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July 20, 2026 

Dear Government of Canada,   

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your visioning for Canada’s future major 
projects. In the spirit of red tape reduction and increased efficiency, we have included 
special comments for the Canadian Energy Regulator and Canadian Nuclear Safety 
Commission; we request that you share this document with these bodies. 

As our Prime Minister said, “"A nation is more than the people who live in it today. It 
includes everyone who came before us, and everyone who will come after."1 We are 
encouraged that our federal government is thinking about the generations, and we want to 
reciprocate by encouraging you to continue embracing generational commitments, and 
credit the Indigenous ‘Seven Generation Philosophy’2 that has withstood the test of 
millennium. Only by carefully considering the position of future generations and the effects 
our decisions today could have on their health and environment, can the planning we do 
today be effective in helping to protect them. 

We too support careful consideration of the burdens for future generations that Canadians 
are involved in preparing today, especially with Canada’s stated desire to increase nuclear 
power, AI data centres, and these policy reforms proposed for easing industry applications. 
We caution our government that ongoing and strengthening climate disasters and 
biodiversity collapse means that future generations need all the help we can give them! 

The Impact Assessment Act and the Nuclear Safety and Control Act can help evaluate the 
potential risks posed by industrial development, and both place responsibility squarely on 

 
1 https://www.cbc.ca/news/politics/24-sussex-restoration-plan-carney-9.7250022  
2 https://www.theindigenousfoundation.org/articles/seven-generations-principle-healing-the-past-amp-
shaping-the-future , https://www.ictinc.ca/blog/seventh-generation-principle , 
https://birchbarkbooks.com/products/the-seven-generations-and-the-seven-grandfather-teachings  

https://www.cbc.ca/news/politics/24-sussex-restoration-plan-carney-9.7250022
https://www.theindigenousfoundation.org/articles/seven-generations-principle-healing-the-past-amp-shaping-the-future
https://www.theindigenousfoundation.org/articles/seven-generations-principle-healing-the-past-amp-shaping-the-future
https://www.ictinc.ca/blog/seventh-generation-principle
https://birchbarkbooks.com/products/the-seven-generations-and-the-seven-grandfather-teachings
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the federal government to protect Canadians. Our economy and our health are both 
dependent on maintaining our environment and ecosystems around the country. 

 

From: Getting Major Projects Built in Canada - Discussion Paper on Proposed 
Legislative, Regulatory, and Policy Reforms 

Context: Impact assessments and regulations are important because they protect the 
environment and ensure major projects are developed sustainably. 

We agree! We are FOR: protection of the environment, on which our health and realistically, 
Canada’s economy depends now, and in the future. This is why we support full 
environmental assessments, and not permitting shortcuts that threaten species at risk, our 
health from pesticides on our food, or nuclear infrastructure that threatens our both health 
and environment today, and that of future generations. 

 

Indigenous Peoples have consistently raised concerns about gaps in consultation. They’ve 
highlighted the need to engage with them early, respect their cultures, and align with their 
governance and decision-making systems. 

We are FOR: early engagement with Indigenous peoples – we are guests here sharing their 
land, and although Indigenous peoples have a strong mandate to protect the environment 
and practice Wahkotowin3 (being in relationship with the Earth), their rights have not always 
been respected. Our Committee feels that in general, Indigenous Peoples speak for us too, 
and we encourage you in early and consistent engagement with First Nations when it comes 
to any major project decisions, and will celebrate your alignment with not just Indigenous 
governance, but cultural values as well. 

 

Rationale: This proposal would create a simpler, more coordinated process in Canada, 
where federal decisions for major projects could be completed in shorter timelines …while 
ensuring environmental protection, respecting Indigenous rights, and supporting 
meaningful consultation with Indigenous Peoples.  

We are FOR: ensuring environmental protection, Indigenous rights, and supporting 
meaningful consultation with Indigenous Peoples. That is why we are concerned about the 
expressed guarantee of shorter timelines for major projects. There can be no such 

 
3 https://bearpawlegalresources.ca/find-a-resource/natural-law/wahkohtowin-video  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wahkohtowin
https://bearpawlegalresources.ca/find-a-resource/natural-law/wahkohtowin-video
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guarantee, as consultation can be complex, especially on major projects with the capacity 
to impact generations for hundreds, thousands, and in the case of nuclear power, uranium 
mining, and the management of nuclear waste, a million and more years into the future. It’s 
not wise to rush into these decisions. As our Canadian Courts are showing, taking shortcuts 
to approve industrial infrastructure, and especially the incredibly type of long-lasting 
infrastructure required to produce nuclear power, is not in Canadians’ best interest.4  

We need major projects that appropriately balance improved industrial practices with the 
environmental sustainability that our ecosystems require, now, and into the future. 
Ecosystem health equals human health, and our economic health as well – our economy 
depends on a well functioning environment. As desirable as shorter timelines for major 
projects are, they do not provide an exercise in balancing the insatiable wants of economic 
development and with our needs for environmental sustainability. Canada’s policies and 
laws are means of protecting us, and future generations, and shortcuts are not needed. If 
the major projects outlined are truly sustainable and in the public interest, everyone will be 
on board, but if these projects employ unsustainable technologies, the process will naturally 
take much longer, as offsets and mitigation are negotiated. 

 

Overview of Proposals 

1. Federal review and decision-making in no more than one year: … if proponents 
need more time for a specific permit, they will have the option for more time for the 
decision. For its part, the federal government’s review and decision-making timeline 
would take no more than one year. It is proposed that legislation be amended to 
formalize these targets. 

