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ONucleaenergycould makeanincreasingcontributionto low-carbonenergysupply,but a variety
of barriersandrisks exist(robustevidencehigh agreement)Thoseinclude:operationatisks,and the
associated¢oncernsuraniummining risks, financialandregulatoryrisks,unresolvedvaste

managemerissuesnuclearweaponproliferationconcernsandadversepublic opinionO

#
6 Table 6.7, p.73 TS Table TS.3, p.50
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1 SPM Table SPM.2, p.18
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Olnvestigation of mitigation scenarios not exceeding 580 ppsg, B8 shown that excluding nuclear
power from the available portfolio of technologies would result in only a slight increase in mitigation
costs compared to the full technology portfolio.O

580 ppmCQgq

6 p.51

Ooptionshatarelargely confinedto the electricity sector(e.g.,wind, solar,andnuclearenergy) and
heatgeneratiortendto showa lower value,bothbecaus¢heycannotbe usel to generatsegativeemi

-ssionsandbecauseherearea numberof low-carbonelectricity supplyoptionsavailablethatcangene
-rally substituteeachotherO
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OAfter we screened the film | asked the room if President Obama, as expected, suggests backing a new
generation of nuclear reactors, how many would support him; 98% of the hands went up. ItOs been
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