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NWMOoO

NUCLEAR WASTE SOCIETE DE GESTION
MANAGEMENT DES DECHETS
ORGANIZATION NUGLEAIRES

Dear Participant:

I am so pleased that you are attending the Nuclear Waste Management Organization’s (NWMO) multi-party
dialogue (MPD) on the proposed process to select a site for the long-term management of Canada’s used
nuclear fuel.

As you know, in 2008 the NWMO initiated a dialogue with interested organizations and individuals. The focus of that dialogue was
on important principles and elements for a fair process to identify an informed and willing community to host a deep geological
repository for the safe containment and isolation of Canada’s used nuclear fuel for the long term. Guided by this input, we have
developed a discussion document outlining a Proposed Process for Selecting a Site, which you received in your invitation package.

The discussion document describes the project that will involve the establishment of a deep geological repository and an
associated centre of expertise. It reviews scientific and technical requirements that will guide selection of an appropriate site to
ensure safety. It describes implementation of the project through a partnership with an informed, willing community, to foster
well-being and sustainability. And it outlines proposed steps through which interested communities would be able to learn more
as they consider potential interest in hosting this project.

The purpose of the 2009 multi-party dialogues is to test and refine the Proposed Process for Selecting a Site document. Your
comments and the views of others will be used to refine and confirm what we hope will be an open, transparent, fair and inclusive
process for selecting a site for the long-term management of Canada’s used nuclear fuel.

Day and a half long dialogue sessions are being held to continue the discussion begun last fall. We have endeavoured again to
bring together small groups of people with a wide range of perspectives and experience to discuss the proposed process. To help
design, facilitate and report on these dialogues, the NWMO has retained Stratos Inc. (www.stratos-sts.com).

Thank you once again for joining this important dialogue to ensure that Canada develops a fair, ethical and effective siting
process. If you have any questions or comments during the dialogue process, do not hesitate to speak with me or with my
NWMO colleagues.

Yours Truly,

WWW

Kathryn Shaver
Vice President, APM Engagement and Site Selection, NWMO
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AGENDA & INTRODUCTION TO THE WORKBOOK

Dialogue Objective: To engage interested parties with diverse perspectives in the nuclear cycle provinces in a
dialogue to test and refine the proposed site selection process for a nuclear waste repository.

EVENING SESSION (6:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m.)

Greeting & Dinner

Opening Remarks

Overview of the Project & the Proposed Site Selection Process
NWMO Panel Presentation, Plenary Discussion

Presentation of the Next Day’s Agenda

DAY SESSION (8:30 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.)

Continental Breakfast 7:30 a.m. — 8:30 a.m.

Introduction to Session

Proposed Steps & Guiding Principles
NWMO Panel Presentation, Breakout Group Discussions & Reporting Back in Plenary

Break

Proposed Steps & Guiding Principles (continued)

Plenary Discussion

Discussion on Proposed Criteria — Safety and Community Well-Being

NWMO Panel Presentation, Breakout Group Discussions & Reporting Back in Plenary
Working Lunch

Review of Partnership and Community Support for Decision Making
NWMOQO Panel Presentation, Breakout Group Discussions & Reporting Back in Plenary

Break

Approach to Third-Party Review
NWMOQO Panel Presentation & Plenary Discussion

Closing Remarks
Participant written input, Plenary Discussion, NWMO Panel Presentation

How to use your workbook:

The dialogue agenda is divided into a series of
plenary and breakout group discussions.
During these discussions, you are invited to use
your workbook to record your thoughts and
observations about the proposed site selection
process. You may choose to answer the
questions that will be asked by the various
facilitators, or use the space provided to make
your own notes. Your workbook also provides
useful information drawn from the Proposed
Process for Selecting a Site document that will
help you in your discussion and reflection.