Because we are FOR environmental protection and ensuring Indigenous rights and 
consultation, we must comment on this proposal to offer project proponents more time if 
they need it, but not offer the same consideration to communities, who are part of the federal 
government’s review and decision-making. 

Along the same lines, because we are FOR the polluter pay principle, we object to any 
amount of ‘de-risking’ projects for project proponents. ‘De-risking’ means removing any 
financial risk or liability from the project proponents and placing these squarely on the 
Canadian taxpayer. The whole concept of ‘de-risking’ is obviously NOT in the public interest. 

 
4 https://concernedcitizens.net/2026/05/28/federal-court-of-appeal-upholds-the-ruling-in-favour-of-
kebaowek-fn-and-allies/ , https://concernedcitizens.net/2026/05/30/media-release-federal-court-of-appeal-
upholds-victory-for-kebaowek-first-nation-and-allies-in-species-at-risk-case-against-chalk-river-nuclear-
waste-project/  

https://concernedcitizens.net/2026/05/28/federal-court-of-appeal-upholds-the-ruling-in-favour-of-kebaowek-fn-and-allies/
https://concernedcitizens.net/2026/05/28/federal-court-of-appeal-upholds-the-ruling-in-favour-of-kebaowek-fn-and-allies/
https://concernedcitizens.net/2026/05/30/media-release-federal-court-of-appeal-upholds-victory-for-kebaowek-first-nation-and-allies-in-species-at-risk-case-against-chalk-river-nuclear-waste-project/
https://concernedcitizens.net/2026/05/30/media-release-federal-court-of-appeal-upholds-victory-for-kebaowek-first-nation-and-allies-in-species-at-risk-case-against-chalk-river-nuclear-waste-project/
https://concernedcitizens.net/2026/05/30/media-release-federal-court-of-appeal-upholds-victory-for-kebaowek-first-nation-and-allies-in-species-at-risk-case-against-chalk-river-nuclear-waste-project/
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If a proponent wants a specific project to go ahead, they must assume the risks, cleanup 
costs, and liabilities specific to their project. Our governments must not be able to switch 
financial risk and other liabilities to the public purse.  

We are currently fighting this same approach with the Alberta government’s recent ‘Mature 
Asset Strategy’. It’s designed by oil industry insiders, an Alberta Energy Regulator in potential 
conflict of interest, and our separatist government to ultimately place the financial burden 
of cleaning up after the oil and gas industry on the Alberta taxpayer. This could negate all the 
previous decades of collecting (very low) royalties on oil and gas products. We sincerely 
encourage our federal government not to join this club for downloading industrial liabilities 
and risk onto taxpayers. Companies that make billions in profits should not be able to 
abscond without paying for the cleanup and remediation they promised when their projects 
were initiated. No project should be initiated that stands to substantially degrade Canada’s 
environment; our days of being the supplier of resources while suffering pollution at home 
are numbered. 

 

2. One crown consultation process: 
• Help departments and agencies identify, resolve, mitigate or support 

accommodation of Indigenous issues of concerns early, where possible. 

Because we are FOR accommodation of Indigenous issues and concerns, we question the 
use of the qualifier ‘where possible’. We are concerned that our government may lose 
credibility in not respecting these promises made by the new ‘Consultation Hub’. 
Indigenous issues and concerns with respect to the degradation of the environment Must be 
heard and carefully considered, because Traditional Ecological Knowledge has been shown, 
time and time again5, to anticipate western science in issues of deep understanding on 
cumulative environmental impacts, and therefor on the human health impacts, of major 
projects. We look to our federal government to only approve projects which don’t have 
lasting environmental and health effects as suffered by previous generations (coal dust, 
leaded gas, CFCs degrading the ozone, etc.), and we suffer still today (climate change from 
fossil fuels; cancers, celiac disease and other gut disturbances from pesticides; cancers, 
strokes, and hormonal disruption from microplastic pollution). Now that we know better, we 
must continue to do better. Future Generations will not tolerate or accept ongoing assaults 
on our health and environment6. Only through continual improvement in biomimicry, bio-

 
5 https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=4944188 , 
https://depts.washington.edu/flame/mature_forests/pdfs/BraidingSweetgrassReport.pdf , 
https://napglobalnetwork.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/03/napgn-en-2023-traditional-indigenous-
knowledge-eswatini.pdf , https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC11549107/ ,  
6 https://www.cbc.ca/news/politics/climate-lawsuit-federal-government-carney-9.7237269  

https://open.alberta.ca/dataset/c1e0fc7b-ee55-4797-b640-5a2f4657d895/resource/0fcdf8c6-86a1-4e41-97f6-65e175982423/download/em-mature-asset-strategy-2025-04.pdf
https://open.alberta.ca/dataset/c1e0fc7b-ee55-4797-b640-5a2f4657d895/resource/0fcdf8c6-86a1-4e41-97f6-65e175982423/download/em-mature-asset-strategy-2025-04.pdf
https://ecojustice.ca/news/landowner-demands-investigation-into-alberta-energy-regulator-board-member-david-yager-for-potential-conflicts-of-interest-in-the-development-of-mature-asset-strategy/
https://ecojustice.ca/news/landowner-demands-investigation-into-alberta-energy-regulator-board-member-david-yager-for-potential-conflicts-of-interest-in-the-development-of-mature-asset-strategy/
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=4944188
https://depts.washington.edu/flame/mature_forests/pdfs/BraidingSweetgrassReport.pdf
https://napglobalnetwork.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/03/napgn-en-2023-traditional-indigenous-knowledge-eswatini.pdf
https://napglobalnetwork.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/03/napgn-en-2023-traditional-indigenous-knowledge-eswatini.pdf
https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC11549107/
https://www.cbc.ca/news/politics/climate-lawsuit-federal-government-carney-9.7237269
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inspiration, and the increasingly sustainable and innovative technical qualities of industrial 
projects, will humanity survive our own doings. 

