Appendix G

Comments by Discussion Question

This appendix includes all comments received, organized by discussion question. Similar comments are grouped together.
Each box represents a comment and each participant may have provided multiple comments, reflected with multiple
boxes. This appendix provides readers the opportunity to see all of the comments received for each discussion question
and what themes emerged.



Public Referendum

General preference for referendum

Provides clear yes/no question Referendum is anonymous




Public Referendum 5

Referendum provides a fair/democratic way to decide

Referendum is unbiased, not open to manipulation

Comments related to percentages required for a binding referendum




Public Referendum

Referendum combined with other activities

Referendum results should be considered even if minimum i )
SR I [P A Suggestion for mandatory referendum Referendum question should be clearly worded

Other Comments about Public Referendum




Opinion Polls & Surveys Community Panel

Collect a variety of opinions Representation of population in opinion polls & surveys

Provide independent review Should represent the communit
i - - - - - -

=3 - - -

Other comments or reason not given

Community Engagement Activities
Other comments or reason not given Way to have dialogue

Community engagement as a way of keeping community informed




Advisory Committee &‘g‘ﬁ Vote of Council 323iitse

Other comments or reason not given

I given - - - -

Council as representative of / elected by the community

= WW - - - - -

Votes of other Councils is important Project as an election issue in next election




Combination of Processes Other Comments

Comments recommending a combination

- - - - - e T
-- - - - Jetisigh

Decision is representative Other Comments

Representation / High Participation




1

Public Referendum 5

Voter turnout and/or apathy Lack of consensus building, potential to create division

Other concerns or about referendum or comments that its disliked o
Level of awareness / not being informed




1

. 2222
Vote of Council P

Concerns about bias, mistrust, being informed Not representative/ doesn't speak for everyone

Project was not an election issue/ Council not mandated to decide

- - - - - -

General




Opinion Polls & Surveys : Advisory Committee

Open to bias / manipulation / different interpretation Bias / Lack of independence

Concerns about sample size and who cometes surves Does not help educate Not representative of the community Ability to access / participate in CLC

Other Other Comments
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Community Engagement Activities 888 Community Panel

Not representative / Potential bias

Low attendance

Cause division / allow intimidation

Selection process Concerned about ability to get consensus
O-ther = - - - - -
Level of informed Other

Dislike of Everything Except A Referendum




Other Comments and Comments on Multiple Processes

; he Willi E P
Not representative/ don't allow everyone to speak Concerns about the Willingness Study and Engagement Process

- - - S wme

Potential for intimidation / manipulation / disinformation / bias

Concerns with limiting scope - - - - - -
e - - - -

Other




What would you like to ensure is included in the process to determine willingness?

Comments on the broad representation

Need to have a broad
participation -
measuring willingness

All residents need a
method to voice their
willingness or
unwillingness.

All residents have an
opportunity to be
heard

1/2 EVERY South Bruce resident
with a valid drivers license with
exceptions should be
PERSONALLY invited to have
their say - aka home mailing, not
online survey only.

1/2 All South Bruce
residents need to be
able to voice their
opinions.

All South Bruce
residents should be
represented.

Ensure those
opposed are heard

All South Bruce
residents and
landowners should be
consulted, to have their
vote.

2/2 (includes higher level high school
but not those too young to fully
understand all the way up to elderly - if
dementia is why no license, probably
not able to make an informed
decision, but if poor eyesight, then
would still be able to make informed
decision)

2/2 ldeally anyone within 50-100 kms
should be able to voice opinion since they
are all affected but the weight of their vote
should be prorated based on their
distance from the DGR (e.g., group results

for those within 10 kms, 11-25 kms,
>25kms) with individuals closest to the
DGR site having the most weight.

Comments on measuring "Informed"

All South Bruce
residents should be
represented, and only
South Bruce residents.

Each resident needs to have
a vote. Also this affects
those under 18 more than
those over 18 so their voices
should also be heard.

Everyone should
benefit including
those next door.

