
Message from the President
“Will Labour Win Big Riding the Green Train”?

Politicians of every stripe tout green 
energy as the salvation of our economy 
and the global environment. In 
particular, building more wind and 
solar generation is promoted as being 
one of the best ways to create tens of 
thousands of new, sustainable jobs 
while dramatically reducing greenhouse 
gas emissions.  As a result, 
governments are throwing billions of 

dollars at green investments. It’s no wonder that the U.S. $50 
B green stimulus package has unions, like the IBEW and U.S. 
Steelworkers, hedging their bets and joining the “green train.”  
However, three  European reports from 2009 show hat green 
investments don’t always deliver as promised.   
A Spanish study concluded that each wind industry job costs 
well over a $1 million dollars (U.S.) and that each “green” 
megawatt installed actually destroyed 5.28 jobs on average 
elsewhere in the economy.   Denmark’s Center for Policy 
Studies also concluded that each ”green” job was underpinned 
by a $90,000-$140,000 (U.S.) subsidy per year, equivalent to 
175-250% of the average pay of a manufacturing worker.  The 
third study by a German economic institute described, “green” 
job projections as optimistic and not including off-setting 
impacts, such as: “job losses as conventional generation is 
crowded out; indirect impacts on upstream industries; job 
losses and consumer loss of purchasing power due to higher 
electricity prices; and, the diversion of funds from potentially 
more beneficial investments.”
The greenhouse gas emission reduction track record is equally 
troubling.  Contrary to impressive claims, over the last five 
years, Denmark’s wind generation has met on average only 
9.7 per cent of the country’s electricity consumption.  In fact, 
most of what Denmark can’t use is exported to neighbouring 
countries at low prices, yet Danes pay  heavy subsidies to 
produce it.  Ironically, these exports do not save fossil fuel 
consumption or CO2 emissions in Denmark and supplant 
largely carbon neutral hydroelectric and nuclear generation in 
Norway and Sweden. 
Recently, Ontario’s Premier announced a $7 billion plus green 
energy deal with a South Korean consortium for 2,500 MW of 
new wind and solar generation.  The deal promises 16,000 
jobs and is lauded as the beginning of a new green economy 
for Ontario.  Critics claim only 2,500-4,000 permanent jobs 
will be created and at a substantial cost.  Others wonder how 
this consortium, a relative newcomer to renewable generation, 
will ensure Ontario can compete with the top ten well-
established wind and solar players, already controlling more 

than eighty per cent of the global market.  Nor to be 
overlooked are our neighbours like Michigan and New York 
who also want “green industry” or the recent “Buy America” 
mentality.
There’s lots of evidence clearly showing that investing $7 B to 
build new CANDU reactors now delivers a whole lot more.  
What’s most troubling is that our elected representatives are 
ignoring a proven “made-in-Canada” technology that can 
deliver real, high-paying, sustainable jobs, economic growth 
and environmental benefits. On top of that, Canada’s role as a 
nuclear technology leader would be secured. 
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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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Environment Commissioner Flags Risks in 
Ontario’s Climate Plan
The Environmental Commissioner (EC) of Ontario’ Annual 
Greenhouse Gas Progress Report for 2008/2009 raised some 
interesting concerns about Ontario’s Action Plan on Climate 
Change.  The EC’s report noted that the electricity sector was 
responsible for 17 per cent of province’s greenhouse gas 
(GHG) emissions, yet the sector represents the single largest 
contributor to the government’s 2014 and 2020 reduction 
targets.
Reference is made to the government’s suspension of the 
nuclear procurement process for two replacement reactors at 
Darlington.  Specifically, the report stated:

“While indicating a continuing commitment to modernize 
Ontario’s nuclear fleet and, therefore, retain nuclear as a 
key component of its generation mix, the government 
determined only one of three bids, from Atomic Energy of 
Canada Limited (AECL), met the terms and objectives 
outlined by the government.  Concerns regarding the 
quoted price, combined with uncertainty surrounding the 
future of AECL, led to the suspension.
A recent market assessment report has forecasted the 
OPA’s IPSP near-term capacity requirements at just over 
10,000 MW between 2008 and 2016.  The government 
originally assumed that just one quarter of this new 
capacity would come from natural gas; the emissions of 
which the ECO is assuming have been factored into its 
GHG forecasting.  However, based on the nuclear cost 
issues noted above, there is a distinct possibility that only a 
portion of new nuclear capacity planned will ever be built.  
The report cautioned that two-thirds of this capacity 
expansion will likely need to be met by natural gas.  The 
Ontario government should confirm, therefore, that his 
much higher natural gas contribution scenario has been 
factored into Ontario’s future GHG emissions forecasting.”



Bruce Power Has Traction
On December 17, 2009, the Government of Saskatchewan 
announced their strategic direction on uranium development in 
response to the recommendations of the Uranium Development 
Partnership  (UDP).   This announcement effectively shelves 
Bruce Power’s proposal to build a 1,000 MW of nuclear in that 
province.
The UDP, established by the government was given a mandate 
to identify, evaluate and make recommendations on 
Saskatchewan based opportunities for the province’s uranium 
industry.  The 12-member partnership included representatives 
from the Universities of Saskatchewan and Regina, urban and 
rural municipalities, business, labour, First Nations, the 
environmental community and Canada’s nuclear industry.  
Following extensive public consultations the Partnership had 
submitted a final report to the government in March 2009. 
In making the announcement, Saskatchewan’s Energy Minister, 
Bill Boyd stated that the Government did not support the UDP’s 
recommendation to accelerate plans for nuclear power, nor 
Bruce Power’s November 2008 proposal for a large-scale 
nuclear power plant in Saskatchewan at this time.  Boyd 
indicated that the province would be looking at all energy 
options.  SaskPower has been directed to include nuclear in the 
range of energy options available for additional baseload 
generation capacity in the medium and long-term after 2020.
The Minister acknowledged Bruce Power’s foresight, 
commitment and confidence in the Saskatchewan economy.  He 
also encouraged the company “to consider working with 
industry and government on opportunities that may arise from 
research into innovative reactor designs for implementation 
after 2020 and in concert with SaskPower’s electrical strategy.” 
In recent sessions for Units 1 and 2 Restart Project staff and 

contractors, Duncan Hawthorne, Bruce 
Power’s President and CEO 
emphasized the importance of showing 
continued “traction”.  Significant 
progress has been made in all areas, 
especially schedule adherence and the 
amount of work accomplished.  During 
the next six months, the focus will be 
on the valve program and restoration of 

power systems.  By the end of 
2010, most of the reactor and 
turbine generator work should 
be complete.  As well, the 

preparations to commission the steam generators and remove 
the bulkheads should be well underway.
Project staff were reminded that the next refurbishment projects 
depend on the performance in Units 1 and 2. Hawthorne noted 
that to do the next six units requires another $12 B at a time 
when the market is in recession, money supply is tight, demand 
has dropped by a couple of thousand megawatts and the 
refurbishment decision needs to be made soon.  This means 
continued momentum on the Restart Project to show investors 
the company can be trusted to deliver is crucial.
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New Deal for New Brunswick
Wide spread public opposition has led to significant changes to 
the New Brunswick Power/Hydro-Québec deal previously 
outlined in the CNWC’s December newsletter.  On the 20th of 
January 2010, New Brunswick’s Premier Shawn Graham 
announced details of the revised deal.
The province will now retain ownership and control of NB 
Power Transco and NB Power Disco as well as NB Power 
Holdco.  The latter company provides strategic direction, 
governance and support to the subsidiaries.  New Brunswick’s 
System Operator will continue to operate as an independent 
agency.
The new transaction valued at $3.2 billion (B) compared to the 
previous $4.75 B deal, will see Hydro-Québec acquire most of 
NB Power’s generation assets for $1.8 B.  These assets include 
seven hydroelectric generating facilities, two diesel peaking 
units located on the main grid and firm transmission rights 
associated with the acquired generation assets, involving 670 
MW of transmission rights with New England.  NB Power will 
continue to operate the Belledune and Coleson Cove thermal 
generating stations under a contractual arrangement with 
Hydro-Québec. 
Hydro-Québec will also purchase the Point Lepreau nuclear 
plant for $1.4 B around early January 2011, once refurbishment 
is complete.  Just days before announcing the new deal, New 
Brunswick’s Energy Minister Jack Keir suggested the province 
might sue AECL to cover replacement power costs caused by 
the refurbishment delays.  Press reports at the time suggested 
that power replacement costs could climb to $400 million if 
New Brunswick was unable to reach a deal with Hydro-
Québec. 
Two-thirds of the employees will continue to work for NB 
Power.  The $3.2 B paid for the assets is expected to be 
sufficient to retire the debt related to NP Power’s generation 
assets.  Transmission and distribution network revenues will 
service the remainder.  Hydro-Québec will act as a wholesaler, 
with fourteen terawatt hours of electricity being provided to 
NB Power by in accordance with the terms of a long-term 
power contract.  This power will cost 7.35 cents per kilowatt 
hour for the first five years.  Industrial customers will get the 
biggest price break.  The transaction is expected to close on or 
about March 31, 2010.