 

3. One project decision: 

This approach ensures that decisions balance environmental, economic, and other 
important considerations while continuing to follow existing rules about what is in the 
public interest…. 

We addressed the issue of ‘balance’ in our previous statement. There is no possible 
‘balancing’ between environmental and economic considerations. Our economy is entirely 
dependent on our environment.  

Because we are FOR protecting Canadians’ health, environment, and future generations, we 
must say that our current federal government of Canada has ‘overbalanced’ us substantially 
away from our sustainable future, by taking these actions, which pull us backwards, and 
away from the public interest: 

• No more carbon tax (meaning paying for pollution is no longer visible) 
• No more emissions cap (this is scary, and not hopeful for Canada’s climate targets 

and international commitments)  
• Refused an excess profit tax on fossil fuels (this could have paid for energy 

efficiency programs, more tree planting, and so many other needed climate actions) 
• New pipeline proposal to the west coast from Alberta (the worst idea ever) Canada’s 

international climate change targets are not “a short term goal” as announced by 
PM Mark Carney while announcing the new bitumen pipeline on Canada Day! 

• “Sovereign wealth fund” (this new fund should Never benefit contributors to 
Canada’s GHG emissions, such as fossil fuel companies – or other polluting 
industries like the nuclear industry. The biggest part of our Sovereign wealth is the 
ongoing health of our environment, which provides us with everything.) 

• Climate change costs us billions every year, an estimated 5 -6% of our GDP, through 
disaster management, insurance, and rebuilding from the destruction!7  

We note that our current federal government has had at least 17 direct meetings with oil 
lobbyists and zero with environment groups in 2026. 

 

 
7 Anna Johnston, West Coast Environmental Law 



REAC Comments Major Projects p. 6 
 

4. Single project authority: 
• CNSC would handle reviews for nuclear and uranium projects. 

We have many concerns with the CNSC handling reviews for nuclear and uranium projects 
instead of a more moderate and unbiased agency such as the Impact Assessment Agency 
of Canada. Here are some of the many criticisms of Canada’s CNSC: 

▪ CNSC is led by industry insiders and does not have the required independence from the 
nuclear industry to appropriately handle reviews of nuclear energy projects without 
confirmation bias. The interplay between our CNSC and nuclear industry, where individuals 
work periodically for each, is well known internationally. 

▪ Regarding their mandate, the CNSC states8: “This mandate is, in part, to regulate the 
development, production and use of nuclear energy in order to prevent unreasonable risk, 
to the environment and to the health and safety of persons, associated with that 
development, production, possession or use. Licensing under subsection 24(4) of the NSCA 
fundamentally involves assessing what risks are reasonable and therefore what risks are 
acceptable. This discretionary decision of reasonable vs. unreasonable risk is an 
exercise of justification” (all bolding is ours) whereas the IRRS (Integrated Regulatory 
Review Service) Report, following a 10-day mission to Canada (from September 3 to 13, 
2019), suggests that the “justification principle” be enshrined in law. This is because the 
word “reasonable” has no basis in law and so cannot be legally challenged. The word 
“justified” however does have a clear definition in law and requires an actual process of 
determining that a given exposure to radioactivity or ionizing radiation has benefits that 
exceed the risks imposed by that exposure. The CNSC has refused to change it’s wording as 
requested by this international body (the same request was made again in 2024), proving it 
is unwilling to seriously consider long term legal liabilities for the nuclear industry, such as 
the health of Canadians living near nuclear reactors. New research from the US shows that 
people living within twenty-five miles of a nuclear reactor suffer increased cancer mortality9. 
This is a very serious consideration for Canadians! We must have independent third-party 
research on living next to nuclear reactors in Canada as well. 

▪ CNSC is often seen as a promoter and co-proponent of nuclear projects. 

▪ CNSC reports to the Minister of Energy and Natural Resources who both also promote 
nuclear power. 

 
8  https://www.cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca/eng/resources/international-cooperation/irrs/canada-response-irrs-2019/ 
9 National analysis of cancer mortality and proximity to nuclear power plants in the United States 
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-026-69285-4  

https://www.cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca/eng/resources/international-cooperation/irrs/canada-response-irrs-2019/
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-026-69285-4
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▪ CNSC has never denied a licence application. 

▪ CNSC secretly authorised transport of radioactive fuel waste from Gentilly-1 nuclear plant 
across Quebec into Ontario. 

▪ CNSC does not have a medical department, only epidemiologists, and therefor cannot 
accurately and appropriately respond to the health concerns of people living near nuclear 
reactors and uranium mines. As new research shows, people living within 25 miles of nuclear 
reactor in the US suffer the risk of ‘increased cancer mortality’ (footnote 9). 

▪ We are concerned that after the recent loosening of radiation exposure regulations in the 
US10  (they have abandoned the ALARA [as low as reasonably achievable] principle) our 
CNSC may follow suit and increase acceptable dosage of radiation. We are FOR: the ALARA 
principle, a standard and very important concept to protect us and future generations from 
radioactive pollution. We must point out that the type of pollution regularly released by all 
nuclear reactors, ionizing radiation, disproportionately affects women and girls11. This, while 
the US only considers ‘typical man’.  