1/2 The willingness to listen is
essential on both sides of the
Issue. Deciding that people who
are not part of the yes faction
shouldn't be discounted as not
knowing enough about the
subject matter.

| think there should be some
consideration as to the age of those
who get to vote.... There are a lot of
elders in the community voicing their
opinion on what our community should
be, but the reality is, it is up to the
younger generations to decide what
kind of community we want.

Those who "don't care” are
Included in the numbers
somehow. All residents

should have the opportunity
to express their opinion

Broad representation
and feedback from
community members

Wanting to get people
out and having easier
access to participate
it's about the quantity

of people

2/2 People may not know much
about generating nuclear power but
they know whether or not they want

a radioactive dump next door. If

you're looking to determine
willingness, don't discount the "no"
side as uninformed.

| support processes that consult
the whole community. This means
that a relatively high degree of
approval would need to be
established from a large
proportion of the population.

Minority opinions do
need to have their time
to be heard, either for
or against the project.

Honesty.... listening to

the people of the
Community...

All residents and land owners
need to feel included and know
that their voices are being heard.
Residents need to feel safe in
expressing their opinions and that
they won't be targeted for having
those opinions.

| think it Is Important to ask
all types of people, not just
those who are the loudest
talkers and who have
already biased nearly
everyone's view.

If a public vote is used, voters
should first be informed by
attending a presentation of the
"results of technical and social
studies before deciding" in order
to counter all the misinformation
that has been circulated.

I'd like to see some sort of
"informedness" measured. There is a lot
of false information being circulated as

true, and sadly many community
members are buying into the fear
mongering. Those opinions should be
counted, but weighted differently when
they are not based on facts.

Feelings that residents
need to be fully
informed about these
pieces before having a
referendum.

Informed means differently for
those for or against the project. It
can't be the CLC, NWMO, the
municipality or any scientific
group associated with NWMO.
How do you get people to trust
Impartial information.

How do we measure
informed?

Community members

want to understand so

that they can make an
iInformed decision.

What to know what is
willingness.

Understand the science/results

A presentation of the
borehole results and if
the results were
optimal to host a DGR

Extensive
environmental impact
studies

Up-to-date information
and study results to
assess for
socioecomonic and
environmental impacts

Social, economic, and
scientific impacts
need to be made

public

| also think some study
results need to be viewed
before deciding but those
results need to be presented
In @ manner that is useful to

all people.

Want to understand the
monitoring programs being
proposed (will is be 24/7/3657)
If there were to be an issue,
how quickly it will be addressed
in a timely manner?

Let’s try and follow
the science

Residents need to see
results of the technical
and social impact
studies before making a
decision.

What will impacts be on
those Iin proximity to the
site? Lots of benefits
and no one should be

left behind

Interest in the science
related to this work.
Concerns about how
residents can learn more

(about these 2 pieces).

The "loud talkers" want to see
all of the individual data points
but they don't know what to do
with them and would likely not
understand them and take them
out of context.

The timing is important - need
information on: geological
surveys, how risks associated
with the rock here is good/
bad/different than Ignace

Explanation of what
the borehole samples

have determined

Science needs to be clearly
defined. Social impact
assessment must be fully
complete. Clear understanding of
the project benefits including
what the CofE would look like for
our community.

When is the "point of
no return"?

Study results should
be available before
determining
willingness

Borehole results, socio economic
studies, some “off ramps” for the
municipality if we are unhappy with
information that appears after we say
we’re willing - we shouldn’t be locked
in forever if something life changing is
made known.

Understand what the actual
economic impact is to our
municipality, jobs (unskilled
and skilled), and will they be
able to source it from the
municipality

Comments on meeting the Guiding Principles

The Guiding Principles need to
be met by South Bruce and/or
NWMO as well as have
provisions to renegotiate if
there are changes in the
storage process.

Guiding principals
met by all

Guiding principles are more
like dream principles. eg You
can't tell people where to live.
Consequently whole concept

IS tainted.

