
− Public opinion is a decisive factor for the future of nuclear energy because of 
its large influence on political decisions.  

 
− There is nowadays a legitimate right of populations to be well informed and 

to be involved in the decision-making process. Nobody disputes that 
anymore, at least not in the EU.  

 
− Concerns about the safety of nuclear power plants, management of 

radioactive waste, security, proliferation and terrorism, if not adequately 
communicated by the concerned actors, can all have a vastly detrimental 
impact on public opinion. 

 
− The conclusions of the most recent Eurobarometer on nuclear safety 

highlight that the EU citizen feels unfamiliar with the issue of nuclear safety 
(ranging from 90% to 56%). The vast majority in every country admit that 
they are not informed about this topic. 

 
− The perception of Europeans towards nuclear power is ambivalent. On the 

one hand, Europeans have a slightly positive perception of the value of 
nuclear energy in terms of the contribution it makes to energy independency 
(69%), more stable energy prices (50%) and the fight against global 
warming (46%). But, on the other hand, a majority of the Europeans say that 
increasing the share of nuclear energy does not seem to be the answer to 
Europe’s energy challenges, namely the increasing demand for energy or the 
fight against global warming. The largest segment of those polled would 
choose to reduce the share of nuclear energy in the energy mix (39%) and 
almost an equal number (34%) would maintain the current share. 



 
− In its recent opinion on the PINC, the EESC considers that the accessibility 

of information for the public as well as the decision-making procedures has 
to be improved.  

 
− Surveys such as Eurobarometer show that the public is not well informed on 

nuclear issues, and especially not on safety and security aspects. Europeans 
should know that the safety and security standards in the EU have been 
proven to be the best in the world.  

 
− The Commission could surely play a useful role in this, but new approaches 

and forms of cooperation are definitely needed to meet public concerns. 
 
− Information policy must be made more efficient and more targeted to 

specific issues that are of concern for the public. It must be interactive, open 
and trustworthy, without leaving any difficult topic (terrorism threat, etc.) 
aside.  

 
− As the protection of the climate is of high value for the European citizens 

(again demonstrated by a Eurobarometer survey), communication on nuclear 
energy should emphasize the positive contribution of nuclear energy in 
avoiding climate change.  

 
− The Committee is ready to play its role in providing the public with a more 

direct, simple and transparent access to reliable information on nuclear 
energy. This must involve presenting clearly, frankly and honestly the pros 
and cons of nuclear energy. 

 
− The Committee's added value in this context is its natural linkage to a large 

network of European civil society organisations. Any communication action 
performed by the Committee has a multiplier effect that makes it efficient 
and cost-effective. The Committee is surely not the only communication 
route, but it is an important one. It is a trusted partner and its opinions have 
their own authenticity and authority. 



 
− Therefore, the Committee could usefully contribute to helping the EU to 

better communicate on nuclear energy.  
 
− Last but not least, the Committee believes that the work of the Forum on 

Information and Transparency, as well as in the other two themes which 
were debated this morning, has to be based on the broadest stakeholders' 
base as possible. In other words, the Forum should mobilise a large variety 
of actors with contrasted opinions and should involve the diversity  of the 
European civil society, which the Committee represents at the EU  level. 
This is a key condition to the success of the Forum. 

 
NB1: As has been seen in the German nuclear plant "Krümmel" in the summer 
of 2007, information policy of the operator was a disaster and this has been 
turned into broad and counterproductive atmosphere by media and the public in 
the whole country. 
 
NB2: Other aspects that need to be better communicated: 
  

- Europe is technological leader/frontrunner which implies high qualified 
jobs and know-how. For Member States which wish to persevere with 
nuclear power a concern is already the lack of attractiveness of the sector 
as an employer and research topic (loosing expertise); 

- Europe is leader in nuclear safety worldwide and has an excellent safety 
record; 

- Aspect of competitiveness of European industry and business which may 
turn into avoidable social and   employment problems (delocalisation); 

- Europe applies the highest available technological standards in safety and 
security which can be exported worldwide to make nuclear safer on a 
world level; 

- Much progress has been made in waste disposal and treatment (for low-
level products but also for high-level products), largely without noticing 
by the general public…etc 