The last few pages of the this workbook are
intended for you to review, complete and hand
into Stratos at the close of the dialogue. In
particular, the “tear away” sections include:

A) Your overall thoughts on the proposed site
process, in light of the dialogue you heard,
and your “best advice” to NWMO going
forward

B) Evaluation form

C) Travel Expense Claim Form
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Proposed Process to Select the Site for Managing Canada’s
Used Nuclear Fuel forthe Long Term

EVENING SESSION

6:00 - 9:00
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REFLECTIONS - EVENING SESSION

Notes & Reflections:
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REFLECTIONS- EVENING SESSION

What areas still require clarification for you?

How will this evening’s session help you in your participation tomorrow?
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Proposed Process to Select the Site for Managing Canada’s
Used Nuclear Fuel for the Long Term

DAY SESSION

8:30 - 4:00
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PROPOSED STEPS AND GUIDING PRINCIPLES PART 1

Breakout Group Instructions:
. : Discuss the questions presented on the next page of this workbook
NWMO panel presentation 10 min .
with your group members and use the blank space to record your
Plenary Q&A for clarification 5 min thoughts and observations.

Session outline - 8:45 to 10:30

Breakout group discussion 60 min

Reporting back 30 min
|

The Proposed Process for Selecting a Site - At a Glance

Step 1 The NWMO initiates the siting process. Through a broad program of activities, tha NWMO
P wil provida information, answar questions, and build awareness among Canadians and
ities about the project and contiue

thrughout the siting precess.

Step 2 For communities that would Iika to learn more, an initial screening is condusted.
P At the raquest of the commnity, the NWMOwil evalute tha potential sutatilty of the
community against a list of nifial screning citara {outinad on page 25)

Step 3 For interested communities, a preliminary assessment of potential suitability is
P conductad. At the raquest of the community, a feasikity study will be conduoted to de
whether a site in the community has the potential to meet the dataled requirements far
Frcizct. The NWHIG will onduat the fsasibility study In callaboration with the communit

—
For interastad communities, potentially affacted surrounding communities are eng
Step 4

p—
and detalled site evaluations are completed. In this stap, the NWMO wil werk with
interested communities to affectad ina stul
health, safety, environment, social, economic and cutural affects of the projact at a ragil
el that may b Spor InvetvEment vl ot

Ieval,

thrmughcut tha siting procass. The NWMG wil also select ons or more sitable sitas frol
communities expreseing formal interest, and cenduct detalled site avaluatens n colabo
with the community.

Step 5 Communities with confirmed suitable sitos dcide whather thay are willing to acc| P a e 1 9
project and negotiate the terms and conditions of a formal agreement to host thel
with the NWMO.
Step 6 The NWMO and the community wiith the preferred site enter into a formal agreemen g
P to host the project. Tha NM and the NWMO and
fermal agreament

A cantra of experiisa is established, and construction and operation of an undarg
demonstration facility proceeds. Tha NWMO, in partnership with the community, wil

abish a certrs of axpertiss invohing the construction of an undergraund demonstrat
fasilty and surface facilies 1o demonstrate technologies thet wil ke used to implement
rcject. The reguiatory requiremants for this atep willbe dissussad with reguiatary agen

Ragulatory authorities review the safety of the project and, if all requirements are s
give their approvals o proceed. The ragulatory review and approval prooses wil Involva
&mitnmental assassment and a seriss of consscutia lisensing phases related to ste preparation
and censtruction, and facill it the project, Vai

ranapartation of Usadl nuziear sl wil als> nes t be approvedl by reguiatory authorites.

Construction and operation of the fasiity. The NWMO implements tha projact, starting with
sita praparation and constiuztion of the deep geological rapasitory and associated surface
facilties. Gperaton willbegin aher an eperating iosnca is cbtained. The NWMO il coninus
o work in partnarship with the host commurity in ordar o ansura the commitments 1 the
community are adcassed throughout he antire fatime of the project.
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REFLECTIONS

Notes on NWMO

Presentation: 1. Are the proposed

decision-making
steps consistent
with selecting a safe
site and making a
fair decision?

2. What are the

strengths of the
proposed steps?