Would like to see
more study/public
knowledge on likely
Impacts for residents

expert opinions and
research

We need to see results

from the research and

studies before we can
decide willingness

full disclosure of the possible
negative events or effects
that could be resultant of the
town moving forward with
this program.

we need to see results of the
environmental studies to be
sure that the environment is not
negatively affected as well as
the health and safety of our
residents must be ensured

A chance to see how the
concerns are addressed.
This Is design changes that
mitigate the damage a
fallure could cause the
aquifer.

Information from this survey,
workshop comments, confirmation
that Guiding Principles have been
met and other public input must be
provided to all residents for review,

then hold a Public Referendum.

The science should be
known before any
determination is made
one way or another.

Results from all
studies.

As much information
(ex. Borehole) is
gathered as possible
prior to making a
decision

Surveys/studies that
produce objective data
on the preferred
process to determine
willingness.

Need to wait for the testing
to be complete, and
everyone needs to make
there own vote/decision with
out the peer pressure of
certain groups

and all guiding
principles are met by
both South bruce and
NWMO



Comments on safety

What would you like to ensure is included in the process to determine willingness?

Ultimately want to
protect what's
already here in the
community

All information regarding the
safety of transporting
nuclear waste on our roads.
All long term affects to the
land, waterways, animals,
and people.

1/3 All safety criteria must be
met. Ongoing financial
support of the community
and specific infrastructure
iInvestments must be agreed

to.

There are other ways to handle the
nuclear waste. Noted about other
ways to handle the nuclear waste.
Concern about giving up farm land to
host/store this waste. Concern about
dangers of this project and need to
know if this project will be hosted here,
If yes residents will move.

There are conflicting
views of what is safe.

Ultimately - all want to
protect our waterway. Need
to engage the community in

a way that provides the
science so that they can
understand

2/3 Community resources
like child care and things like
a dedicated bike path from
town to the facility for
employees needs to be
included.

all safety concerns
are addressed

Need to know if it can
be built safe

Have so many questions on the
claims that the NWMO is making
on safety but they really don't
allow other experts with
diverging thoughts speakers to
come present.

3/3 And the centre for
excellence must be on
the site with the DGR -
not at the opposite end
of the municipality.

Comments on the community division & safety

Be sure it is a safe
option to bury it

This stuff is already sitting
by the lake being stored.
So as time goes on, we
need to be looking at
something that is better.

1/2 the consequences
to the community if
there is a spill or a leak
during filling the
reservoilr

Current lack of
understanding. They haven't
told me the fail safes are for

the aquifer contamination.
Nuclear is built around fall
safe.

If this is it or not, I'm not
sure but there is a
certain level of risk
associated with iIs
currently going on

2/2 and/ or water
contamination to the
aquifer or the Great

lakes

Personal security,

public reputation,

friendships, while
having open dialogue.

The longer we let this
fester, the longer it will
take for this community

will need to heal.

Life has been put on hold, family is
interested in the farm, however this
put on hold because of the concerns
about this project. Concerns about
safety of the project. The sooner this
referendum takes place residents can
decide to move or stay in South
Bruce.

There are already too
many things that have
gone wrong. NWMO is
big and doesn't care
about this community.

Comments on Youth Participation

There have been some
difficult situations
(threatened, intimidation).
How can we get them to
feel safe and participate.

Privacy is also important,
SO people can vote as

they wish without having

to worry about being
vilified.

We are a small town, everyone
knows one another. It has
influence over careers, mental
health of kids at school, etc.

Having it safe, supportive, and
respectful.

If we want our opinions
to be respected, that

means we also need to
respect the opinions of

others.

We are at a point where
neighbours don't talk, family
members don't talk, and people
don't go to church out of concern
that they may sit beside/behind
someone with differing opinions.

Concerned that in an open
setting that intimidation
(commitment and consent)

would have an affect.