“After many years in the cold, nuclear power is back with a 
vengeance.  Concerns about energy security, fossil fuel prices, 

the environment and predictability of electricity prices have 
priced it back into the picture and political favour.  Britain’s 

past nuclear programme has not been helped by the fact that of 
the 19 reactors build, 15 are different designs.  The equivalent 
programs for France meanwhile are 58 and 3.  So perhaps for 

this reason and others, we should not be surprised that the 
companies that have the financial resources, the balance sheet 
strength, the portfolio diversity and the skills to deliver a new 

nuclear build programme in the UK –EDF, EON, RWE, Gaz de 
France, Iberdrola and maybe even Centrica and Vattenfall – are 

nearly all foreign.”

From “Securing Our Energy Future: Why and How it Must Be 
Done”, by Dan Lewis, Economic Policy Centre, London U.K   

December 2009

Duncan Hawthorne,
President and CEO, Bruce Power
Courtesy of Bruce Power



Cameco Goes North
For many years Cameco has undertaken extensive 
consultations with northerners to develop a better 
understanding of their concerns and aspirations.  Late last 
year, Cameco staff continued this practice with a tour of 
northern Saskatchewan communities.  Providing an update 
on current mine operations and the exploration projects for 
the 2010 winter program was a primary objective.  
Communities visited during the tour included: La Ronge/Air 
Ronge; Pinehouse Lake; Patuanak; Buffalo Narrows; Ile a la 
Crosse; Beauval; Fond du Lac; Stony Rapids; and Blake 
Lake.  A number of special presentations were also made.  In 
Fond du Lac, all of the employees from the community 
working for Cameco and its contractors were recognized in a 
special presentation.   Cameco’s social responsibility VP and 
the newly elected Chief of the Federation of Saskatchewan 
Indian Nations participated in the presentations.  
Another event involved the granting of joint donations from 
the Athabasca Working Group (AWG) 
for a new arena project and a summer 
playground to Chief Napoleon 
Mercredi of the Fond du Lac 
Denesuline First Nation.  The AWG, 
established by Cameco in 1993, 
represents: the communities of the 
Athabasca Basin; Black Lake 
Denesuline Nation; Fond du Lac 
Denesuline; and Hatchet Lake 
Denesuline; and the communities of 
Camsell Portage, Uranium City and 
Woolaston Lake; and, the Northern 
Hamlet of Stony Rapids.  AREVA 
Resources Inc is also a member.  
Funding also went to Black Lake for 
the planning stages of a proposed 
alcohol and drug treatment centre, a 
first for the Athabasca Basin 
communities.
On December 17th, 2009, Cameco 
announced that the dewatering and 
shaft remediation at the Cigar Lake 
project are proceeding as expected.   
The main shaft was safely re-entered 
by work crews on November 12th.  
Efforts continue to be focused on 
refurbishing the main shaft, now two 
thirds complete.  Water in the main shaft has been pumped 
down to the 475 metre-level.  Depending on the condition of 
the mine, dewatering and work to secure the underground 
development are expected to be complete between April and 
October 2010.  A technical report, expected by the end of the 
first quarter will include a timeline to production startup and 
an updated capital cost estimate. 

