
Message from the President
Voting Time Focuses the Mind
Ontario’s recent decision not to 
build two new reactors at 
Darlington is bad news for the 
long-term sustainability of 
Canada’s nuclear industry.  Add 
the federal government’s steady 
“walk away” from AECL and 
nuclear R&D funding, and one 
could get downright depressed.   It 
appears Ontario is betting the farm on vast, cheap 
imported shale gas.  In the latter instance, one gets the 
impression that if it doesn’t come out of the ground 
for export, there is no value to the Canadian economy.
The next 24 months provide a golden opportunity for 
our industry to get the message out—a strong and 
expanding nuclear industry is critical for Canada’s 
economy and the environment—not to overlook 
Ontario, which hosts most of it.   
The next federal election is scheduled for October 
19th, 2015 and Ontario’s is set for October 1 of that 
same year.  However, Ontarians could be at the polls 
sooner given the current minority government 
situation.  There are lots of signs that the unofficial 
campaign is already underway.
Election campaigns have a funny way of focusing the 
attention of those running for office.  Our industry has 
the independent analyses that clearly demonstrate the 
significant environmental and economic benefits that 
Canada’s nuclear industry generates now and can 
generate in the future.  Recent public polling also 
shows strong support for nuclear.  We know the 
ridings that host the jobs and benefit from the 
economic spin-offs.
So now is the time to ask your elected representatives 
and those who have expressed an interest in standing 
for office the following questions: 
1. Do you know what contribution Canada’s nuclear 

power plants make to reducing GHG emissions?
2. Do you know about the economic benefits of 

Canada’s nuclear industry?
3. Do you know how many jobs refurbishing 

Canada’s nuclear reactors and building new units 
in Ontario will generate (don’t forget reactor 
exports)?  
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Message from the President

Maybe Bob was right
Is the NDP stuck in the past?

It pains me to say this but it has to be said.

The New Democratic Party (NDP),with its 
knee-jerk position on nuclear energy, is stuck 
in a time warp.

Now I’m a proud union activist – always have been,always will 
be.And over the years, the union movement in Canada has been
closely associated with the NDP. I wouldn’t deny it’s been a fruitful
alliance – together we’ve made important gains for the working
men and women of this country.

So I’m the last person who’d want to slag our brothers and sisters 
in the NDP.Nonetheless, I have a bone to pick. I have to ask myself
whether Bob Rae was right – maybe, just maybe the former Ontario
premier was right when he left the party several years back,due to
its outmoded thinking and rigid orthodoxies.

This is 2006,and experts around the globe are warning of
staggering environmental and economic impacts, if the world
doesn’t act quickly to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.They tell 
us we have 10 to 15 years to radically change the way we produce
energy and fuel.Otherwise, large swaths of the earth’s surface will
become uninhabitable due to global warming.Millions will be
displaced by floods or drought,economies will be devastated.

These experts are telling us that urgent solutions must be found –
energy solutions that do not rely on fossil fuels and do not produce
greenhouse gases.Renewable sources are part of the answer but
can’t possibly meet baseload power requirements.These same
experts, including noted environmentalists,are strongly urging
governments to take a serious look at nuclear generation – a 
power source virtually free of emissions that contribute to global
warming.

And it’s not just governments and activists who are paying heed.
A number of unions are reviewing their energy policies,asking
whether their historic anti-nuclear stance still makes sense.The
Canadian Labour Congress is studying the question.The Canadian
Union of Public Employees convened a meeting on the issue this
month.And the Quebec Federation of Labour recently lent its
support to nuclear energy proponents – for the first time ever.

It’s not a tidal wave (yet) but significant shifts are happening.Maybe,
just maybe, it’s time for the NDP to do a little soul-searching.

Ontario embraces nuclear
Communities, corporations jockey for position

The race is on! Ontario’s plan to refurbish existing nuclear reactors
where feasible, and build one or two new ones has triggered a high
stakes contest. Nuclear energy producers and reactor manufacturers
are hard at work on competitive bids. And host communities are
rolling out the welcome mat for further nuclear investment in 
their regions.

The Durham Strategic Energy Alliance (DSEA), a group from the
energy industry, municipal government and local post-secondary
institutions, launched its pitch for new-build the same day in June
the government announced its plan. It’s promoting Ontario Power
Corporation’s Darlington site just east of Toronto, as the prime
location. Durham says it wants to be known as “Ontario’s Energy
Capital.”