Depending on the

Youth need a say: they need

Make sure that Youth have a

Given the timeline of the proposed

Comments on continuing Community engagement activities

community
engagement - listen
to dissent and
address

With Covid large meetings have been
canceled. | would like to see meetings
with open debate. This would allow
everyone to ask their questions to an
expert panel. These meetings would
need to have a structure and a method
to control the debate. i.e. and
independent facilitator.

| think it’'s important to have clear
communication about the steps being
taken, evidence that concerns have been
raised & heard, and then update on the
ultimate decision taken by the leadership
and the reasoning behind it. This could
take the form of TV & newspaper ads,
social media, or direct mail newsletters.

Comments on the community benefits

Local jobs first
commitments from
NWMO

The town has a said made by

a final vote in council. Make

sure it’s valued at how much

of a rise in infrastructure and

tax base the “DGR” will bring
to our community.

Think about a swipe or a digital
signing of a petition. It can be
completed in a couple seconds
without thought. How can the
process be communicated/
engaged in a simpler way

Leverage social
media to report back
to the community

Community panel
should represent
everyone - good range
of people, not just
random

Should this go forward
- there iIs a way to
collaborate with the
agricultural community

There should also be some form of
commitment to what NWMO will
contribute to the community going
forward (municipal tax contributions,
continued well being, road
maintenance and upgrades)

Meeting in person - will
get a better turnout for
things like town halls,

engagements, etc.

See local service clubs
involved (chambers, etc)
the proactive and pro
development voices.
Engage those groups

Conditions which
have to be met (i.e.
maybe jobs going to
SB residents first)

Is there a timeline

and details on the

potential economic
spin off?

Comments on Saugeen Ojibway Nation Participation

Are there more In
person opportunities?
Kitchen tables or
corner of the street,
coffee, etc.

some sort of bbq,
meeting to help
educate

By being a willing host - we have

the opportunity to have a say on

the terms of the agreement for
this Project (example to include or

not include nuclear arms or
medical waste).

More events were community
engagement is involved not just
town hall meetings with the
leaders of the willing to listen
and the anti dgr but in the
community.

An independent company
with no affiliation to NWMO
could do a survey. But the
questions need to be
worded clearly.

Concerns over future
job opportunities. One
persons safe is different
than anothers definition

of safe.

Such was the case when the SON
decided on their unwillingness
towards the dgr proposed for low-
intermediate waste. Why shouldn't
the same method be used here in
South Bruce?

This decision impacts
the youth - quantity
the youth opinion in

the process

all the information from a
neutral party in the schools to
give the good the bad and the
ugly. Include students that are

away at university.

processes selected -
youth having
representation and a
voice

built, | believe it is important that the
high school aged citizens are well
iInformed on the proposal and given
an opportunity to express an opinion.
This will be to their benefit or
detriment.

voice because our
generation is the one who
will ultimately be the one
who lives with the outcome

Interest in Indigenous
voices regarding this
project

More important than this, | think people below
voting age should have a say. This could include
those who have taken Gr. 10 Civics, all high school
students, all students, or everyone who can
indicate an opinion one way or the other. This is
important because the project will have very long-
term impacts; most of those who may be affected
by it have not been born, but the least we can do
Is give those who have been born a voice.



What would you like to ensure is included in the process to determine willingness?

Comments on the continuing education in a way that is transparent, accurate, clear, simple, and factual information

How do we educate
people who don't
have an interest or

just say no

An understanding of
the current situation
and how it's being
stored

People need to
understand what this

IS. People don't know
what a DGR is.

Educate on the good
and the bad.

sharing more about
the project other then
just the DGR

After ensuring that the residents
who wish knowledge of the
project, have all of the
information, about ALL of the
risks and potential benefits, not

just those put forth by the NWMO

The decision made is
an informed one and
not an emotional one

a truly informed and
educated decision

then a democratic
referendum should take
place, with a straight-
forward, easily understood
question, with a simple yes
Or N0 answer

Concern with the Willingness Study Process

Equal funding for the people "for"
and "against" this project. It seems
at the present time that all the
money is on one side - where is the
funding for the other side so they
can provide their info?

Decision on how to
“count” those people
who don’t care to
participate in the
process."

