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SCREENING DECISION REPORT
NIRB FILE NO.: 09MNO003

CNSC File No.: 2.04, e-DOC: 3333038
EC File No.: 4703 001 006

INAC File No.: 5510-5-25

DFO File No.: 08-HCAA-CA7-00052

March 13, 2009

Honourable Minister Chuck Strahl

Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development
10 Wellington, 21% Floor

Gatineau, QC

K1A OH4

Via email: Strahl.C@parl.gc.ca

Re: Screening Decision for AREVA Resources Canada’s “Kiggavik” Project Proposal

Dear Honourable Minister Strahl:

As can be seen from the more detailed comments below, the Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB or
Board) is recommending that AREVA Resources Canada Inc.’s “Kiggavik” uranium mine project
proposal be the subject of a public review pursuant to Section 12.4.4 (b) of the Nunavut Land Claims
Agreement (NLCA).

Legal Framework
The primary objectives of the NIRB are set out in Section 12.2.5 of the NLCA. This section reads:

In carrying out its functions, the primary objectives of NIRB shall be at all times to protect
and promote the existing and future well-being of the residents and communities of the
Nunavut Settlement Area, and to protect the ecosystemic integrity of the Nunavut Settlement
Area. NIRB shall take into account the well-being of the residents of Canada outside the
Nunavut Settlement Area.

Subsection 12.4.2 (a) of the NLCA directs the NIRB, when screening a project, to recommend a public
review when in its judgement:

(i) the project may have significant adverse effects on the ecosystem, wildlife habitat or Inuit
harvesting activities,

(if)  the project may have significant adverse socio-economic effects on northerners,

(iii) the project will cause significant concern, or
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(iv) the project involves technological innovations for which the effects are unknown

Pursuant to Subsection 12.4.2 (b), a review is generally not required when, in NIRB’s judgement, the
project is unlikely to arouse significant public concern and;

(i)  the adverse ecosystemic and socio-economic effects are not likely to be significant, or
(i) the project is of a type where the potential adverse effects are highly predictable and
mitigable with known technology

Subsection 12.4.2 (c) instructs the NIRB to give greater weight to the provisions of 12.4.2 (a) in
determining whether a review is required or not.

Procedural History and Background

On November 25, 2008, the Board received the “Kiggavik” mine project proposal from AREVA
Resources Canada Inc. (AREVA). The proposed “Kiggavik” project is located in the Kivallig Region,
approximately 80 kilometres (km) west of Baker Lake.

On November 26, 2008, the NIRB informed AREVA that the project proposal appeared to be located in
an area which required conformity to the Keewatin Regional Land Use Plan (KRLUP) and would require
a conformity determination from the Nunavut Planning Commission (NPC).

By January 16, 2009, the NIRB received a positive conformity determination from NPC for AREVA'’s
“Kiggavik” project. The correspondence also indicated that, with respect to sections 3.5 and 3.6 of the
KRLUP which require review of all issues relevant to uranium exploration and mining by the NPC, as
well as approval of the people of the region, the NPC has concluded that these requirements have been
met. The NIRB assigned this project proposal file humber 09MNO003. An Executive Summary of the
project proposal as submitted may be reviewed in Appendix A to this decision.

This application was distributed to various interested Federal and Territorial Agencies, Inuit
Organizations, and those communities and organizations of the Kivallig region potentially affected by this
development.

The Parties were asked to review the application and provide the NIRB with comments by February 10,
2009 regarding:

o Whether the project proposal is likely to arouse significant public concern; and if so, why;
Whether the project proposal is likely to cause significant adverse eco-systemic and socio-
economic effects; and if so, why;

e Whether the project is of a type where the potential adverse effects are highly predictable and
mitigable with known technology, (please provide any recommended mitigation measures); and

e Any matter of importance to the Party related to the project proposal.

On February 13, 2009, a request for an extension to provide comments was received from the
Government of Nunavut. Additional time was granted for all Parties to provide comments on the
Kiggavik project to February 18, 2009.
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On or before February 19, 2009, NIRB received comments from the following interested Parties:

Kivallig Inuit Association

Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated

The Community Coalition Against Mining Uranium

Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission

Baker Lake (Kangiglinig) Hunters and Trappers Organization (various members individual
submissions under single cover)

Athabasca Denesuliné Negotiation Team

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Mary Jo Cullen from Toronto, Ontario

Barbara Mueller from Baker Lake, Nunavut

Environment Canada

Baker Lake Concerned Citizens Committee

Transport Canada

MiningWatch Canada

Beverly and Qamanirjuaq Caribou Management Board

Forum Uranium Corp.

Fisheries and Oceans Canada

Natural Resources Canada

Parks Canada

Lutsel K’e Dene First Nation, Wildlife, Lands and Environment Department
Government of Nunavut, Department of Executive & Intergovernmental Affairs
Paula Hughson from Baker Lake, Nunavut

Baker Lake Residents (various)

AREVA Community Liaison Officer

Please see Appendix B for all Parties comments received by the NIRB.

To accommodate the Government of Nunavut’s request for additional time to comment on this file, on
February 24, 2009 the NIRB applied for an extension for this screening to the Minister of Indian and
Northern Affairs in accordance with Section 12.4.5 (b) of the NLCA.

NIRB Assessment and Decision
In determining whether or not a public review is necessary, the NIRB considered a number of factors, in
addition to soliciting and reviewing comments received from interested Parties. Upon completion of
NIRB’s internal technical review, and consistent with the criteria stated in 12.4.2 (a) of the NLCA, the
NIRB determined that the size and nature of the Kiggavik project indicate that:

1. The project may have significant adverse effects on the ecosystem - 12.4.2 (a) (i):

The NIRB and other commenting Parties have identified a number of potential significant adverse
effects that could be associated with this project. Selections of those comments identifying such
adverse effects are listed below:

We feel that a Part 5 review is required as the project may have significant adverse effects on the
ecosystem, wildlife habitat or Inuit harvesting activities. The project may have significant
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adverse socio-economic effects on northerners. And the project will cause significant public
concern. (Nunavut Tunngavik Inc. and the Kivallig Inuit Association)

The Kiggavik project covers a relatively large geographical area with multiple mine pits and
associated facilities for which a potential for significant adverse environmental and socio-
economic effects exist. Examples include potential effects on caribou migration and heritage
resources from the siting of project infrastructure and potential effects on groundwater quality
due to permafrost degradation during operation, decommissioning, and post-closure of the
tailings management facilities (TMFs). (Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission)

A project of this scale may have significant impact on the environment and the caribou as the
proposed mining activities intersect with caribou and other wildlife habitats that are very
important to the Athabasca Denesuliné. (Athabasca Denesuliné Negotiation Team)

Research indicates that there is no safe way to mine uranium, the risk of contamination of the
environment is long lasting and far reaching. Contaminated waste rock (sand), leaching from
tailings ponds into the water systems and onto the land will impact negatively on the environment
for many generations...the negative impacts on the wildlife and more specifically caribou, their
calving grounds and migration patterns. (Barbara Mueller, Baker Lake, Nunavut)

Our belief that all these future uranium mines, plus gold mines and possibly others as well, will
have a very serious negative impact on the Beverly and Qaminirjuaq caribou herds upon which
we depend as an essential food source — and upon which our culture as Caribou Inuit is based.
They will impact on human health, on traditional activities, on our environmentally-friendly
economic alternatives for the future, on community infrastructure, and on social issues in the
communities. They will also have significant transboundary impacts on other aboriginal peoples
living in the Northwest Territories, Saskatchewan and Manitoba. (Baker Lake Concerned Citizens
Committee)

The proposed project is likely to cause significant adverse eco-systemic and socio-economic
effects, including effects on caribou, caribou habitat and caribou harvesting activities. (Beverly
and Qamanirjuaq Caribou Management Board)

Environment Canada (EC) is of the opinion that the proposed project may cause significant
adverse effects on the ecosystem and wildlife habitat. This advice is based on the scale of the
proposed project and the anticipated environmental impacts that may occur if this project
proceeds. Potentially impacted ecosystem components include, but may not be limited to:

o0 Surface freshwater as a result of the deposit of treated effluent into a lake, nutrient input
from blasting and sewage treatment, suspended sediment as a result of construction
activities, surface runoff from ore and waste rock, and accidents and malfunctions;

0 Marine water quality as a result of the potential for accidents and malfunctions along the
proposed shipping route.

o Air quality as a result of the operation of the incinerator, mine site activities and the
hauling of ore concentrate along the haul and access roads;

0 Migratory birds as a result of habitat loss and disturbances at the proposed site facilities,
roads, airstrip, dock facilities, and shipping routes; and.

O Species at risk as a result of habitat loss and disturbance at the proposed site facilities,
roads, airstrip, dock facilities, and shipping routes. (Environment Canada)
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Overall, INAC is of the view that the project, due to the nature and scale of proposed activities
and components, may have the potential to cause significant adverse environmental impacts,
significant adverse socio-economic effects on northerners as well as be a cause of significant
public concern. (Indian and Northern Affairs Canada)

While management of wastes is one of the most serious problems associated with uranium
development, there are also other likely and potential impacts on the surrounding ecosystems and
the well-being of people who depend on those ecosystems for sustenance. We would specifically
note that the project may have significant adverse effects on the ecosystem and wildlife habitat,
especially in relation to critical caribou habitat, including calving and staging areas, and therefore
on Inuit harvesting activities. (MiningWatch Canada)

Based upon this initial review, several works identified in the project may pose interference to
safe navigation and possibly require a Formal Approval under the Navigable Waters Protection
Act. TC is also of the opinion that the proposed project has the potential to cause significant
adverse effects on the ecosystem, significant adverse effects on Northerners and can be a cause of
significant public concern. (Transport Canada)

DFO has concluded that the dewatering of a portion of Andrew Lake will cause a harmful
alteration, disruption or destruction of fish habitat. It is DFO’s opinion that the following works
and undertakings in relation to the development could also result in impacts to fish and fish
habitat:

o0 Construction of stream diversions in the proposed location of the Centre Pit, temporary
special waste pile and clean waste rock pile;

o Construction of a dam across the outlet of Sik Sik Lake;

o Construction of a dock in Baker Lake;

o0 Construction of water crossing structures along site haul road and access road from Baker
Lake to the Kiggavik Mine site;

0 Construction of berms to collect site drainage; and,

o Installation of water intake structures. (Fisheries and Oceans Canada)

The project is of a scale and type that has potential to have negative effects on the environment
and on the socio-economics of the local communities. Through the review these potential effects
must be identified, assessed, and mitigated. (Government of Nunavut)

Further to many other various comments already submitted, recommending that no exploration or
development activities should be permitted on the traditional calving and migratory routs of the
Beverly caribou herd, LKDFN believes that the potential adverse impacts of the Kiggavik and
Sissons projects are so unacceptable that it should be abandoned (NLCA Section 12.4.4(d)). We
are in agreement with the following statements submitted by INAC: After a preliminary
assessment, INAC has identified several aspects of the proposal that merit an in-depth
assessment, based on their potential for adverse effects. It is expected that these aspects also have
the potential to cause significant public concern. (Lutsel K’e Dene First Nation)

With tailings and AREVA'’s plans for storage of mine waste there is high potential of the wind
carrying radioactive mine waste to the surrounding tundra landscape and having repercussion
effects on wildlife, water and people not associated with the mine site. The potential for
contaminating the fresh water and ecosystems is very high with the possibility of the permafrost
melting. (Paula Hughson, Baker Lake, Nunavut)
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2. The project may have significant adverse socio-economic effects on Northerners - 12.4.2 (a) (ii):

The NIRB and other commenting parties have identified both positive and negative socio-economic
effects that could be caused by this project. Selections of those comments raising major issues are
shown below:

Since the yearly migration of the Beverly-Qamanirjuaq caribou herd is integral to the Athabasca
Denesuliné economic, social and cultural identity, any potential disturbance to the caribou is
potential risk to the Athabasca Denesuliné identity. (Athabasca Denesuliné Negotiation Team)

The potential adverse socio-economic effects of this proposed project are not limited to effects on
Inuit or residents of Nunavut, but could extend to traditional harvesters and other users of caribou
across the caribou range in the Northwest Territories and Saskatchewan as well. (Beverly and
Qamanirjuaq Caribou Management Board)

We would specifically note that the project may have significant adverse socio-economic effects
on northerners, especially those who rely on the caribou for a significant part of their traditional
activities and diet. (MiningWatch Canada)

The Kiggavik Project has substantial potential to contribute to economic development in Nunavut.
Expenditures over the Project lifetime will amount to several billion dollars, and AREVA is
proposing measures to maximize the economic benefits to the region. Local employment will be
facilitated by preferential hiring for people in the Kivallig region, and there will be employee fly
in/fly-out pick-up points at each of the seven communities in Kivalliq. AREVA will also provide
extensive on-the job training and recognizes the need for a broad based education and training
strategy to prepare people for employment. Local business development will be facilitated; there
will be opportunities for existing businesses to expand, and for new businesses to form, in
response to Project needs for goods and services. The experience Kivalliq workers and
businesses will gain in meeting the needs of the Project will enhance their capacity to realize
economic benefits from any other new mining projects in the Kivallig region or elsewhere in
Nunavut. (Forum Uranium Corp.)