The region offers a highly skilled workforce, well-developed
infrastructure and strong community support. In addition, DSEA

points out that in
2005 OPG, with 
10 operating
nuclear reactors in
the Durham region,
provided more 
than 30 per cent of
Ontario’s nuclear
generation at well
below the average
market price.

Flash forward to September and Duncan Hawthorne, CEO of
Bruce Power in Kincardine, Ontario, is presenting his plan to local
residents for a $20 billion, 40-year plan to continue overhauling 
the Bruce Nuclear Generating Station on the shores of Lake Huron.
Part of his plan calls for one or more (possibly four) new reactors.

Bruce County interest groups were slower than the Durham alliance
to mount a lobbying effort but they’re making up for lost time.
Local councillors want the county to work with business, economic
development groups and the public to promote Bruce Power as the
site of choice for new-build nuclear.
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Nuclear Happenings in Quebec
Hydro Quebec has posted a protocol for communications 
about the closure of Gentilly 2 on its website.  The 
protocol commits HQ to communicate any developments 
related to the decommissioning activities to the public.  
Any unforeseen event that exceeds regulatory limits or 
that may have affects outside the site will be 
communicated in a timely manner.  Another provision 
calls for presentations on the decommissioning activities 
to local agencies, local and provincial officials, agencies 
and Aboriginal communities.  The website 
www.hydroquebec.com/generation/centrale-nucleaire/
documents.html contains other related documents such 
as speeches, studies, the decommissioning schedule and 
the workforce plan.
An October 18th, La Presse article reported the loss of 
jobs at Gentilly 2, noting the workforce had decreased 
from 685 to 366.  Fifty-nine permanent jobs are expected 
to remain at the site from January 2015 onwards.  Twenty  
IT employees are to be transferred to other parts of 
Hydro Quebec.
On another front, U.S. investors are preparing to take 
legal action against Canada under Chapter 11 of the 
NAFTA agreement over Quebec’s opposition to a 
uranium mine at Matoush in the Otish Mountains.  In 
March, Quebec’s environment minister announced a 
moratorium on the issuance of any new permits for 
uranium exploration and mining projects pending 
completion of a report on Quebec’s uranium industry by 
it’s environmental review agency.
Strateco Resources Inc., a Boucherville based company, 
owns the project and claims to have invested $125 million 
in the venture.

4. Do you know the competitive advantages Canada’s 
CANDU design has in the global marketplace?

5. What are you doing to sustain and expand Canada’s 
nuclear industry?

Please use your knowledge and experience to help them 
with the answers.
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Bruce Power Celebrates A Decade of 
Innovation
On October 7, 2013, Ontario’s Minister of Energy, Hon. 
Bob Chiarelli toured the Bruce Nuclear site and thanked 
staff for the quality of work, safety-first mindset, creative 
thinking and dedication that has revitalized the facility.  
The visit took place exactly 10 years to the day after Unit 
4 was returned to service.  Bruce Power’s (BP) 
refurbishment investments have totalled $7 billion over 
the past decade.

Hon. Bob Chiarelli, OntarioMinister of Energy tours Bruce A,
Courtesy of Bruce Power

The company celebrated the first anniversary of the 
return to service of Unit 1 on October 22nd.  Unit 1 was 
the third of four Bruce A units to be returned to service by 
BP since 2003.  This first-of-a-kind refurbishment project 
at the facility involved the development of many 
innovative programs and tooling devices.
On October 23rd, 2013, BP issued a news release 
regarding independent polling that showed nearly 75 per 
cent support for the refurbishment of the company’s 
remaining six reactors.  Ipso Reid conducted the poll of 
800 people from across the province.  BP’s 2040 vision 
indicates the company plans to invest $1 billion a year 
over the next 15 years to refurbish the remaining units to 
ensure they provide safe, clean and reliable electricity.
In an October 30th speech to the Ontario Energy Board, 
Duncan Hawthorne, Bruce Power’s president and CEO, 
stressed the important role innovation has played in the 
company’s successes.  He also noted the importance of 
nuclear to Ontario’s Long-Term Energy Plan.  “The 
nuclear component of this province’s supply mix is 
fundamental to providing a secure, environmentally 
sound and cost-effective energy supply…If you don’t want 
nuclear power in this province then fill in the blanks,” 
stated Hawthorne.  He acknowledged that BP does not 
support new build, not because the company does not see 
value in new nuclear but because it would too heavily 
weight the supply mix to nuclear during a time of 
abundant supply.