▪ This concern (above) is heightened due to the reluctance of the Director General of the 
Freshwater Management Directorate of the Canada Water Agency to accept radionuclides 
as a ‘chemical of mutual concern’ as brought forward by the Great Lakes Ecoregion 
Network (Canada and USA) and the Canadian Environmental Law Association. Initially 
brought forward for consideration in 2016 by 110 Canadian civil society organizations, and 
again in 2022 by 126 organizations, the inclusion of radionuclides as a chemical of mutual 
concern absolutely makes sense to us. We also request that radionuclides and other 
radioactive emissions (tritium, heavy water, etc.) be added to the National Pollutant Release 
Inventory. These are pollutants that affect Canadians, with no known lower limit for health 
effects, and the public deserves to have a full understanding of them. 

 

IAAC and CNSC will work together to ensure a smooth transition for projects.  

No amount of smoothness can replace independent impact assessment, when it comes to 
preserving Canadians’ ways of life, health, and environment. 

Our federal government is responsible for keeping Canadians safe under section 71 of 
the Nuclear Safety and Control Act: 

 
10 https://thebulletin.org/2025/11/trumps-new-radiation-exposure-limits-could-be-catastrophic-for-women-
and-girls/  
11 https://unidir.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/11/Gender_and_ionizing_radiation_web.pdf  

https://laws-lois.justice.gc.ca/PDF/N-28.3.pdf
https://thebulletin.org/2025/11/trumps-new-radiation-exposure-limits-could-be-catastrophic-for-women-and-girls/
https://thebulletin.org/2025/11/trumps-new-radiation-exposure-limits-could-be-catastrophic-for-women-and-girls/
https://unidir.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/11/Gender_and_ionizing_radiation_web.pdf
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Works and undertakings 

71 Any work or undertaking constructed for the development, production or use of nuclear 
energy or for the mining, production, refinement, conversion, enrichment, processing, 
reprocessing, possession or use of a nuclear substance or for the production, possession or 
use of prescribed equipment or prescribed information is declared to be a work or 
undertaking for the general advantage of Canada.  

The CNSC is very practiced at regulating the nuclear industry in Canada. If they had integrity, 
they would declare a conflict of interest in terms of their ability to perform impact 
assessments on top of their regulatory duties. Why would the regulator be the same party 
that performs the impact assessment? There is only one reason, and with the CNSC, it would 
be to fudge the impact assessment results in order to continue approving everything. Please 
keep Canada’s Impact Assessment Agency in charge of all impact assessments, which 
include all impacts, in order to fairly evaluate the results of each project on today’s and 
future citizens. 

 

The Government will also direct Natural Resources Canada to review Canada’s regulatory 
and legislative framework for nuclear projects to identify areas for improvement, including 
streamlining processes and reducing decision timelines. 

Advancing major projects in Canada must mean that these major projects are in Canadians’ 
best public interest. Our public interest does not include the promotion of nuclear reactors, 
the most expensive form of energy production ever invented, and Always paid for by 
taxpayers (both actual costs and ‘risks’), anywhere in the world. Nuclear energy also 
provides the most dangerous type of pollution ever known, radionuclides, which are 
released on an ongoing basis into the air and water around nuclear reactors12. Recent 
research from the US shows a correlation between ‘increased cancer mortality’ and living 
within 25 miles of a nuclear reactor13. If our government is promoting nuclear energy, 
whether it’s the Minister of the Environment, the Prime Minister, or Natural Resources 
Canada, you are not doing this with the best interests of Canadians at heart. We are aware 
of potential conflicts of interest when it comes to nuclear boosterism in both of Canada’s 
major political parties14, which is reflected in the Bulletin ‘Nuclear Politics’ listed here as 
footnote 14. 

 
12 https://www.opg.com/documents/darlington-environmental-emissions-data-report-q3-2024-pdf/  
13 https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-026-69285-4  
14 nuclear-politics--la-politique-nucléaire-bulletin-number--numéro-25  

https://www.opg.com/documents/darlington-environmental-emissions-data-report-q3-2024-pdf/
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-026-69285-4
https://share.sender.net/campaigns/f2wA/nuclear-politics--la-politique-nucl%C3%A9aire-bulletin-number--num%C3%A9ro-25
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5. Enable economic zones through regional impact assessments:  
• The Governor in Council would have the authority to decide that certain 

developments within specific zones are pre-approved, subject to conditions 
for the projects themselves. 

We are FOR: continued application of Canada’s Environmental Protection Act, including the 
Right to a Safe Environment for all Canadians. We hope our federal government is not talking 
about ‘sacrifice zones’, where the native inhabitants of an area (generally First Nations!) are 
put at risk because of resource development and extraction. This is already happening in at 
least two places we know of in Canada: Alberta’s oil/tarsands affecting the community of 
Fort Chipewyan with rare cancers15, and Ontario’s Grassy Narrows, where mercury poison 
continues to affect generations of First Nations residents16. Sacrifice zones are not 
appropriate or encouraged by Canadian society. Once they are found out, they are 
universally and even internationally condemned, unfortunately, by then, the industries 
involved are so dug in, it’s hard for them to reverse course. A great project in the National 
Interest would be to set up Indigenous working groups at both locations and rapidly proceed 
with their recommendations. While Canadian sacrifice zones are currently areas with 
growing recognition, in the near future, these areas Must be remediated and the ongoing 
release of contaminants of concern must stop. 

