nemozna a z oficialnich zdroji bude
omezené mnozstvi informaci (TV, sité, rozhlas). Vyberte osobu/
instituci, kam byste se Sli zeptat na rizika spojena s radioaktivnimi
latkami v pripadé, ze internet nefunguje (nasobna volba, max. 5
polozek):

starosta

kdokoliv z mistni spravy

Clenové vasi rodiny, napf. dospélé déti
profesionalni hasici

dobrovolni hasici

skauti

ucitelé matematiky nebo fyziky

policie

lékar

védecky institut v mém sousedstvi

kdokoliv jiny (prosim doplnte)
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Zajem o méreni

T10_5. Predstavte si, ze Ceskou republiku napadne cizi armada, doprava bude
komplikovana nebo nemozna a z oficialnich zdroji bude omezené mnozstvi informaci
(TV, sité, rozhlas). Chtéli byste mit moznost zapujcit si zafizeni na méreni radiace
zdarma?

rozhodné pravdépodobné neutralni pravdépodobné rozhodné
ano ano ne ne

Uspésny konec dotazniku

Pravé jste dokoncil(a) cely dotaznik. Velice Vam dékujeme za ucast v tomto
prizkumu!

Nyni bychom Vas jesté radi poprosili o ohodnoceni tohoto dotazniku.
Oznamkujte, prosim, tento dotaznik na stupnici od 1 do 5 (jako ve Skole),
podle toho jak se Vam celkové libil (z hlediska jeho délky, tématu i
odmény). Vase zpétna vazba je pro nas velmi cenna.

1 =Vyborny
2 = Chvalitebny
3 = Dobry

4 = DostateCny
5 = Nedostate¢ny

Zde muzete jesté pripadné napsat svoje postiehy a naméty, které Vas
napadaji v souvislosti s timto vyzkumem.

Dékujeme Vam za ohodnoceni dotazniku. Pro volbu, jak si budete prat naloZit s
odmeénou za ucast v tomto prizkumu, prosim, prejdéte na odménovy formular
kliknutim na tlacitko nize.

Pfedchozi otazka | PFejit na ODMENOVY FORMULAR
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' - Dotaznik: Postoje k radioaktivite

q 2025/1

MEDIAN SK

Vitajte v dotazniku spolo¢nosti MEDIAN SK.

Radi by sme Vas ubezpedili, ze vSetky Vami uvedené udaje budu pouzité
vyhradne v ramci suhrnnych udajov a je vylu€ené akékolvek zneuzitie
osobnych informacii. Spoloénost’ MEDIAN SK Vam zarucuje uplnu
anonymitu a dévernost’ Vasich odpovedi. VSetky informacie, ktoré nam pre
prieskum poskytnete, budu hromadne spracované na pocitacoch spoloCne s
odpovedami stoviek dalSich fudi, ktori sa prieskumu zucastnia. Mate
samozrejme moznost vyplnenie tohto dotaznika odmietnut’.

Vypitianie neodkladajte, lebo v okamihu dosiahnutia vopred stanoveného poétu
respondentov je prieskum ukonceny.

Na otazky neexistuju nejaké vSeobecne spravne alebo nespravne
odpovede. Prosim, odpovedajte tak, ako sa Vy sami domnievate, Ze sa veci
maju, zaujima nas Vas nazor a Vase postoje. Pre uspesnost prieskumu je
délezité, aby ste presli celym dotaznikom a odpovedali na kazdu otazku, ktora
sa Vas bude tykat. Pokial nebudete vediet uplne presnu odpoved, odhadnite ju,
prosim, ako najlepSie mozete.

Informacie o spolo¢nosti MEDIAN SK, s.r.o. najdete tu.

Dakujeme Vam za Vasu ochotu zGéastnit’ sa na
prieskume!

MEDIAN SK, s.r.o.

Centrum anketarske;j i siete

Kremnicka 6, Petrzalka - Dvory, 851 01 Bratislava V
telefén: 02 /208 508 08, fax: 02 / 5464 8064

e-mail: prieskum@median.sk

web: http://www.median.sk

PokraCovat dalej \
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Sociodemografia

S01. Ste ...

Muz
Zena

S02. Kol'ko mate rokov?
Vypiste €islom do poli¢ka:

S03. Aké je VasSe najvyssSie dosiahnuté vzdelanie?

Bez vzdelania, neukon¢ené zakladné vzdelanie

Ukon&ena - zakladna $kola

Ukoncena - stredna Skola bez maturity, vyu€eny/a bez maturity
Ukoncené - stredoskolské s maturitou, vyu€eny/a s maturitou
VysSie odborné vzdelanie

Ukoncené - vysokoSkolské

S04. V akom okrese mate trvalé bydlisko?
Nacitanie zoznamu okresov moze chvilku trvat’.

--- vyberte --- v

S05. V akej obci mate trvalé bydlisko?

Nacitanie zoznamu obci méze chvilku trvat'.
Pre l'ahSi vyber obce zaénite po kliknuti na rozbalovaci zoznam pisat’ na klavesnici
prvé pismena nazvu Vasej obce.

--- vyberte --- v

A04. Kol'ko oséb zije CELKOM (vratane Vas) vo Vasej domacnosti?

