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From: P. Tippett

To: Aimee Rupert, Environmental Assessment Officer

Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission

By email: cnsc.ea-ee.ccsn@canada.ca

Subject Line: comments on project description for micro modular reactor project at Chalk River
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 To : Aimee Rupert, Environmental Assessment Officer, CNSC 

PO Box 1046, Station B, 280 Slater St., Ottawa, ON K1P 5S9  

 I would like to comment on the Project Description for the Micro 

Modular Reactor Project at Chalk River. On reading the Project 

Description by Global First Power, I am concerned first by the choice of 

site, because it is close to the area already radioactively contaminated 

by the Chalk River Reactor and Chalk River Laboratories, and by some of 

the proponent’s reasons given for choosing this site: because CNL 

envisioned siting a new Small Modular Reactor on this site by 2026,  

and because it is close to the local research community. 

 I have not seen an analysis of the possible consequences of 

accidents involving the construction of the Chalk River “megadump”  

and the apparent haphazard nuclear waste storage plans for the site. 

This needs to be part of the Environmental Impact assessment. As does 

the safety and health of the “local research community” that Global 

First Power will be relying on during the construction of the SMR. 

 The proponent states that “the environmental effects of this 

project are expected to be limited to the CRL site” and “No changes to 

the environment on Federal land in a province other than Ontario or 

outside Canada are expected”. However, I notice that the site is close to 

the Ottawa River, and on the opposite bank of the Ottawa River is the 

province of Quebec. A realistic analysis of the potential environmental 

effects is required for this project, rather than just an “expectation” or 

hope that things will be fine.  

 I am sure that members of the public who participated in the 

review of environmental impact assessments, and complained about 
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the capture by industry of the regulators at the NEB and CNSC, 

expected improvements in the legislation, but instead we seem to be 

still operating under the CEAA 2012 Regulations. 

 Perhaps CNL could be persuaded to limit their plans to the natural 

gas-fired unit heating up the molten salt, and forget the small modular 

nuclear reactor altogether. It would likely be a lot safer for the “local 

research community” and the threatened lake sturgeon, not to 

mention the people of nearby Quebec. 

 I see my time for comment has run out. I hope those in Ontario 

and Quebec have had more time available to study, discuss and 

comment on this apparently hare-brained project. 

       Yours truly, 

        P. Tippett 
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