We would advise our federal government of Canada NOT to deliberately create new ‘sacrifice 
zones’; in no zone should environmental or health regulations be abandoned or capitulate 
to polluting technologies. Future generations will not tolerate the ongoing destruction of the 
ecosystems supporting human health. We need innovation when it comes to industrial 
development in Canada, with proven non-contaminating and even regenerative 
technologies utilized for resource development. The way to avoid disruption to Canadians’ 
health and livelihood is through closely following and enforcing our hard-won environmental 
regulations, which have been put in place specifically for the protection of our health and 
environment. 

 

6. Streamlined and efficient regulatory environment: 
• Making permits for fish and fish habitat more flexible for offsetting (replacing 

or compensating for environmental impacts) and for permits related to 
Disposal at Sea. 

 
15 https://mikisewcree.ca/higher-cancer-rates-in-mikisew-cree-first-nation-than-rest-of-alberta-chief  
16 https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC12183875/  

https://mikisewcree.ca/higher-cancer-rates-in-mikisew-cree-first-nation-than-rest-of-alberta-chief
https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC12183875/
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Because we are FOR humanity’s responsibility to save species at risk, we support Canada’s 
Species at Risk Act. The streamlining of regulatory approaches must not impinge in any way 
on Canada’s hard-won Species at Risk Act or other environmental legislation. Where there 
is a major project proposal that has the potential to affect species at risk, respect for the risk 
presented to these species must take precedence over any proposed human projects and 
projected economic gains. There can be no ‘balancing’ where species at risk lose to any 
major project. This is to protect the rights of future generations to enjoy the same quality 
environment, including its animals and species at risk (hopefully recovered by then!), as 
what we experience and appreciate today. 

To our way of thinking, Canada’s Species at Risk Act describes ‘exceptionality’ because it 
should be exceptional that species are made extinct due to human activities. 

 

• Transferring certain decision powers from the Governor in Council (Cabinet) 
to the relevant Minister to speed up decision-making. 

We are FOR: our Canadian democratic process, which up until now has meant approvals 
by more than a single person’s office. 

 

• Ensuring project requirements are technically and economically feasible; to 
avoid inflating construction costs and the time it takes to build a project. 

This is an important idea: we support making sure that project proposals are technically and 
economically feasible prior to approvals being given. Ensuring this feasibility is best 
determined by an uninterested third party, working with the project proponent as well as 
government regulators, and doing their own research on costs and technical approaches. 
New and innovative technical approaches must be sought for any project that utilizes 
technology found to be detrimental to the environment we share, and that supports our 
health and well-being. 

 

• Allowing some early construction activities to start before an impact decision 
is made, if necessary permits are approved. 

It is not acceptable to allow any construction to begin before impact decisions, as these are 
the decisions that are put in place precisely to allow the construction of any given project to 
go ahead, or not to go ahead. This point assumes acceptance of the project, despite what 
the impact decision may indicate. 
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• Authorizing the Minister of Environment, Climate Change and Nature to 
adjust impact assessment conditions, in exceptional circumstances. 

We need more information about this. We are concerned that, in the same way the project 
proponent gets to describe ‘exceptional circumstances’ and ask for an adjustment to 
lengthen the timeline of their project proposal, yet the Canadian government does NOT get 
to lengthen the timeline for important Indigenous consultation, the ‘exceptionality’ of the 
circumstances may be circumscribed by project proponents through pressuring the 
Minister. It’s not fair to place the burden of determining ‘exceptionality’ on one person’s 
office.  When environmental conditions in industrial planning processes can be ‘adjusted’ by 
a single individual, this lessens the effectiveness all our regulations. 

There are many ways to determine ‘exceptional circumstances’. For example: to our way of 
thinking, Canada’s Species at Risk Act describes ‘exceptionality’ because it should be 
exceptional that species are made extinct due to human activities. 

 

• Authorizing the Minister of One Canadian Economy to adjust environmental 
conditions for projects of national interest, when needed. 

We have concerns about one single department being authorized to adjust environmental 
conditions without broad consensus throughout pertinent government departments. 

• Does the Minister of One Canadian Economy recognize that our Canadian 
economy is one and the same as our environment? 

• Economic Ministers may not be aware of all the environmental factors – they 
should work in partnership with ECCC, Fisheries and Oceans Canada and 
local First Nations on cumulative effects, at least. 

• When environmental conditions in industrial planning processes can be 
‘adjusted’ by a single individual, this lessens the effectiveness all our 
regulations. 

 

• Giving the GIC limited power, with a high threshold to be met, to exempt 
specific projects from the application of the jeopardy test for species at risk, 
but only if it’s in the public interest and if the proponent has made all 
reasonable efforts to avoid or reduce impacts on at-risk species. 

The Government of Canada have made clear that you are not following public interest in 
proposing a nuclear ‘renaissance’. Promoting the most expensive, longest to build, 
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radioactive, with waste for future generations to manage, is far from the ‘public interest’ that 
we understand. In our view, ‘public interest’ means providing actual benefits to the public, 
without the imposition of risk, radioactive pollution, and inconceivably long term waste 
management requirements. Our membership has grave concerns with the potential conflict 
of interest for both of our major Canadian political parties when it comes to benefiting from 
the billions of public dollars required for the development of nuclear power17. In this section 
of the Major Project document, we also have reason to question your reading of the term 
‘public interest’. 