1 osoba
2 osoby
3 osoby
4 osoby
5 a viac os6b

A05. Kolko deti zije s Vami vo Vasej domacnosti?
Ziadne dieta
1 dieta
2 deti
3 deti
4 a viac deti
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Sociodemografia

SQ5. Aka je Vasa narodnost’?
Sociodemografia

() Slovenska
() Madarska
O1Ina

S08. Do ktorej z nasledujucich kategérii by ste zaradili Cisty mesacény
prijem celej Vasej domacnosti?
Do tejto sumy zapocitajte vSetky Cisté prijmy, ktoré ma cela Vasa
domacnost’ zo zamestnania, vedl'ajSej ¢innosti, podnikania, déchodkov,
renty, socialne davky a pod.

() bez prijmu

() do 160 €

() 160-240 €

()240-320€

()320-400€

()400-500 €

() 500 -600 €

()600-700€

() 700 -800 €

() 800 -1000 €

() 1000 - 1200 €

() 1200 - 1600 €

() 1600 — 2000 €

() 2000 - 3000 €

() 3000 - 4000 €

() viac jako 4000 €

O Neviem
O Odmietam uviest’
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Osobné charakteristiky

T2_1. Ako ¢asto vo svojom kazdodennom zivote mavate tieto pocity?
V kazdom riadku vyberte jednu odpoved.

Nadmerne sa obavam réznych veci.

Kontrola pozornosti: Vyberte, prosim,
odpoved Cislo 2.

Pocitujem nervozitu, uzkost alebo
napatie.

Mam problém uvolnit’ sa.

Citite sa tak nepokojne, Ze sotva
dokazete pokojne sediet.

Citite sa vystraSene, akoby sa malo
stat’ nieCo hrozné.

Neviem sa zbavit obav alebo ich
nedokazem ovladat.

Lahko sa nahnevate alebo podrazdite.

0-

nikdy

O

OO O OO0 O

OO O OO0 OO0
OO O OO0 OO0 n»
OO O OO0 OO0 =«
OO O OO0 OO0 »
OO O OO0 OO0 @«
OO O OO0 OO0 -~
OO O OO0 OO0 ~
OO O OO0 OO0 =~
OO O OO0 OO0 =
OO O OO0 O

T2_2. Precitajte si, prosim, nasledujuce teérie/nazory. Nakol'ko su podla vas
tieto tedrie/nazory pravdivé alebo nepravdivé?
V kazdom riadku vyberte jednu odpoved.

pravdiv

Na Ukrajine nie je Ziadna vojna, je to
loZ vymyslena USA.

Lietadla vypustaju chemické latky s
umyslom sposobit’ Skodlivy u€inok na
fudi (chemtrails).

Pristatie americkych astronautov na
Mesiaci bol hoax (podvod).

Technoldgia 5G bola pri€inou
pandémie COVID-19.

Utoky z 11. septembra 2001 nariadila
vlada USA.

Dokazy o existencii UFO su pred
verejnostou utajované.

1-
urcite

@)

O O O O O

e

2 - skor

@)

O O O O O

3 -skor

. pravdivé nepravdivé

@)

O O O O O

4 -
rozhodne
nepravdivé

O

O O O O O

—
o
1

stale

5.
neviem/
nechcem

odpovedat’

O

O O 0O O O
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®

Zainteresované strany/institucie - vedomosti, déveryhodnost’

T3_1. Do akej miery doverujete nasledujiucim institiciam?

V kazdom riadku vyberte jednu odpoved.
1 -
velmi
vysoka
dovera

Armada
Prezident

Organ radia¢nej ochrany (Urady
verejného zdravotnictva)

Vedecké institucie, univerzity

Urad jadrového dozoru

Vlada

Ministerstvo zdravotnictva
HasiCsky a zachranny zbor
Zachranna zdravotna sluzba
Policia

Va$a obecna/mestska samosprava
Samospravny kraj

Parlament

ONONONONONONONONONONO RO NONG)
ONONONONONONONONONONO RO NONG)

Civilna ochrana

T3_2. Ako doverujete tymto informaénym médiam?
V kazdom riadku vyberte jednu odpoved.
1 -
velmi
vysoka
dovera

Televizne vysielanie
Rozhlasové vysielanie

Socialne siete (Facebook, Instagram,
Twitter - X, TikTok atd.)

Tlac

Internet

OO O OO
OO O OO

ONONONONONONONONONONO RO NONG)

OO O OO

ONONONONONONONONONONO RO NONG)

OO O OO

6 -
5 absolutna
nedovera

ONONONONONONONONONONO RO NONG)
ONONONONONONONONONONO RO NONG)

6 -
5 absolutna
nedovera

OO O OO
OO O OO
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Zainteresované stranyl/institucie - vedomosti, déveryhodnost’

T3_30. Do akej miery doverujete tymto miestnym informaénym

systémom?
V kazdom riadku vyberte jednu odpoved.
1- 6 -
vvesl‘r:(lé 2 3 4 5 absolutna
dX nedoévera
overa
Vystrazny systém posielania SMS O O O O O O

Miestne, lokalne vysielanie (rozhlas,
televizia) O O O O O O

T3_3. Do akej miery doverujete tymto (profesionalnym) skupinam?
V kazdom riadku vyberte jednu odpoved.