Good News Continues for Cameco
On September 9th, 2013 Cameco reported that 
construction on the Cigar Lake project was 97 percent 
complete and that commissioning of the mining systems 
was well underway.  Cameco expects to begin ore 
production during the first quarter of 2014.
Cameco announced on October 21st, 
that for the fifth consecutive time, 
the company had been named one of 
Canada’s Top 100 employers.  The 
company was also recognized as a 
Top Employer for Young People for 
its support helping college and 
university graduates enter the 
workforce.
The release of Cameco’s Third Quarter Financial Results 
delivered more good news.  Cameco’s president and CEO, 
Tim Gitzel reported strong third quarter and year-to-date 
results for the company, including higher revenue, gross 
profit and net earnings.  Gitzel indicated that Cameco’s 
contracting strategy and the cost benefits attributed to 
the company’s restructuring initiatives contributed to the 
results.  Other highlights: Cameco delivered its first 
shipments of Canadian uranium to China under the new 
Canada-China Nuclear Co-operation Agreement; and, jet 
boring is underway as part of the commissioning process 
at Cigar Lake.  

Cigar Lake Mine,
Courtesy of Cameco

On November 13, 2013 
Cameco issued a news 
release welcoming the 
signing of a nuclear co-
operation agreement between the Government of Canada 
and Kazakhstan.  This agreement will open up new 
opportunities for Cameco to advance its partnership with 
Kazatomprom, the state-owned company, which operates 
uranium and nuclear fuel cycle services in Kazakhstan.  
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OPG Focuses on Safety and Operational 
Performance
On August 21, 2013, the CNSC evaluated OPG’s nuclear 
plants in 14 safety and control areas.  OPG’s Pickering 
and Darlington stations were shown to be operating 
safely.  The Darlington facility received a rating of “fully 
satisfactory” the highest category for the fourth year in a 
row.   The Pickering plant was rated as satisfactory, along 
with other Canadian nuclear operators.
Later in the month of August, 
OPG conducted a large-scale 
emergency preparedness drill 
at the Darlington Nuclear 
station.  This is done on a 
regular basis as part of OPG’s 
commitment to safety and 
emergency preparedness. On 
October 23rd, OPG notified the 
public that the Regional 
Municipality of Durham would 
be testing the public alerting 
sirens in Pickering and 
Clarington.  This routine test 
was carried out to ensure the 
system was in working order.
On November 7, 2013, Tom 
Mitchell, OPG’s President and 
CEO spoke to attendees at a 
Canadian Manufacturers and 
Exporters (CME) “Powering 
the Future of Manufacturing” 
conference in Mississauga.  
During his keynote address, 
Mitchell described the actions 
OPG has been taking to 
support the goals of the 
members of the CME.  He 
provided details on the 
initiatives OPG has taken: to 
lower costs; to improve 
operations; bring projects in 
on time and on budget; and, to 
make the company more agile 
and entrepreneurial.  Mitchell 
made it clear that OPG is 
working diligently to provide 
clean, diversified, low-cost, 
independently regulated 
electricity that will add value 
and keep Ontario’s businesses 
competitive.  
On November 14th, OPG 
reported its 2013 Third Quarter Financial Results.  Net 
income for the nine months ended September 30th, 2013 
was $131 million compared to $336 million for the same 
period in 2012.  The company noted that its net income 
continues to be affected by the fact that OPG receives 
significantly lower rates for its electricity compared to 
other generating companies in Ontario.  As well, since 
1999, at the direction of the provincial government, OPG 
has reduced its generating capacity by about 15,000 
megawatts.  

