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Summary of Key Findings

OPG’s group of “independent experts” have confirmed that the
DGR design will ultimately rely on dilution, using a combination
ground water, rain water and surface waters, including the water
of Lake Huron

The uncertainties with respect to the waste inventory appear to
have increased rather than decreased

There are increased uncertainties associated with a generally
held expectation that the addition of decommissioning wastes
will increase the amount of gas generated within the repository,
which in turn can be expected to have serious repercussions for
the safe operations of the facility

Issues persist with respect to the Geoscience Verification Plan
and the functioning of the barriers, particularly the shaft seal

OPG’s claim of successful operation having been demonstrated
through international experience is unfounded
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Review of OPG Additional Information

* Methodology used to determine the
significance of adverse environmental effects

* Updates to the geoscientific verification plan
* Expansion plans for the DGR project

* Relative risk analysis of alternative means of
carrying out the project

* Implications of revisions to the reference
waste inventory

* Applicability of Recent Incidents at the Waste
Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) to the Safety Case
for the DGR Project
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Additional Issues / Areas of Comment

Annotated version of Chapter 4 of EIS
Additional Registry Postings
Assessment Standard

. . .




Conclusions

Ontario Power Generation has not provided the
Joint Review Panel with a basis for approving the
Environmental Assessment, the Application for a
License to Prepare the Site, or the Application for
a Licence to Construct the proposed Deep

Geo
leve
Nuc

ogic Repository for low and intermediate
radioactive wastes at and below the Bruce

ear Site
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