Doesn't think that the
process is fair because
of the involvement from

the Municipality from

the get-go

It Is @ decision that
individually need to make
(including council). Would
look to council to support

the decision of the

community.

The municipality Is
biased and that is why
there is concerned for

their involvement.

Meaningful means that

iInput | provide actually

gets taken into account
In the decision

Concern for the influence that
the Municipality may have on
others in the community after
hearing what was said in a
workshop or other

consultation

The intent of the NWMO and
the municipality is to repeat
the information over and
over again so that the
community is forced into
accepting it.

There has been a lot
of wrong-doing from
the start.

It seems to me that 'determining
willingness' is just one more way of
prolonging the decision. Yes all SB

residents should be represented and
results of the various studies should

be seen, but is it going to make a
difference in the end? It is looking

like a foregone conclusion.

How are you (GHD)
going to get more
people involved and
give more perspective?

Agree with the above and
would like this to come from
council to publicly announce

a broad timeline so that
people can prepare to

become informed.

The CLC information
IS too scientific, It is
not communicated In
my language

making the information
shared in a way that ALL
kinds of people can
understand fully

Keep it simple - the
process

Concern that
municipality does not
actually want residents

to participate.

The Municipality should
only receive the input
when the community
sees the report back

Safe-concerns residents

do not feel safe to fill out

a workbook as this will be
sent to council ans

saved.

It Is every community
members to investigate
further and beyond what's
provided in the paper, CLC,
NWMO, etc. - it is our duty
to dig into the information

community should
help educate
neighbours

Simplity, people who
are experts can
explain it well

Fact checking of
groups and persons

Veto rights.
Compensation.
Remedies for failures.

| would like to hear
recommendations from GHD
consulting after this process on how
they think we should proceed.
Would like to hear a
recommendation from them due to
their expertise in consultations.

In my opinion it is hard to not feel
that the money donated to the
towns and council and the close
relationship with NWMO over the
last 10 years or so are not
indirectly affecting their view of
this project.

Feels like there isn't a lot of
trust in the CLC. NWMO
speakers have the floor and

few that speak out against
the NWMO. Very pro-DGR

Transparency from
both sides (for and
against)

A clear understanding
that this process is

regulated by the CNSC

MEASURABLE. Anything
other than a measurable
activity, such as a vote,
cannot fairly determine what
community sentiment is.

Asking the
community their
opinion on how to

do your job (GHD)

Consideration of

how many people

participate in this
consultation

Doesn't like
Municipal staft
during the
Workshop

Making sure that the goal
posts / parameters for
what is included and
what is not included is

very clear for all

| would like to see all reports
presented in a non bias way
to allow residents to form an
individual opinion and allow
them to vote on their opinion

Hopeful for more
participation In
the process

Is it right to be asking
the community how it
should be done, or
defer to consultant

Don't overburden
community on the how
- people want to get to
the actual discussion/

decision

If a referendum is selected,
need to have enough time to
allow factual information and

engagement activities to
associated

Important that there is
straight forward factual
iInformation provided to the
community in a way that is
easy for all to understand

Municipality wants to
push this forward -
Municipality shouldn't
be present when our
thoughts are shared

If we are defering to

consultant, wouldn't

that be giving up the
right to an opinion

When results
presented, will we
Know how many
participate in the
Process?

Very important that
people are informed of
factual details and
allowed to form their
Oown opinions.

A very transparent
process from all
parties.

Information should be provided
on how other communities have
determined willingness on
projects of this size. (My bet is
that 9 out of 10 times it was by
way of a formal vote in a
referendum or plebiscite.

People are tired
of doing surveys

The process to determine willingness
has to include a commitment to a
referendum which would give all

south bruce residents representation.

Not all guiding principles are
satisfactory, a switchboard survey
informed council of this

Accurate information

Full transparency with
all processes in all
communities.

dont want to
have more
meetings

Hopeful that at end of
this study, that the
result/process moving
forward is accepted in
the community.

Could report to Council
come sooner than Nov if
report back period
doesn't turn up major
changes/feedback?