3. How could the
proposed process
(considering all
steps together and
individually) be
improved? Why are
these modifications
important to you?
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PROPOSED STEPS & GUIDING PRINCIPLES

PART I1I

Session outline - 10:45 to 11:15

Plenary Discussion Instructions:
The facilitator will pose the questions presented on the next

Plenary discussion of guiding 30 min
principles

page of this workbook to the plenary group. Use the blank
space next to each question to record your thoughts and
observations.

Guiding Principles

Inthe design of Adaptive Phased Management and in recognition of its ethical obligation,
the NWMO made four important commitments. These commitments comprise the starting
point for the design of the siting process:

Focus on safety. Safety, sacurity and protection of peopla and the ervirorment are cenfral to
the siting process. Any site salactad will nead to address scientific and tachrical site evaluation
factors that will acknosdadge precaution and ensure protaction of prasent and future genera-
tions and the envirormant for a very long pericd of time. Al applicabls regulatory requirements
will nead 1o be met and, if possicle, exceesded.

Infermead and willing “host community”™. The host community, the local geographic
community inwhich the facility is to be located, must be informed and wiling to accept the
preject. The lecal commurity must have an understanding of the project, and how it is likely
to ba impactad by it. Aswall, the local community must demenstrata that it is wiling to accept
the project.

Focus on the nuclear provinces. As idantified by Canadians involved in the NWHWD study,
fairmess is best achievad with the site selaction process focused within the provinces directly
irvclvad in the nudear fusl cycle: Ontaio, New Brunswick, Québec and Saskatchewan. Thesa
provinces will bs the focus of NWMWO siting activities. Communitias in other regicns that identify
themsalves as interested in possibly hosting the facility will also bs considared.

Right to withdraw. Commurities that decids o angags in the process for sslecting a site as
potertial hosts have the ight to and their imvolvament in the siting procaess at any point up to
and until the final agreemant is signed, just prior to the project being submitted for regulatory
soprovals,

In conversations with Canadians during the study phase of our work, we heard that
the process for selecting a site should seek to be responsive o a broad range of
characteristics which Canadians said would be important. Building on these charactar-
istics, the NWMO proposes the following additional operational principles to guide the
site sglection process.

Siting process led by “interested communities™. The steps in the siting process will be
drivan or tiggarad by communities axprassing interest in exploring their potential suitakbility

&5 host. A community will procaed fo the next step only if it chooses to do so. Potantislly
interestad communities may explore their interest in the project in the way thay sse fit, with the
support of tha NWMO, and with funding available to seek independent advice and peer raview,
and to invelve residents in the community, at each stags.

Definition of “interested community”. For the purpose of the iritial steps in the site selection
process, a erestad community” refars to a community—defined as a poliical entity such
&3 & city, toem, village, municipality, region or other municipal structure—which is interestad

in the siting process. "Interestad communities” may also include Aboriginal govemments. An
“intarastad community" may also be made up of a combination of these.

Definition of “interested community” in the special case of Crown land. In the case of
Crown land and unorganized terrtory, the provincial govemment would be considered an
“intarastad community” in consultation with potentially affectad Abonginal pecples.

Abeoriginal rights, treaties and land claims. Tha siting process will respect Aboriginal rights
and freaties and will take into account that there may be unresolved clams betwesan Aboriginal
peoples and the Crown.

Shared decisien-making. The site selection dacision will be madea in stages and will antail a
saries of decisions about whether and how to procsed. Each potential host community, and
later the host community, would be involved in decision-making throughout the process. For
example, criteria and procadures to assess tha effects of the project on the commurity “would
ks collaboratively developed and assassed with the NWMO,

Inclusivensss. In addition, the NWWZ will respond to, and address where sppropriats, the
vigws of others that are most likely to be affected by implementation, including the transpar-
tation of used nudear fuel that would be raquirad. Full opportunity will ba provided to

hawve their questions and concarns heard and taken into account in decision-making on a
prefamed site. Tha WO will provide the forms of assistance thay requirs to formuate and
commuricate thair questions and concems. The views of provincid govarrmants that could ba
affected will also be addressed.