1- 6 -
vvesl‘r:(lé 3 4 5 absolutna
dX nedovera
overa

Knazi

HasiCské zbory

Ugitelia

Lekari

Bezni fudia, susedia, priatelia
Odbornici, vedci

ONONONONONONO,
ONONONONONONO,
ONONONONONON®
ONONONONONON®,
ONONONONONONO,
ONONONONONONO,

Zachranné sluzby
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VSeobecné vnimanie rizika

T4_1. Aké nebezpecenstvo na Slovensku predstavuju podla vasho
nazoru v su€asnosti tieto fakty (javy)?
V kazdom riadku vyberte jednu odpoved.

ii;dne 2 3 4
riziko
Manipulacia s informaciami v médiach O O O O
mobinjeh Set alebo telefonov. O O O O
Jadrovy utok O O O O
Dlhodobé vykyvy pocasia, napr.
dlhodobé sucho, dlhodobo extrémne O O O O
vysoké alebo nizke teploty atd.
Jadrova havaria O O O O
;crzgﬁtv(e)x\’grl'gcrjnelstlckych politickych O O O O
Migracia @) @) @ O
Epidémia O O O O
Narast chudoby @ O @) @)
Inflacia O O O O
Vojnovy konflikt O O O O
Nedostatok energetickej energie O O O O

(elektriny)

6 -
velmi

vysoké
riziko

O

O O0OO0OO0OO OO O O 0O
O O0OO0OO0OO OO O OO0
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Povedomie o radia€nych rizikach

T5_1. Co z nasledujuceho povazujete za radioaktivny ziari¢, zdroj
ionizujuceho ziarenia? Ako vysoko radioaktivne su tie, ktoré ste vybrali?
V kazdom riadku vyberte jednu odpoved.

1-vobec 2-malo 3 -stredne 4 -vysoko
BeZna prevadzka jadrovej elektrarne O O O O
SIine¢né Ziarenie O @) @) O
Horniny a poda O @) O O
Potraviny O O O @)
Kozmické Ziarenie O @) @) O
Rontgenova diagnostika @) O @) O
Stavebné materialy @) O @) O
Osoby po rontgenovom vysetreni O O O O
Samotni fudia @) @) @) O
Plynny radon O @) @) O
Mobilné telefony @) @) @) @)
Magneticka rezonancia @) O @) O
Mikrovinka O O O O
Pogitatova obrazovka O @) @) O

T5_3. Ktoré z nasledujucich u€inkov na Fudské zdravie mozno podla vas
pripisat’ radioaktivhemu (ionizujicemu) ziareniu?
[ Bolest hlavy

L] Sivy zakal

[ Neplodnost

) Nespavost

[} Rakovina

[ Atopicky ekzém

[ Zvracanie

L] Zlomené kosti

[ Depresia
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Povedomie o radia€nych rizikach

T5_4. Kolko jadrovych elektrarni je na Slovensku?
0

1
2
4

Vnimanie radiacného rizika

T6_1. Do akej miery by podla vas mohlo ionizujtice ziarenie ovplyvnit’

vase zdravie v pripade ozbrojeného utoku na jadrovu elektraren alebo v

pripade jadrovej havarie na Ukrajine?
1-
vobec 2 3 4
nie

T6_2. Do akej miery by mohlo podla vas ionizujtice ziarenie ovplyvnit’
vase zdravie v pripade ozbrojeného utoku na jadrovu elektraren na
Slovensku alebo jej havarie?
1-
vbébec 2 3 4
nie

T6_3. Do akej miery by podla vas mohlo ionizujuce ziarenie ovplyvnit’
vase zdravie v pripade utoku jadrovymi bombami na uzemi Ukrajiny?
1-
vébec 2 3 4
nie

6 -
5 vel'mi
vazne

6 -
5 velmi
vazne

6 -
5 vel'mi
vazne

T6_4. Do akej miery by mohlo ionizujuce ziarenie ovplyvnit’ vase zdravie

v pripade utoku jadrovymi bombami na uzemie Slovenska?

1-
vobec 2 3 4
nie

5 vel'mi
vazne
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Sebavedomie - schopnost’ zvladat’ situaciu, schopnost’
sa ochranit’, schopnost’ konat’

T7_1. Do akej miery ste si isty/a svojou schopnost’ou uc¢inne reagovat’' v
pripade radiaénej havarie?
2 - som si 3 - nie 4 - som
mierne som si uplne
isty prilis isty neisty

1 - som si
velmi isty

T7_2. Viete vo vSeobecnosti, ¢o robit’ v pripade moznej radioaktivnej
kontaminacie v blizkosti vasho bydliska?
1-ano - 2 - mam
viem, ¢o Ciastocné
mam robit’ vedomosti

3- vobec
neviem

T7_3. Aké kroky by ste podnikli, keby ste dostali varovanie o moznej
radioaktivnej kontaminacii vo vaSom okoli?

1 - Nasadol by som do auta, vzal by som si potrebné dokumenty a rychlo by som
odiSiel,

2 - Ukryl/a by som sa vo svojom dome a pockal/a na pokyny od zodpovednych
organov, ¢o mam robit

3 - Najlepsi postup konzultujem s (doplite)

T7_4. Vyhladali by ste si dalSie informacie po tom, ked’ by ste sa
dozvedeli, ze na Ukrajine doslo k utoku na jadrové elektrarne?
Vyberte aspon jednu moznost'.

Hradal by som informacie na oficialnych webovych strankach (uradov, ministerstiev).
Hradal by som informacie na internete.
Hradal by som informacie na socialnych sietach.

Hfadal by som informacie inde

Nehfladal by som nic.

T7_5. Podnikli by ste nejaké kroky po tom, ked’ by ste sa dozvedeli, ze
na Ukrajine boli napadnuté jadrové elektrarne?
Vyberte aspon jednu moznost'.