What would you like to ensure is included in the process to determine willingness?

Comments on Important Considerations for Referendum

AN accurate question

on the public
referendum.

Everyone needs to
have a voice In this
decision.

A third party with absolutely no
ties to the situation needs to be
called in to count votes, so there
IS no funny business by either
side. Let the people living and
raising families in the community
decide what willingness means.

If | knew | had a vote, | would be
more at ease. | came on this
workshop because | am close in
proximity to the proposed project
and i am opposed, but there is a
lot of common ground on this
call.

Understanding this - a
referendum allows people
to vote if they agree/
disagree individually on if
this is the solution

Not sure how they feel
on if a vote for
referendum should be
In the municipality or
broader

How many times
do | have to say
NO

All South Bruce and
surrounding municipalities
should vote on this as all
will be affected by the
water

a large majority of the people
need have a say in the final
vote and | need to be assured
that what the people want is
upheld throughout the entire
project

just have a vote and get this over
with by the people. | am sure

there are other things people can
be putting there time to other

than fighting the system you have
created with this willingness.

The wording for
referendum has to be
simple

Referendum needs to be
held soon so residents
can make the decision to
move away from the
dangers of this project.

| think you have to
Ive people the
option to vote online
or from home.

If the community on whole new that
there was a timeline and that even if
that needs to be flexible depending
on the results of the studies. Can't be
a specific date but a timeline that gets
communicated/updated to the
community by Council.

Every ratepayer should
have an opportunity to
say yes or no -
basically a referendum

All South Bruce residents must be
represented by equal vote. Need
to be broad participation in
decision. Need to be anonymous.
Need to happen in a timely
manner. Community is being
destroyed.

a clear yes or no vote
referendum

Simple clear
question: do you
want a DGR in South
Bruce Yes or no

Determine what percentage

of people for/against
determines willingness, eg

51% gets to decide, or 65%
upport is needed to
proceed, etc.

Give your opinion yes
or no

We should be shooting
for far greater than 50%
of the population to
provide input

le do you want this process to happen
in South Bruce? Why? The past survey
was worded the people feel informed.
That doesn’t mean that they want it. It
just means they are informed. Why is
council so afraid to ask the question
plain and simple? Yes or no.

| dislike the assumptions built into the
referendum as presented that the bar for
approval is 50% support with 50% turnout
and that only people of voting age have a
voice. | believe higher turnout should be
required, and possibly a higher rate of
support as well. 25% support and 50%
pathy does not sound like an indication of
“willingness” to me.

| think before we go any
further and get ensnared by
the process to the point where
we can't back out that a
referendum should be held as
soon as legally possible.

There needs to be a vote, and
available to absolutely anyone
within South Bruce, even shift
workers who may need extended
hours to participate in “in person”
voting circumstance.

Either you want to do
It or not. Either yes,
no, or can't be
bothered

Referendum should
be dependent on the
completion of some of
the key studies

Everyone who is
entitled to vote can
vote - don't see a
limitation for those
entitled to vote

The only true way to have an
informed community is if both
sides can provide their info and
then let the people decide and
vote on the willingness on

having the project.

In the referendum, | think in
addition to "yes" and "no"
options, there should be a

"not yet; insufficiently
informed" option.

If a referendum is
chosen as the deciding
factor at least 80% of
South Bruce must vote
for any credibility

A simple survey. You
either agree to host
or not. This survey

does not do that.

Referendum is one
specific question;
making it hard to give a
yes or no given size of
Project

Secret ballot (do not have
to divulge). We are
supposed to be a

democratic country but
sadly there will be bullying

Agree with the above but would
like to see a commitment to a
referendum being at the end

regardless of other activities. It
would take the edge off of the
community members

Not sure of all the

rules around a
referendum

If the referendum did not pass but many of

rejections were of the latter form, the
NWMO could keep working with the

community and hold another referendum
later. This would have the potential to save
a lot of time and money by not needing to
completely restart the process of finding a

host community.