Exempting any projects from Canada’s Species at Risk Act is not in the public interest. 
Canadian species being at risk in the first place is cause for concern, and these species are 
not to be abandoned. Innovative and non-invasive technologies are required for major 
industrial projects potentially affecting species at risk. 

As we stated on your section 6 (page 8 of this document) 

Because we are FOR humanity’s responsibility to save species at risk, we support 
 Canada’s Species at Risk Act. The streamlining of regulatory approaches must not 
 impinge in any way on Canada’s hard-won Species at Risk Act or other environmental 
 legislation. Where there is a major project proposal that has the potential to affect 
 species at risk, respect for the risk presented to these species must take precedence 
 over human projects and projected economic gains. There can be no ‘balancing’ 
 where species at risk lose to any major project. This is to protect the rights of future 
 generations to enjoy the same quality environment, including its animals and species 
 at risk (hopefully recovered by then!), as what we experience and appreciate today. 

 

These proposals will not change environmental approval processes set out in modern 
treaties protected by the Constitution.  

After all the ‘exceptionality’, exemptions, adjustments, and time constraints for the public 
interest side (not for project proponents), to claim that these proposals will not change the 
environmental approvals process as set out in Treaty is truly amazing.  

The spirit and intent of Treaty describes the many ways we are sharing the land together with 
First Nations, the Indigenous inhabitants of this great land. We are grateful for the Indigenous 
knowledge that brings us the practice of Wahkotowin and the Seven Generations Philosophy. 
These concepts are inherent in Indigenous philosophies, and they are also essential to 
attaining our grandchildren’s regenerative future. While ‘streamlining’ the approvals process, 
why not set up local Indigenous working groups for each project, who can provide comment 

 
17 nuclear-politics--la-politique-nucléaire-bulletin-number--numéro-25  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wahkohtowin
https://www.ictinc.ca/blog/seventh-generation-principle
https://share.sender.net/campaigns/f2wA/nuclear-politics--la-politique-nucl%C3%A9aire-bulletin-number--num%C3%A9ro-25
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on potential cumulative effects, and work with government scientists and project 
proponents, to help formulate potential solutions?  

Let’s be proactive in better understanding Indigenous world views and promoting industrial 
development that truly does no harm, and in some cases can even benefit the environment. 
Where there is a will to push towards our sustainable future, we Canadians can together find 
a way. In no way is continual environmental destruction from rushed major project 
development going to be any part of understanding our Treaty relationship.  

 

Public and Indigenous engagement questions 

1. What opportunities do you see emerging from these proposals to improve the 
assessments and permitting processes related to building major projects? 

The opportunities we see in these proposals to improve environmental assessments and 
permitting processes are as follows:  

• These processes will get examined with a fine-tooth comb. 
• We expect to see hard-won Canadian environmental and health regulations upheld 

in the public interest. 
• Attention to Canada’s future major projects will shine a light on our environmental 

commitments, providing sustainability for future generations. 
• improving Canada’s assessments and permitting means making sure the future is 

safe for our grandchildren and future generations 

 

2. What are your views/general impressions on these proposals to improve regulatory 
efficiency related to building major projects faster in Canada? 

Our general impressions have to do with the caution needed to improve regulatory efficiency 
while maintaining Canada’s excellent and hard-won Species At Risk Act, Canadian 
Environmental Protection Act (CEPA), and the Canadians’ Right to a Healthy Environment 
under CEPA18. Efficiency is important, and it’s not as important as preserving our 
environment, which includes both our human health outcomes, and the health of all 
species, including endangered species.  

 
18 https://www.canada.ca/en/environment-climate-change/services/canadian-environmental-protection-act-
registry/right-to-healthy-environment.html  
 

https://www.canada.ca/en/environment-climate-change/services/canadian-environmental-protection-act-registry/right-to-healthy-environment.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/environment-climate-change/services/canadian-environmental-protection-act-registry/right-to-healthy-environment.html
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Canada needs major projects that benefit us far into the future. It is the job of government to 
protect us today and also to protect the future from foreseeable environmental 
consequences. There is no benefit to us if regulatory efficiency means degrading our 
environment, and therefor our health and future economic prospects. It is our responsibility 
as human beings to preserve our environment for our children, grandchildren, and future 
generations. No short-term gains, efficiencies, or profits will ever override that.  

What we want to see are major projects that can transform Canada from a country where 
extraction of natural resources causes human and environmental harms19 to a country 
where technology advances allow industry to rapidly build only the major projects that truly 
protect Canadians’ environment, health, and economy, all three of which are integrally 
related. 

 

3. What do businesses and Indigenous Peoples require to advance major projects 
within a shorter timeframe under these proposals? 

Businesses, Indigenous Peoples, and indeed all Canadians require the understanding that 
efficiency does not mean the instability of giving up our rights, environment, economy, 
sovereignty, or future to advance major projects. We require your reassurance that all 
Canadian laws will be upheld. 

For example: We are FOR safe food for Canadians, and we don’t agree with Bill C30 saying 
that a Minister has the right to override our safe food regulations by arbitrarily ‘de-regulating’ 
poisons (pesticides). We are very aware of the incredible efforts of pesticide lobbyists in 
Ottawa, and we need you to remember that, although Canadian citizens don’t have the same 
kind of capacity to lobby our politicians, we still have Very Real Health Concerns about the 
types and amounts of pesticides on our food. People with celiac and gluten intolerance in 
Canada can somehow still ingest wheat products prepared in Europe without these effects, 
because they have better pesticide controls than we do. 

