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Comments from August 19th, 2019: 
 
Re: the license application by Global First Power for a high temperature gas-cooled molten salt nuclear 
reactor which they call a “micro modular reactor” to be constructed & operated at Chalk River. 
I will repeat what I previously stated that similar reactors have been constructed in the U.S. & Germany 
& these have had a poor track record, a history of accidents & failures, & the wastes are highly 
radioactive. 
The review process for Global First Power’s project must include a full environmental assessment 
review, including a hearing with independent panel members, exposed participant funding & a timeline 
that supports public participation. 
A) Project Development:  
In the project description the following information is not made clear: 
1)the reactor design & technology 
2)the impacts both environmental & social 
3) what fuel is being used 
4) the characteristics of the radioactive wastes that will be generated  & how they will be managed 
especially over very long time periods 
B) Environmental Impact Statement: 
1)Details must be provided on what & how the construction of this “micro modular reactor” will have on 
the environment (especially on the water supply) 2)What is the need for the project, it’s consideration 
of sustainability, the long term plan for its waste 3)What are the trade implications of having foreign 
companies constructing reactors in Canada, the competency of the proponents, the role of each of the 
partners, the financing C)Review Process This process must allow for timelines for public participation & 
input, enough time for presentation opportunities at hearings, opportunities to cross examine the 
proponents, their experts & the information they rely upon. 
Canadians require a trustworthy process, with this review resulting in better, more informed decisions. 
 

Comments from August 15th, 2019: 
 

I am a concerned Canadian citizen. I understand you are reviewing comments from the public on Small 
Modular Reactors (SMRs).  
Here are my comments. 
SMRs are being proposed as a solution to the various problems of nuclear power but they are expensive 
to build & will produce radioactive wastes that will have to be safeguarded in perpetuity.  
I do not think the CNSC or the Canadian government are informing Canadians openly, accurately or 
honestly about SMRs & their environmental impact. Similar reactors in the U.S. & Germany have had a 
poor track record, a history of accidents & failures, & their wastes are highly radioactive. Handling of the 
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wastes is a huge concern & from what is being proposed at Chalk River re nuclear waste, there is as yet 
no safe, no long term solution. 
The CNSC is not allowing enough time for the Canadian public to review, question, & make assessments 
of the information provided. 
For the health & safety of all Canadians & for future generations, I implore the CNSC & the Canadian 
government to hear & pay attention to the concerns of all Canadians. 
Yours sincerely, 
Phyllis Kessler  
 


