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Senate File 4504 seeks to waste $300,000 of taxpayer money to study nuclear power. We
already know that nuclear generation capacity costs well over $10,000 per installed
kilowatt, which is many times more than wind, solar, and other renewable sources of
power backed up with iron oxide battery storage. We already know that humans lack the
ability to manage irradiated fuel waste for the required 240,000 years. We already know
that nuclear power cannot even pay its own liability costs, and that the industry must be
indemnified by the federal government. We already know that fugitive radioactive releases
from commercial reactors are causing quantifiable numbers of excess premature cancer
mortality in communities near them, according to CDC data analyzed by the Harvard
Medical School and other analysts examining the issue. In Minnesota, that amounts to 5 or
6 excess cancer deaths per month in Wright, Sherburne, and Goodhue Counties. And we
already know that there is great opportunity to provide the citizens of Minnesota, the
nation, and the world with electric utility service that is clean. local, affordable, efficient,
reliable and abundant.

If this Committee is serious about improving the way in which electric utility services get
delivered, it will stop this nuclear nonsense and instead focus its attention on how to:

- Incentivize end-use energy efficiency instead of penalizing it;

- Enable “roof-top” solar to saturate Minnesota communities;

- Promote community-based solar gardens wherever feasible; and,

- Create opportunities for green hydrogen production in more rural settings so that
hydrogen electrical generation from fuel cells and internal combustion engines,
along with iron oxide battery storage capacity, enables each load-serving
substation to follow its load curve while the grid provides backup power.

This energy management plan aims to reduce electrical demand through energy efficiency
improvements, meet as much local demand as possible with local solar power, and meet
the remaining demand by producing sufficient green hydrogen from solar and wind in rural
areas so that hydrogen generation at every substation, including urban ones, can match the
local demand of that substation. This is what “electric democracy” looks like.

Which would you prefer electric democracy or a nuclear dead end?