Zaobstaral som si detektor na meranie radiacie.
Ano, pokusil som sa kupit' si jodové tablety.
Ano, iné aktivity, uvedte prosim

Nie
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Dévera v institucie (schopnosti zvladnut’ situaciu, schopnost’ chranit’
obyvatel'stvo, dostatok zdrojov, schopnost’ konat))

T8_1. Myslite si, ze su zodpovedné institucie dostatoéne pripravené na
pripadnu radiac¢nu havariu?

1- 2-do 3 - nie

. urcitej prilis 4 - uplne
ano, - . .

Ine miery dobre nepripravené
P pripravené pripravené

O O O O

T8_2. Myslite si, ze institucie zodpovedné za ochranu obyvatel'stva pred
ziarenim maju dostatoéné zdroje a techniku?

1- 6 —
urcite 2 3 4 5 urcite
ano nie

O O O O O O

T8_3. Ako by ste ohodnotili schopnost’ statnych institacii ué¢inne a
presne informovat’ verejnost’ o miestnej situacii?

1- 6 -
velmi 2 3 4 5 velmi
vysoko nizko

O O O O O O

T8_4. Ako by ste ohodnotili schopnost’ viadnych institucii ué¢inne
monitorovat’ Uroven ziarenia?

1- 6 —
velmi 2 3 4 5 velmi
vysoko nizko

O O O O O O
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Zainteresované strany, institucie, ich doveryhodnost’

T9_1. Déverujete vladnym institiciam, ze vam v pripade jadrovej

havarie poskytnu déveryhodné informacie?
Ano
Nie

T9_20. Déverovali by ste vysledkom poskytovanym tymito
organizaciami zapojenymi do monitorovania radiacie?
V kazdom riadku vyberte jednu odpoved.
1-
uplna 2 3
dovera
Vladne organizacie

Prislusna zlozka hasi¢ského a
zachranného systému

Mimovladne organizacie

Narodné nadacie

Vyskumné a vzdelavacie institucie
Odborné spoloc¢nosti

T9_21. Mali by ste doveru vo vysledky poskytované nejakou inou

organizaciou zapojenou do monitorovania radiacie?

Uvedte mieru svojej ddvery (1 - uplna dévera, 6 - uplna neddbvera):

Doplrite nazov tejto organizacie (nepovinna):
Nie.

T9_3. Myslite si, ze medzinarodné organizacie, ako napriklad MAAE
(Medzinarodna agentura pre atdbmovu energiu), poskytuju spolahlivé

informacie o ziareni?
1-
uplna 2 3
dovera

6 - uplna
nedovera

6 — uplna
nedovera
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Zaujem o meranie

T10_1. Zaznamenali ste niekedy informacie o Urovni ziarenia vo vasom okoli?
Ano
Nie

T10_2. Viete, kde hladat’ oficialne informacie o urovni ziarenia v
réznych miestach Slovenska?

Ano (uvedte, prosim, kde)
Nie

T10_3. Radi by ste vedeli, na ktorej internetovej stranke budu dostupné
informacie o Urovni ziarenia réoznych poloziek (huby, ovocie, potraviny,
predmety dennej potreby)?

Ano

Nie
T10_4. Predstavte si, ze vasu krajinu napadla cudzia armada, doprava
je komplikovana alebo nemozna a informacie z oficialnych zdrojov
(televizia, siete, rozhlas) su obmedzené. Vyberte osobu/institiciu, koho

alebo kam by ste sa iSli opytat’ na rizika spojené s radioaktivitou, ak by
bol internet nefunkény (viac moznosti, vyberte najviac 5 odpovedi):

starosta

niekto z miestnej samospravy

Clenovia vasej rodiny, napr. dospelé deti
profesionalny hasi¢

dobrovolny hasic

skauti

uCitelia matematiky alebo fyziky

policia

lekar

vedecky ustav v mojom okoli

ktokolvek iny (doplrite)
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Zaujem o meranie

T10_5. Predstavte si, ze vasu krajinu napadla cudzia armada, doprava
je komplikovana alebo nemozna a informacie z oficialnych zdrojov
(televizia, siete, rozhlas) su obmedzené. Chceli by ste mat’ moznost’
bezplatne si zapozicat’ zariadenie na meranie radioaktivneho ziarenia?

1- 2- 4 -
- . 3- A
urcite skor , skor
. n neutralne .
ano ano hie

O O O O

5.
urcite
nie

O

Uspesny koniec dotaznika

Zodpovedali ste vSetky otazky tohto prieskumu. yel’mi pekne Vam dakujeme.
Pre formular na vyplatenie odmeny kliknite na "DalSia otazka".
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' .‘ Kwestionariusz: Postawy wobec
Q radioaktywnoséci 2025/1
MEDIAN

Dobry dzien,
zapraszamy Cie do udziatu w badaniu spotecznym, za ktére otrzymasz xxx
punktow.

Zostate$(as) losowo wybrany(a) do tego badania.

Chcielibysmy Panstwa poinformowac, ze w ramach badania rynku, w ktorym bierzecie
Panstwo udziat, mogg zosta¢ udostepnione dane zanonimizowane (Panstwa ID, dane
dotyczgce zachowan medialnych oraz profilu spoteczno-ekonomicznego lub
socjodemograficznego) naszym partnerom — agencjom mediowym zrzeszonym w
stowarzyszeniu ASMEA, a takze innym odbiorcom (na mocy art. 13 ust. 1 lit. €) RODO).
Udostepniane dane w zadnym przypadku nie zawierajg Panstwa imienia, nazwiska ani
danych kontaktowych.

