
The Public Agency for Radioactive Waste Management initiated a new program to inform the people in
the vicinity of the present and future low and medium level waste disposal site. One-day programs were
organised for the inhabitants of the surrounding villages. In the scientific-technical sessions well-known
scientists explained the essential facts of radioactivity, nuclear energy and waste disposal. The sessions
were attended by the mayors and leading representatives of local communities as well. For the general
public site visit was aanged. School children participated in special physics lessons and quizzes which
helped them to understand more about radiation and nuclear energy.

The FNE (Youth for Nuclear Energy) set up a nuclear tent for the second time during a three day
happening on the Obuda Island. They had several hundreds of visitors filling out tests and winning some
small presents. It gave a good opportunity for lively dialogs and explanation of the facts.

The Paks NPP has been organizing so-called open-days for the communities in the vicinity of the plant.
These events with 400-450 people from neighboring villages offered the opportunity to visit different
parts of the plant (Fire Service, Water Sources, Centre for Training and Maintenance) and look around.
The plant management met the participants at discussion forums. Sport and cultural events helped people
enjoying their times.
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• Do not bury your head in the sand ifsomething happens.
• No exaggerations and no embellishments -just straightforward information.
• Do not inform of everything - do not make things easyfor anti-nuclear ideologues.
• Dialog and co-operation do not mean tolerancefor unreliability and manipulation.
• Let's tighten up our personal contacts.

Summary

Co-operating with the journalists for many years, I believe that I managed to win their trust and goodwill.
This capital was not easy to acquire, but it is very easy to squander. Because one has to remember that the
relations between the nuclear community and the media are very sensitive. Their fragile balance can be
easily disturbed or even totally destroyed. Drawing on the last year experiences and lessons from my
relations with the journalists in my role of a spokesman, I would like to present several messages, which I
believe to be useful for the PIME audience.

Do not bury your head in the sand if something happens.

An unpleasant accident occurred in the Oncology Center in Bialystok, Poland, affecting patients
undergoing radiotherapy. These patients were given radiation doses significantly higher than intended and
in consequence they need further medical treatment to deal with radiation induced injuries.
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This case has been widely publicized in the media. The health services shortcomings were described, and
some charges were directed also against the National Atomic Energy Agency (NAEA). It seems that a
serious NAEA's approach to this accident and consistent measures undertaken by the Agency resulted in
IAEA sending a mission of experts to Poland and in a more objective reporting in the media.

No exaggerations and no embellishments -just straightforward information.

Many times the media gave untrue information on the consequences of Chernobyl accident. Virtually
each year, on the accident anniversary, exaggerated data on the number of victims are published. Some
pro-nuke scientists repeatedly tried to convince the media to be more objective with their information. At
the beginning of last year, one of the big circulation magazines published an article entitled: Chernobyl -
the Biggest Bluff of XX Century." Duly appreciating the positive impact of this article, one nevertheless
has to note that according to many scientists and specialists (also from the areas of radiological protection
and medicine) it was too ... one-sided and non-objective, understating the consequences of Chernobyl
accident.

Now and then a simplified description of reality within an exclusively "black and white" scheme may
have some sense, but in case of nuclear reality one should use certainly also various shades of gray. Such
approach makes the task of winning public trust easier. Thus one should strive to present the truth, and
only the truth. This applies to both sides of the nuclear dialogue.

Do not inform of everything - do not make things easy for anti-nuclear ideologues.

During the last year two trains with fresh nuclear fuel for NPP Temelin (Czech Republic) passed through
Poland. Both the anti-nuclear groups and the media accused Polish authorities (including NAEA of
suppressing the information on the time and route of this "nuke" train.

But keeping those matters secret is a prerequisite for ensuring physical protection of the shipment. People
are able to understand that physical protection requirements are valid for shipments of weapons,
explosives, works of art or money, but they do not want to accept similar rules and international
conventions requirements for the shipments of valuable fuel. It is very difficult to convince the public and
the media, that the risks from the shipment of fresh nuclear fuel are lower than the risks from the
shipment of gasoline or chlorine.

Thus the decision to withhold the information on planned fresh nuclear fuel shipments passing through
Polish territory is probably right.

Dialog and co-operation do not mean tolerance for unreliability and manipulation.

In recent months a significant media interest has been raised by the reports - mainly from US - of the
risks from allegedly planned terror attacks against nuclear facilities, especially fuel reprocessing facilities
and nuclear power plants. Objective and matter-of-fact explanations of the possible risks and ways of
mitigation of possible attack or sabotage impacts enabled us to earn the journalists' trust and goodwill.

Unfortunately, misinformation, inaccuracy or even false information also happens. An example - a
publication "Targeting a Reactor" (based on an article from New Scientist) in the largest of Polish
newspapers. The original text by Rob Edwards has served Polish author as a mere pretext. Polish text
contains the data pulled from the original paper out of context (and haphazardly put together) and the
statements, which in Polish version were used to formulate the conclusions entirely contradictory to those
in the original report. This publication raised very strong protests from the experts and its author ceased to
publish (at least under his own by-line).

Tighter personal contacts.

The journalists' visits to nuclear centers and nuclear power plants seem to be especially useful. They give
an opportunity not only to nuclear facility sightseeing and holding technical talks (safety, operational
costs etc.) but also to getting to know each other and to better mutual understanding.
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The last such visit has been made to NPP Temelin. This is the nuclear plant that in the last year raised
many controversies. Since its commissioning, and even before that, the first unit of the NPP Temelin has
become the subject of heated international debate, with lots of emotions and few rational technical
arguments.

Because of the NPP Temelin relative proximity to the southern border of Poland, this facility is of interest
also to Polish public and Polish media.

The visit, in which some journalists from Cracow also participated, helped the media representatives to
gain better understanding of complex nuclear power issues.

More details on the trip to Ternelin will be given in the oral presentation.
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