Darlington “New and Old”

On December 15th, 2009 the Joint Review Panel (JRP) for the 
Darlington New Nuclear Project held a technical session in 
Ottawa.  The Panel requested the half-day session to hear more 
about the three reactor technologies that could power the 
proposed station:  Atomic Energy of Canada’s ACR-1000; 

Areva’s ,EPR design and Westinghouse’s 
AP-1000.  The Panel was specifically 
interested in the principal design features; 
key safety systems and the key 
similarities and differences between the 
technologies.  As well they requested 
information on the cooling options and 
the waste management program.  Three 
presentations were given by Ontario 
Power Generation staff.  
Comparisons of the technologies were at 
a “global” level and focused on overall 
power output; basic pressure boundary 
technology; approaches to mitigating 
severe accidents; and the basic footprint 
of each technology. Information on four 
cooling options, including cooling towers 
was provided in the second presentation.  
OPG’s third presentation described the 
company’s current approach to used fuel 
and other wastes and decommissioning.
A webcast of the proceedings is available 
on the Canadian Environmental 
Assessment Agency’s website along with 
a transcript of the proceedings.  OPG’s 
three presentations have not yet been 
posted.
On January 25th and 26th, 2010 the JRP 

met to review a consolidated list of 120 proposed information 
requests from federal departments and agencies.  The next 
scheduled JRP meeting is March 15th and 16th, with the next 
information request deadline being March 2nd.   The 
environmental impact statement review stage for this project is 
scheduled to end on May 17th, 2010. 
OPG staff were kept busy in the lead up to Christmas dealing 
with the aftermath of an “inadvertent” release of de-mineralized 
light water containing tritium and hydrazine from the Darlington 
station to the environment, including some into the lake.  The 
first OPG notification to the public was issued following the 
release on December 21, 2009.  Three updates were issued on the 
22nd, two on the 23rd, and the last on the 24th.   The final update 
indicated that “testing of water samples taken from local water 
treatment facilities continues to indicate normal levels of tritium, 
in fact less than 1 per cent of the regulatory limit and consistent 
with normal operational activities.”  

Worth Repeating….
“Future of Canada’s Nuclear Renaissance?”

• Bruce and Nanticoke New 
Builds (Ontario) - Cancelled

• Darlington New Build – 
Suspended?

• Darlington – Life extension/
refurbishment?

• Pickering – Refurbishment?
• Point Lepreau 2…..?
• Saskatchewan New Build…?
• Alberta New Build…?

From a presentation by CNSC to the 
2010 ISOE North American ALARA 

Symposium/EPRI Radiation 
Protection Conference, January 11th, 

2010, Fort Lauderdale, Florida.
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Darlington NGS,
Courtesy of OPG
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The Canadian Nuclear Workersʼ 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:
CANADIAN UNION OF PUBLIC 
EMPLOYEES • CHALK RIVER 
TECHNICIANS AND TECHNOLOGISTS 
UNION • COMMUNICATION, ENERGY & 
PAPER WORKERS UNION • CANADIAN 
AUTO WORKERS UNION • QUEBEC 
ENGINEERS UNION • INTERNATIONAL 
ASSOCIATION OF FIREFIGHTERS • 
INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF 
MACHINISTS & AEROSPACE WORKERS • 
INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF 
ELECTRICAL WORKERS • POWER 
WORKERS UNION • PROFESSIONAL 
INSTITUTE OF THE PUBLIC SERVICE • 
PUBLIC SERVICE ALLIANCE OF CANADA • 
SOCIETY OF PROFESSIONAL 
ENGINEERS & ASSOCIATES • UNITED 
STEELWORKERS