Comments with Questions and/or Concerns about the Site Selection Process

| feel that the Liaison
Committee and Council have
not looked very closely at the
cons of this proposed project
only the pros.

phone surveys - don't
answer the phone if
don't recognize the
number

CLC is no longer a
good forum

How will the
infrastructure of
South Bruce change?

Where is the waste
coming from? What is
the traffic going to be

like?

Is there any
compensation due to
property value loss

do not burry it -
experiment, risk
IS to DbiIg

want voice heard that
doesnt want this
project to happen -
shouldn't get burried

anywhere

| would like gauantees that if
this project goes through
that anything that goes
wrong during and after the
project is looked after fairly.

The opposition speak of the goal
posts that keep moving. used the
example of only Canadian waste
will be here, they go further to say
for a price, this will be a world
"dump”

Realization that something
needs to be done - there is
always a goal. There will
always be waste as long as
there is nuclear operations
on-going.

Will we be able to
satisfy them? Can the

government make a
commitment?

We need honesty,
truthfulness, accountability

from local council,
provincial and federal
governments.



What information do you need to participate meaningfully?

Comments on the results of the borehole drilling, the studies, and the impact assessment

Scientific: the good
the bad the ugly

Environmental
assessment before
deciding

More research
completed before
community says yes/
NO

scientific evidence

that the geology is
safe and that the

aquifer is protected

| would like to follow
the scientific
evidence

scientific evidence
that the geology is
safe

other science from
around the world
varies from NWMO

| have seen the research and
presentations. | am a science based

person, however with something this big,

which could effect our people and land
for generations, we have to be willing to
understand that science has been wrong
before, and accidents can happen,
regardless of safeguards.

other scientific from
other sites made
available

| want to see
scientific evidence to
ensure it's safe
before deciding

Scientific evidence should
be widely available long
before any sort of decision
IS made so safety can be a
valid discussion

This study should give
a sense of level of
information, approval/
not In community

Science is constantly evolving- what
does the science say today vs. what
science say in 15 years? Need for

science to review Nobel prize winners

from Europe. This will provide more
options for what to do with the
nuclear waste in questions.

If the geology is not suitable
willingness should not matter.
Therefore it should be made
clear that it will be safe and the
science behind that
determination shown to the
community

Engineer & scientist
reports

Enviro Assessment
could change minds.

| think we need the scientific

evidence that the repository

will ensure the safe storage

of the used fuel for a veryu
long time

| think "more info",
more answers, more
research needed

Borehole Results

Borehole results -
what is rock like

Same as above. | feel | need
to know the borehole results
and results from the NWMO
to determine it’s safe for our
community

| would like to see study results,
borehole results, and environmental
Impact assessments completed prior
to deciding if we are informed and
willing. The community host package
would be ideal to have details of as
well.

| want to see
scientific evidence
that the geology is
safe

Will property value
change? Employment
(socio-economic
projections)

Wide communication
on borehole work

Would like to see all the studies
published. | assume there will be
a community impact study that
goes with the bore hole study,
ground water study,
environmental impact etc.

Borehole results

proving the South

Bruce geology is
optimal

Make a decision after
we know about the
rock formation.

Need to look at what
the options are, and
what risks are with
each. What option is
safest

1. How much in
property tax will they
pay each year?

Impact analysis

| want to see information
regarding potential impacts on
environment, motives behind the
participation in the program, and
solid proof that the waterways
will be protected:

Impact on human health and
animal health, key industries
example nuclear, economic
Impact, prosperity, what does
South Bruce look like in 30
years

What are the socio
economic impacts of
this proposal and how

will you mitigate them?

Least risky for
longest amount of
time. Safest option

Sale prices has
Impacted property
values of neighboring
farms

Impact of community
in future.

Impacts on South
Bruce, County - what
are they

Impact on agriculture,
housing, jobs,
economy

All these studies need
to be reviewed and
published prior to any
decision.

The project must be
proven to be safe
(water and air

quality)”

What regulatory criteria will
be used? How does NWMO
ensure it has more than a
compelling set of assertions
from the licensee?

