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NUCLEAR WASTE

Mt. Howard Hampton (Kenota-Rainy River): Premier, last month you
announced a $6.5-billion deal with Bruce Power to refurbish an
unteliable and very expensive fixer-upper nuclear plant. You must know
that nuclear plants create lots of high- level toxic nuclear waste, and

the waste temains a potential health hazard, safety hazard and security
hazatrd for many thousands of years. Premier, since you want to generate
" more nuclear waste, can you tell ordinary families across Ontario how

much more highly toxic nuclear waste your Bruce deal will generate and
whete you atre going to store it?

Hon. Dalton McGuinty (Premier, Minister of Research and Innovation): To
the Minister of Enetgy, Speaker.




Hon. Donna H. Cansfield (Minister of Energy): Thank you for the
question. As you know, the issue for waste management belongs within the
federal government and the nuclear stations have been providing the
dollars that are approptiate for the storage of that. There 1s now a

detailed analysis that has been done by the waste committee, and that
repott has gone forward to the federal government.

Mt. Hampton: It's intetresting how the McGuinty government, when it wants
to blame the federal government, always finds them a handy target, and
when it wants the federal government to take respons1b1hty they're

always a handy target.

We know, however, that accotding to reports, Darlington may also be
genetating a lot more nuclear waste. In its recent report, "Choosing a

Way Forwatd," the Nuclear Waste Management Organization said there ate
basically two possible nuclear waste storage sites in Ontario: the

Canadian Shield in northern Ontatio or a swath of non-shield ateas in
southern Ontario like L.ondon, Hamilton-Niagara, Windsor-Sarnia and land
that stretches from Kitchenet-Watetloo to Barrie. So before the McGuinty
government genetates mote nuclear waste, will you be straight with
otdinaty families across the province and tell them where you are going

to store the nuclear waste? Will it be in the north, or will it be in
the south?

Hon. Mrs. Cansfield: It is my understanding that each option was found
to have distinct advantages, but none perfectly met all of the

objectives that the citizens said were actually important. This again

has gone on to the federal government and it is under theit

jutisdiction. Those decisions will be made in the near futute.

Mt. Hampton: It's interesting that the McGuinty government now wants to
say this is all federal, but just a short while ago the Minister of

Natural Resoutces, your colleague, was in the Globe and Mail, where he
said, "We don't like the idea of nuclear waste coming to northern

Ontario." So far, Saskatchewan, Manitoba and Quebec have already said no
to nuclear waste. So, since you're quite willing to comment, or some of
your ministets ate quite willing to comment, I'm going to ask the
McGuinty government again: Tell ordinary families where the nuclear
waste will end up. Will it be Atikokan, Terrace Bay, Chapleau, Kenora?

Or will it be London, Hamilton-Niagara, Windsor- Sarnia or
Kitchener-Waterloo? It seems to me that before you start going down the
road of genetating more nuclear waste, you should tell the people who

ate going to look after the nuclear waste for thousands of years.
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Hon. Mrs. Cansfield: It would be helpful if the member would identify
that the Nuclear Fuel Waste Act actually requested that the committee
examine three options. Those three options were deep geological disposal
in the Canadian Shield, storage at nucleat reaction sites and

centralized storage. That was their mandate. They came back and
indicated that none of these options petrfectly fits all of the
requitements of the criteria of the act. They have now gone forward and
sent that report to the federal government, and it may be that the
member is not particulatly pleased with the fact, but it is a federal
jutisdiction. Thete is a mandate, there is an act and thete have been
consultations that have been taking place right across this province.
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