Informing the process. The selaction of a site will be informed by the bast avail ™
krowladga—including science, sodal sciance, Aboriginal Traditional Knowdadge)
relevant to making a decizsion and/or formulating a recommendation throughout
Consistant with the NWWO's commitment to transparency in its work, the inform
collectad and used to assess the potential suitakility of & site will bs the subject
review at each step and will ba published on the NWMO website for public revig
throughout the procass.

Turn to
Pages 16-18

Community well-b2ing. An important objective of project implemantation will b
the long-term well-b=ing, or qudity of life, of the commurity in which it is implem
site selection process is designed to assist the potential host community to think
and thoroughly about the potantial benefits and risks to their community associz
project in assessing their interest and, ultimataly, wilingnass.

Regulatory review. Cnce a willing host community has besn identified, and a p
has baen selected and its safety d through detailed study, construction |

nill not procesd undl it has been further demonstrated that the safsty, health and

mertsl protection standards sat by the regulatory authorities can ba mat and en
project and site will be independantly reviewed in a stepwise fashion threugh a senas of
ragulatory approval processes as outlined in the Canadian Environmentsl Asssssmsnt Act and
the Muclear Safety and Control Act and their regulations. Thesa regulatory processes invohie
detailed independsznt reviaw as well as the conduct of public hearings.

Ersuring the well-baing of the community will be a continuing focus of federal government
oversight of this national project. As required by the Muciear Fuel Waste Act (2002), the
MWW will report to the Ministar of Natural Resources evary thrae years on: sigrificant socio-
economic affects of WWMMO activitizs on a community's way of life or on its social, cutural or
economic aspirations; the results of its public consultations; and the comments of the NWRMO
Advizory Council on thesa activities.
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REFLECTIONS

1. Having worked on
reviewing and
improving the
decision-making
steps in the last
hour, do you think
that the proposed
siting principles
(consider guiding
and operational) are
fair and appropriate?

2. What are the
strengths of the nine
operational
principles?

3. How could these
operational
principles be
improved? Why are
these modifications
important to you?
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PROPOSED CRITERIA - SAFETY

Breakout Group Instructions:

Discuss the questions presented on the next page of this
workbook with your group members and use the blank space to
record your thoughts and observations.

Session outline — 11:15 to 12:30

NWMO panel presentation 5 min

Breakout group discussions 40 min

Plenary discussion / reporting 30 min

Six safety-related questions will be asked of any site:

1. Are the charactenstics of the rock at the site appropriate to ensunng the long-term
containment and isolation of used nuclear fusl from humans, the ermironment and
surface disturbances?

2. |s the rock formation at the site geclogically stable and likely to remain stable o I u r n to
the very long termn in a manner that will ensure the repository will not be substa

affected by natural disturbances and events such as earthquakes and climate ¢

3. Are conditions at the site suitable for the safe construction, operation and closy Pa g e 2 6

the repositony?

&

Iz human intrusion at the site unlikely, for instance through future exploration or

-

(Can the geclogic conditions at the site be practically studied and descrbed on
dimensions that are important for demonstrating long-term safety?

6. (Can a transportation route be identified or developed by which used nudlear fue
can safely and securely be transported to the site from the locations at which it is
currently stored?
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REFLECTIONS

Notes on NWMO
Presentation:

1. Are the six
safety-related
questions reasonable
and appropriate?

2. What additional
safety-related
questions or topics
would you like to see
addressed? Why are
these additional
questions important
to you?
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PROPOSED CRITERIA - COMMUNITY WELL-BEING

Session outline - 11:15 to 12:30

NWMO panel presentation 5 min

Breakout group discussions 40 min ‘

Plenary discussion / reporting 30 min

Fostering Community Well-Being
Beyond ensuring safety, the MWMO's commitment to any host community is that its leng-term
well-being or quality of life will be fostered through its participation in this project.