In short...
New Federal Minister for Canada’s 
Nuclear File
On January 19, 2010, Prime Minister 
Harper announced a Cabinet shuffle.  The 
new Minister of Natural Resources is 
Christian Paradis, MP for Mégantic-
LÉrable in Québec.  His predecessor, Ms 
Raitt will become the Minister of Labour.  
Mr. Paradis was first appointed to the 
House of Commons in 2006 and was re-
elected in 2008.  Previously, Mr. Paradis 
was Secretary of State (Agriculture) and 
Minister of Public Works and Government 
Services in June 2008.  He was also a 
member of the Legislative Committee on 
Bill C-30, Canada’s 
Clean Air Act, sat on 
the Environment and 
Energy Security 
Committee of Cabinet 
and was a substitute 
member of the Treasury 
Board.

South Korea Commits to be Major 
Reactor Exporter
South Korea’s Minister of Knowledge 
Economy announced on January 13 their 
strategy to become one of the top three 
atomic energy powers in the world.  South 
Korea plans to export 80 nuclear reactors 
by 2030.  Six days later the United Arab 
Emirates announced a $20B dollar deal for 
four South Korean APR-1400 reactors 
over a French consortium led by Areva.
South Korea will “customize” export 
strategies to meet the needs of individual 
countries, attaining full technological self-
sufficiency that can bolster 
competitiveness, train more engineers and 
set up a steady fuel supply”. 

SNC-Lavalin Nuclear Awarded US 
Contract
On January 8th, SNC-Lavalin announced  
a contract with Xcel Energy to replace 
the Unit #2 steam generators at the 
Prairie Island Nuclear station (PINGP) in 
Welch, Minnesota.
Pending government approvals of a 
proposed license extension and 
generation capacity expansion, new 
larger capacity steam generators will 
replace the existing units, in operation 
since 1974.  SNC-Lavalin Nuclear 
(USA) had previously carried out the 
steam generator removal study for 
PINGP.
SNC-Lavalin Nuclear (USA) will 
provide design, engineering, 
manufacture, installation and 
construction of the necessary equipment 
and goods.  Engineering and 
procurement activities are underway.  
Work is expected to commence during 
the next outage in 2011 and the new 
steam generators will be installed during 
an outage in late 2013.

Nuclear Power Plant Cyber Security 
Agreement Signed 
The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (NRC) and the North 
American Electric Reliability 
Corporation (NERC) signed a 

Memorandum of Understanding on 
oversight of cyber security at U.S. nuclear 
power plants on January 11th.
The MOU is intended to ensure that both 
plant safety and the reliability of the bulk 
power system are protected.  
NRC and NERC agree to share 
information, and to consult and coordinate 
the extent practicable on inspection and 
audit processes, minimize any potential 
adverse effects from one organization’s 
compliance actions or directives on the 
other organization’s mandate.

Government of Canada Invites Investor 
Proposals for AECL Reactor Division
As the next step in the 
restructuring of Atomic 
Energy of Canada Limited 
(AECL), the Government of 
Canada invited investors on 
December 17th, 2009 to submit 
proposals for AECL’s commercial CANDU 
Reactor Division.  
The extensive review of AECL launched in 
November 2007 was “anchored” on three 
policy objectives:
• Ensuring Canadians have nuclear as a 

safe, reliable and economic clean energy 
option;

• Costs to the government are controlled 
while maximizing the return on the 
taxpayers’ investment; and

• Canada’s nuclear industry is positioned 
to seize domestic and global 
opportunities.

An investment summary of CANDU Inc, 
prepared by Rothschild is available on 
NRCAN’s website.  Investor proposals are 
to be submitted to N.M. Rothschild and 
Sons.  Each proposal will be evaluated on 
the three afore noted objectives.  No time 
line for the process was given.
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The Honourable Christian Paradis

Prairie Island Nuclear Generating Plant,
Courtesy of Xcel Energy
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