3. The project will cause significant public concern - 12.4.2 (a) (iii):

The Kiggavik project has raised concerns which the Board considers significant, in particular the
potential effects of uranium mining on the environment and the concerns for public health and safety.
During the screening process, the majority of Parties expressed significant public concerns. The
concerns were:

There is a potential for the Kiggavik project to cause significant public concern due to uranium
not having been mined in the territory in the past. (Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission)

The project proposal is likely to arouse significant public concern, including concern from
traditional caribou harvesters in Nunavut, the Northwest Territories, and Saskatchewan. (Beverly
and Qamanirjuaqg Caribou Management Board)

Uranium related projects have been the cause of particular public concern for public health and
safety in the past. (Indian and Northern Affairs Canada)
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We would specifically note that the project will cause significant public concern, as would any
planned large-scale release of radiation into the environment, even where it is presumed to be
regulated and controlled. (MiningWatch Canada)

What is the rush to mine uranium or resources that may harm people, environment, cultural
heritage, air quality and the economy of people who may in the future have effects from the mine
ranging in health effects, animal health effects, to name a few. (Paula Hughson, Baker Lake,
Nunavut)

4. The project involves technological innovations for which the effects are unknown - 12.4.2 (a) (iv):

The Kiggavik project appears to include components which have not been implemented in Canada’s
Arctic before. Such components include the establishment of in-pit tailings mine facility (TMF), and
underground excavation with the additional influence of underlying fractured rock. Accordingly, there
exists potential uncertainty relating to the effects resulting from technologies being implemented in
Arctic environments. A few Parties also expressed their concerns on these matters as follows:

The Kiggavik project is of a type where technological innovation could apply, with consequent
unknown effects. Examples include mine pit and TMF design and underground excavation in a
permafrost environment with the additional influence of underlying fractured rock. (Canadian
Nuclear Safety Commission)

The potential adverse effects of the project on caribou are not highly predictable and it is not
known if they are mitigable with known technology. (Beverly and Qamanirjuaq Caribou
Management Board)

We would specifically note that the project involves technological innovations for which the
effects are unknown, specifically related to the long-term control of uranium mill tailings and
contaminated water. (MiningWatch Canada)

The uranium is not going anywhere and it might be prudent to be very cautious about this new
endeavor to mine uranium. A uranium mine has never been started in permafrost in Canada. If a
mine did go ahead in the future, then the all the uranium and waste rock should be shipped out as
well to reduce the effects of toxic radioactive waste from entering the disturbed local regional
environment (Paula Hughson, Baker Lake, Nunavut)

Most commenting Parties, including Environment Canada (EC), Government of Nunavut (GN), Baker
Lake Concerned Citizens Committee (BLCCC), Beverly and Qamanirjuagq Caribou Management Board,
Natural Resources Canada, MiningWatch Canada, Barbara Mueller, Fisheries and Oceans Canada, Indian
and Northern Affairs Canada, Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission, Kivallig Inuit Association (KIA) &
Nunavut Tunngavik Inc (NTI), recommended that the project proposal requires a Review as per Section
12.4.4 (b) of the NLCA. Further, EC, GN and KIA & NTI explicitly indicated that a Part 5 Review was
most appropriate for this file. Furthermore, Barbara Mueller, BLCCC and MiningWatch Canada
recommended a review by a federal assessment panel as per Section 12.6.1 of the NLCA. Their
justification for a Part 6 review was based on the following:

1) Capacity issues associated with government agencies to monitor mining industries (especially
uranium).

2) Safety concerns associated with uranium mining.

3) Cumulative impacts of all likely future uranium and other mining development in the region.

4) Availability of Participant Funding for the review process.
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5) Transboundary impacts through release of radionuclides and impacts on caribou herds that range
in Northwest Territories (NWT), Manitoba and Saskatchewan.

6) Nuclear development and uranium mining have had and continue to have impacts at a national
level.

Lutsel K’e Dene First Nation recommended that the project should be abandoned as per Section 12.4.4 (d)
of the NLCA since the potential adverse impacts of the Kiggavik project are so unacceptable.

The NIRB recognizes that the determination of whether the project is referred to a Part 5 Review or Part 6
Federal Panel Review is yours alone to make in accordance with Section 12.4.7 of the NLCA.

Issues of Concern to NIRB

Following the Board’s internal technical review of the project and considerations of the type of project
development (uranium), as well as the public concerns expressed; there are a number of issues which
require further attention and clarification by the Proponent. As recommended above, the NIRB thinks
this best done through a full public review process in order that the concerns of those directly impacted
are better known and where appropriate, mitigated prior to the project proceeding. These issues, which
are caught by different portions of Section 12.4.2 of the NLCA, include:

= Works in and around water such as the construction of bridge crossings or cable-ferry/ice bridge
crossing over the Thelon River

= Center and Main Zone Tailings Management Facilities (TMF) based on the “in-pit” disposal
concept

= Potential seepage from the subaqueous disposal of mill tailings from TMF

» The dyking and dewatering of a portion of Andrew Lake

= Potential impacts to wildlife, especially caribou, caribou migration and caribou calving grounds

= Potential effects on heritage resources

= Potential impacts to surface water quality from deposition of tailings and mine effluent, and from
contact water runoff from landfill sites

= Potential impacts to surface water quality from the use of explosives

= Potential for acid rock drainage (ARD) and metal leaching from open pit mine surfaces, waste
rock stockpiles, potential all season road construction materials, and ARD related alteration of
groundwater during underground mining below permafrost

= Effects of construction, closure and post-closure activities relating to site runoff and road
crossings on surface water quality of natural waterbodies and adjacent areas

= Potential impacts of the proposed all-weather or winter road on the surrounding environment
including water quality; ground stability and permafrost, vegetation; soil; and wildlife

= Potential impacts from underground mine (East Grid) to groundwater quality

= Anticipated impacts of construction, operation, and closure activities on specific vegetation
associations and geomorphological structures

= Potential of cumulative impacts resulting from ongoing and incremental land use activities
associated with this and other mining, terrestrial transportation and marine shipping in the
Kivalliqg region

= Potential impacts to air quality

= Potential impacts to human health associated with uranium mining

= Potential impacts to marine water quality

= Potential impacts to wildlife resulting from human activities and habitat loss associated with
mining activities

= Species at risk as a result of habitat loss and disturbance from project activities

= Migratory birds as a results of habitat loss and disturbance from project activities
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= Transportation of ore concentrate (yellowcake)

= Impacts resulting from accidents or malfunctions which may occur during transportation

= Permafrost conditions (pre-operational, operational and decommissioning) and climate change
impacts on permafrost

= Alternatives design options

= Thelon River status as a Canadian Heritage River

RECOMMENDATION TO THE MINISTER

Collectively, the Board has carefully considered the factors set out in sections 12.4.2 (a) and 12.4.2 (b) of
the NLCA. The Board has no doubt, based on the submissions of the Parties as set out in the preceding
sections of this Screening Decision, that this Project may have significant adverse effects on the
ecosystem, wildlife habitat or Inuit harvesting activities; adverse socio-economic effects on northerners;
will cause significant public concern; and involves technological innovations for which the effects are
unknown.

Therefore, pursuant to Section 12.4.4 (b) of the NLCA, the Board recommends to the Minister that
the Project Proposal requires reviews under Part 5 or 6.

Furthermore, the Board believes it is also important to raise the matter of intervener funding which may
be required for any Review of this file. A number of Parties raised the issue of Participant Funding and
expressed concern that a Review process might not have the direct ability to provide funding assistance to
interested interveners. Concerns were raised specifically as follows:

And finally, we want to comment on the ability of an organization of ordinary community
residents to effectively participate in an environmental review process which will have such
tremendous importance for the future of our region. As you know, the Canadian Environmental
Assessment Agency (which does not operate in Nunavut) has a Participant Funding Program —
but the NIRB does not. NTI and the KIA have made it quite clear that they do not intend to give
us a penny to facilitate our participation in the Kiggavik review process. The politicians who run
these organizations have already made up their minds about uranium mining, and they have no
time for the concerns of hunters and community residents like us. Between NIRB’s lack of a
participant funding program and our representative Inuit organizations being in bed with the
nuclear industry, the Baker Lake Concerned Citizens Committee will not have the resources to
support even minimal participation in the review process. (Baker Lake Concerned Citizens
Committee)

As well, the Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency, unlike the NIRB, has a Participant
Funding Program to facilitate the participation of public intervenors. While this fund is
insignificant in comparison with the hundreds of thousands or even millions of dollars the
proponent will spend preparing its documentation, or in comparison with the funds required by
community and public interest groups to review and critique that documentation effectively and
intervene effectively in the review process, it is nonetheless important and may well mean the
difference between having a degree of meaningful public involvement and having none.
(MiningWatch Canada)
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The Board believes that intervener funding may be necessary to allow affected parties the ability to
participate fully in any Review of this file and you may wish to consider this matter in any decision you
issue regarding our recommendations. Incidentally, there is precedent for intervener funding mechanisms
should your decision be a Part 5 Review.

The NIRB looks forward to your decision, whatever it is, and once we have it, will act quickly to address
the next steps in any review of the Kiggavik project.

Yours truly,
N

Lucassie Arragutainag
Chairperson

Attachments: Appendix A: Executive Summary
Appendix B: Comments from Parties
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APPENDIX A
Executive Summary
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Executive Summary

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Kiggavik Project is a proposed uranium ore mining and milling operation located in the Kivalliq
region of Nunavut approximately 80 km west of the community of Baker Lake. Uranium in the
Kiggavik area was identified during the 1970s and 1980s. In 1993, AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
(AREVA) became the operator of the Kiggavik Project, and further exploration was carried out
between 1993 and 1997. The Project was put in care and maintenance mode in 1998. As the uranium
market improved during the first half of 2005, AREVA re-established a number of community and
territory contacts in Baker Lake and Nunavut. Field activities, engineering studies and environmental
assessment studies resumed in 2007.