The NWMO encourages communities to consider this project in the context of their
long-term interests. Such a broad approach would help highlight the resources (social,
economic, environmental) of the community and pave the way for thinking about how the
project may affect the cormmunity in a variety of dimensions.

The project offers significant employment and income to the host community, region
and province, including the oppartuntty for the creation of transferable skills and capacities.
However, with a project of this size and nature there is the potential to contribute to social
and economic pressures that must be carefully managed to ensure the long-term health and
sustainability of the community.

Ultimately the vision for the community and the extent to which the project contributes
to this vigion In an acceptable way Is a matter for the community to discuss and assess.
Although there is no single definition of community well-being, communitizs often includes in
their consideration elements relating to such things as economic health, the environmenit,
safety and security, spiritual dimensions, soclal conditions, and enhancing opportunities for
people and communities.

In order to identify what processes and supports the NWMO would need to put in place
in crder to ensure that the project helps fester the well-being of the community, the NWMO
proposes to consider a range of factors. The NWMO would evaluate and work with potentially
interested communities to identify a plan to address the factors outlined in the table that
follows. A plan to foster the well-being of the community through the irmplementation of the
project would be outlined in an agreement with the community (Step 5). Low performance on
any of these factors would not exclude a community from consideration, although the ability
of the community to benefit from the project, and the resources that would be required from
the NWMO to support the community in achieving this benefit, would be a consideration in the
selection of a site after all safety considerations have been satisfied.

Breakout Group Instructions:

Discuss the questions presented on the next page of this

workbook with your group members and use the blank space to

record your thoughts and observations.

Proposed Criteria to Assess Factors Beyond Safety

FACTORS TO BE
CONSIDERED
Patential social
economic and cultural
effects, including
factors identified by
Abariginal Traditional

EVALUATION FACTORS

Sites will be evaluatad agairst the extent to which positive and negative offects on the host
community can be d during the imp ntation phase of the project, including the
following aroas:

Health and safety of residents and the community

the project’s
enhancemant of

the community's

and the region's
long-term sustain-
ability, including
factors identified by
Aboriginal Traditional
Knowledge

»
Knowledge ® Sustainable built and natural environments
® Local and regional economy and employment
® Community administration and decision-making procasses
®» Balanced growth and healthy, livable community
Potential for Sites will be evaluatad agairst the extent to which positive and negative affects of the project

an long-ferm sustainability of the host community and region can bs addressad in the
following areas:

8 Health, safety and inclusiveness/cohesion of the community
B Sustainable built and natural environments

# Dynamic resilience of the sconomy

B Community decision-making processes

® Balanced growth and healthy, lvable community

Physical and social
infrastructure in place
and/or potential to
be put in plac

Sites will be evaluatad for the folloning:

The availability of physical infrastructure required to implement the project

®

changes resulting from the project
The NWMO resources required to put in place nesded physical and social infrastru
suppart the project

®

Potential to avoid
ecologically sensitive
areas and locally
significant features

Sitos will be evaluatad for the follosing:

B Ability to avoid ecclogically sensitive arsas and locally significant features

P —
The adaptability of the community, and the social infrastructurs it has in place, to at a g e S 3 1 3 2

Potential to avoid or
minimize sffects of
the transportation

of used nuclear fuel
from existing storage
facilities to the

rep

Sitos will be evaluatad for the follosing:

® The availability of transportation routes (road, rail, water) and the adequacy of associated
infrastructure and potential to put such routes in placa

® The availability of suitable safe connections and intermodal transfer points, if required, and

potential to put them in place

The NWMO resourcas (fuel, people), and associated carbon footprint, required to transport

used fuel to the site

The potential for effects on communities along the transportation routes and at intermedal

transfer points.

]

]

Page
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REFLECTIONS

Notes on NWMO 1. Is the proposed
Presentation: approach to
considering factors
beyond technical
safety (i.e.
community well-
being factors and
evaluation factors),
appropriate?