Celem udostepniania tych danych jest badanie zachowan medialnych uzytkownikow
internetu, ktore przeprowadzajg wyzej wymienione agencje mediowe. Panstwa dane bedg
udostepniane maksymalnie przez czas Panstwa udziatu w panelu online.

Zespot Panelu

Przejdz do pierwszego pytania}
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Zgoda na przetwarzanie danych osobowych

Zanim przejdziesz dalej, chcielibySmy prosi¢ Cie o wyrazenie zgody na
przetwarzanie Twoich danych osobowych, ktére podajesz w trakcie sondazu.

Biorgc udziat w tym sondazu, zezwalasz agencji Median, s.r.o., z siedzibg w
Pradze, ulica Narodnich hrdint 73, 190 12 Prague 9, IC: 48587001 (dalej
zwanej “Agencja Median”) na przetwarzanie Twoich danych osobowych (jesli
podajesz je w tej ankiecie), danych socjo-demograficznych, specyficznych
kategorii danych osobowych, takich jak stosunek do wiary, czy preferencji
politycznych, jak rowniez odpowiedzi na pytania kwestionariusza przez caty
okres trwania sondazu (jednak nie pézniej niz do 31 grudnia 2022).

Twoje dane osobowe beda przetwarzane wytacznie dla celéw udziatu w
tym konkretnym badaniu.

Wszystkie informacje, ktére podasz w ankiecie bedg przetwarzane komputerowo
wytgcznie w formie zbiorczych zestawien wraz z odpowiedziami setek innych
uczestnikow sondazu i bedg Scisle oddzielone od Twoich danych osobowych.
Klauzula dotyczgca przetwarzania Twoich danych osobowych jest catkowicie
dobrowolna, ale jej akceptacja jest warunkiem koniecznym do udziatu w tym
sondazu. Nie bedziesz mogt/mogta uczestniczy¢ w tym sondazu jesli nie podasz
swoich danych osobowych.

Zgode mozesz odwota¢ w dowolnym momencie wysytajgc informacje na adres
email: online@median.cz lub pod numerem telefonu +420 225 301 135.
Dodatkowe informacje dotyczace tej zgody, przetwarzania Twoich danych
osobowych, w tym Twoich praw, jest dostepna na stronie
http://www.median.eu/cs/ou/.

Czy wyrazasz zgode na przetwarzanie Twoich danych osobowych?

Jesli nie wyrazasz zgody, ankieta zostanie przerwana i nie bedzie mégt/mogta wzigé
udzialu w tym sondazu.

Tak, wyrazam zgode
Nie wyrazam zgody, nie chce uczestniczy¢ w tym sondazu (UWAGA:

Ankieta zostanie zamknieta.)
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Czynniki socjodemograficzne
S01. Ple¢:

(O Mezczyzng
(O Kobieta

S02. Wiek:
Podaj ile masz lat.

L

S03. Wyksztatcenie:

() Podstawowe
(O Srednie

(O Gimnazjalne
() Zawodowe
(O Wyzsze

S05. Wielkos$¢ miejscowosci zamieszkania:
O Wies
(O Miasto do 10 000 mieszkancow

(O Miasto od 10 000 do 100 000 mieszkancow
(O Miasto powyzej 100 000 mieszkancow

S04. Wojewoédztwo zamieszkania:

(O Zachodniopomorskie
(O Pomorskie

(O Warminsko-Mazurskie
() Lubuskie

() Wielkopolskie

(O Kujawsko-Pomorskie
(O Mazowieckie

(O Podlaskie

(O Dolnoslgskie

(O todzkie

(O Lubelskie

(O Opolskie

O Slgskie

O Swietokrzyskie

() Matopolskie

(O Podkarpackie
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Cechy osobowosci

T2_1. Jak czesto w swoim codziennym zyciu doswiadczasz nastepujacych uczuc¢?

Odpowiedz w skali od 0 (nigdy) do 10 (stale).

Wybierz jedng odpowiedz w kazdym rzedzie.

(nigdy

Odczuwasz nadmierny
niepokdj z powodu
réznych rzeczy.

Nie mozesz przestac
sie martwic ani nie
mozesz opanowac tego
uczucia.

Czujesz strach, jakby
miato sie wydarzy¢ cos
strasznego.

Czujesz niepokoj,
trudno Ci ,usiedzie¢ na
miejscu”.

tatwo sie denerwuje
lub irytuje.

Czujesz sie
zdenerwowana /
zdenerwowany,
niespokojna / niespokojny
lub napieta/napiety.

Masz trudnosci z
odprezeniem sie.

Kontrola uwagi: wybierz
odpowiedz numer 2.

0

@)

@)

@)

©)

)123

@)

@)

@)

10
9 (stale)
O O
O O
O O
O O
O O
O O
O O
O O
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Cechy osobowosci

T2_2. Przeczytaj ponizsze teorie/opinie. Jak bardzo - Twoim zdaniem - sg one

prawdziwe lub fatszywe?

Wybierz jedng odpowiedz w kazdym rzedzie.

Ataki z 11 wrzesnia 2001 roku w
USA zostaty zlecone przez rzad
USA.

Technologia 5G byta przyczyng
pandemii COVID-19.

Spoteczenstwo jest utrzymywane
w stanie nieSwiadomosci w kwestii
istnienia UFO.

Nie ma wojny na terenie Ukrainy,
to klamstwo wymyslone przez
USA.

