RECEIVED

{4 I,r'-..'lbr"a ES ,Z{]R KalEs
Necemper 5;; Haed
PART I ﬂ'%E A 5, Hﬂ’-‘:-m'ﬂ:ﬂﬁ

ANALYSIS OF NWMO DISCUSSION DOCUMENT i
OF AUGUST.2004- "UNDERSTANDING THE CHOICES

THE NUCLEAR WASTE MANAGEMENT ORGANIZATION (NWMO) DISCUSSION DOCUMENT
"UNDERSTANDING THE CHOICES”, AFTER A SHORT “FOREWORD"” FROM THE NWhS
PRESIDENT, BEGINS WITH A 9 PAGE CEXECUTIVE SUMMARY™. THIS IS FOLLOWED BY A
MORE EXTENSIVE (3) PARTS ENTITLED:

1) FOUNDATIONS OF THE ASSESSMENT
2} A PRELIMINARY COMPARATIVE ASSESSMENT
3.) TOWARDS A MANAGEMENT AFPFROACH

“FIGURES AND TABLES™. AND (5] APPENDICES. ROUND OFF THIS 110 PAGE DISCUSSION
PAPER,

AS WE ARE TALKING ABOUT CANADA HERE. THIS NWMO PAPER BEGING WITH AN
ENAMINATION OF THE VALUES AND PRIORITIES OF CANADIANS. AS WELL. HOW NWMO
HAS USED THIS UNDERSTANDING TO BUILD AN ASSESSMENT FRAMEWOR |- AND ALSO
TOCOMPARE NUCLEAR WASTE MANAGEMENT APPROACHES.

INPART | OF “UNDERSTANDING THE CJ HOICES".NWMO REPORTS RACK ON THE DIRECTION
IT HAS RECEIVED FROM 115" ENGAGEMENT AND RESEARCH ACTIVITIES TO DATE

THE NWMO APPROACH TO CANADIAN VALUES AND PRIORITIES [S REFLECTED IN TS (3}
THREE “CORE AND PARALLEL ACTIVITIES™ TI [AT I3,

L) LAUNCHING OF A NATIONAL CITIZENS DIALOGUE, WORKING WITH
THE CANADIAN POLICY RESEARCH NMETWORK (CPRN) AND 462
UNAFFILIATED CANADIANS FROM ALL WALKS OF LIFE:

21 WORKING WITH ABORIGINAL PEOPLE ON PLANNING FOR A VERY LONG
TIMEFRAME. INVOLVING THE PRINCIPLES INHERENT IN ABORIGINAL
TRADITIONAL KNOWLEDGE:

3. CREATING A NWMO “ROUNDTABLE ON ETHICS" TO HELP DEVELOP
NWMO ACTIVITIES WITHIN AN “"ETHICAL AND SOCIAL FRAMEWORK™
THIS ROUNDTABLE HELPS DIRECT NWMO ACTIVITIES. ASSESS
MANAGEMENT APPROACHES, AND PROVIDES A CONSTANT REMINDE. L
OF THE ETHICAL IMPERATIVE. SUCH AN ETHICAL IMPERATIVE I5
ESCENTIAL, AS THE NWMO DISCUSSION DOCUMENT INDICATES:

“THROUGHOUT THE DIALOGUE WE HAVE HEARD AN EMERGING SENSE
THAT THE ASSESSMENT OF MANAGEMENT APPROACHES WILL
NECESSARILY INVOLVE DIFFICULT DECISIONS A BOUT PRIORITIES,
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AND THE CONDITIONS UNDER WHICH TRADE-OFFS AN, NG CBIECTIVES
WOULD BE APPROPRIATE
TENSIONS DO, AND WILL CONTINLE. TO EXIST.
NWMO HAS SEEN TOLD TO CONSIDER SIN(6) ISSUES:
1.} A MORE PRECISE DESCRIPTION OF THE NATURE OF THE HAZARD

POSED BY USED NUCLEAR FUEL TO HUMAN HEALTH AND THE
ENVIRONMENT:

[

A MORE PRECISE ACCOUNT OF THE NATURE OF THE RISK POSED BY
TRANSPORTATION OF USED NUCLEAR FUEL;

I CLARIFICATION OF WHAT “SOCIAL ACCEPTABLITY™ OR "PUBLIC
CONFIDENEE™ WILL ENTAIL:

Lid

4.) HOW THE ASSESSMENT 18 AFFECTED BY THE VOLUME OF USED
SUCLEAR FUEL: WHICH ULTIMATELY NEEDS TO BE MANAGED:

5] OFPORTUNITIES TO REUSE OR RECYCLE NUCLEAR FUEL;

o) OPPORTUNITIES TO SITE A DEEP DISPOSAL REP “3ITORY IN GEOLOGIC
MEDIA OTHER THAN THAT NOTED IN THE "NUCLE.\R F1ILL WASTE ACT™

I PART I OF "UNDERSTANDING THE CHOICES™, NWMO PROVIDES FULLER
DESCRIPTIONS GF THE APPROACHES ON WHICH NWMO WILL FOCUS I1TS S‘fLFD'f-.
THIS INVOLVES HOW THE FRAMEWORK TO ASSESS THE APPROACHES HAS
EVOLVED SINCE AN EARLIER NWAMO DOCUMENT "ASKING THE RIGHT
QUESTIONS™. FINALLY., NWMO PRESENTS A PRACTICAL DEMONSTRATION