2. What are the
strengths of the
proposed community
well-being factors?

3. What additional
factors or
improvements would
you recommend for
addressing
community well-
being? Why are
these modifications
important to you?
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PARTNERSHIP & COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR DECISION-MAKING

Breakout Group Instructions:

Discuss the questions presented on the next page of this
workbook with your group members and use the blank space to
record your thoughts and observations.

Session outline - 1:00 to 2:35
NWMO panel presentation 10 min

Plenary Q&A for Clarification 5 min

Breakout group discussion 50 min

Partnership and Community Support

Towards a Partnership with a Willing Community
In the proposad process, it is the community's decision whether it will enter the site selection
procass and then proceed through the steps. The community can decide at any time to coase
its imvelvarnant in the process up unitl the signing of a farmal agresmant immediately prior to
the launch of the regulatory raview process. For aach major step (for instanca Steps 3 and 4),
the fams and conditions of participation in that step are to be jointly davelopad by the NWMO
and an accountable body from the community in & memerendum of understending. This
memorandum would outline the paramaters of tha partrership for the phase of work, including
the agreed scope of work, the means by which the NWMD and community will work together,
the approach to and terms of reference for a muttidisciplinary pesr review procass, and the
nature of the resourcas providad by tha NWWMO to the community to supportits participation.
In the proposed process, the NWMO provides resourcas (funding and expertiss, if desired)
to an interestad community to support its dacision-making about the project. All reasonakls
costs will be coverad for & potentially interested community to:

» conduct a community visioning exercize that may assist the community in identifying a
long-term plan for its well-being and long-term sustainability, or build upon an existing plan,
as early input to the community assessing whether it may be intarested in the project
(as early as Step 2);

seek independent expert advice conceming the project and/or the results of the various site
screening and site evaluation stages throughout the siting process (as early as Step 2);

conduct activities to inform residents and assess interest in the project both in the
community and in surcunding areas, including First Nations, Métis and Inuit as appropriate
ias early as Step 2);

establish a community office for the project, if desired, at any paint in the process:

assess and demonstrate its wilingness to be a host community, including independent
axpert advice and peer review (Step 4);

develop jointly with the NWMO the terms of an agreement that outlines the basis upon which
the project would procaed (Stap 5) and ratify this agreament (Step g);

participate with the NWMO in the regulatory review process (Step 8) (the project will procead
only after all ragulatory approvals are obtained); and

participate through the construction and operation of the facility (Step 2).

In order to ensure that the project is implsmentad in partnership with the community, and
bafiora tha reguiatory approvals process is inttistad, tha MWMO will require a formal exprassion
of willingness from the community (Step 5). This is expected to include a formal expression of
interest from an accountabla dacision-making body, supported by a compeling demonstration
af wilingress among those living in the local area. This may include documanted support
exprassed through open community discussions or tonn hall mestings, a talephone poll, and/
or a formal referendumn.

A community's willngress is expectad to be formaly confirmed with the developrment and
ratification of a formal agresmant batween the NWWO and the community. This agresmant is
expectad to include: the means by which the MWD and the community will work together to
gesk regulatory approval to procsad to implement the project—fomal partnership structurs;
the need for, and nature of, provision of rasourcas and funding for tachnical and othar
assistance; the need for, and nature of, any decision-making and.or advisory bodies to support
the procass; the machanism to ke used for disputs resclution; the approach for en_.unng 1ha
long-tarmn sustainakility and welleing of tha community through the prejag -
inclusions: and the approach to managing the risk associated with the proji
cannot ke eliminated or reducad, the means by which it will bs mitigated.

g Sur and

The NWMO will encourage any community intarested in hosting this projec I u r I I t O

surrcunding cornmunities, regions and potantially affectad Aborigind gover
possible incorversations about the potertial suitabilty of tha community a

and the community in disocussion conceming the potential social, economic
of the project inthe broader ragion were the project to be located in the int
In order to support invclvarnent, the WWMO will maka resources available t
tative bodies or their delegates in surrounding areas, including First Mations
appropriats, to:

Surounding jurisdictions would be sngaged once a community has exg
in continuing to detailed sits evaluation (Step 4), if not dready involved. Pat) p—
surrounding cornmunities, regions and jurisdictional lavels woud be engage

=

participate in the conduct of a regional study of social, economic and cu
including factors identified by holders of Aboriginal Traditional Knowledg
the process;

®

cover the cost of activities to inform residents and identify questions and concems about the
project that need to be addressed; and

®

support involvement of Aboriginal peoples.

itios on P ial Transportation Routes
Curing the detalled sit evaluation phass (Stap 4), tha NWMO will ideritify prefamad transpor-
tation modes and potential routes associated 'with each interested community under consider-
aticn. Communties along the rareportation routs will be invited to raise questions or concems
that will ba documentad and then addressed as appropriate and factored into decision-
meking. Communities along the transportation oute might raquest funds to sesk independant
advice to assist them in fermulating questions or concarns to bs addressed inthe process.

Page
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REFLECTIONS

Notes on NWMO . i
Presentation: 1. Consider the following

questions regarding the
proposed partnership and
community support
approach for potentially
interested and / or willing
host communities:

e What are the strengths of
the proposed approach?

e What improvements would
you recommend? Why are
these modifications
important to you?

2. As described in the

proposed approach, are the

other types of communities

appropriately involved?

Consider the following:

e Surrounding communities &
regions

e Communities on potential
transportation routes

e Aboriginal peoples

e Public and other interested
individuals/groups
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APPROACH TO THIRD-PARTY REVIEW

Plenary Discussion Instructions:
The facilitator will pose the questions presented on the next page of this workbook during the plenary
discussion. Use the blank space next to each question to record your thoughts and observations.

00 000000000000 000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000

Role of Third-Party Review
in the Process

hird-party review and advice will ba important components of the process to ensura
safety of the site and the project overall. Third-party review will ensurs that the NWWD
process is thorough and incomporates the best available scentific, enginesring and social
science knowledge throughout the process. Third-party review is included in the process
o review initial screaning against exciusion criteria, review and confim site svaluations, and
rewview and confirm adherencs to sits sslection principles and process.

® Review to confirm site evaluation results.
A review group will be established to raview assessments conducted of the potential
suitakility of & site at each maor stage of the process (Steps 2, 3 and 4).
The reviaw group will be formed in collaboration with the communitiss that axpress b
interest aarly in the site salection process and whio wish to have sites in their community

Other review.

assassad. Both the process for salaction of review group members and the terms of
referenice for the raview will be developed in collaboration with thess commurnities.

As the suitability of any sits will need to be assessed on both technical and non-technicd
dirnansions, the review group will be mutidisciplinary and includs both technical and social
experts. The findings, advica and raports of the review group will be avallable to &l those
invoived in the siting process and to the public through the NWMO website,

The community will also be fundad should it wish to independantly saek axpert advice
throughout the procass.

w

Review to confirm adherence to site selection principles and processes.
Tha MWK Advisory Council, which was formad in 2002 to mest the raguirements of
the Nuclear Fual Waste Act, will raview tha NWhO's adherence to the site selection
principles and process.

The Advisory Council is required, by the Nuclsar Fusl Waste Act, to report evary thres
wears to the Govemment of Canada on its assassment of the activiios of tha MWW,

Other review will alzo be 2ought throughout the process.

For instance, while regulatory approvals will ke sought only after
awiling host community has been identified, the NWMO will begin
regulatory agencies sarly in the process to ensure it understands, a

evaluations from regulatory and policy agencies, such as Natural Re
the Canadian Nuclsar Safety Commission (CNSC) and the Canadia
Assessment Agency (CEAA).