AREVA Resources Canada Inc. is a Canadian company headquartered in Saskatoon, Saskatchewan.
The company is part of the AREVA Group of companies, headquartered in France, and a world leader
in nuclear energy, and electricity transmission and distribution. Sustainable development is at the core
of the Group’s business strategy. AREVA, and its predecessor companies, have been involved in
uranium exploration and in project development and operation in Saskatchewan’s Athabasca Basin for
the past 40 years. The social partnerships and high level of safety and environmental protection
achieved by these operations have enabled economic development to occur in northern
Saskatchewan without compromising the future of the land or the people. AREVA is committed to
developing a similar outcome for the Kiggavik Project.

The Kiggavik Project has substantial potential to contribute to economic development in Nunavut,
particularly in the Kivallig region. Capital and operating expenditures over the Project lifetime will
amount to several billion dollars. AREVA is committed to maximizing the economic benefits to the
region. Local employment will be facilitated by preferential hiring for people in the Kivallig region,
combined with employee pick-up points at each community. AREVA also provides extensive on-the-
job training and recognizes the need for a broad based education and training strategy to prepare
people for employment. AREVA will facilitate local business development; there will be opportunities
for existing businesses to expand, and for new businesses to form, in response to Project needs for
goods and services.

The objective of this Project Proposal is to introduce the Kiggavik Project to the public and regulatory
agencies and to initiate the formal Project review process. This Project Proposal presents AREVA's
proposed plans to develop, operate and decommission the Kiggavik Project. It also provides a broad
description of the existing biophysical and socioeconomic conditions with the objective of identifying
potential interactions with Project components. Preliminary environmental impact studies were used
to design key components of the Project. These studies are included in this Project Proposal.

Project Description
There are three main geographical areas incorporated in the Kiggavik Project; these are the Kiggavik

site, the Sissons site and the Baker Lake dock site. The main base of operations will be the Kiggavik
site, which will include open pit mining, power generation, ore processing, warehousing, administration

AREVA Resources Canada Inc. November 2008
Kiggavik Project Proposal Revision 1
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and personnel accommodation. The proposed activities at Sissons include open pit mining,
underground mining, and the ancillary activities required to support these mining operations. The dock
site at Baker Lake will serve as a transfer and storage facility for materials and supplies en route to
Kiggavik.

The Project includes the development of three open pit mines (East Zone, Center Zone, and Main
Zone) at Kiggavik and both an open pit mine (Andrew Lake) and an underground mine (End Grid) at
Sissons. The ore would be mined using excavating equipment and then trucked to an ore stockpile.
The ore would then be directed to the mill to produce between 2,000 and 4,000 tonnes of uranium (U)
as a concentrate, commonly referred to as yellowcake, per year. Clean waste rock from the mines
would be used as construction material or placed on the land in designated areas. Subeconomic
mineralized waste rock (termed special waste) would be temporarily placed on surface in managed
stockpiles during operation and then backfilled in the mined-out open pits after mining is complete.
Tailings resulting from the extraction of uranium from the ore would be treated and deposited below
ground in two mined-out open pits converted for use as tailings management facilities. A small mined-
out open pit (East Zone) would also be used as a water management facility to maximize water
storage and recycling. Any water discharged would be treated to meet regulatory discharge
requirements for protection of the environment.

Reagents, fuel and supplies would be barged to a storage facility near Baker Lake and then
transported to Kiggavik via truck on a 90 — 100 km access road. Several options for this access road
will be further considered during the Project review process. An airstrip would be constructed on site
for the transport of both employees and materials. The airstrip would also be used to transport drums
of uranium concentrate by air to southern Canada. A limited number of concentrate drums may be
shipped by barge during the open water season.

The Project would also include construction of an accommodation complex for employees, warehouse
and maintenance facilities, fuel tanks, explosives storage, water treatment plants, administration
buildings, and haul roads.

Currently the Kiggavik Project is estimated to contain geological resources representing approximately
52,000 tonnes U with a grade of approximately 0.23% U. Mining reserves in the order of 44,000
tonnes U were considered to design the Project. Based on these reserves and production schedule,
mining and milling is complete after 17 years of operation.

On completion of mining and milling activities, all Project sites would be returned as close as practical
to their natural states. The decommissioning plans include demolition and removal of site facilities and
remediation of all site areas that may have become contaminated. Closure of the two tailings
management facilities will include the placement of a cover layer and an erosion barrier of waste rock
over the tailings. The surface of the final cover will be graded to blend into the existing topography.
Closure of the waste rock piles will include the placement of a layer of compacted waste rock, which
will be then covered with clean overburden material to encourage revegetation prior to final
monitoring. The final surface of the waste rock piles will be regraded to blend into the existing
topography and to enhance conditions for wildlife access.
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The Kiggavik Project is summarized as follows:

Location

Property

Resources & Reserves

Mining

Waste Rock

Process

Tailings

Water Management

Kivallig Region of Nunavut, approximately 80 km west of Baker Lake.

The Project includes two properties: Kiggavik and Sissons (collectively
called the Kiggavik Project). The Kiggavik site, located at approximately
64°26'N and 97°37'W is composed of 17 mineral leases, covering 9,808
acres. The Sissons site, located approximately 17 km south-west of
Kiggavik at 64°20'N and 97°52'W, is composed of 22 mineral leases,
covering 36,371.5 acres.

The total quantity of geological resources is currently estimated at
52,000 tonnes U (134 million Ibs U3;0g) at an average grade of 0.23% U.
The total quantity of recoverable reserves is currently estimated at
approximately 44,000 tonnes U (114 million Ibs U30g). Approximately
35% of these reserves are associated with the Kiggavik deposits, while
the remainder are associated with the Sissons deposits.

There are five individual mines proposed for the Project: East Zone,
Center Zone and Main Zone at Kiggavik; End Grid and Andrew Lake at
Sissons. The three Kiggavik deposits and Andrew Lake deposit would
be mined via truck-shovel open pit, while End Grid would be an
underground mine using underhand drift-and-fill.

Mine waste rock would be segregated into clean and subeconomic
mineralized material and managed in surface stockpiles. Clean waste
would be used for construction material when possible. Upon completion
of mining, subeconomic mineralized waste rock would be backfilled into
mined-out pits.

The ore would be processed in an on-site mill at Kiggavik to produce
approximately 3,000 tonnes U (7.8 million Ibs U3Og) per year as uranium
concentrate, commonly referred to as yellowcake.

The mill tailings would be managed via in-pit tailings management
facilities constructed using the mined-out Center Zone and Main Zone
open pits at Kiggavik.

Site drainage, recycled tailings water, and fresh water from nearby lakes
would be used in the mill process. All effluent would be treated prior to
discharge.
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Life of Mine Approximately 17 years of operation, based on studies to date. It is
currently anticipated that pre-operational construction would require 3
years while post-operational decommissioning would require 5 years.

Access Access to the site would be provided by either an all-season road or a
winter road between Baker Lake and Kiggavik. Supplies would be
shipped to a Baker Lake dock facility during the summer barge season
and trucked to Kiggavik via the road. An airstrip would be constructed
and operated at site for transportation of personnel and yellowcake.
During construction, a winter road would be required for interim site
access.

Personnel The Project is expected to employ 400-600 people during operations.
The operation would be fly-in/fly-out on a 7 to 14 day schedule with on-
site employees housed in a permanent accommodations complex.

Public Consultation

Public participation is an essential component of AREVA's sustainable development model for mining
projects and is one of the 5 guiding principles used by the Nunavut Impact Review Board. AREVA
began public participation initiatives for the Kiggavik Project in 2005, two years prior to the resumption
of work on the site.

AREVA places a high emphasis on maintaining a consistent presence in Baker Lake. To that end, a
Community Liaison Officer was hired in May 2006 and an information office was opened in Baker
Lake in August 2006. Ongoing dialogue between AREVA and the community ensures that the
community is aware of, and has input into, Project activities. AREVA and the Baker Lake Hamlet
Council have therefore cooperated to establish a community liaison committee to facilitate this
dialogue. In addition, as the Project has the potential to impact the Kivallig region, both economically
and environmentally, a regional liaison committee that includes members from all seven Kivallig
communities has been in place since 2007.

To supplement the dialogue established through the liaison committees, the Project team frequently
participates in meetings within Kivallig communities to provide Project updates and obtain stakeholder
feedback. Over the past three years, meetings have been held with: local residents at community
meetings, Hamlet councils, Hunter and Trapper Organizations, Community Land and Resources
Committees, wildlife organizations, educational institutions, Inuit organizations, Institutions of Public
Government, and regulators. AREVA has also hosted tours of both the Kiggavik site and northern
Saskatchewan uranium operations for several of these groups.

Consultation activities for the Kiggavik Project are modified to meet the requirements of each Project
phase. The next phase for consultation is the environmental assessment phase. While consultation
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during this phase will be guided by NIRB, AREVA will continue the consultation activities that have
been developed thus far to support further Project design.

Traditional Knowledge

Traditional knowledge, or Inuit Qaujimajatugangit (IQ), includes Inuit knowledge and insights and
incorporates values (including consensus building, collaboration and environmental stewardship) that
guide Inuit relationships with the land and its resources, as well as social and cultural life. 1Q is
invaluable to environmental and social impact assessment, because it includes a wealth of information
both on biophysical resources over time and on factors that have affected, and will continue to affect,
community health and well being.

The integration of 1Q into the Kiggavik Project development work, including the environmental
assessment work, is therefore a priority of AREVA. The importance of integration of 1Q into Project
development on the part of communities has been clear during numerous meetings with people,
governments at all levels and local organizations. To date, Inuit traditional knowledge has been sought
to advance Project decision making and to inform baseline data collection.

In order to capture the knowledge and experience of community members about the environment,
work planning for the Environmental Assessment includes an 1Q component. AREVA has obtained a
socioeconomic and traditional knowledge research licence from the Nunavut Research Institute to
research 1Q. IQ results, as well as socioeconomic results as may be relevant, are important to obtain
early, as these results will be used as input into Project development, including environmental
baseline programs, identification of valuable environmental and socioeconomic components, impact
assessments, framing of mitigation and benefit enhancement measures and design decisions as the
Project advances.

Existing Biophysical and Socioeconomic Environments

Baseline studies on the biophysical environment for the Kiggavik Project have been scoped to include
all Project components and associated sites, including the Kiggavik and Sissons mine facilities, the
access road, the Baker Lake port facilty and the marine transportation route. In terms of
socioeconomics, the closest settlement to the Kiggavik Project site is Baker Lake, approximately 80
km to the east; while Chesterfield Inlet is a further 190 km east, and is located on the Project’s marine
transportation route. There is potential for both environmental and socioeconomic effects and benefits
in these two settlements. The other five settlements in the Kivalliq Region — Rankin Inlet, Whale Cove,
Arviat, Coral Harbour and Repulse Bay — are also expected to be affected by the Project, primarily
through the potential for employment, training and business opportunities. All seven Kivallig
communities would therefore be included in the socioeconomic study area for the Project.

Based on the above scope, informal community consultation and previous Part 5 reviews in Nunavut,
AREVA has developed a list of potential valued ecosystem (VECs) and socioeconomic (VSECS)
components for the Project. The potential VECs and VSECs are summarized as follows:
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e Biophysical Environment:

Air quality and noise

Freshwater environment, including surface water and sediments
Freshwater fish and fish habitat

Permafrost

Groundwater

Soils and landforms

Terrestrial wildlife, including caribou, muskoxen, grizzly bear, and wolverine
Birds, including raptors and upland breeding birds

Vegetation and associated biodiversity

Marine environment, including water, sediments, fish, marine mammals and habitats

O O 0O 0O o o o o oo

e Human and Socioeconomic Environment:
Employment

Education and training

Business opportunities

Community health and well being

Traditional culture

Social and physical services and infrastructure
Economic and fiscal benefits

Heritage sites

O O OO0 o oo o

It is anticipated that the identified ecosystem and socioeconomic valued components will be further
refined through the regulatory scoping process and through continued public consultation.

