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General Comment

Absolutely, consideration for adjusting regulations to suit these types of smaller installations
need to be made, no question.

To not do so is to bury your head in the sand and assume that all nuclear power could equate 3
mile island or Fukishima disasters, which is categorically incorrect. Thinking needs to change
and be cognisant of new technologies, and the only way to find out is to try.

Do this; put it to the proponent to build one of these facilities, with an targeted amendment to
the regulation that allows for one proponent to build to a closer proximity to populations than
10 miles. Lets say 1 mile ... and then allow it to happen and test the heck out of it. Then
solidify a new regulatory framework based on KwH of generation, and let the market vote.
Let good, fundamentally sound ideas try, then morph it into practical regulations if it turns
into a viable option.

I have a feeling that with the excessive build and infrastructure costs, it wont be a very
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feasible short term or medium term solution, but the only way to find out is to try. The big
part is to let go of the old school, fear mongered lethargy that the only way to be safe with
nuclear energy is to disallow it.
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