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Background:

Federal legislation requires the Nuclear Waste Management Organization (NWMO) to 
submit to the Government of Canada, by November 2005, a recommendation on how best 
to proceed with the long-term management of used nuclear fuel. Since this waste produced
by electricity-generating nuclear reactors remains a potential health/environmental risk for 
thousands of years, figuring out what to do with it is a significant question.

In its assessment, the NWMO, whose Board of Directors is made up of the producers of 
nuclear waste (Ontario, Quebec and New Brunswick hydro companies), needs to:

- Recommend one of 3 proposed management approaches (or come up with another)
- Consult with Aboriginal Peoples of Canada
- Recommend an economic region for implementing the selected approach

ITK has taken on a contract from the NWMO to consult with the 4 Inuit land claim regions. 
A 2-day workshop was held in each region (November 2004 for Nunavut). Participants in all 
regions stated that these information sessions couldn’t be considered consultations in their 
land claim regions; ITK now labels them as “Inuit-specific dialogues”. Unfortunately, ITK 
did not finalize its final report in time for the NWMO to consider it in its draft 
recommendation.
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NWMO’s Draft Recommendation (May 2005):

Basically, the NWMO is proposing to blend the 3 proposed management approaches into a 
fourth, which they call an “adaptive, phased management approach”. The used nuclear fuel 
will remain on-site (Storage at Reactor Sites) for about 30 years until a single storage site is 
found and built (Centralized Storage). All nuclear waste would then be moved there and 
eventually isolated underground (Deep Geological Disposal in the Canadian Shield). The site 
would be permanently sealed in around 300 years.

The cost estimate is $24 billion (the 3 hydro companies so far have $770 million set aside).

Once the Government of Canada gives it the go-ahead, the NWMO will seek a community 
willing to host the central facilities, focusing its site selection on provinces that are directly 
involved in the nuclear fuel cycle. To Ontario, Quebec and New Brunswick, the NWMO has 
added Saskatchewan because it “has benefited economically from the mining of uranium 
that is used to make nuclear fuel.”

Implications for NTI:

 As things stand now, there are very few impacts to Nunavut. The NWMO’s 
‘objective of fairness’ (i.e. the disposal facility should be in an area that has benefited 
from nuclear energy) currently excludes Nunavut from the regions considered for 
implementation, even though proper rock formations are found. Nunavut would 
perhaps be involved through transboundary issues of activities in other provinces. 
NTI will likely be asked by ITK to participate in more Inuit-specific consultations.

 If uranium mining occurs in Nunavut, it is possible that Nunavut, like Saskatchewan,
will also be considered a suitable region for disposal. The NWMO further highlights
this possibility by stating that the disposal facilities will be located to “ensure that 
those who benefit most from nuclear power (past, present and perhaps future) are 
bearing the costs and risks of managing spent fuel and other nuclear materials.”

 If NTI considers that the economic benefits of nuclear waste disposal outweigh the
potential human/environmental risks, NTI can request that Nunavut be considered 
as a potential disposal region, irregardless of uranium mining activity in the territory. 
The NWMO recognizes that “communities in other regions and provinces may 
come forward with interest in possibly hosting the facility. Such expressions of 
interest should also be considered.”

 In the last two cases, the NTI Board would need to revisit resolution B97/08-24, in 
which NTI “voices its opposition to any plans for the storage of nuclear goods, or 
the transportation of such goods in the Arctic.”. NTI should also present a motion 
for ICC to revisit resolution 83-01, which states that “there shall be no nuclear 
dumpsites in the Arctic or sub-Arctic.” 