For most components, recent baseline data from 2007 and historical baseline data gathered during
the 1980s and early 1990s is currently available and has been summarized in this Project Proposal. It
is expected that, through on-going studies during 2008 and 2009, an additional one to two years of
baseline data, including associated traditional knowledge, will be incorporated in the draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS).

Potential Environmental Effects and Proposed Mitigation

The Kiggavik Project has the potential to impact the biophysical and human environments through
components associated with all phases of the Project life, including construction, operation,
decommissioning, and post-decommissioning periods. Preliminary assessments of effects have
considered the full scope of the Project, including the mine sites and associated infrastructure, the
access road, and the marine transportation route.

The components of the biophysical environment that could potentially be affected by the Project are
as follows:

e Air quality

¢ Noise
AREVA Resources Canada Inc. November 2008
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e Ground stability and permafrost

o Groundwater quality

e Surface water drainage

e Freshwater and marine sediment and water quality

e Freshwater and marine aquatic organisms, fish and fish habitat
e Terrestrial and marine wildlife

e Soils, landforms and vegetation

The potential human and socioeconomic components that may be affected by the Project are as
follows:

¢ Human health

e Heritage sites

o Employment opportunities and incomes

e Education and training opportunities

e Business opportunities

e Traditional lifestyles and community well-being

¢ Infrastructure and social services

Mitigation measures for many of the above potential effects have been developed and incorporated in
the Project design and/or the proposed management and operating strategies. These measures are
described in this Proposal and will be further developed during the environmental assessment phase.

The three Project operational sites (Kiggavik site, Sissons site, and Baker Lake dock and storage
site), the access road connecting them, and the marine transportation route through Baker Lake and
Chesterfield Inlet, are all within the territory of Nunavut. The majority of the potential effects of the
Project will be at, or in close proximity to, these operational areas. However, several species, including
caribou, migratory birds, and grizzly bears, found in the Kiggavik area may travel outside the territory
of Nunavut. Similarly, marine wildlife, including seals, beluga and narwhal, may migrate throughout
Hudson Bay and beyond. Mitigation measures are expected to minimize impacts to these species in
the vicinity of the Project sites.

Some Project residual effects may overlap spatially and temporally with other existing or possible
future projects in the region, creating the potential for cumulative effects. These effects could include:
e reduction in air quality
e increase in noise
e degradation of unique landforms
o degradation of heritage sites
e impacts on surface water and groundwater quality
e habitat loss or alteration,
e increased human interaction with terrestrial wildlife, birds, marine mammals and marine
and freshwater fish, potentially causing disturbance or disruption of movement patterns,
indirect or direct mortality, or acoustic disturbance.
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AREVA continues to improve Project design and to evaluate the potential effects of the Project on the
people, environment and wildlife of the Kivallig. AREVA is committed to regulatory compliance and
public consultation to ensure that the Project is carried out safely, potential environmental effects are
mitigated, and that the Project benefits the people of the region.

Organizational Management and Key Programs

AREVA has identified seven key areas that will be integral to the successful operation of the Kiggavik
site. These are:

e Quality

e Health and Safety

o Radiation Protection

e Environmental Protection

¢ Human Resources and Training
e Economic Viability

e Social Aspects

The Project will draw extensively on the organizational and operating experience of the Saskatchewan
sites currently operated by AREVA; however the Kiggavik programs will be adapted to reflect the
unique characteristics of the Kivalliq region through public consultations, regulatory processes and
benchmarking with existing Arctic operations.

Management plans have been developed to administer the Environment, Health and Safety Program
at the active Kiggavik exploration site; including the:

¢ Radiation Protection Plan

¢ Waste Management Plan

e Emergency Response Plan

¢ Wildlife Mitigation and Monitoring Plan
e Spill Contingency Plan

¢ Abandonment and Restoration Plan

¢ Noise Abatement Plan

These plans will continue to be implemented and improved at Kiggavik. As these plans represent
AREVA'’s growing experience in Nunavut, they will be used, in concert with existing operational
programs and plans, as a reference point for the creation of plans specific to Project development,
operation and closure.

Summary

This Project Proposal presents AREVA's proposed plans to develop, operate and decommission the
Kiggavik Project. It also provides a broad description of the existing biophysical and socioeconomic
baseline conditions. Preliminary environmental impact studies, as well as a range of measures to
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mitigate potential adverse effects from the Project and to enhance potential positive effects, have
been used to design key aspects. Based on the work completed to date, and many years of
successful experience in northern Saskatchewan, AREVA believes that the Kiggavik Project can be
carried out safely, that all potential environmental effects can be mitigated, and that benefits to the
people of the Kivalliq region can be realized. AREVA is committed to achieving this outcome through
further optimization and assessment of the Project, which will result through the consultation
processes and regulatory reviews associated with the environmental assessment process.
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January 23, 2009 By e-mail: Ipayette@nirb.nunavut.ca

Leslie Payette

Manager of Environmental Administration
Nunavut Impact Review Board
Cambridge Bay, Nunavut

Dear Leslie,

Re: 09MNO003, AREVA Resources Canada Inc. — Kiggavik Project

Thank you for your letter dated January 20, 2009 regarding the above project proposal
screening and request for comments by February 10, 2009.

The Kivallig Inuit Association (KIA) and Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated (NTI) have
reviewed the project proposal and we feel that the proposal is sufficiently developed to
permit proper screening.

We would like to take this opportunity to submit to the Nunavut Impact Review Board a
Policy Concerning Uranium Mining in Nunavut and Background Paper that were
approved and adopted by the KIA and NTI Board of Directors in 2007. In accordance
with the policy, KIA and NTI will support uranium exploration and mining in Nunavut if
these activities are carried out in accordance with the objectives and policy statements
set out in this policy, KIA and NTI's other policies, and all regulatory requirements.

The project proposal has significant impact potential, and therefore the KIA and NTI
recommend that the Nunavut Impact Review Board indicate to the Minister in writing
that the proposal requires review under Part 5 of the Nunavut Land Claim Agreement.

We feel that a Part 5 review is required as the project may have significant adverse
effects on the ecosystem, wildlife habitat or Inuit harvesting activities. The project may
have significant adverse socio-economic effects on northerners. And the project will
cause significant public concern.


mailto:lpayette@nirb.nunavut.ca�

We look forward to working with NIRB, Areva and others in reviewing the Kiggavik
Project.

Sincerely,

Luis Manzo
Director, Department of Lands and Resources
Kivallig Inuit Association

Carson Gillis
Director, Department of Lands and Resources
Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated



Policy Concerning Uranium Mining in Nunavut by Nunavut Tunngavik Inc. available from the
NIRB’s ftp site at http:/ftp.nirb.ca/SCREENINGS/ACTIVE%20SCREENINGS/09MNO003-
AREVA/1-SCREENING/02-DISTRIBUTION/COMMENTS/

Background Paper on the NTI Uranium Policy by Department of Lands and Resources, Nunavut
Tunngavik Inc., November 2006 available from the NIRB’s ftp site at
http://ftp.nirb.ca/SCREENINGS/ACTIVE%20SCREENINGS/09MNO003-AREVA/1-
SCREENING/02-DISTRIBUTION/COMMENTS/



http://ftp.nirb.ca/SCREENINGS/ACTIVE%20SCREENINGS/09MN003-AREVA/1-SCREENING/02-DISTRIBUTION/COMMENTS/
http://ftp.nirb.ca/SCREENINGS/ACTIVE%20SCREENINGS/09MN003-AREVA/1-SCREENING/02-DISTRIBUTION/COMMENTS/
http://ftp.nirb.ca/SCREENINGS/ACTIVE%20SCREENINGS/09MN003-AREVA/1-SCREENING/02-DISTRIBUTION/COMMENTS/
http://ftp.nirb.ca/SCREENINGS/ACTIVE%20SCREENINGS/09MN003-AREVA/1-SCREENING/02-DISTRIBUTION/COMMENTS/

Appendix B Comments from Parties NIRB File No: 09MN003
March 13, 2009 Screening Decision Report

B-2 The Community Coalition Against Mining Uranium The Community Coalition
Against Mining Uranium

P.O. Box 1360 Cambridge Bay, NU X0B 0CO Phone: (867) 983-4600 Fax: (867) 983-2594



CCAMU

The Community

Coalition Against
Mining Uranium

To: Leslie Payette
Manager of Environmental Administration
Nunavut Impact Review Board

Re: Screening for AREVA Resources Canada’s “Kiggavik” project proposal
file number 09MNO03.

The Community Coalition Against Mining Uranium appreciates the opportunity to
provide a comment to the NIRB on the proposal by Areva Resources to open a uranium
mine in the Kivalliq Region, west of Baker Lake.

The CCAMU is a grassroots organization and, while located in Eastern Ontario, has the
support of thousands of people across Canada and beyond. The group was formed in
response to the proposed exploration for and potential development of a uranium mine
north of Sharbot Lake in the Ottawa River watershed.

CCAMU convened The Citizens’ Inquiry into the Impacts of the Uranium Cycle which
was held February through May 2008 and, subsequently, on June 24, 2008, released a
56-page report entitled, ‘Staking out Claim for a Healthy Future.” The report captures
the essence of 387 presentations and submissions from individuals and groups and
embodies the comments of many people and organizations, from civil society to
experts. The majority of submissions and presentations expressed concern and
provided information related to the uranium cycle and were not specific to the situation
near Sharbot Lake. For this reason, we request that you consider both the report and
submissions to the Citizen’s Inquiry, before moving forward.

Since The Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integrity
of the ecosystem for the existing and future residents of Nunavut, we feel that it is
important to review the complete uranium cycle when considering development that
involves uranium. It is through knowing the full cost and impact of mining and use of



uranium that a reasoned decision can be made whether or not to proceed with
development.

The report, “Staking our Claim for a Healthy Future,” is attached, although parts
relating to Ontario legislation for the staking of claims and exploration and to the
Mining Act, that we feel would not be relevant to your process, have been removed.
Other sections, including Appendix 5: Key Events, have been removed as they pertain
to the events around Sharbot Lake. The full report and submissions can be viewed at
www.uraniumcitizensinquiry.com . We have added an extra appendix to the report as
we feel that it would be of interest to your Review Board. Appendix 7 is a list of
submission titles relating to Uranium & Daughter Products, Mining & Processing,
Waste, Health & Safety Risks.

We trust that NIRB will consider the full uranium cycle in the screening process for
AREVA Resources Canada’s “Kiggavik” project proposal.

Sincerely,
Marilyn Crawford
CCAMU


http://www.uraniumcitizensinquiry.com/

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integrity of the ecosystem for the existing
and future residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and socio-economic impacts of the project proposal,
NIRB would like to hear your concerns, comments and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project

Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.

Location: Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 NIRB #: 09MNO003

Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below: concerns marked with X

1 no concerns X traditional uses of land

X water quality 1 Inuit harvesting activities

X terrain 1 community involvement and consultation
X air quality X local development in the area

X wildlife and their habitat 1tourism in the area

X marine mammals and their habitat X human health issues

X birds and their habitat
X fish and their habitat
"1 heritage resources in area

] other: CCAMU is concerned about the impacts of the complete uranium cycle, from mining to
the uses of uranium

Please describe the concerns indicated above:

Details are included in submission.

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

CCAMU recommends that the NIRB consider all environmental and health issues related to
mining uranium of the Kiggavik Project. A full examination of the cumulative impacts of these
activities on air, land, and water should be undertaken. NIRB should recommend to the Minister
that the review process include consideration of the impacts of the full uranium cycle.

Do you support the project proposal? No

Any additional comments?