Point Lepreau Powers On 
In early October, NB Power reported that the plant’s net 
capacity factor in September was 90 percent.   During a 
regular plant inspection on August 30th, one of the 
hangers supporting piping on the main supply on the 
non-nuclear side of the plant was identified as damaged.  
This led to the reduction in reactor power from 95 
percent to 90 percent.
On October 21st, 2013, NB Power presented its case on 
the Point Lepreau Deferral Account to the province’s 

Energy and Utilities Board 
(EUB).  NB Power presented 
evidence proposing an 
equalized approach to the 
recovery of the deferral 
account.  The company 
believes that an additional 
rate increase will not be 
necessary as its current 
budget and forecasted ten-
year financial net earnings 
will be adequate to recover 
the plants deferral account 
balance.  The EUB accepted 
NB Power’s case.
On November 1st, NB Power 
announced that it was 
extending a planned outage 
that started on October 18th.  
The company indicated that 
additional adjustments were 
required following the repair 
and testing of a fourth steam 
valve before the plant could 
operate safely at 100 percent 
power.

Point Lepreau,
Courtesy of NB Power

Three days later, on 
November 4th, NB Power 
reported a release of light 
water containing hydrazine 
from the Lepreau facility. The 

release was identified on November 3rd during daily 
monitoring and was contained.  Hydrazine, a non-
radioactive product removes oxygen from the water in 
the steam generators.  This prevents corrosion in the 
steam generator tubes and helps maintain steam 
generator water chemistry. The company reported the 
release to the CNSC, the Canadian Coast Guard and the 
New Brunswick Department of the Environment and 
Local Government.

Worth Repeating….
“Last month, Ontario Energy Minister Bob 
Chiarelli confirmed that the province has 

scrapped the purchase of two new reactors 
for the Darlington nuclear site…

It’s true that Ontario currently has large 
electricity surpluses, but with hotter 

summers and (hopefully) more economic 
activity in its future, the province needs to 
take action soon to ensure it has reliable 

baseload electricity years from now.

The anti-nuclear Ontario Clean Air Alliance 
is pushing the province to sign a long-term 

contract with Quebec to buy cheap, 
emission-free hydropower.  But while 

Quebec is currently sitting on big hydro 
surpluses and facing unattractive U.S. 

export prices, it has shown no interest in 
sharing its energy advantage with Ontario.  

Past lip service to the interprovincial 
energy co-operation was just that.

Besides, by banking on nuclear decades 
ago, Ontario has accumulated a critical 

mass of atomic expertise.  Mr. Chiarelli’s 
decision amounts to condemning the 

industry to death row.  If Ontario doesn’t 
buy next-generation reactors from 

homegrown Candu Energy, there is little 
hope it will get any business as India, 

China and other countries seek emissions-
free power….”  

From “Green energy-we can’t dismiss the 
nuclear option”, Konrad Yakabuski, Globe 

and Mail, November 11th, 2013.

-3-



CANADIAN NUCLEAR WORKER 
is published four times a year by the 
Canadian Nuclear Workers’ Council, 
244 Eglinton Avenue East, 
Toronto, Ontario  M4P 1K2.

TEL 416 725-5776
FAX 416 481-7115
e-mail   dshier@pwu.ca

Contributions should be sent to the 
above address.

PUBLISHER:  David Shier
EDITOR:  Paul Newall

The Canadian Nuclear Workers’ Council is 
an organization of workers represented by 
unions working in various areas of the 
Canadian nuclear industry which includes 
uranium mining, nuclear fuel processing, 
nuclear power stations, radial isotope 
production for medical and industrial 
purposes, and nuclear research.

The member groups are:
Chalk River Technicians and Technologists 
Union • Canadian Union of Public Employees 
(Locals 1500, 4250, and 967) • District Labour 
Councils (Grey/Bruce, Durham, 
Northumberland) • International Association of 
Firefighters (160) • International Association of 
Machinists & Aerospace Workers (608) • 
International Brotherhood of Electrical 
Workers (37) • Power Workers’ Union • Hydro 
Quebec Professional Engineers Union • 
Professional Institute of The Publice Service • 
Society of Energy Professionals Union • Society 
of Professional Engineers and Associates Union 
(Candu Inc.) • UNIFOR (The Union for Canada) 
(S-48, O-599, & O-252) • United Steel Workers 
(14193, 13173, 8562, 8914, & 7806)

In short...

