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Thanks to the Impact Assessment Agency of Canada and the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission for inviting comments on 
the Initial Project Description for the Deep Geological Repository for Canada’s Used Nuclear Fuel Project, proposed by the 
Nuclear Waste Management Organization (the NWMO), per Canadian Impact Assessment Registry reference number 88774.  

 

 

On March 17 IAAC published NWMO’s Consolidated Information on the Transportation of Used Fuel – Plain Language 
Summary. 

https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/documents/p88774/165474E.pdf  

 

Among other things, it states that “NWMO is including in the project two physical changes associated with transportation: 
construction of a new Hwy 17 turn-off with accompanying access roads to the site and construction of a potential rail spur. 
The NWMO is making no other changes to highway or railway infrastructure in Canada.” 

 

 



 

 

 

 

The problem with NWMO’s idea of the “construction of a new Hwy 17 turn-off” is that it only takes into consideration the two 
trucks per day (plus their pilot vehicles) that will be delivering used nuclear fuel to the Revell DGR site. 

 

NWMO is obviously trying to suppress the issue of hundreds of employees commuting daily from Ignace to the Revell DGR 
site – all of which will be using that “new Hwy 17 turn-off”. 

 

For literally hundreds automobiles and trucks, a cheap old “turn-off” on Hwy 17 will be a MAJOR inconvenience (if not a 
serious traffic hazard), UNLESS that “turn-off” is actually an overpass – at both ends (ie. Revell site AND Ignace town). 





 

 

 

“No other changes to highway or railway infrastructure in Canada” (left image) versus railway commuting for NWMO 
employees and for nuclear waste shipments (right image): 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Now, guess what’s cheaper:  A fancy curving highway overpass (twice!) or a simple railway bridge over Hwy 17, for both 
nuclear shipments and hundreds of DGR site employees? 

 

 

 



 

Note also that NWMO’s cost estimates document includes a short rail line for “site preparation” work (“Lifecycle Cost 
Estimate Update” APM-REP-00440-0202-R000 ). 

This line should be extended a few kilometers north to the CP Rail main line. 

 



 

 

 

Anyway, regardless of what NWMO top management think of their ridiculous transportation plan, this needs to be brought up 
by the public at every opportunity – or people in the region will be stuck with it for many decades. 

 

This is NOT an issue that is in the scope of CNSC licensing, and NWMO know perfectly well that it's the case, so they are taking 
advantage of that disconnect:  The issue needs to be addressed with the IAAC now, not when it comes to CNSC licensing. 

 

 