CCAMU recommends that any licencing and authorization at the territorial level be denied.
Please see submission.

Name of person commenting: Marilyn Crawford of Godfrey Ontario

Position:  member Organization: Community Coalition Against
Mining Uranium

Signature: Date: Feb.




Staking our Claim for a Healthy Future by the Community Coalition against Mining Uranium,
June 24, 2008 (www.ccamu.ca) available from the NIRB’s ftp site at
http://ftp.nirb.ca/SCREENINGS/ACTIVE%20SCREENINGS/09MNO003-AREVA/1-
SCREENING/02-DISTRIBUTION/COMMENTS/
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Directorate of Environmental and
Radiation Protection and Assessment

February 6, 2009 File: 2.04
e-DOC: 3333038

Via electronic mail to: Ipayette(@nirb.ca

Ms. Leslie Payette

Manager of Environmental Administration
Nunavut Impact Review Board

P.O. Box 1360

Cambridge Bay, NU XOB OCO

Dear Ms. Payette:

Subject: Notice of Part 4 Screening for AREVA Resources Canada’s “Kiggavik”
Project Proposal

Thank you for your January 20", 2009 correspondence in which you ask Interested
Parties to comment on the Kiggavik uranium mine proposal by AREVA Resources
Canada Inc.

The Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission (CNSC) is an Authorizing Agency for this
project, as licences would need to be issued to the proponent for site preparation and
construction, operation, decommissioning, and abandonment, as per Section 24(2) of the
Nuclear Safety and Control Act, in order for the project to proceed.

The mission of the CNSC is to protect the health, safety and security of Canadians as
well as the environment, and to respect Canada's international commitments on the
peaceful use of nuclear energy. As Canada’s nuclear regulator, we are pleased to bring
our expertise to the Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) process.

We have reviewed the proponent’s November 14, 2008 project proposal and their
January 9, 2009 documentation that addressed the CNSC’s application requirements. We
found the project proposal to be well written and comprehensive for the purposes of
initiating an environmental assessment process.


mailto:lpayette@nirb.ca

Ms. Leslie Payette -2- e-Doc:3333038

We offer the following comments based on our review:

There is a potential for the Kiggavik project to cause significant public concern
due to uranium not having been mined in the territory in the past.

The Kiggavik project covers a relatively large geographical area with multiple
mine pits and associated facilities for which a potential for significant adverse
environmental and socio-economic effects exist. Examples include potential
effects on caribou migration and heritage resources from the siting of project
infrastructure and potential effects on groundwater quality due to permafrost
degradation during operation, decommissioning, and post-closure of the tailings
management facilities (TMFs).

The Kiggavik project is of a type where technological innovation could apply,
with consequent unknown effects. Examples include mine pit and TMF design
and underground excavation in a permafrost environment with the additional
influence of underlying fractured rock.

As these comments are consistent with the items listed in Section 12.4.2 (a) of the
Nunavut Land Claims Agreement (NLCA), the CNSC believes that the project requires a
review under Part 5 or Part 6, as per Section 12.4.4 (b) of the NLCA.

The CNSC recognizes that the Guidelines developed for this project will direct the
proponent on the content that is to be included in the Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS). The proponent’s submission appears to adequately identify the core facility design
considerations and their potential interactions with the environment that will require
detailed assessment in the EIS, though the CNSC would like to highlight certain
elements:

The continued importance of traditional hunting and harvesting activities and the
significance of country foods within the diet of the stakeholder communities
requires emphasis on the potential influence of the Kiggavik project on the
traditional diet. This requires up-to-date dietary surveys, baseline characterization
of the human — country food dietary exposure pathways and prediction of the
influence of the project on these pathways.

The socio-economic and environmental importance of caribou further highlights
the importance of the assessment of potential influences of the project on caribou
habitat and migration activities.

Permafrost conditions (pre-operational, operational and upon decommissioning)
have the potential to strongly influence the project. The CNSC will be
particularly interested in the proponent’s characterization of present permafrost
conditions, its predicted behavior upon disturbance by mining activities and how
these may influence the short-and long-term performance of the TMFs. Climate
change impacts on permafrost and performance of the TMFs are also of interest
for this project. The present understanding of site fault lines and potential
influence of rock fractures on TMF performance and the potential for influencing
deep groundwater quality will require careful scrutiny.



Ms. Leslie Payette -3- e-Doc:3333038

e Further decisions by the proponent with respect to final proposed mine, mill, and
TMF designs (e.g. mill processes to be used, the location of the final effluent
discharge point, the use of a tailings thickener and in-pit under-drain layer) are
required or alternative design options are to be carried forward for detailed
assessment within the EIS as a means of determining the most appropriate final
mine, mill and TMF designs.

The CNSC looks forward to working with NIRB on this environmental assessment.
Please call Brian Torrie at 613-992-7231 if you have any questions regarding these

comments.

Sincerely,

Patsy Thompson, Ph.D.
Director General

c.c.: B. Torrie, R. Jammal, T. Jamieson, M. Leblanc
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Athabasca Denesullne N egotlatlon Team

February 10, 2009

Leslie Payette
- Manager of Enwronmenmtr Admlnrsiro’rlon

NIRB .

Box 1360

Cambridge Bay, NU XOB OCO . _ : S
Ph: {867) 983- 4600 _ , _ Fax: (86?)-983—2594 :

Re: Nohce of Part 4 St:reenlng for AREVA Resources Canada' “Klggavik" project
proposal

Dear Ms. Payette,

) We have reviewed the prolect summory sent to us by NIRB and Iooked ot The proposc:ll
drafted by AREVA. -A project of this scale may have significant impact on the
environment and the caribou as the proposed mining activifies intersect with caribou

. and other wildlife habitats that are very important to the Athabosca Denesulihe.

' Afhcbqsca‘ Denesuline territory pardllels the range of the caribou herds fhai.our people

have relied upon for more than 8,000 years; including northem Saskatchewan, the = -

Northwest Territories, and Nunavut. Hunting, frapping, fishing and other land-based cnd
cultural activities are based cround the ccmbou .

Since the yearly migration of the Beveriy—Qcmqnlrjuaq caribou herd is |n1egrol ’ro
Ai‘hcbcsca Denes ulme econcmlc soc:lc:ﬂ and cultural identity, any Qofenhol '

. For thig ™~
recson, we cre submitting comments in the attached comment form, czlong wnth a mcap :
depicting caribou octivity c:round 1he proposed project site. )

Sméere&&

,&‘ Ron Robillard
ADNT Chief Negotiator, Prince Albert Grand Councit

'c/6 Prince A'!bert Grand Council

L L i e 2 « 2 o

Emall rrobilt rd age.sk.ca or rgood@page.sk.ca .
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 2350, Prince Albes, Sask. 56V 621 _
. Phone: -306-922-7612 or 306- 92277613 .. Fax: 306 763-29?3 :
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COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integrity of the
ecosystem for the existing and future residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and
socio-economic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would like to hear your concerns,
comments and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kigpavik Project

Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.

Location: _Kivalliq Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 NIRB # 09MN003
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:

£1no concerns X traditional uses of land

U water quality O Inuit harvesting activities

O terrain - 0O community involvement and consultation

O air quality 0 local development in the area

X wildlife and their habitat O tourism in the area

O marine mammals and their habitat O human health issues

O birds and their habitat 0 other:

{1 fish and their habitat

X heritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

Since the yearly migration of the Beverly-Qamanirjuaq caribon herd is integral to Athabasca
Denesuline economic, social and culfural identity, any potential disturbance to the caribou is
potential risk to the Athabasea Denesuline identity. This specific area is integral habitat for the
calving and migration of caribou that we depend on. Caribou are especially sensitive to
disturbance at water crossings, many of which are in. the vicinity of the proposed mine, As
shown on our map and stated in AREVA’s proposal, Beverley calving grounds are NW and SE
of the proposed site, and post-calving grounds are in and around the project area. The winter and
spring ranges are also in that area. Due to the size and nature of this project, we are concerned
that mitigation measures may not be sufficient enough to minimize negative effects on caribou.
There are also archaeological sites in the area and all activities should be conducted so that there
is little or no impact on these.

Dle you have any suggestions or recommendsations for this application?

More up-to-date studies of the Beverley and Qamanirjuaq herds are necessary before this project
can begin. Without these, it will be difficult to make an accurate cumulative ¢ffect assessment.
As well, we do not feel that the initial mitigation measures presented by AREVA are not strong
enough.

De you support the project propesal? Yes 1 No X Any additional comments?

At this time, the project proposal provides insufficient information about how our concerns about
caribou, heritage resources and Athabasca Denesuline livelihoods would be addressed,

Name of person commenting: Ron Robillard of ADNT




Feb 089 2008 3:17PM

Position: Chief N
Signature:

HP LASERJET FAX

E

.

tiator Organization:

Date:

UQ)I"" Roow Rob."‘k&

Prince Albert Grand Council

February 10, 2009
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Data descriptions and citations can be found in the
Athabasca Denesuline Data Dictionary.

Prepared Feb. 6, 2009
i Prepared by PACTEAM Canada Inc. for the
[L Athabasca Denesuline Negotiation Team
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B-5 Baker Lake (Kangiqliniq) Hunters and Trappers Organization (various)

P.O. Box 1360 Cambridge Bay, NU X0B 0CO Phone: (867) 983-4600 Fax: (867) 983-2594
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8. Comment Form Distribution ‘ é‘ FEB 0 9 2009

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS -2 ECEHMES

Th; Nunavut Impact Review Bosra [N!BB) has & mandate to protect the inlegrity of the ecosystem for m?;;“jg;ng m~fu&m,;
tesidents of Nunavut, To assess the environmental and socio-economic impasts of the project proposal, NIRB would like 1o hear
YOUr CORCerns, Comments and suggestions about the fallowing project proposal 2pplication: o

Project Proposal Title: Kiggavik Project

Proponent: _AREVA Resources Canada Inc.

Location: Kivallig Region ‘

i Comnments Due By: February 10, 2009 NIRB #: 09MN0OO3

Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
g}m concerns waditiona) uses of land
water quality g}nuit harvesting activities
C terrain ¥ community involvement and consuliation
[Wair quality C: local development in the area
af wildlife and their habitat Ztourism in the area
O marine mammnials and their habitat &l kurnan health issues
birds and their habitat © other:
fish and their habitat

D heritage resourses in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

T donk want Yne Gaf?tbu*oae% Sk

Do you have any suggestions or recomnmendations for this application?

T dopy' vwant She vanion Yo ofen

Do you support the project proposal? Yes 1 No(l
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling YesJ No D/

3 Open-pit urenium mines? Yes O Nov”
Under-ground mine at Sissons? YesC No ’3/
Any additional comments?

e VS of Baker Lake, NU

,—', -

Name of person commenting:
2 R0 B

Signatare:

AlH BTHNTINTANGX wHno:11 BO ged 8002

jc2peHEA/L8R



8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Frapact Review Board (N{RB} has a mandaie 1o prolect 1he imegrity of the ecosystem for the existing and future
residents of Nunavur. To assess the environmental and socio-gconomic impacts of the project propesal. NIRB would like 10 hear
your concems, comments and suggestions about the following project proposal epplication:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Location: _Kivalliq Region

-Comments Duc By: Febrnary 10, 2009 NIRB #: 09MNGO3
Indicate your concerns about the project praposal below:
SPQ Concems Ui waditional uses of land
water quality 3 Inuit harvesting aciivities
2 rerrain = community involvement and consultation
£ ajr quality Z local development in the arez '
D%ildlife and their habitat D tourisim in the area
B’:’lgaﬁnc mammals and their habitat £3 human health issues
2rbirds and their habitat 7 ather:
(- fish and their habitat

T heritage Tesources irearea
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

D e Tly < low cuen H«aaﬁfk Yo

e h

wau'l’ {o {-.q,l',e_ P"f' \Lurc,s o c ez e H“"-H
& wey :

Do vor have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Do you support the project proposal? Yes 1 Ne O
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes O No =d 2// \
3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes G NoZ
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes O No B/
Any addifional comments?

