Cold Fusion Public Policy for Realizing Its Benefits —
And Dealing with its Secondary Impacts

Summary of the Current Situation

*CF is real — the evidence is overwhelming  *Main barriers are reproducibility and *Mitigation planning must be accomplished
*Early rejection was premature adequate explanation *Technology Assessment (TA) is optimal
*Potential benefits are revolutionary *Policy changes for realization are essential *Realization & mitigation policies must be
*Infinite, cheap, clean, flexible energy source *Evidence-based policymaking (EBP) optimal coordinated

*Short-term consequences disruptive *The fate of humankind may depend on CF
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 Kuhn: Structure of Scientific Revolutions

2. Potential CF Benefits 4. Policies for CF Realization 7. CF Policy Coordination
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» Solution to Global Climate Change evidence

 Flexible: local or dispersed deployment Evidence-based policymaking, EBP

3. Evidence for CF Reality 5. CF as Disruptive Technology 8. Summary

. i : ihili i ; » CF is real — potential new + Disruptive technology, but
Still needed: reproducibility and explanation . ynintended consequences — but very hertly SO Fbacts car: be milhatbs
(excess” heat - beyond chemical) World economic order disruption eiplanap{;n‘ | ?Jgﬁggren(r&a)d"y

+ Research in many countries: US, Japan, Ital bl HRLE * shesp,Ininite, clean, . Policies for both
China, Russia, several others * Direct impacts: energy industry o Realitv combined with re_?_lize;f[ion and impact

- o : . . i benefits mandate support miugaton
!Vlore than 500* active investigators and othel  « Indirect impacts: energy-dependent for rasiation PP + Support and mitigation
interested parties society sectors E Policieds for sui?porlt based ggg%?gafgfft be

. illi i o , : on evidence of reality o
%dggtgtrf upport from blllienalres (angs, * Christiansen: The Innovator’s Dilemma (EBP) ¢ Ftutll(ire of humankind is at

Slaxke

Thomas W. Grimshaw, Ph.D., M.P.Aff.
Energy Institute, The University of Texas at Austin
May 2019

W\~ 7 7 The University of Texas at Austin

Energy Institute




