Obviously, an action was more fun
Day of Chemicals
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For two successive years, the Confederation of Danish Industries along with a number of other organisations held their Day of Chemicals in the House of Industries. Common to the attendees was that all of them in one way or the other are living by chemicals. E.g. people who are criticising, analysing, manufacturing, promoting or regulating chemicals. The aim was to establish a dialogue as to who has the power and influence on the chemicals in our country. Prior to the conference, the organisers wondered why representatives of Greenpeace had not enrolled for the arrangement as they did last year. It should, however, soon turn out to show why.
Many people were looking forward to hearing the Environment Minister’s presentation. A couple of days in advance, the daily Politiken had disclosed that the company of Cheminova – fully legally in fact – is selling harmful crop sprays to Brazilian farmers. It would be interesting to learn about the conservative minister’s explanation of the criticism that she had expressed after the disclosure. But immediately after the Environment Minister had begun her speech, noise was heard from the entrance of the conference hall. When the attendees were turning around to see, what was happening, they saw photographers with hand-hold video cameras shooting an Greenpeace action, in which we were now involuntary extras.
Activists were walking around, unsuccessfully disguised as – I believe – dying sperm cells. But what was worse, the two leaders went and stood behind the minister and were rudely disrupting her speech. Not with shouting. No, they stood mute with self-satisfied looks with a banner behind the minister, while their brought-along photographers’ video cameras were whirring. And how did the attendees of the conference react? Did they shout at them? Did they remove them? No, the reaction was more like a sigh: Dear me, they need their media exposure as usual.
But is it reasonable that Greenpeace is carrying through an action today like this? Are they not able to make themselves heard in the environmental debate? And is it reasonable that the Radio Denmark TV news automatically is making a news feature with video shots and everything only an hour after the action? I think not. During the last ten years, Greenpeace has been the environmental journalists’ unchallenged darling. No one in this country has an easier access to have its viewpoints about the environment exposed in the media than Greenpeace. One single phone call from a campaign worker and the journalists are ready at their keyboards. What is worse, however, is of course that Radio Denmark is legitimising anachronistic, almost high-flown, actions like this one.
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