Renowned Scientists Support 
Nuclear Energy
On November 4th, four of the world’s 
leading experts on climate and energy 
issued an open letter supporting nuclear 
energy as the primary way to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions (GHG).   The 
letter to environmental groups and 
politicians notes that “continued 
opposition to nuclear power threatens 
humanity’s ability to avoid dangerous 
climate change.”  The four signatories:  
James Hansen, Columbia University’s 
Earth Institute; Ken Caldeira, Senior 
Scientist, Department of Global Ecology, 
Carnegie Institute; Kerry Emmanuel, 
Professor of Atmospheric Science, MIT; 
and, Tom Wigley, Climate Scientist at 
the University of Adelaide call for 
“support for the development and 
deployment of safer nuclear power 
systems as a practical means of 
addressing the climate change problem.”  
The letter notes that renewables like 
wind and solar and biomass have roles to 
play but that in the real world there is no 
credible path to climate stabilization that  
does not include a significant role for 
nuclear power. 

Claims Against Finland’s TVO 
Reactor Delays Increase
On October 29, 2013 Reuters indicated 
that the French-German consortium, 
Areva-Siemens had increased their claim 
against the Finish Utility, Teollisuuden 
Voima (TVO) from 1.9 billion euros to 2.6 
billion.
The Olkiluoto-3, Finland’s fifth nuclear 
reactor was initially scheduled to begin 
operating in 2009.  Following repeated 

delays and rising costs, the plant is now 
scheduled to be in service by 2016.  The 
International Chamber of Commerce’s 
(ICC) arbitration court is addressing the 
dispute.  Areva started the process in 
2008, with an initial claim of 1.9 billion 
euros and in September 2012, TVO 
submitted a counter claim of 1.8 billion 
euros against the reactor’s supplier.
EDF is constructing another European 
Pressurized Water Reactor in France at 
Flammanville.  The budget for the project 
is up from 3.3 billion euros to 8.5 billion. 

Ontario’s Long-Term Energy 
Plan Survey Results Favour 
Nuclear
Early in October, the Ontario Power 
Authority (OPA) released the results of  
an on-line survey they did during the 
public consultations surrounding the 
province’s Long-Term Energy Plan 
review.  One question asked, “What 
guidelines should Ontario use for its 
future energy mix?”  Respondents 
were asked to rank the importance of 
five statements:  “We should continue 
to reduce emissions beyond 
eliminating coal; the lowest-cost 
source should be our first priority; I 
think the supply mix is fine as is. We 
need to focus more on conservation; 
natural gas is our best option; nuclear 
power is our best option; and, green 
energy (e.g., wind, solar) is our best 
option.”  Of the 7,870 respondents, the 
greatest number 4,526 ranked nuclear 
as number one.  By comparison, 642 
ranked conservation as the number 
one priority, 218 supported natural 
gas and 560 saw green energy as the 
best option.
Another question asked the following
—“We produce enough electricity to 

meet our needs, but in the past we had 
to import electricity from neighbours.  
Should we consider importing energy 
instead of building new sources of 
generation?  Choose one:” Thirty-nine 
of the respondents (the largest 
number) felt “We should never import, 
but build new generation sources in 
order to stay self-sufficient” and 
30.4% felt “We should only build new 
sources as electricity generation 
creates jobs for Ontarians.”  All of the 
results can be found at 
www.energy.gov.on.ca/en/ltep.

Toronto Nuclear Facility 
Poses No Health Risk
On October 24, 2012, the CNSC issued a 
news release regarding results of soil 
sampling taken at GE Hitachi Nuclear 
Energy Inc.’s (GEH-C) Toronto facility.
Ontario’s Ministry of the Environment 
(MOE) undertook the sampling in June 
2013.  The sampling was undertaken in 
response to community concerns about 
uranium concentrations in the soil 
resulting from air emissions from the 
facility, which has been operating since 
1955.
Based on the sampling results, the CNSC 
concluded that there are no health risks 
associated with the uranium in the soil.  
The CNSC’s report analysed samples from  
both the MOE and those from GEH-C’s 
regularly scheduled annual sampling 
campaign.  All results were found to be 
below the accepted standards and 
guidelines and were often below the 
natural levels of uranium found in 
Ontario soils.  The report, Uranium 
Levels in Soil Samples Around GE-
Hitachi Nuclear Energy Inc. Toronto 
Facility on the CNSC’s website at 
www.nuclearsafety.gc.ca .
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