How Is my property
going to be impacted

Understand how they
are protecting the
environment

Any dangers to land,
waterways, animals,
and people.

The basic facts on

how the geology is

safe and aquifer is
projected

| am sure no one wants to go
back to the days when this area
was covered in trees and rocks
with no roads, homes or having
to produce all our own food. We
all like our comforts.

How contaminated liquids
are handled and stored.
How do we ensure that the
scope of the project isn't
Increased beyond what
South Bruce has agreed to.

Risk assessment plan
(Environmental,
Socioeconomic)

Environmental impact

Scientific evidence is
very important to me
and true estimates of
employment, not vague
promises.

scientific evidence

All site information needs
to be available before the
community can make an
iInformed decision, rock
make up, aquifers, etc.

retrievability, future
research and uses

Information and
studies from the
experts in the field.

| want to know what is being considered in
terms of the impact on this area re: poverty
line, housing, farm land availability and value,
socioeconomic status changes and retail
impact, number of jobs and whether local
individuals who were RAISED (not just
currently reside) in South Bruce will be given
precedence and training over individuals
outside of this area.

Scientific results, based on
research around the world.
Need to know what the risks
are, and that our community
will be safe for many
generations to come.

Scientific evidence is very
Important. Humans have
changed this planet in
many ways, this is called

progress.

Water shelf/source -
possibility of
contamination being
discussed

hearing expert analysis
more important than
repetitive questions

Comments on More Information on the advantages & disadvantages and the risks

Need information on how the

| need unbiased

stats on all the
positives and
negatives of the
project

Compensation plans
for things such as
property value
declines

Conversation
surrounding that there
IS no perfect solution,

without risk.

a risk benefit analysis
backed up by evidence
submitted by both
sides

University of Waterloo
study of large project
Impacts on rural

communities

project will negatively affect
South Bruce. The only
information that is currently
presented is how safe it is and
how wonderful the economic
benefits will be.

Honest information
represented from
both sides.

Project positively and
negatively impacts
children.

The advantages and
disadvantages of the
project.

iInformation oh both
Pros and Cons. | have
questions that | would
love answered!

What percent of waste would come from
Bruce Power vs other Ont. plants vs out of
province. What timeline would waste be
moved on, ie to deal with 'build up', there
after? Are we looking at seeing trucks on
the road every day? Comparison of
'project’ to salt mine at goderich that we
can relate to .

| want to know what is being considered in
terms of the impact on this area re: poverty
line, housing, farm land availability and value,
socioeconomic status changes and retail
impact, number of jobs and whether local
individuals who were RAISED (not just
currently reside) in South Bruce will be given
precedence and training over individuals
outside of this area.

| need to know WHEN
and HOW to provide
my opinion when it
comes time to make
that decision.

What notes were taken in early discussions 2005-
2010 by county council regarding this proposal?
Other than geological concerns what was the
criteria for deselection of other communities that
showed interest? Was proximity to the current
inventory of nuclear spent fuel a motivating factor
to locate in South Bruce? Will processing of spent
fuel from smr's be done before disposal in this dgr
and will it be done here in South Bruce?

Impossible to keep the

standard of everyone

benefitting when there
are some who will insist
they are at disadvantage

More info on the cons side
of such a project in the
community - it seems we
have only received one side
of this project yet.

Consider real
disadvantages versus
perceived
disadvantages

discussion about
risks about the
Project - realistic,
plausible

We need a guarantee

that the drinking water

will not be effected by
this project
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Comments on the factual, reputable, unbiased, independent information Comments on trust and transparency
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Concerns with the NWMO Site Selection Project Concerns with the Willingness Study process
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Comments on need to continue to inform and engage the Community Comments on a variety of ways to inform and engage in a clear, simple, and accessible way

Comments on engaging many to have broad representation
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Comments on understanding the Saugeen Ojibway Nation process Comments on the community benefits

Comments on community division and concerns of community participation

Comments on the importance of this decision within the Community
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Comments on Referendum Comments on the Community being informed
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