Pesr reviews will be conducted on the preliminary safsty cass by
tional experts such as the Muclear Energy Agency (NEA) of the Org
Co-operation and Development and/or the Intemational Atornic Ene
of the United Matiors. Such peer reviews are among the senices th

mesting, regulatory requirsments as these may evolve over time. TH P — 7
preliminary revisws and fesdback at critical stages of the siting proc

including the resutts of the NWMC's public consultations and analysis of any significant
socio-economic effects of its activities, The Advisory Council's raview of the intagrity of and
adherence to the site selection principles and procsss will be an important component of
this. The Advisory Council's raview will be published on the NWWMZ websits as the minutes
of its mestings ara. Nots that once a commurity has been selected to host the repository
and cantre of expartise and the host region is known, Advisory Council membership will be

provide to their Member countriss. The NEA provides pesr reviews as part of its mandate
to help improve and harmonize the technical basis for dealing with nuclear waste issues in
it member countriee. The |AEA provides peer reviews as part of its mandate to perform
senvices useful in research on, and development or practical application of, atomic energy
for peaceful purposes, and to establish international standards of safety and provide for

expanded to include representatives nominated by affectad local and regional goverrmants
and Aboriginal crganizations.

their application. Thess reviews will be published on the MWMO website,



REFLECTIONS

Notes on NWMO
Presentation: 1. Is the proposed
approach for third-
party review which is
available to
communities
appropriate?

2. What are the
strengths of the
proposed approach to
third-party review?

3. What
improvements would
you recommend?
Why are these
modifications
important to you?
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FORM A) OVERALL PERSPECTIVE ON SITING PROCESS

Instructions:
Please use the following questions to record your closing thoughts and observations. As you feel

comfortable, please hand in the completed form to Stratos before your departure today.

1. Has your thinking on the process evolved, given the discussion and proposed improvements heard
today? If so, what is your overall sense of the proposed site selection process, how, at the close of

this session?

2. What are the key improvements that you think are required to make the site selection process
workable and supportable?

(Please turn over for additional question)
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3. What pieces of advice would you pass on to NWMO as they finalize the site selection process and
move towards implementing it?
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FORM B) EVALUATION S

1. The objective of the dialogue was to engage interested parties with diverse perspectives in a dialogue to test and
refine the proposed site selection process for Canada’s long-tem management facilities for used nuclear fuel. How
well did the dialogue meet this objective?

Excellent Poor
5 4 3 2 1

Comments:

2. How would you rate your opportunity for sharing your views with others?

Excellent Poor
5 4 3 2 1

Comments:

3. Did you find the dialogue useful? If Yes, Why? If No, Why Not?

Excellent Poor
5 4 3 2 1

Comments:
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4. Regarding the dialogue approach, please rate the following:

Excellent Poor
a. Pre-dialogue planning and communication 5 4 3 2 1
b. Opportunity for exchange of diverse ideas
c. Materials, prompts, other tools 5 4 3 2 1
d. Coverage of relevant components in the proposed site selection process 5 < 3 2 1
e. Involvement of NWMO during the dialogue 5 4 3 2 1
f. Facilitation (timing, clarity, focusing discussions) 5 4 3 2 1

Comments:

Thank you for taking the time to join us today. Your ideas and experiences will be helpful input to the NWMO. Please
use the space below to provide any additional comments regarding today’s dialogue or on the design of the site
selection process.

If you wish, please provide the following personal information:

Name:
Organization:
Date:
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FORM C) TRAVEL AND EXPENSE CLAIM | Y= 2

Name:
Organization:
Address:

Submission Date:

Dialogue Location:

Dialogue Date:

Project Code: NWMO Dialogues - Fall 2009 (9875)

Date ITEMS AND VENDORS Amount ($)

(For mileage include starting location & number of kilometres
@ $0.52 / km)

Total:

Please submit completed expense form (with receipts) to Stratos Inc. 1401 - 1 Nicholas Street, Ottawa ON K1N

7B7 within 30 days of Dialogue Session. If you have any questions please contact Nicola Triebe at Stratos at
ntriebe@stratos-sts.com or 613-241-1001 x241. Thank you.
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