In the context of the current ‘Major Projects’ asks, we require our federal government to stand 
up for Canadians, put your elbows up against multinational corporations who are trying to 
own us, while keeping our rights, protections, and freedoms intact. We are specifically 
concerned about corporations from our neighbour to the South who look to be securing 

 
19 Cancer Haunts Neighbors of Canada’s Oil Sands Wastelands - The New York Times , 
https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC12183875/ , https://mikisewcree.ca/first-nation-accuses-alberta-
of-withholding-cancer-data  

https://www.nytimes.com/2026/03/10/health/canada-oil-sands-fort-chipewyan-alberta.html
https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC12183875/
https://mikisewcree.ca/first-nation-accuses-alberta-of-withholding-cancer-data
https://mikisewcree.ca/first-nation-accuses-alberta-of-withholding-cancer-data
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unprecedented ownership in Canadian critical minerals mines20, along with oil and gas 
infrastructure21, and now nuclear power as well22. This southern neighbour has been very 
belligerent, both towards Canada and globally, and with the recent threats against Canada’s 
sovereignty and economy with never ending tariffs, we would like to see our federal 
government distance Canada, our economy and environment as far away as possible from 
any proposed future economic entanglements with the USA. 

We are FOR Canada: It appears that both the US Pentagon and the US Department of War 
have been investing millions in Canadian critical minerals over the last couple of years. This 
is a terrible betrayal of Canadian values, at a time when we are being told that these 
materials are needed for electrification, and for our renewable energy infrastructure to 
power the future. To turn around and allow purchase by the country that is actually 
threatening Canada with a hostile takeover and economic ruin is unconscionable. To betray 
us and continue to ally with the USA while they are starting illegal wars around the world is 
unconscionable. Canada has policies allowing for the restriction of domestic investment 
from foreign governments precisely for this purpose! Please follow these policies! 

 

Because you mention the Major Projects in Canada’s new Powering Canada Strong: A 
National Strategy for an Electrified Canadian Economy, we feel that our comments 
pertain to both strategies, particularly when it comes to nuclear power. 

We are FOR: Energy efficiency, as laid out in the national strategy for an electrified Canadian 
economy, is the least expensive energy option with so many various applications! This is a 
winning strategy that will also provide good paying jobs for Canadians, while upgrading and 
modernizing energy infrastructure. We encourage Canada to reinstate funding for the 
‘Greener Homes’ program, as this will allow homeowners across the land to benefit from 
increased electrification, while saving on energy costs. Currently, this program is only 
available in Manitoba, and we sure hope to see it in Alberta some time soon! Many Canadian 
municipalities have signed on to CEIP and homeowners and small businesses are actively 
working to become micro-generators of electricity. Some provinces are actively discouraging 
renewable energy, however, at cross purposes with Canada’s climate goals. When more 

 
20 https://breachmedia.ca/elbows-up-canada-is-letting-pentagon-take-unprecedented-stakes-in-canadian-
mines/  
21 https://www.theenergymix.com/u-s-owned-oil-sands-giants-send-profits-out-of-canada-despite-public-
support-for-resource-sovereignty/  
22 https://thelogic.co/news/exclusive/westinghouse-nuclear-us-asset/ , https://www.cer-rec.gc.ca/en/data-
analysis/energy-markets/market-snapshots/2026/market-snapshot-canadian-uranium-exports-help-fuel-
nuclear-generation-around-the-world.html ,  

https://ceip.abmunis.ca/
https://breachmedia.ca/elbows-up-canada-is-letting-pentagon-take-unprecedented-stakes-in-canadian-mines/
https://breachmedia.ca/elbows-up-canada-is-letting-pentagon-take-unprecedented-stakes-in-canadian-mines/
https://www.theenergymix.com/u-s-owned-oil-sands-giants-send-profits-out-of-canada-despite-public-support-for-resource-sovereignty/
https://www.theenergymix.com/u-s-owned-oil-sands-giants-send-profits-out-of-canada-despite-public-support-for-resource-sovereignty/
https://thelogic.co/news/exclusive/westinghouse-nuclear-us-asset/
https://www.cer-rec.gc.ca/en/data-analysis/energy-markets/market-snapshots/2026/market-snapshot-canadian-uranium-exports-help-fuel-nuclear-generation-around-the-world.html
https://www.cer-rec.gc.ca/en/data-analysis/energy-markets/market-snapshots/2026/market-snapshot-canadian-uranium-exports-help-fuel-nuclear-generation-around-the-world.html
https://www.cer-rec.gc.ca/en/data-analysis/energy-markets/market-snapshots/2026/market-snapshot-canadian-uranium-exports-help-fuel-nuclear-generation-around-the-world.html
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dispersed energy is available to the Canadian grid through micro-producers, this also 
strengthens our national electricity grid. 

While Canada does have experience ‘exporting’ Canadian resources (uranium) and know 
how (the CANDU reactor), there have been very unsavoury aspects, such as bribery, 
massive loans to countries we are ‘selling’ to, and the proliferation of nuclear weapons 
(Libya23, Romania24,  US’ `nuclear weapons25). We don’t really want to get near any of that 
again!  

Nuclear power is not clean: 

• Please refer to Darlington’s annual emissions for detailed information on regular, 
irregular, and ‘pulse’ radioactive emissions from this facility26. 

