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General Comment

Although the nuclear power industry has probably improved the performance and safety of reactors, and has |
proposed new safer reactor designs, but have they been tested? Generally, they have been untested. There isno |
guarantee to the general public that the reactors will be built and operated correctly. Since mistakes do occur and
the reactors designers at Fukushima in Japan did not anticipate that a tsunami would disable the backup systems |
that were supposed to stabilize the reactor after the earthquake.

This has cast doubt on whether even an advanced economy like Japan can master nuclear safety. Catastropic
scenarios involving terrorist attacks are also conceivable. An MIT team has estimated that give the expected
growth of nurlear power over the 50 year span from 2005 to 2055, at least 4 serious nuclear accidents would be
expected.

Is this a matter of jeopardizing the public's safety due to economic savings on FPL part? If so, pass it on to the
customers.
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