Samoloty emitujg substancje
chemiczne (smugi chemiczne)
szkodliwe dla ludzi.

Ladowanie amerykanskich
astronautow na Ksiezycu byto
oszustwem.

1

prawdziwe prawdziwe falszywe falszywe

O

2 raczej

@)

3 raczej

@)

4

@)

5 nie
wiem/nie
chce
odpowiadac¢

@)

@)
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Interesariusze, wiedza, wiarygodnos¢

T3_1. Jak bardzo ufasz ponizszym organom panstwowym/instytucjom/
osobom?

Odpowiedz w skali od 1 (catkowita nieufnos¢) do 6 (bardzo wysokie
zaufanie).

Wybierz jedng odpowiedz w kazdym rzedzie.

6
1
(catkowita 2 3 4 5\?;;::;
nieufnos¢) zaufanie)
Panstwowa Inspekcja Sanitarna O O O O O O
Wiadze Twojej gminy O O O O O O
Wojsko O O O O O O
Panstwowa Straz Pozarna O O O O O O
Twdj samorzad regionalny
(samorzad wojewddzki) o O 0 O O O
Panstwowa Agencja Atomistyki
(PAR) O O0O0O0OO0O O
Panstwowe Ratownictwo
Medyczne o O O O O O
Parlament O O O O O O
Prezydent O O O O O O
Instytucje naukowe, uczelnie
v O OO0OO0OO0O O
Rzad O O O O O O
Ministerstwo Zdrowia O O O O O O
Policja O O O O O O
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Interesariusze, wiedza, wiarygodnos¢

T3_2. Jak bardzo ufasz nastepujgcym mediom?
Odpowiedz w skali od 1 (catkowita nieufnos¢) do 6 (bardzo wysokie zaufanie).

Wybierz jedng odpowiedz w kazdym rzedzie.

1 6
(catkowita 2 3 4 (bardzo
. iy wysokie
nieufnos¢) -
zaufanie)
Portale spotecznosciowe
(facebook, instagram, Twitter - X, O O O O O O
TikTok, etc.)
Internet O O O O O O
Prasa (drukowana) O O O O O O
Telewizja O O O O O O
Radio O O O O O O
T3_30. Jak bardzo ufasz ponizszemu systemowi informacji o zagrozeniach?
Odpowiedz w skali od 1 (catkowita nieufnos¢) do 6 (bardzo wysokie zaufanie).
Wybierz jedng odpowiedz w kazdym rzedzie.
1 6
(catkowita 2 3 4 (bardzo
. ‘2 wysokie
nieufnos¢) .
zaufanie)

Powiadomienia SMS wysytane

przez Rzadowe Centrum @) O O O O O

Bezpieczenstwa
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Interesariusze, wiedza, wiarygodnos¢

T3_3. Jak bardzo ufasz ponizszym grupom spotecznym?

Odpowiedz w skali od 1 (catkowita nieufnos¢) do 6 (bardzo wysokie zaufanie).

Wybierz jedng odpowiedz w kazdym rzedzie.

Eksperci, naukowcy

Stuzby ratunkowe

ZwyKli ludzie, sgsiedzi, przyjaciele
Duchowienstwo

Straz pozarna

Nauczyciele

Lekarze rodzinni

1
(catkowita
nieufnos¢)

ONONONONONON®)

2

ONONONONONON®)
ONONONONONON®)
ONONONONONON®)

6
(bardzo
wysokie

zaufanie)

ONONONONONON®)
ONONONONONON®)
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Ogdlna percepcja ryzyka

T4_1. Ocen w skali od 1 (brak zagrozenia) do 6 (bardzo duze

zagrozenie) jak duze zagrozenie w Polsce, wynika z:

Wybierz jedng odpowiedz w kazdym rzedzie.

Wzrostu ubdstwa
Zdarzen radiacyjnych
Epidemii

Konfliktéw zbrojnych

Udziatu ekstremistycznych partii
politycznych w rzadzie

Inflacji
Braku energii elektryczne;j

Zmian pogodowych, np. suszy,
ekstremalnie wysokich lub niskich
temperatur, powodzi, itp.

Migraciji
Dtugortwatej awarii internetu,
sieci komdrkowych

Manipulacji informacjami w
mediach

Ataku nuklearnego

1 (brak
zagrozenia)

OO OO O OO O O0O0O0O0

OO OO0 O OO O O0O0O0O0
OO OO O OO O O0O0OO0O0
OO OO O OO 0O O0O0O0O0

S

6 (bardzo
5 duze
zagrozenie)

OO OO0 O OO O O0O0O0O0
OO OO0 O OO O O0O0OO0O0
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Swiadomos$é zagrozenia zwigzanego z
promieniowaniem jonizujagcym

T5_1. Ktore z ponizej wymienionych uwazasz za zrédta ekspozycji na
promieniowanie jonizujace?

