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Professor Hiroshi Nonami

Areas of Expertise / Keywords
Social psychology
Legitimacy
Nuisance facilities

Simulation and Gaming

In today’s Japanese society, people from various standpoints often express their opinions
and debates over the pros and cons of waste disposal sites (especially radioactive waste),

nuclear power plants, and United States (US) military bases in Japan.

A wide variety of people with different interests and values are involved in the decision-
making process regarding these types of public facilities and various other public policies.
How can such a diverse group of people reach a consensus that transcends the differences in
their interests and values, and smoothly make and manage policy decisions? What methods

and approaches can be used to build them?

In situations where decisions that affect everyone’s interests are required, the question
ultimately becomes, “Who should have the right to make those decisions?” Before agreeing
on “what decision should be made,” we must first agree on “who should make the decision.”
Otherwise, we will not be able to form a smooth consensus. In other words, it is the question

of how everyone evaluates each other’s right to make decisions.

We rarely think about the concept of legitimacy of rights because, at first glance, rights and
legitimacy are too obvious to notice. However, when the question of “who should have the
right to make the decision” and “who should make the decision so that everyone will accept
it” is raised over “a decision that affects everyone’s interests.” This is because the judgment
on “who should have the legitimate right” differs from person to person. In the end, no one’s
decision is accepted and no consensus is reached. There are many similar situations around
us. In other words, the criteria for judging the legitimacy of rights are surprisingly different
from person to person, which makes it difficult to agree on. Why do they not match? How can

we make them coincide?

My research examines the “legitimacy of rights” of each individual involved in situations

such as radioactive waste disposal sites, US military bases in Japan, and various other



“decisions that affect everyone’s interests” from the perspective of social psychology, using

surveys, experiments, and participatory simulation gaming.
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Additional information on my research website

My research topics and papers are introduced in detail on my homepage: http://soc-
kg.jp/cms/index.html

I have also uploaded information on the games that I have made for research and education

purposes. If you are interested in reading them, please refer to this page.
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