Name of person commenting: _ Ml aric ing 1L E of Baker Lake, NU
signature: Moo T Kianenhidi Date: feb 06 /0 ]

l. o 2 b W
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8. Comment Forin Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandaie to protect the integrity of the ecosystem for the existing and furure
residents oF Nunavur. To assess the environmental and socio-economic impacts of the project proposel. NIRB would |ike 1o hear
your eoncerns, comments and shgpgestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Location: _Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: _February 10, 2009 __ 'NIRB#: (9MNOO3
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
T no concems J\D traditional uses of land
| water qualicy ™S\ Inuit harvesting activities
i~ terrain S Z community involvement and consultation
air quality T lecal development in the area
L wildlife and their habitat 3 tourism in the area
i marine mammals and their habitat \;?human health iesues
birds and their habitat 2 other:
( fish and their habizat “*

[ 1] 17
o e

P heritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

Do you have any suggestions or recommeadations for this application?

Do you sapport the proje;t-— proposal? Yes O Ne O
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling YesT No

3 Open-pit wanium mines? YesS Nao &
Under-ground mine at Sissens? Yes O No 3}/
Any additional comments?

Name of person commenting: ya 7 f Baker Lake, NU
Signature: . € :

AlH PMTRTIATAKNHN WHAN:T1T AN Q24 g002

joEecha) AQ



8. Coinment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board {NIRB) has a mandate 10 protect the integrit isti
. : y of the ccosystem for the existing and fut
residanis of Munavut, To assgus the environmental and socio-geonomic itnpagts of the project proposal, NIRB wogld tike t(L:I I:ear

Your concems, comments and suggestions abewt the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project

Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Ine.

Location: Xivallig Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB #: 09MNO03
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
Jno concerns ' D traditional uses of land
\\ fi water quality ™SN\/2 Inuit harvesting activities
— terrain ’\Z community involvement and consultation
~.. [ ¥ alr quality = locat development in the area
.U A wildlife and their habita: 3 tourism in the area
{1 marine mamntals and their habitat . 7 human heakh issues
\\\VE birds and their habikat T other__
fish and their habizat -

. | T heritage resources in area

Please describe the concerns indicated above: } 7[ Z _?Z —
T St Jne b0 important Segec

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

-L‘_q_._.~
Do you saupport the project propoesai? Yes {7 Ne Ol
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

QOre mining & milling YesT No l:/ /
3 Open-pit wranium mines? YesD No B~
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes O No @f/
Any additicnal comments?

| Name of bl commenting:
Signature: | £ o~ L

pu ] }.CPAECEA/.88 OLH SINITTOIDNEA

WHOO:11

g0 923 gLO2
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3. Commen: Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nusavur Impact Review Board (NIRB) has 2 mandate to protect the integrity of the ecos

ystem for the existing and fut
residents of Nunavut To assess the environmental and secio-econemic impacts of the project proposal. NIRB::v:EM like t:r:ear
your concsrns., comments and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Propossl Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Location: Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 200% ‘NIRB #: 09MN003
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
T N0 CONCLms traditional uses of tand
5 water quality nuit harvesting activities

terrain Z coramunity invoivement and consultation

air quality ' Zlocal development in the area

wildlife and their habitat ) tourism in the asea

marine mammals and their habitat human health issues
N birds and their habitat 2 other:

sh and their habitat ) -

heritage resources in area
Jease describe the concems :cﬂted above; et .;gi\e = rnaid—dvemac
AW""H"' " st Cé?[afﬂ;ﬁ weked —Aradidreria l 2 K ezg %ff&‘-ﬂ‘gf o
#r Qual f»’*h- ¢
W\\dﬁf(“;{_-/ m:ﬂﬁwj\e‘l"( i e wmeaf h"j and g i+ %M]‘Hm[
MarLAD ~ i Sominale e wafer  — Human headtbe - ?\{
Tst— " %W“- karortlons, Yo 617

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

e

H

(\.}

VLi L
Do you sapport the projeet proposal? Yes No
On two properties: Sissons & Klggavzk

Ore mining & milling Yes O No

3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes O o%
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes O %

Any additional commeints?

ra

_ . A
"Name of person rommenting: ’[ e | of _ Baker Lake, NU
Signature: r&mig(ﬁe Aot I%M Date: ___Fed.OC f_wc? ]

JePocLOlan niy TR TIRTARHY

bt §
e -

net

LWHTN:TT &N ga4 BNONZ
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&. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut kmpact Review Boand (NTRB) has 2 mandate to protect the integrity of the ecosystem for the existing and future
residents of Wunavut, To assess the environmental and socio-econemic impacts of the praject proposal, NIRB would Jike 10 hear
your ¢oncems, commenis and suggastions about the following project propesal application:

Project Proposal Title: K;ggaﬂk Project
Proponent: AREVA Resources Cansda Inc,
Location: Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB #: 09MNGO93
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:

g}a COnCcerms frional uses of land

water quality &Tnuit harvesting activities

{1 terrain , = community involvement and consultation
i quality 7 local development in the ares

Swildlife and their habiat {3 tourism in the area

-0 ine mammals and their habitat i¥Kuman health issues

irds and their habirat = gther:
T Atsh and their habitat

T heritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns md:cated above:

e S BTN,

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations far this application?

A gl Comwrsondig o g B

Do you support the project proposal? Yes 0 No&”
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes O No _J/a/
3 Open-pit uraniwn mines? YesO No ¥ /
Under-ground mine at Sissons? YesO Nos

Any additional commenis?

Name of persea ¢o pting: of Baker Lake, NU
Signature: w - Date: Sclo EQL(_} 3

GLH DINITOIONEA Wygo:11 60 984 so0e

P | Lc2es+0.498



8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

Tlu_: Numavit Impact Revigw Board (NJRB} has a mandale ta protect the integrity of i ccosystem for the existing and finure
residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and sotio-economic impaces of the project propasat, NIRB would like to hear
your ¢oncems, comments and supgestions about the following praject proposal application:

[ Project Proposal Title:  Kigzavik Project —
Proponeni:  ARFEVA Resources Canada lnc.
i Lacation: _Kivallig Region

] Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB #: (9MN0OO3
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
Ong concerns waditional uscs of land
ﬁz’;ter quality gﬁ\uit harvesting activities
C terrain cormmmunicy invalvement and consultation
£ ajr quality . = local development in the area
wildlife and their habitat 3 wourism in the area
g%wine mammals and their habitat U} hurwan health issues
. Q’ﬁu'ds and their habitat = other:
efish and their habimr

[ heritage resources in area

Please describe the concerns indicated above: = A =
"y £ Lk L3

ALY aacy PN}_.::F et isdles N alase coacen ancL bo.dd

? pmpack .

L

Do yor have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?
Gasie reaplor communttey monbef are Fally @asa (bed .

Do you support the project proposal? Yes[ No[
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes 1 No ta/

.3 Open-pit uranjum mines? YesJ Ng v/
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes E( No D
Any additional comments?

J:;.ﬂ\:eﬁl o"-‘;“_:fﬂ‘.ﬁa »
ot T Ee3 mmcik dedails

"

o ) -
Name of persoh commenting: #&%é‘ of Baker Lake, NU
Signature: Date: _E.E_Q_b? :

ATH RTHTIRTANHEN MHEN:TT BO 484 gooe

~ o] joPeckE0) AR
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5. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavit [mpact Review Beard (NJRB) has & mandaie 10 peoiect ine Imegrity of the cxatyyica for te exining &5 Artore
residears of Nundvist. To simes the crvironmemal and socio-scomotnic impacn of the project propasal, MNIFUS wosid ko 1o bear
YOuT COTONTIE. comments and sugarstan aboul the ‘oliowing project proposal applicatian:

Project Proposal This: _ Kigpavik Projeet
Proponent:__AREVA Rewouvees Canads !ne.
Location: _Kivalli

Comments Due By: _February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB #: SMNK3
Tndicute your concerns sbeut the project propossi below:
D po concarts Ertraditional wes of innd
water quality 2'inuit harvesting scrivities
{ termmin 2 community involvement and consuitation
& air quality O local development in the grea
& witdlife and their habits 1 tourism in the ares
Z'rarine mammals and their habimst & butman health issues
Fhirds and their habitat 0 other;
Orfish and their habitmy

[0 heritage resources in aroe
Pleass describe the concerus indicated above:

n'wfﬁrc f&%"" Lracaet S

Da you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

On ywa propertiss: Sipsons & K!’l\ﬂk

De you sﬂppu-t the prefect proposal? Yui" Ne " m

m«-grmmmum at Sissons? YiF z
| Any additional comments?

- { +
puxed gt (gt 0od  Hro on Emplopon
M &’*\ o 7Lb$n-.5

Name of pinol rommentimg: of _Baker Lake, NU
Sigmature: . u"

[ 3]
rezeochLal an NIH BTMTTINTAMHNY WHEN:TT AN da4d goOngz
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%, Comment Porm Dianriintion

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRE SCREENINGS

The Nunsvizt impact Review Boatll (NIRB) has & manduie 10 protect the i:;ng-ity of the etosystemn for the existing and femre
residents of Numavut, To assess the etivirowrtnial ad setio-sconomis impacws of e project progossl, NIRS m:ld ke o hewr
yur CONDernE, SotAMEnTs and suggavinns AUt the foliowing projoct proposel appitcMion:

Project Propweal Title: XKiggavik Project
Proponent:  AREVA Resources Cansdn fue,
Comments Due By: _February 10, 2089 ‘NIRB % 09MNSO3

Iadicate your concerns nbout the projeet propesal below:

Dine concems 0 oraditional uses of innd
\Srevarer qusiby O Tnuit harvesting sctivities
Swen S<Fmmunlty inwolvamest and consultation
Cair guality [} local davelopment in the area
Zwildlife and their habica O touxism in the area
0 merine ekl and tir habiwt 3 hurwan health isiues
{0 bincks and their habitnt . 0 crlver:
C fisk and their haltat

2 heritge rejources in Ares
Please deseribe the coneoras indicated abww
eomeand,  for Wﬁ' oy 0 Haw 'I'WJ‘C‘;‘

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations fer this application?
oy

[ Do you suppers the project propesal? Yes & No O
On two propertics: Sinsons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes B No

32 Open-pit ursniem atines? Yz & No O
Under-peound mive at Sissons? Yes @ No 3

Any additienn] comments? _ ' (.
(Zoiucj ..{:m« ~  ‘Yhe f:&ufvfa et ocudd be a..a;lk.ﬁ-&z Yo B.L
st - sy sp aln

Name of commenting: 7ot Macdovtho o0 of _Baker Lake. NU |
Shdur:'znmﬂuﬂﬂmﬁ__'—— Date: £~ (el plngG

nt+d
e /ePRseAsam OUH DINIIDISNEM  MUHD:T1 80 994 8002
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COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

Thn Nusgvut Lrpadt Jview Bord (NTRE) hat @ mivdate i prthen the inbegr SOOI i
resldanis of Nunawuit. To sssmmr the veviramenit] ant S0 io-Btwadinic m‘ls:fg.% mﬂﬁm"
PO ORGETTL. QONNTEN » and i gpentinr s sooul Ui lollewing prodect prapousd sppiission; e 10 hae

|m!n#thrum_ﬂmﬂ_!.!mﬁ' [ Tiglas ;
Proponent: ARKYA Resources Canada Joc. 1
Lovaticn:  Kivaliq Reglen
I Commants Dus By: _Februsry 10, 2009 "NIRE #: _SMNOR3 -
(Taditute yaur concorns sbuds the project propoeal belaw:
!“L‘nm Jornditions! uess of lind
' ke fastity S trult harvesting aetivities

tiTsin = oemrynity wvolverostt std conssinsion !

o qually S lonx! developerar) In the wres . :
1R wikdlife and their ebimt T ity i the wrts
[ marise fanls 3hd thele habio X burnan healih saues

irce swvd thwie habics: L olher:

fieb and Mairnobkat :
. reecurces in arw :
; Pisany describe tha copesrns indicated sbeve: _

iy cunde cNesteoged

L Bueny Grea o ek \ardl bl e

I asn \eodh oncle Bolar andh o A o Hhi soudhrn

feovwaunadies, 4o ek _cowd 08 dargirous toe

T S AL R AU . ’

| Do you have uty suggestiont or recons ations fer this application? . !l
c

|

i TTRere. Vs N O gosenrdag ok ey

Pas\ poonk out oS g‘:mmgé, Mo Mo ZWaoo

) Dty S0y vhad ane o e Be, S0 No M
g orga ooy 1s wvduel’ o soay YRS EVERN

rmywwmnm;:mp:pnm?uc No M '
1
|
f
}

| On vwe properties: Sissons
| Gre migiag & milling Yea O No

i 3 Opes-pi ursnium mines® Y O NoX!

| Crar-grovmd mine &1 S10e0na? You No¥

. Any adidfiional com menta?