Dla wybranych przez siebie zrédet, zaznacz z jakim poziomem
promieniowania jonizujgcego je utozsamiasz (niskim, sSrednim,

wysokim).
Wybierz jedng odpowiedz w kazdym rzedzie.
to nie jest
zrédio niski sredni  wysoki
promieniowania poziom poziom poziom

jonizujacego

Swiatto stoneczne

Pacjenci po diagnostyce
rentgenowskiej

Mikrofalowka

Skaty/grunt

Ekran komputera O @) O @)
Zywnos$é O O @) @)
Materiaty budowlane @) O O O
Aparat rentgenowski (aparat RTG) O O O O
Promieniowanie kosmiczne O O @) O
magnatycemym O © O O
Telefony komérkowe @) O @) @)
Woda pitna O O O @)
Radon @) @) @) @)
Ludzie O O O O
O O O O
@ @ @ @
O O O O
@ @ O O
O O O O

Dziatajgca elektrownia jgdrowa
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Swiadomos$¢ zagrozenia zwigzanego z
promieniowaniem jonizujgcym
T5_3. Ktére z ponizszych objawéw, Twoim zdaniem, mozna przypisac

narazeniu na promieniowanie jonizujgce?
Wybierz co najmniej jedng opcije.

Wymioty

Depresja

Atopowe zapalenie skory (AZS)
Bezsennosc¢

Bol gtowy

Zacma

Ztamania kosci

Nowotwor

O000000O0AO

Nieptodnosc¢

T5_4. lle elektrowni jadrowych jest w Polsce?

Oo0
O1
02
O4
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Postrzeganie ryzyka zwigzanego z promieniowaniem
jonizujacym

T6_1. Ocen w skali od 1 (wcale) do 6 (bardzo powaznie) w jakim
stopniu promieniowanie jonizujagce emitowane w wyniku zbrojnego
ataku i uszkodzenia elektrowni jadrowej lub awarii elektrowni jgdrowej
na terenie Ukrainy moze wptyna¢ na Twoje zdrowie.

1 3 4 5 6 (bal:d;o
(wcale) powaznie)
T6_3. Ocen w skali od 1 (wcale) do 6 (bardzo powaznie) w jakim
stopniu promieniowanie jonizujagce emitowane w wyniku ataku
nuklearnego na terytorium Ukrainy moze wptynaé na Twoje zdrowie.
1 2 3 4 5 Gbardzo
(wcale) powaznie)
T6_4. Ocen w skali od 1 (wcale) do 6 (bardzo powaznie) w jakim
stopniu promieniowanie jonizujgce emitowane w wyniku ataku
nuklearnego na terytorium Polski moze wptyngé na Twoje zdrowie.
1 2 3 4 g G(bardzo
(wcale) powaznie)
Pewnosc¢ siebie — umiejetnosci radzenia sobie, zdolnos¢
do samoobrony, zdolnos¢ do dziatania
T7_1. Jak bardzo jestes pewnal/pewny swojej zdolnosci do
prawidtowego/skutecznego reagowania w sytuacji zagrozenia
zwigzanego z promieniowaniem jonizujacym?
Bardzo Troche Niezbyt Wecale
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Pewnos¢ siebie — umiejetnosci radzenia sobie, zdolnosé¢
do samoobrony, zdolnos¢ do dziatania

T7_2. Czy wiesz co zrobi¢ w przypadku mozliwego skazenia
radioaktywnego w poblizu Twojego miejsca pobytu spowodowanego np.
wybuchem bomby jadrowej lub awarig elektrowni jagdrowej na
terytorium Ukrainy?

Tak - Mam ..
. . . Nic nie
wiem, co czesciowa .
‘s . wiem
robi¢ wiedze

T7_3. Jak zachowaltabys sie/zachowatbys sie, gdybys otrzymata/
otrzymat ostrzezenie o mozliwym skazeniu radioaktywnym w twojej
okolicy (spowodowanym np. wybuchem bomby jadrowej lub awarig
elektrowni jadrowej na terytorium Ukrainy)?

Zabieram niezbedne dokumenty, wsiadam do samochodu i uciekam
Chowam sie w domu i czekam na instrukcje od odpowiednich wtadz

Konsultuje sie z: (prosze wypetnic)

T7_4. Czy szukatas/szukates dodatkowych informacji po tym jak
dowiedziatas sie/dowiedziates sie, ze nastagpit atak na elektrownie
jadrowe na terytorium Ukrainy?
Wybierz co najmniej jedng opcje.

Tak, na oficjalnych stronach rzgdowych.

Tak, na stronach internetowych (portale informacyjne)

Tak, w mediach spotecznosciowych
Tak, w innych miejscach (prosze wypetnic):

Nie.

T7_5. Czy podjetas/podjates jakies dzialania po tym jak dowiedziatas
sie/dowiedziates sie, ze nastgpit atak na elektrownie jadrowe na
terytorium Ukrainy?

Wybierz co najmniej jedna opcje.

Tak, szukatem/szukatam detektora promieniowania jonizujgcego.
Tak, probowatem kupi¢ tabletki zawierajgce jod
Tak, inne, napisz co:

Nie.
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Zaufanie do instytucji (umiejetnosci radzenia sobie, zdolnos¢ do
ochrony populacji, wystarczajgce zasoby, zdolnos¢ do
podejmowania dziatan)

T8_1. Czy uwazasz, ze instytucje rzagdowe sg odpowiednio przygotowane na
zdarzenia, ktoérych skutkiem jest ekspozycja populacji na promieniowanie jonizujgce?

1- 6 -
Zdecydowanie 2 3 4 5 Zdecydowanie

nie tak

@) O O O O O O

Zaufanie do instytucji (umiejetnosci radzenia sobie, zdolnosé¢
ochrony populacji, wystarczajace zrodla, zdolnos¢ do
podejmowania dziatan)

T8_2. Czy uwazasz, ze instytucje odpowiedzialne za ochrone ludnosci przed
promieniowaniem jonizujagcym dysponuja odpowiednimi zasobami i technologig?

