
 
 
 
 
 
 
We the Nuclear Free North is an alliance of Indigenous and non-Indigenous people and 
groups opposed to transporting, processing, burying and abandoning highly radioactive 
nuclear waste in Northwestern Ontario. The Alliance has been working together for the 
past six years to share information about the risks and realities of the Nuclear Waste 
Management Organization’s proposed deep geological repository for all of Canada’s high-
level nuclear fuel waste. 
 
In 2020 the NWMO focussed their investigation on two remaining candidate sites: the 
Teeswater site in South Bruce in southwestern Ontario and the Revell site between Ignace 
and Dryden in northwestern Ontario. In November 2024 the NWMO announced that it  had 
selected the Revell site between Ignace and Dryden and began referring to the site as the 
“Wabigoon Lake Ojibway Nation – Ignace” site.  
 
Just weeks before the NWMO announcement that it had selected the Revell site in the 
heart of Treaty 3 territory Treaty 3 Chiefs in Assembly passed a resolution expressing their 
continued opposition to the NWMO’s project and investigations in Treaty 3 territory. Strong 
resolutions in opposition have also been passed by Nishnawbe Aski Nation, Anishnabek 
Nation and the Chiefs of Ontario.  
 
We have many concerns about the project and the NWMO’s method of selecting the site 
and their site selection and have engaged in the Impact Assessment review process 
currently underway in good faith, with the understanding and expectation that the review 
process would be fair and rigorous and be carried out in a manner consistent with 
Canadian law and principles, including the right to a healthful environment and the 
precautionary principle.  

Like many in our region we invested hundreds of hours in our participation in the review 
process. Like many in our region, we were shocked first by the May 8th discussion paper 
which proposed that the impact assessment of the NWMO’s proposed deep geological 
repository would be handed over to the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission. We were 
further shocked by your government’s announcement of June 24th that the NWMO’s project 
was to be considered as a “Project of National Interest” and that if so designated it could 
be exempted from the impact assessment process, its approval would be virtually 
guaranteed, and that conditions of approval would be written by unnamed parties (we 
presume the Major Project Management Office or Privy Council, but this was not stated).  
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We believe that the federal government is in disarray over the assessment of nuclear 
projects. This follows the Impact Assessment Agency of Canada’s release on July 3 of 
the Tailored Impact Statement Guidelines for the Nuclear Waste Management 
Organization’s (NWMO’s) proposed deep geological repository for nuclear fuel waste. The 
NWMO plan incudes the transportation, processing, burial and abandonment of all of 
Canada’s high-level nuclear waste in an underground repository proposed for a site 
between Ignace and Dryden in northwestern Ontario. 

The Impact Assessment Agency posted the Guidelines to a public registry on July 3rd, 
following a 30-day comment period in April. The same day, a Notice of 
Commencement was issued, signaling the start of the assessment statement phase of the 
multi-year process. In this phase, the Nuclear Waste Management Organization must 
prepare an Impact Statement and supporting documents to meet the requirements set out 
in the Guidelines. 

Our assessment that the federal government is in disarray stems from the series of 
overlapping and – in some respects – contradictory messages and announcements issued 
by them in recent months related to the assessment of nuclear projects. 

In May, the federal government released a discussion paper  - the subject of these 
comments - proposing that the impact assessment of nuclear projects be handed over to 
the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission (CNSC), rather than conducted by the 
independent Impact Assessment Agency of Canada. The CNSC is the licensing body for 
nuclear facilities and is described by both academics and industry observers as a 
“captured regulator”. CNSC is led by nuclear industry insiders and has never refused a 
licence application since its inception. 

In June, the federal government announced that it would potentially designate the NWMO’s 
Deep Geological Repository (DGR) as a “Project of National Interest” under the Building 
Canada Act. Such a designation would mean guaranteed approval of the DGR, even in the 
absence of evidence to support the safety of the project. The announcement defined the 
implications for the DGR project as including “streamlining” of the review and “issuing a 
document outlining the conditions under which the project may proceed." According to the 
federal government, listing the DGR as a “Project of National Interest” would result in 
“shifting Canada’s regulatory focus from ‘whether’ the project should proceed to ‘how’ it 
will proceed.” 

In July, the federal Impact Assessment Agency issued a Notice of Commencement of a full 
impact assessment of the NWMO’s proposed deep geological repository to be delivered by 
the Impact Assessment Agency. 

https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/document/166987?culture=en-CA
https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/document/166987?culture=en-CA
https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/proj/88774?culture=en-CA
https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/document/166995?culture=en-CA
https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/document/166995?culture=en-CA
https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/document/166987?culture=en-CA
http://assessing-nuclear-risk.ca/
https://www.canada.ca/en/one-canadian-economy/services/simplifying-canada-process/engagement-supporting-timely-decision-making/getting-major-projects-built-canada-discussion-paper-proposed-legislative-regulatory-policy-reforms.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/one-canadian-economy/news/2026/06/canada-initiates-process-to-list-major-projects-under-the-building-canada-act0.html
https://preview.mailerlite.com/w0g7t5r0h1
https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/document/166995?culture=en-CA
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NWMO’s proposed deep geological repository is a massive and unprecedented project. 
The risks will be widespread – along the transportation route, in the vicinity of the 
repository, and downstream from the site – and long-lasting. The radioactive wastes remain 
significantly dangerous for a million years. To propose that the project assessment be 
curtailed or limited in any way is simply unacceptable.  

Comments on the May 8th Discussion Paper 

We are very concerned about the proposal to transfer impact assessments for nuclear and 
uranium projects from the independent Impact Assessment Agency of Canada (IAAC) to 
the nuclear industry dominated Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission (CNSC). 

While the discussion paper is unclear as to how this new approach to Impact Assessment 
(IA) would be implemented, it does indicate that even reviews already underway – where 
Canadians and Indigenous people have already invested tens of thousands of hours to 
participate in the IAAC-led process, as is the case with the NWMO’s proposed nuclear 
waste transportation and burial project, could be handed over to the CNSC. 

The CNSC is the wrong agency to deliver the impact assessment process because it is not 
trusted, it is led by nuclear industry insiders, it is seen as a promoter and co-proponent of 
nuclear projects, it reports to the Minister who promotes nuclear power, it has never denied 
a licence application, it often excludes the public from its hearings, and it does not have 
the required independence from the nuclear industry. 

Nuclear projects in general and the NWMO’s proposal to transport, process, bury and then 
abandon all of Canada’s high-level nuclear waste at the proposed site in northwestern 
Ontario is uniquely complex and risky. It requires and deserves a rigorous assessment.  

Fast-tracking nuclear projects is reckless and irresponsible. Nuclear accidents can have 
catastrophic consequences, and nuclear materials – including high-level nuclear waste -  
are toxic and radioactive into perpetuity.  

Decisions about nuclear projects must be based on sound information that has been 
examined and tested by the public, independent experts and an independent review panel. 

While the discussion paper is proposing to change the assessment process to speed up 
project approvals, the main cause of delays has incomplete project descriptions and 
requests for delays by proponents, and these causes of delay are not addressed by the 
proposed change. In fact, the discussion paper does not even acknowledge them.  

The proposals outlined in the discussion paper run counter to expert advice on impact 
assessments and will further erode the confidence of Canadians in the federal regulatory 
regime.  


