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The communication strategy of WONUC is based on an analysis of the sensitivity of
members of the European Parliament to nuclear energy. From this analysis WONUC decided
to focus on a main mediatic event and to increased scientific and technical information on the
main sensible topics for the European Members to create in the cognitive way of the general
but negative consensus about nuclear energy, an alternative to the green voice misinformation
process and be able to catch any opportunity to reverse this negative feeling.

Such opportunity arise with the United Nations' debate about the pollution credit so-called
<< flexible mechanisms )>, in COP 4 (Buenos Ayres, 213 November 1998).

THEANALYSIS

Three parties have a strong influence on the nuclear issue: the socialist party and the PPE.
This is not at all surprising since these two parties dominate the European Parliament in terms
of number. The third party is obviously the Greens.
• Two countries are substantially active in this debate: Germany and Great Britain (Labour

MPS).
• Greece, Finland, Denmark and Italy, and to a lesser degree, Luxembourg and Sweden,

appear nearly completely uninterested in the nuclear issue. This may seem surprising for
Finland, a significantly nuclearized country, which is again raising the question of the
construction of a fifth reactor, and for Sweden, since the nuclear debate has recently
intensified.

• The "unconnected" groups, like the "Europe of Nations" Group, a political group opposed
to the present form of construction of Europe and preferring a confederate approach to the
federal approach, appear to be uninterested in nuclear energy.

• Paradoxically, the Greens do not seem to care about the "environment" issue. The same
applies to "health", "waste", and "radiation", which is surprising considering the activism
of this party for everything associated with "zero" releases. Hence it is difficult to
understand the deliberately partisan approach of this political group concerning nuclear
issues, in attempting to explain this behaviour.

• Among the Socialists, three sub-groups can be distinguished: British, Germans and the
"others". The attitude of the German social democrats is strictly determined by the group
of the Greens, to whose influence they unwaveringly submit. The "other" Socialists,
apparently unconcerned with taking any political risk, match their attitude to that of the
German social democrats. Within the European socialist party, the British Labourites
represent a specific sub-group. They have a much more critical attitude towards the
position of the Greens. Their behaviour to nuclear energy is constructed on a substantial
knowledge of the nuclear "fact", which probably enables them to escape the influence of
the Greens, unlike the other Socialist MPs.
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5.2. It clearly appears that the behaviour of the Greens is a partisan behaviour, focused on a
precise objective, the abandonment of nuclear energy in Europe. To achieve this end, the
Greens now focus their attacks on the back end of the cycle. The exemplary technological
breakthroughs in power generation by the nuclear power plants as well as reprocessing thus
have a very small political weight, since these technological successes are "normal" facts for
the MPs, few of whom have a technical culture.

Note the recent emergence of a new topic, initiated by the Greens, the ageing of the power
plants and associated safety, an issue which, by reference to the now classic strategy of the
ecologists, will shortly be picked up by the Socialist N[Ps.

Note also the very recent emergence of a new and hitherto completely ignored topic, the issue
of ionising radiation and its effects.

In terms of questioning, the Greens, "blindly" followed by the Socialist group, except for the
British Labourites, practise systematic suspicion, making an amalgam between technical
objectivity which is admittedly not infallible, and the subjectivity of an uncertainty which,
when translated according to the precautionary concept, leads to prohibiting everything.
Faced with such an aalgam, it seems difficult to develop messages strictly based on
Cartesians, since the confusion arising in the minds makes them impenetrable to any logic,
allowing only a propagandist obscurantism to infiltrate, greedy for collective phantasm and
ancestral fears.

CONCLUSION OF THE ANALYSIS: IN A SAME COMMUNICATION POLICY,
COMMUNICATION STRATEGIES SHOULD BE QUITE DIFFERENT, IN LJNE
WITH POLITICAL LEANINGS:

I Any attempt at dialogue with the Greens seems fruitless.
2. Major communication efforts could be made in the direction of the Socialist group, the

biggest in the European Parliament. Within this party, due to their differing activisms in
terms of form and content, the British and Germans represent two specific but distinct
targets. Also in this political entity, the other countries, including France, represent a
third category of MPs which, apparently lacking a clear doctrine towards nuclear issues, is
strongly influenced by the mediatically strong positions taken by the Greens.

3. The question of the Communist MPs, also members of a political group in which the
ecologists are strongly represented, is vague.

4. The overwhelming majority of the remaining political parties have no hard and fast
position on the nuclear issue. Their view is nonetheless polluted by "electrical
pragmatism" which makes nuclear energy politically incorrect. These MPs often tailor
their position to reflect their view of current issues.

5.3. In apparent contradiction with the premise underlying the methodology selected for this
study, a detailed analysis of the chronology of the issues addressed by the European MPs
demonstrates the tremendous importance of the news. Through their questions, as expressed
in the basic premise, the MPs attempt to build an image aimed at their peers, thereby
implying a relatively endogenous functioning of the European Parliament, which could
accordingly be considered unconcerned with outside runiours.
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This interiorization of the European Parliament only occurs in a second stage, after the
external hubbub has established the determinants of the societal environment on which the
MPs take a position. This positioning takes shape in accordance with the indications that the
MPs interpret, indications stemming almost exclusively from the media, for those MPs whose
nuclear convictions prove somewhat inconsistent. These MPs shift their political position in
accordance with the conjectures they have derived from these indications.

In point of fact, the positioning of the sensation hungry media is substantially detern-lined by
the communicative aggressiveness of the antinuclear ecologist organisations.

Their strategy is deceptively simple. Through a body of questions narrowly targeted at a
specific subject, the Greens first sensitise the European MPs to an issue they hitherto ignored.
A number of cases "cunningly concealed" from the public at large and the political decision
makers in particular are then unearthed with the appropriate media fanfare, corroborating the
cogency of the questions previously submitted by the Green MPs. Their natural "allies" join
the fray, for fear of being upstaged on issues they consider electorally promising. As to the
mass of European MPs, noting the "veracity" of the Greens' intuitions, and reluctant to take
position on a subject on which their knowledge is shaky, they allow themselves to be swept
along by the majority tide, even if most of them suspect manipulation.

It is abundantly clear that these organisations are completely in cahoots with the Green group.
It is equally clear that these organisations have the Green group entirely at their disposal.

The fascination exerted by the Greens on the German social democrats, the influence of the
latter on the European Socialist Party, and ultimately, the political weight of the European
Socialist Party on the European Parliament, explains why the European Parliament is so
accommodating to the nuclear positions of the Greens. This represents an astonishing
distortion of a parliamentary process that is nothing if not undemocratic, but which appears to
be accepted unquestioningly.
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