OF THE FRAMEWORK THROUGH A PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT OF THE
MANAGEMENT APPROACHES,

NWMO, IN EARLY 2004, ASSEMBLED AN “ASSESSMENT TEAM™. A MULTI-
DISCIFLINED GROUP OF PEOPLE WHOSE PRELIMINARY FINDINGS ARESET QUT
INTHE NWMO DISCUSSION DOCUMENT. THESE FINDINGS INCLUDE THE
STRENGTHS AND LIMITATIONS OF THE THREE METHODS OF STORAGE SET
OUT IN THE"NUCLEAR FUEL WASTEACT™, THAT IS;

L) AT REACTOR STORAGE

1) CENTRALIZED STORAGE (EITHER ABOVE-GROUND OR SHALLOW BELOW
GROUND),

) DEEP GEQLOGICAL REPOSITORY:

N PART 1 OF "UNDERSTANDING THE CHOICES” NWAMO TAKES STOCK OF

WHAT THEY HAVE LEARNED TO DATE, AN IDENTIFY A PATH FORWARD



FOR THE NEXT PHASE OF THENWMO STUDY,

THE PATH FORWARD- “WHAT NEEDS TO BE CONSIRDERED? THE ASSESSMENT
FRAMEWORK IS SET OUT IN TABLE E-2 OF THE NWMO DISCUSSION PAPER
(ON PAGE 10). THE ORIGINAL 10 QUESTIONS FROM EARLIER NWMO WORK,
HAVE BEEN SYNTHESIZED INTO (8) OBJECTIVES. AND ASSOCIATED GUIDING
PRINCIPLES AND INFLUENCES-THIS CONSTITUTES THE ASSESSMENT
FRAMEWORK.

NWMO NOW, WITH A NOVEMBER 15.2005 DEADLINE TO PRESENT ITS
RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE MINISTER OF NATURAL RESOURCES. IS

OF MANAGEMENT OPTIONS. THIS INCLUDES THE PUBLIC, RESIDENTS OF
NUCLEAR SITE COMMUNITIES. ABORIGINAL PEOPLE. AND INTERESTED
ORGANIZATIONS AND INDIVIDUALS.
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INITIAL COMMENTARY ON NWMO DISCUSSION DOCUMENT OF AUGUST,
2004 - "UNDERSTANDING THE CHOICES" —10 QUESTIONS COMMENTED
UPON BY WESTERN ABORIGINAL LEADER__ AND Rew/ 1K, R IKALES S  MANITeBA

QUESTION #1:
WHERE SHOULD NUCLEAR WASTE BE STORED IN CANADA?
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QUESTION #2:

WHAT STEPS SHOULD BE TAKEN BY GOVERNMENT TO ENSURE SAFETY FOR
HUMAN HEALTH AND THE ENVIRONMENT, INSOFAR AS NUCLEAR WASTE?
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NWMOS ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF ABORIGINAL TRADITIONAL KNOWLEDGE
I5 COMMENDABLE, HOWEVER, WHAT [S NWMO PREFARED TO LISTEN TO,

AND ADD TO THE FINAL REPORT?
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LIESTION #4:

WHAT STEPS AND METHODS SHOULD BE TAKEN TO ENSURE SAFE
TRANSTORTATION OF NUCLEAR WASTE?
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QUESTION #5:

WHAT SECURITY MEASURES, INCLUDING FACILITATION, MATERIALS
AND INFRASTRUCTURE SHOULD BE ADOPTED GOYERNING CANADIAN
MUCLEAR WASTE?
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QUESTION #6

GIVEN THE LEGAL PROTECTION IN THE CANADI fiN CONSTITUTION,
UNDER SECTION 35, OF INDIAN TREATIES, WHAT STEPS SHOULD BE
TAKEN NOW TO ENSURE THE PRESERVATION OF A CLEAN LAND.

WATER, AND AIR ENVIRONMENT IN CANADA, INSOFAR AS NUCLEAR
WASTE?
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GIVEN THF LONG HALF LIFE OF SOME NUCLEAR WASTE, WHAT STERS
SHGWLD BE INCORPORATED IN THE ASSESSMENT FRAMEWORK OF

NWMO, TO ENSURE A CAPACITY TO ADOPT TO CHANGING KNOWLEDGE
AND CONDITIONS, OVER TIME?
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QUESTION #8;

WHAT QUESTIONS SHOULD AN INDIAN, METIS, OR INUIT COMMUNITY ASE
WHEN OFFERED LARGE AMOUNTS OF MONEY BY POWER PRODUCERS/
GOVERNMENT TO STORE NUCLEAR WASTE NEAR THEM?
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GIVEN TOVAYS TERRORISM THREAT. WHAT SHOULD HAPPEN TCQ BOME
GRADE PLUTONIUM-PART OF NUCLEAR WASTE?
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WHAT SHOULD BE DONE TO ENSURE RESPECT FOR LIFE IN ALL ITS' FORMS,
INCLUDING MINIMIZATION OF HARM TO HUMAN BEINGS AND OTHER
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SENTIENT CREATURES, INSOFAR AS NUCLEAR WASTE, FROM CANADAS’
REACTORS?
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