ﬁ‘ Pefinddy no exPltadion andfonr Marung
‘onodanels 6f any Wind allouddd wp-Fhent

{ Naume of DITHAR 020 M amt . Bakor Lake, NU
’Shmsnns on. ., Date:

-
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut mpact Review Boand (NIRD) has 2 mandate 1o protect the integity of the ecosystem for the existing and future
residents of Munavuz. Te assess the environmenial and socio-economic impacts of the project proposal. NIRB would Yike o hear
your concems, comments and suggestions about the following praject propesal application:

Pro jed Proposal Title:  Kigzavik Project

Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canada Inc.

Location: Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB #: 09MNG03

[ Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:

J np congerns 7 traditional uses of land

Swaer quality 2 Fnuit harvesting activities

O terrain 2 community involvernent and consultasion
Srair quality 7 local development in the ares”

&@ildlife and their habitat O tourism in the area

O marine mammals and their habitat Srhuman health issues

iBirds and their habitat 7 ather:

rfish and their habital B

C heritage Tesources in area

: N . an . o
Please describe e comee e iRt 2PN b ot contimsdicl i 5 ks vy dn
A £-‘f€¢7 infe g i"""”é kbt 7..7:1/!'- = iy P S “""‘"? f!:rﬂ’w-’-'{f‘"/-’ ‘j’f‘md’a{éayb;

ol 15 et fhter Méﬁﬂ; is wedl A '_‘:,—A F-‘gﬂﬂ/l Humrn hea b jssves )y nlea ~ '9? Y - T
ot Fadee fg.u_ 'caofj{/(’ffm e T AV {,qafﬁ’f{at(‘i(j Ax-f’lrjj st TR # M L ove -rq:,/yf-—c.;‘“r‘ﬁ,p,.’f

.n.‘[ fﬂv:;ﬁﬂ‘{{ be. f.gg«/ /Y A0 g,\,,«,‘,é)én/f%r‘%—-('&\r/aﬁls/r?-/ M

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?
ﬁ/"]{rﬁfM - f fln foreren S Ma-/rvzg.rmﬂ-/ leve! GHlor b’ ttivicnde. Tapf om -,55~:_-j4,,,,/

. M\‘/ﬁ“;/é%‘/; =,£d(w{/ﬂ‘\. /’\-M;/é &_.ﬁ,& /!4-../(:3) L S, qu' Lfsjp dq—{.t{, _ﬂ/‘}
aa(’!‘i‘-"{f;r et

&Fn you support the project propesal? Yes 0 Neo (g
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes No ¥~

3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes O No &7
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes No
Any additional comments?

Name of person COMMENting: faq:movs of Baker Lake, NU

Signature: —_ Date:

] JoPecyEQ/ an A1l NTRITINTANEN
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8. Comment Fom Distributicn

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunawvur Irapact Review Board (NIRS) has a mandate 10 protéct the integrity of the fati

: | ] ecosystem for the existing and fu
residents of Nunavut To assess the en_vlronmcnul and socio-economic impacts of the preject proposal, NIRB waEld like :: lPl‘:e:ar
your concerns, comnruents and sugpestions about the following project proposal agplication:

Praject Propesal Title:  Kiggavik Project

Propouent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.

Location: Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: _February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB#: (09MNG03
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
O no concerns 03 traditional uses of land
& water quality 71 Inuit harvesting activities
} O terrain 2 community invol vement and consultation
T air quality T loeal development in the area
2 wildlife and their habitat 3 tourism in the area
O marine mamrnals and their habitat 3 human health issues
4 birds and their habitat O other:
{1 fish and their habitat

1 heritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

T coNCERNS THE wATIR -+ RW

qr  TTE  NOV Too Dy

|

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Do you support the project proposal? Yes % No O
On two praperties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes { Nol

3 Open-pit uranium mines? YestS Noo
Under-ground mine az Sissons? Yes ¥ No D
Any additional commenis?

SALeens L2 {)a@:—i—_ﬂ"&%ooée\

Nam¢ of person commenting: / of Baker Lake, NU

signature: <~ [\ M TN Date T2 p £ De0Q |
H =

et °d LS2ESHFILAB

OLH DINITDIONEM WH90:11 B0 €34 BODE
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8. Comament Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate 10 protect the integrity of 1he ecosystem for the existing and future
residents of Nunaval. To asscss the environmental and socic-economic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would like to heas
your concerns, comments and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

|

3

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project

Proponeat: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Location: Kivallig Region

i Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 NIRR #: (9MNOO3
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
D no concerns & raditional uses of land
® water guality & Inuit harvesting activities
I terrain O community involvement and consultation
0 air quality O local development in the area
W wildlife and their habitat 0 tourism in the area
D marine mammals and their habitat D human health issues
&) birds and their habitat O other:
[Afish and their habitat

0 heritage resouxces in area

Please describe the concerns indicated above:
e The lpn Kanens jwws r—tjmt vn o The émmbumtﬁ-( wWhack mu

WQMWWMJ' o f‘k.x.»tu-b—w QchD  whltaliCe .
4 hetwsy Htie OAL  QALTra qu—rwsltwwww

e Olio frudaect )

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

NIRE Stauid hala o communcty metling OV \DWAW Shaon
L0 not  owault thrdusio  OfppT Cie el 12 WiAa.

H1b, Honrlat.

D

Do you support the preject proposal? YesI Nol]
On two properties; Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling YesT No &

3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes O No [k
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes O No &L
Any additional comments?

Name of person commenting: SALal ArTuntgea  of Baker Lake, NU

Signature: Agican Allungatad Date:  [Zhrwaty b, 5009,

rezockalan NITH ATRTINTAMHY LH/ N:T1TT AN dad &sNN2
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8. Comment Form Distribution ‘

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nonavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integrity of the scosystem for the existing and fiture
residents of Munavut, To assess the environmental and socio-economic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would like to hear
your concerns, comments and suggestions abaut the following project proposal application:

Project Praposal Title:  Kiggavik Project

Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Ine.

Location: _Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 NIRB #: (9MN003
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
no concems {1 traditional uses of land
0 water quality O Inuit harvesting activities
O terrain , O community involvement and consultation
(J air quality 0 local development in the area
O wildlife and their habitat 0 tourism in the grea
1 marine mammals and their habitat {J human health issues
0 birds and their habitat : [ other;
0 fish and their habitat

0 heritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

’7’7// Coar L2tn . ERAp V’.J/b? '/é‘/-»—u_sée./, %J%g
s ST ‘7‘74(’&&?/ ﬁ;’_,e,a{mafoé?’ 2D \/ /&ﬂ-y m»uu,.é'

1/@7%7 obiulsl ALy £4 _a

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Do you support the project proposal? Yes 0 No O
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes,z-/ NolG

3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yesd NoD
Under-ground mins at Sissons? Yes [l NQE/
Any additional comments?

' /
Name of person commenting: _ SZA~ Ay . [ Jbqvo of Baker Lake, NU
E;Z / -

Date: ﬁ"é‘ 6/8¢

Signature:

/.GEEGH9/.08 D1H DINITIDISNYY WHLOD:TT B0 924 BOOZ



2. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has 2 mandate 1o protect the inlegrity 0Tthe ccosystem for the existing and future
residents of Nunavui. T assess the environmenta) and socio-sconomic impacts of the project proposat, NIRB would like to hear

YOUT CONCEMtS, omments and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

[Project Propasal Title: _ Kiggavik Project
Proponent: _  AREVA Resources Canada [nc

Loeation: Kivallig Region

LJ_J_J

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 "NIRB #: 09MNGO3
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
‘O 1o concems {1 traditional uses of land
O water guality T Inuit harvesting activities
O terrain 2 community involvement and consuliation
O air quality T local development in the area
i Twildlife and their babitat C: tourism in the area
1 marine mammals and their habitat i human health issues
£ birds and their habitat Wother: ™ O\ Q)r'\ c;\.yq'_ T\ f\(\: <
O fish and their habitat N o Sho® < See

O haritage resonrces in area

Please describe the concerns indicated above:

Do you have any suggestions or recommendatious for this application?

et uD“\"’\ Noway  Pesele altHe
ool

Do you support the project propasal? Yes 0 No 0
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yesl NoO

3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes J No T
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes 0 Mol
Any additional comments?

Name of person foramenting: K\( S Ye s~ —tenbopf  Baker Lake, NU
Signature: M—— Date: _ G b LA

art *d ).CPEGHFQ/l AR

01H DINITIOTANEA WygD:11 60 924 B00E
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4. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut lmpact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate 1o protect the inte

grity of the ecosystsm for the existing and fuu,
residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and socio-gconomic impacts of the project proposal. NIRB wzgld like m:mr
Your concerns, romments and suggestions about the following praject proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project

| Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canada Ine.

[ Location: _Kivalliq Region

Comments Due By: February 16, 2009 ‘NIRB#: 09MNOG03
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:

U NO COnGems O traditiona) uses of land

O water quality 0 Jnuit harvesting activities

O terrain ommunity involvement and consultation

03 ait quatity  local developtmient in the area

O wildlife and their habitat o tourism in the area

O marine mammals and their habitart L haman health issues

D birds and their habitat Z other:

0 fish and their habisat

01 heritage resources in area

Pl describe th ecoq ern md: ed above:
ag{te,vg aéfamﬁ of L‘{& Ghaold B¢ ,m(mmimﬁdko;

) carie
adg @&b Qo wprrove of Hoe mints t

falVL"S AN

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Do vou sapport the project praposal? Yes ¥ NeD
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

3 Open-pit uranjum mines? Yes
Inder-ground mine at $issons? Y
Any additional comments?

Ore mining & milling Yes iSt/
‘f No O

"Name of pers menting: _ Reuben h&ﬁ[& of Baker Lake, NU
m b a

Signature: Date: A7)

) 1-d LSZ2ESHSLSB

e —

e
OLH DINITODIONUY WHEBDS1I 60 924 G0OO0T
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB} has 2 mandale to protect the integrity of the ecosystem for the existing and future
residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and sacie-gconomic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would like to hear
your concems, comments and suggestions about the following project proposal application: |

Project Proposal Title: Kiggavik Project
Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Location: Kivalliq Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB #: 09MN003
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
O no concerns : traditional uses of land
|z water quality [ Inuit harvesting activities
[ terrain "~} community involvement and consultation
\\,ED zir quality 1 local development in the area
\\;‘3 wildlife and their habitat [ tourism in the area
I marine mamimals and their habitat ~~—Jj human health issuas
Tl birds and their habitat ‘ C other:
(1 fish and their habitat

\\.5'3 heritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Do you supporxt the project proposal? Yes 0 No [
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes D Ny/

3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes¥W N

Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes§” No O
Any additional comments?

| Name of person, commenting: L‘D]ﬁ?f/? H/’/?ﬁ/ W of BakerLake, NU
ISlgnatumM_mg%—, Date: ‘F@[&%’N ) 2L

g1 *d LS2ESHIL9B

e
OLH DINITDISNHEM MWHED:TT B0 424 B00<
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut lmpact Review Board (NJREB) has 2 mandaic 1o pratect the integrity of the ecosystem for the existing and futre
1esidents of Nunavut. Te assess the environmemal aad socio-economic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would like to hear
yOUr concerns, comments and suggestions aboul 1he following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project

Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.

