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I have approached the task of being the only man on this panel of women,

discussing women and the nuclear issue, with great trepidation. Any attempt

to classify or segregate our public information work between the different

sexes is bound to go wrong if we are not careful.

This leads me to say at the very outset that although we in the AZA have spent

some time talking to each other about the particular needs of women in

communicating the case for nuclear power, we have at the end of the day,

concluded that we have to make the case for nuclear power more acceptable to

all people, including women. We have, I think, in the past, targeted the case

for nuclear power at our peers in society, the scientists who rub shoulders

with us and by inference other educated people of a similar standard. To open

up the nuclear debate to all people, has involved a considerable effort on our

part to simplify our information in non-technical language to make it more

comprehensible. At the same time, we have had to fine-tune our information

for particular audiences and the Authority is doing this for a whole range of

audiences, not just women. Thus if I am addressing a particular audience of

church leaders I might include messages and nuances which are appropriate to

the church's functions. If I am addressing an audience of trades unionists I

am likewise likely to want to address their particular needs and concerns.

With this in mind, we have taken on the task of identifying the special

concerns of women, making sure that we understand where particular women

audiences are and how we can reach them. We have also def ined what the

particular messages are we should pass on to women and how these should be

communicated.

Opinion Surveys

We have concluded that women do have different attitudes towards nuclear power

compared to men. Women are more likely to be suspicious of nuclear power,

mention the problem areas and less likely to mention benef its. The reasons

for this are not difficult to understand, with, for example, the media

highlighting the dangers of nuclear power, in particular the hazards of

radiation as it affects people, especially children. The majority of women
associate nuclear power with weapons and radiation, though specific fears

about cancer including leukaemia are not as strong as might be expected. The

major issue is still the disposal of waste, though for a time after Chernobyl

the major nuclear accident superseded this.

Women tend to be more confused by the wide range of issues presented to them

and the contradictory attitudes. In our experience about twice as many women

as men admit to being a "don't know". Women are more concerned with people

and the environment than men. Men are more inclined to be brought up from an

early age to be machine minded and they tend as a result to be more

sympathetic towards the use of technology in society. It is not necessarily

true that women are more "anti-nuclear" although this does come out in many

opinion polls. I think that women react to the leading question as to whether

they are "in favour" or "not" of nuclear power by responding negatively

because of their confusion. We have asked similar questions in our own

opinion surveys but have given the opportunity for the respondent to declare a

positive attitude towards nuclear power "with reservations". If they are

allowed to express their reservations they often come to the conclusion in an
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intuitive way that nuclear power will be needed in the next century to provide
energy for their children when the oil and gas run out and the coal is used to
substitute for the hydrocarbons. A "necessary evil" as one person put it.

In the main our recommendation is that although fine tuning for women
audiences is essential to meet their particular views our basic message is the
same for all people and should be expressed in non-technical language. To
produce material labelled "For Women" we consider to be counter-productive,
except in very special circumstances or for specific womens events which have
been self-selecting.

Audiences

We have divided women audiences into four.

1. Women in Education,
2. Women belonging to organised social professional and business groups.
3. Women employees in the nuclear industry - and
4. Others.

On reflection we think that, had we approached the question of addressing male
audiences, we would probably have arrived at the same division! This
emphasises the point I have been making about our need to address all people
in these particular sectors - whether they are women or men.

In education certain professional groups of women are self-selecting.
Otherwise we are seeking advice from our education specialists on particular
female groups such as primary teachers and home economics teachers. Schools
and teachers them elves may also suggest ways and means of improving our
communications about nuclear power.

We are preparing a directory of organised social and professional business
groups of women which we can pass around our rganisation to enable them to
make contact with the knowledge of what has been done so far and the responses
we have had from these organisations. A brief outline of the activities of
the groups and their membership will be included. A mailshot may well be used
to then publicise our new initiatives.

Women employees in the nuclear industry are another self-selecting group We
are identifying this group as women who work in all areas such as medical,
welfare, training, administration and finance as well as technical. As far as
possible any activity here will be led by women. There are obvious
difficulties of logistics in dealing with all women employees within one large
Organisation and we are recommending that activities are focused on our
individual sites and establishments where discussion groups can be set up to
involve our women employees in the nuclear debate.