• These emissions affect our environment and health. Recent research from the US 
shows a ‘risk of increased cancer mortality’ for citizens living within 25 miles of a 
nuclear reactor27. 

Nuclear power costs So Much More than renewable energy, which, combined with battery 
storage, is the way of the future. The rest of the world is getting ahead of us on this. There has 
never been a commercially successful nuclear reactor; anywhere in the world, taxpayers are 
on the hook for all expenses, including risk. Nuclear power takes too long to build, and at this 
point in our climate change history, the expansion of oil and gas to ‘close the gap’ between 
when nuclear reactors are ready is not acceptable. There has also never been a true solution 
to nuclear waste. By promoting nuclear power, the government of Canada is unduly 
burdening future generations with incredibly dangerous waste, environmental and health 
hazards and increasing risk from ‘bad actors’ targeting nuclear facilities28. 

Please also share this document with the Canadian Energy Regulator, whose ‘A Summary of 
What We Heard’ document “Energy Futures 2025”, with input from 61 different sources who 
replied to their call, contains the following erroneous messaging: 

 
23 https://uwo.scholaris.ca/items/3c8952c6-cc44-463f-944b-1abb7c283b86  
24 Canada loans $3-billion to Romania to complete construction of two nuclear reactors - The Globe and Mail  
25 https://www.cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca/eng/resources/fact-sheets/canadas-contribution-to-nuclear-weapons-
development/   
2626 https://www.opg.com/documents/darlington-environmental-emissions-data-report-q1-2025-pdf/  
27 National analysis of cancer mortality and proximity to nuclear power plants in the United States 
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-026-69285-4  
28 https://static.rusi.org/nuclear-facilities-as-targets-of-military-attack.pdf , https://www.iiss.org/online-
analysis/charting-middle-east/2026/05/conflict-and-the-security-of-nuclear-facilities-in-the-middle-east/ , 
https://www.icrc.org/en/document/how-ihl-applies-to-conflict-nuclear-power-plants , https://viimes.org/wp-
content/uploads/2025/12/ResearchfellowsArticlesEdited11_26Dec2025.pdf  

https://ehq-production-canada.s3.ca-central-1.amazonaws.com/19a4bf87463917d45fa7035bb45b6a0abfd75f28/original/1729542645/065dd57724235f8a74174dd253d64f5a_A_Summary_of_What_We_Heard.pdf
https://uwo.scholaris.ca/items/3c8952c6-cc44-463f-944b-1abb7c283b86
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/business/article-romania-nuclear-reactors-construction/
https://www.cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca/eng/resources/fact-sheets/canadas-contribution-to-nuclear-weapons-development/
https://www.cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca/eng/resources/fact-sheets/canadas-contribution-to-nuclear-weapons-development/
https://www.opg.com/documents/darlington-environmental-emissions-data-report-q1-2025-pdf/
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-026-69285-4
https://static.rusi.org/nuclear-facilities-as-targets-of-military-attack.pdf
https://www.iiss.org/online-analysis/charting-middle-east/2026/05/conflict-and-the-security-of-nuclear-facilities-in-the-middle-east/
https://www.iiss.org/online-analysis/charting-middle-east/2026/05/conflict-and-the-security-of-nuclear-facilities-in-the-middle-east/
https://www.icrc.org/en/document/how-ihl-applies-to-conflict-nuclear-power-plants
https://viimes.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/12/ResearchfellowsArticlesEdited11_26Dec2025.pdf
https://viimes.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/12/ResearchfellowsArticlesEdited11_26Dec2025.pdf
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• Renewable and non-emitting energy sources— particularly nuclear, renewable 
natural gas and hydrogen—were highlighted as critical areas of interest. As we have 
detailed and the Canadian Energy Regulator should know, nuclear energy is not non-
emitting29. Why no mention of actual non-emitting energy sources, such as solar, 
wind, and battery storage? 

• Several respondents also noted the importance of acknowledging the potential for 
energy costs to increase, given the significant amount of new investment needed to 
reach ambitious goals. The only possible reason for an increase in energy costs would 
be the wide scale adaptation of nuclear power, the most expensive form of energy 
production known to humankind. Utilizing energy efficiency, solar, wind, and battery 
storage as our Energy Future would guarantee energy costs greatly decrease. 

• In particular, the potential role of nuclear energy in achieving net-zero emissions was 
a recurring topic. Numerous respondents advocated for a deeper exploration of how 
nuclear power, including small modular reactors (SMRs), could contribute to 
Canada’s energy mix. Our Canadian Energy Regulator is evidently not keeping up with 
the proposed SMR Action Plan. This plan from 2018, with it’s many federal, provincial, 
and industrial partners, has not been successful30, and in fact, the 300 MW BWRX (the 
only SMR currently in development in Canada), will produce five times less power and 
is only 20% smaller than its precursor, the 1,600 MW ESBWR. 

 

 

 

From the World Nuclear Organization: https://world-nuclear.org/information-
library/country-profiles/countries-a-f/canada-nuclear-power 

 

 
29 https://www.opg.com/documents/darlington-environmental-emissions-data-report-q1-2025-pdf/  
30 https://cedar-project.org/roadmap/  

https://smractionplan.ca/
https://world-nuclear.org/information-library/country-profiles/countries-a-f/canada-nuclear-power
https://world-nuclear.org/information-library/country-profiles/countries-a-f/canada-nuclear-power
https://www.opg.com/documents/darlington-environmental-emissions-data-report-q1-2025-pdf/
https://cedar-project.org/roadmap/