1- 6 —
Zdecydowanie 2 3 4 5 Zdecydowanie

nie tak

O O O O O O O

T8_3. Jak ocenitabys/ocenitbys zdolnos¢ instytucji rzadowych do
skutecznego i doktadnego informowania spoteczenstwa o lokalnej
sytuacji zagrozenia?

1- 6 -
bardzo 2 3 4 5 bardzo
nisko wysoko

O O O O O O

T8_4. Jak ocenitabys/ocenitbys zdolnos¢ instytucji rzadowych do
skutecznego monitorowania poziomoéw promieniowania jonizujgcego?

1- 6 —
bardzo 2 3 4 5 bardzo
nisko wysoko

o O O O O O
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Interesariusze, ich wiarygodnosé

T9_1. Czy wierzysz, ze w przypadku zdarzenia jagdrowego instytucje
rzagdowe udzielg Ci wiarygodnych informac;ji?

tak

nie

nie wiem

T9_2. Czy miatabys/miatbys zaufanie do wynikéw dostarczanych przez
nastepujgce organizacje zajmujgce sie monitorowaniem promieniowania
jonizujacego?

Wybierz jedng odpowiedz w kazdym rzedzie.

1- 6 —
Zdecydowanie 2 3 4 5 Zdecydowanie
nie tak

straz pozarng
organizacje pozarzadowe

organizacje rzgdowe (np.
Panstwowa Agencja Atomistyki)

instytucje badawcze i edukacyjne
inne(okresl jakie):

T9_3. Czy uwazasz, ze miedzynarodowe organizacje, takie jak Miedzynarodowa
Agencja Energii Atomowej — MAEA (IAEA), dostarczajg wiarygodnych informacji na
temat promieniowania jonizujacego?

1- 6 —
Zdecydowanie 2 3 4 5 Zdecydowanie
nie tak
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Zainteresowanie pomiarami
T10_1. Czy kiedykolwiek zauwazytas/zauwazytes informacje na temat
poziomoéw promieniowania jonizujagcego w twojej okolicy?

Tak
Nie

T10_2. Czy wiesz gdzie sprawdzi¢ oficjalne i aktualne informacje o
poziomie promieniowania jonizujgcego w réznych czesciach Polski

Tak
Nie

T10_3. Czy chcialabys/chiatbys zeby istniala strona internetowa, na
ktérej beda dostepne informacje o poziomie promieniowania
jonizujagcego emitowanego przez rézne obiekty (grzyby, owoce,
produkty spozywcze, przedmioty codziennego uzytku)?

Tak
Nie

T10_4. Wyobraz sobie, ze Twoj kraj zostaje zaatakowany przez obca
armie, transport jest skomplikowany lub niemozliwy, a informacje z
oficjalnych zrédet sg ograniczone (TV, internet, radio).

Wybierz osobe/instytucje, do ktérej zwrocitabys sie/zwrocitbys sie z
zapytaniem o ryzyko zwigzane z promieniowaniem jonizujagcym:

wybér wielkorotny, maksymalnie 5
burmistrz
pracownik z lokalnej administracji
cztonek mojej rodziny
strazak z jednostki Panstwowej Strazy Pozarne;j
strazak z jednostki Ochotniczej Strazy Pozarnej
harcerze
nauczyciele matematyki lub fizyki
policja
lekarz rodzinny

instytut naukowy

inny (napisz, do kogo bys sie zwrdcit):
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Zainteresowanie pomiarami

T10_6. Wyobraz sobie, ze Twoéj kraj zostaje zaatakowany przez obcg armie,
transport jest skomplikowany lub niemozliwy, a informacje z oficjalnych zrédet sg
ograniczone (TV, internet, radio). Czy sprbowatabys/sprébowatbys zmierzy¢é moc
dawki promieniowania jonizujgcego, jesli miatabys$/miatbys dostep do detektora
promieniowania jonizujacego i instrukcje w jezyku polskim?

1- 2- 3- 4 - 5-
zdecydowanie prawdo&odobnie nie prawdopodobnie zdecydowanie
ak ta wiem nie nie

T10_5. Wyobraz sobie, ze Twoéj kraj zostaje zaatakowany przez obca armie,
transport jest skomplikowany lub niemozliwy, a informacje z oficjalnych zrédet sg
ograniczone (TV, internet, radio). Czy chciatabys/chciatbys mie¢ mozliwos¢
wypozyczenia bez optat urzadzenia do monitorowania poziomu promieniowania
jonizujagcego?

1- - 3- 4 - 5-
zdecydowanie prawdo&odobnie nie prawdopodobnie zdecydowanie
ak ta wiem nie nie
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Pomysine zakonczenie ankiety

Wiasnie wypetnites catg ankiete. Dziekujemy bardzo za Twdj udziat w badaniu!

Teraz chcielibysmy poprosi¢ Cie o ocene tej ankiety. Ocen ja w skali od 1
do 5. Twoja opinia jest dla nas bardzo cenna.

(1 = Doskonata

(O 2 = Bardzo dobra

()3 =Dobra

()4 = Dostateczna

(5 = Niedstateczna

Tutaj mozesz réwniez wpisaé swoje obserwacje i pomysty, ktére
przychodza Ci do glowy w zwigzku z tymi badaniami.

Dziekujemy za ocene ankiety.

Koniec

Bardzo dziekujemy za wypetnienie ankiety. Teraz mozesz sie wylogowac, klikajgc
przycisk ponizej.

Zakoncz ankiete
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