The remainder of women, probably in the majority, are those that we can only
contact through the use of the media. However, there is a wide range of
woments journals and magazines, womens pages in many national and regional
papers and women's programmes on radio and television where we can seek to
make a contribution. We are preparing a particular series of initiatives to
seek coverage in these pages and on these programmes. In making the
approaches we are seeking to emphasise that we are trying to reach all people,
including women, in our programm .
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Messages

Whilst we have concluded that we should make our information more acceptable
to all people I think there are particular messages that are appropriate for
women. Having sought feedback from a range of ladies within and outside our
Organisation we have concluded that the probable images of nuclear power
strongest among women are as shown in Table 1. We are recommending messages
to counter all these assertions in particular of course we need to stress -
the transitory nature of the fossil fuels; the limited scope of renewable
sources; the effect of energy shortages on people throughout the world;
what energy means to our lives; the importance of conservation; the
environmental consequences of the alternative methods of making electricity;
and the beneficial social impact of engineering. For example, we owe more to
the engineers who built the sewage system and the water supply systems than
probably anything else. In addition a discussion of radiation is necessary.
The apparent harmlessness of the natural radiation background should be
pointed out. The key concept is not to communicate anything without a human
edge to it. The human implications of the course of action proposed should be
made clear.

The messages for our women employees are the same. We are making special
efforts to give all our women employees a very basic grounding in the case for
nuclear power. Of course we recognise that the very best message that can be
communicated is that the nuclear industry is performing its task safely,
responsibly and reliably and that there are sufficient safeguards built in
which are monitored by independent watch-dogs to ensure that this is done to
everyone's satisfaction.

Methods

In communicating with women we use all the traditional methods of
communications including talks, literature, exhibitions, seminars and visits
to our establishments. Whereas we continue to have visits from organised
social and professional women's groups it is noted that VIP occasions held at
sites do not always involve women and we are considering how to involve women
opinion formers more in this way.

Exhibitions are generally of low priority unless they are so general, such as
"Nuclear power in Britain" which I described in my poster session, to cover
all the general public which includes women. The few cases of very
appropriate specific purpose-built exhibitions, occur from time to time for
special conferences and womens, events and we take the opportunity to attend
these when we think it is cost effective.

As I have explained, we are not writing any literature specifically "women
orientated" but there is still a need for simple, easy-to-understand
literature for the public in general. All our current literature is being
revised with this in mind. If we have to write specific contributions to
womens magazines then these will obviously be targeted for women but as I have
said the approach being made is that we are covering the whole spectrum of
society and it so happens that on this occasion we are writing to womens
magazines.

No particular audio-visual requirements have been identified at this time
though we do on occasions use a video, originally made for recruitment, which
describes the work done by six Authority employees three of whom are women..

3



Conclusion

This then is our programme for women, or for the general public "with women
particularly in mind." We are monitoring this plan closely and we are
seeking feed-back especially from female audiences both internal and external
to the Authority and reporting back on these so that we can make further
adjustments to the programme as circumstances demand.
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TABLE I

Messages for Women

ANTI-NUCLEAR VIEW PRO-NUCLEAR RESPONSE

1. Nuclear Power is too dangerous To secure our children's future
and not required. requires ALL primary sources.

The fossil fuels are
transitory. The future is more
at risk from a shortage of
energy.

2. Renewable sources can suffice Renewables are going to be more
and are benign. important but have limitations

and environmental costs.

3. Nuclear power is unnatural - Nuclear fission did occur in
invented by scientists. nature. The suns energy comes

from fusion. Background
radiation is natural.

4. Children are dying of leukaemia There is no evidence of
around nuclear sites. leukaemia near the power

stations, nor of genetic
effects. The leukaemia near
Sellafield cannot be firmly
linked to radiation, but work
is continuing.

5. A materialistic society has done Engineering provided us with
nothing to improve lives and is huge social benefits - eg
despoiling our countryside. the water supply; health care

etc. Energy is a great social
benefit.

6. The use of high technology The risk of a major nuclear
invites mistakes which would have accident is "tolerable" and
horrendous consequences. (Fear the potential consequences
of the unknown). "acceptable" compared to the

alternatives.

7. I would not live next to a The risks of living in a city
nuclear power station. are far greater than living

next to a nuclear power
station in the country.
The home is a dangerous place
to live wherever it is located.

8. Nuclear waste is THE problem Better to leave some waste,
for future generations. some coal and some oil.

9. We can survive by using less True up to a point but,
energy. eventually, we might have to

give up the luxuries of hot
water, washing machines,
synthetics as is the case in
the third world today.
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