11. You have not addr 3 the impl the
This shovied a 6V increase ih solid cancers and a 117%
increase in leukasemia among young children living near 211
16 large Cerman raclear power stations. You have not said
how you would attempt to mitigate this, therefore, you wust
be asking for permission to create all thesé extra cancers,

The increase of cancer causing emisgions will alac affect
wildlife both on land and in the sea.

The greenticuse gas emissions from mining uranium, careing
for the waste products & demolishing the power station are
not outweighed by the energy produced. Cur attempts there-
fore to mitigate ¢limate change are considerably reduced.

' See the Pete Roche report.

Sea level rise ig impossible to predict over the length of
time it will take to biild, operate and dismantle Sizwell C.

Risk of salt waier ingress has not been fully addressed oxr
acknowledge during the consultation period.

Accidents will happen & nuclear accidents could lay waste to
larse areas of land, making them unsuitable for crops or
animal & humzns for thousands of years.

Nuclear Power stations are terrorist attractions which was
admitted by the nuclear industry after 9/11.

There is now ro need for ruclear power. Pollution free
renewable ehergy is now available, and is much cheaper.,

g, Nuclear power does not 'cost in' any more, the-eqonomic case
is simply not there now.

10. when the entire ruclear cycle is congidered, from uranium
mining to looking after the waste, itis clear thatruclear is
not low carbon, That wag just a myth,like electrlclty will
be too cheap to meter. Both put forward by the nuclear 1ndu

11, In view of all the above it is mot’ morally
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