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S360 Poll (Perception on Nuclear)

• Multi-modal survey 700 registered voters, 
oversample Fairbanks (172)

• Weighted to accurately represent Alaska’s 
electorate

• Completed  by phone May 23-June 4th

• Margin of error 4% (7.5% for Fairbanks)





With little to go on, support for nuclear is tepid … after 
more information is provided, support grows considerably
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**A nuclear microreactor is a small nuclear reactor that is 
much smaller than conventional nuclear technology. 
Microreactors are essentially a small nuclear-powered 
battery. They vary in size based on the manufacturer, but 
in general would be small enough to fit inside a shipping 
container and produce around 10megawatts, which could 
power around 7,000 homes and also provide heat. 
Because of their small size, microreactors use much less 
nuclear fuel and cannot melt down. They also do not 
require water for cooling. After learning more, do you 
support or oppose the idea of Alaska exploring the use of 
microreactors to supply energy to Alaskans?



Information changes perceptions



Voter concerns center on environmental 
contaminants and waste disposal



Messaging



Perceptions are largely non-partisan



Alaska Strategy: factors to consider

• SB 194 – local control of siting authority for small 
reactors (<50 MW)

• Alaska is a near-ideal early adopter market (high 
cost of energy, heat + power)

• Interest from vendors

• Risk associated with being an early adopter 
(economic, technological, public perception, etc)

• Opportunity for state/federal partnership

• Passive or active decision making



Weighing Risk versus Reward 
for Pilot Projects

GVEA BESS (above); 
Healy Clean Coal Project (right)
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Present 2040

Individual Projects 
(no coordinated strategy)

Alaska Pathways



Issues/considerations

• Public is not well informed

• Utilities (most) are taking a passive approach

• Traditional approaches to procurement and 
project development may not be optimal for early 
projects (RFS versus RFP)

• Announcement TODAY! Re: Eielson AFB reactor                                

• Lack of coordination – opportunity for Task Force



Why I am interested in small reactors:

• Baseload heat and power
• Compliment to variable renewables
• Carbon free
• Safer, Reduced risk of environmental contamination
• Competitive Pricing?
• Better long-term certainty of energy costs
• Possible complement to existing AK resource mix
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