Locasion: _Kivalliq Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB #: _09MNO003 e
Indicate your concerns about the project propesal below:

Ono concerns O traditicnal uses of land

L water quality L Inuit barvesting activities

O terrain 2 community involvement and consultation

O air quality {1 local development in the area

Zwildlife and their habitat {3 tourism in the area

O marine mameals and their habiat O hurman health issues

0 birds and their habitat other:

C fish and their habitat )J

[heritage resources in area

L]

M‘ﬁm% e | drom | and el firnue

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Mum,ﬂ Come avd Sec Yy Vecsg?/é
p lons W W@%@

A st efbve anypue else hakes any

Do you support the project proposal? Yes I No ID/
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes O No s
3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes O No"
Under-ground mine at Sissons? YesO No D/
Any additional comments?

e s
WMSA’A/%MI

Name of person nting: ~LUCYy /N [€G O of Baker Lake, NU
Signature: /A Date:  plnrowlg L, ‘
=7 & 7 S V4

g1"d LGZ2ECHFSLA8

OlLH DINITDIONUY Wu0I:11 B0 g4 6002
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunava Impact Review Board (NIRB}has a mandete to protect the integrity of the ecosysiem for the existing and fumre
residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and socja-pconomic impacts of the project proposal, MIRB wouild like 1o hear
your cencems, comments and sugpestions abour the following project proposal applieation:

Project Propasal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponent: __ AREVA Resourees Canada Ine. -
Location: Kivallig Region .

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB #: 09MNO0O03
Indicate your concerus about the project proposal below:

{J no comntcerns ETraditional uses of land

e water quality 0 Inuit harvesting activities

1etram 7 community involvement and consultation

0 air quality - Olocal development in the area

Grwildlife end their habitat {I tourism in the area

Dnarine mammals and their habitat 0 buman heaith issues

T birds ami their habitat O other:

= fish and their habitar

[Mieritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Do you support the project proposal? Yes O No [
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes 03 NoOJ

3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes & Ne
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes D NoQ
Any additional comments?

Name of person comunenfing:
Signature:

A —W o 7 Usrcqol _Baker Lake, NU ]

Date: _ .~ é‘@T/ {z {ZQ 9 ‘ |

:11 60 924 B002
ogz-d LG2ESH9L98 OLH DINITIDIONGM WHOT:T



) O

8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRBE SCREENINGS

The Nunavut lmpact Review Board (NIRB) has 2 mandate to protect the integrity of the ecosystem for the existin g and futurs
residents of Nunavut, To assess the environmental and socio-¢conomic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB wonid like to hear
YOUr concerns, comments and suggestions about the fotlowing project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc,
Location: Kivallig Region

-

Comments Due By: February 10, 2609 ‘NIRB#: 09MNGO3
[ Indicate your comcerns about the praject proposal below:

O no concerns §iraditional uses of land

Tywater guality [Anuit harvesting activities

(J terrain 3 comrnunity invalvement and consultation

Kyair quality #/local development in the area

Grwildlife and their habitat O tourism in the area

@marine mammals and their habitat @ human health issues

i birds and their habitat 0 other:

Tfish and their habitat

{1 heritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Do you suppert the project proposal? Yes 0 No.&
On two properties: Sissons & Kigeavik

Ore mining & milling YesO No &

3 Open-pit uranivmn rhines? Yes 0 No&
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes ) No ¥
Any additional comments?

Name of person commenting: [ o/ }?,75 A of ‘Baker Lake, NU

Signature:  L..4 Kok Date: Foloass L Qo0y

pif DINIDIINUA WUETTI:IT 60 _q3d 8002

roed LoeesH8L98
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§. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut impact Review Board {(INIRB) has a mandats 1o protect the imegity of the ecosystem for the existing and future
residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and socio-economic impacts of the project proposat, NIRB would like to hear
your cOficerms, comments and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc,
Location: _Kivalliq Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB #: 09MNDBO3
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:

7 no concems [ traditional uses of land

{@Svater quakity Rnuit harvesting activities

S2Terrain 3 community involvement and consultation
dadir quality 0 lacal development in the area

@-wildlife and their habhat O tourisin in the area

B-harine mzmmals and their habitat [1 human heaith issues

SMsirds and their habitat 2J other: -
2rfish and their habilat

D heritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

’(G( WL %OM% \_r_p \eosn, Miofe &\%Md?’ruf 'k"(‘ooq jr (

\0-. P

Do yon have any suggestions or recomnmendations for this application?

Do you support the project proposal? Yes @ No O
On two prapertics: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes & No I E/
3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes C No
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes = Noi”

Any additional commenis?

:11 80 924 B0O0Z
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8. Caomment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut impact Review Board (NIRB) has 2 mandate to protect the integrity of the ecosystem for the existing and future
resigents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental 2nd sacio-economic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would Jike to hear
Youf concerns, comments and suggestions about the foflowing project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title; Kigpavik Project
Proponeni: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Location: Kivallig Region

Comiments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB#: 09MNO03

Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:

Ono concerns itional uses of land
§)vate: quality it harvesting activities

frain ) CyCommunity involvement and consultation
&5( quality 4 local development in the area
wildlife and their habitat 3 tqurism in the area

00 Marine mammals and their habitat [Zharnan heaith issues

N G}!irds";nd their habitar 0 other:
h and their habitat

heritage resources in area
‘Please describe the concerns indicated above:

oa, o ald - Coneer A W/}é@/% rrsbs
+ fana Coptrminatso

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

A otpac.aS ol 505 2 250 }"IS/f)f Lor Jur hal |

i /
Do you support the project propusal? Yes 1 No B~
On two properties: Sissons & K:g?

Ore mining & milling Yesil No
| 3 Open-pit uranitm mines? Yes 1 No 2 [9,/

Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes O No
Any additional comments?

Name of person commenting: ( W[‘Z /ﬁ, Z{(/{/Wr . of Baker Lake, NU
Signatare: b owe lr Ao RAG Date:” ,

: ga24 6002
g2+d LS2ES¥9.L88 OLH DINITIDIONEMN WBET:11 60
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§. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

. T‘h:: Nunavaz Impact Review Board (NIRB) has a reandate 1o protect the integrity of the ecosystemn for the existing and fuwre
- residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and socio-economic impacts of the project proposal, NTRB would like 1o hear

your concerns, comments and suggestions about the foliowing project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project

Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.

Location: _Kivalliq Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB#: (9MNO03
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
T no concerns Giraditional yses of land
[, water quality nuit harvesting aetivities
0 terrain Scommunity involvement and consuitation
B air quality Jdocal development in the area
§ wildlife and their habitat Feourism in the area
marine mamanals and their babitat Dvhuman health issues
Ybirds and their habitat C other:
[ffish and their habitat

ritage resources in area

Please describe the concerns indicated above:

ML

Do you have any suggestiuns or recommendations for this application?

NI

! Do you support the project propesal? Yes X] No O
| On two properties: Sissons & Kigaavik
|

Ore mining & milling Yes®X No 00

3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yesi No =
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes® No D
Any additional comments?

Name of person commenting: eraq,,z !g‘ssg S of Baker Lake, NU
| Signature: &Eﬂ%ﬁ]&— : ate: o7 O O_? .

y2°d

e
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut tmpact Revicw Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integrity of the ecosystem for the ex%sting and future
residents of Nunavut, To assess the environmental and socio-cconomic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would like 10 hear
your concems, comments and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Propenent;: AREVA Resources Canads Inc.
Location: _Kivalliq Region

Comments Due By: _February 10,2009 ‘NIRB# 09MINOO3 W
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
U no concerns aditional uses of land
water quality Einuit harvesting activities
C terrain £ community invelvement and consultation
E’éir quality gﬁga} development in the area
F'wildlife and their habitat uristn in the area
= marine mammals and their habitat &rhuman health issues
irds and their habitat O other;
0’2:1‘1 and their habitat
itage resources i1 area

Please describe the concerns indicated above:

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

yld
Do you support the project proposal? Yes1 No =
On twa properties: Sissons & Kigpavik

Ore mining & milfing YesO No &/

3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes 0 No =1
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes O No W}
Any additional comments?

Name of person commenting: : of Baker Lake, NU
Signature: [t Te d;; ,Z% ; Date: Fed, C’ é'./ #) T

S
H a
g2 -d LG2ESHILOB OLlH DINIIDISNEM WUPI:11 B0 9 J BOOC



Janet Iknutaq: ‘

Concem about traditional grave sites, breathing contaminates, fishing sites, caritbou
calving grounds. Future birth defects & other deformed babies.

Contaminates on wildlife. [llnesses are going to become major problem even from
drilling (diamond). I am opposed to the project proposal.

Environment, community is down~wind, down-stream-receiving end from the project
proposed. Drilling & project proposal may have negative impact. Also to our caribou-
they will disappear.

Jacob Tkinilik

Once [ went on tour where old, previous diamond drill holes were cleaned & debris put in
shed. I was told ‘now they’re safe & won’t harm wildlife’. Later, at different site & date 1
saw drill bole exposed & oozing redish water. 1 asked ‘is this harmful to wildlife?” “No’,
came the answer.

When mining industry is determine to get what they want, they are not going 10 provide
you with (honest answers) answers that are dangerous.

Phillippa 1ksii
The fish, birds, caribou, muskox, migration routes, & caribou calving grounds should be

protected.

Thomas Oovayvuk
I opposed to docking site, all-weather road at Hagli. I opposed to building of bridges over

Thelon River. My reasons for opposing all-weather roads: This is our traditional hunting
pround-summer & winter.

The whole environment surrounding Baker Lake is our fishing & caribou hunting ground.

Lu wnak
Uranium mining, & all the revenues is not worth our cultural & tradmonal life-we have
too much to lose

James Kalluk )
Caribou ARE like million dollars to Inuit, to Inuit, the caribou is worth million dollars

Lucy ’l‘uggg aq
[f uranium mine is going to open, Mark Pukirluk Tunguaq found uranivin deposn I want

him to be given money. He is my child, who has many children.

Alex Igaat ‘
Only, if there will be no negative impacts, no dangerous contaminates, then, only then it

(project proposal) can be allowed-something you want.

Elizabeth Quinangnaq Sr.

I have not been provided enough with information. [ can’t phantom what is being
discussed her. Although, I have many concerns.

LS2ESH9LAS OLH DINITIDIANH WdB¥:+ B0 923 BDDZ



Joseph Scottie
1 am opposed to all-weather road anywhere across the commumity. Across the lake,

Absolutely no roads should be built in our hunting areas. All is caribou traditional

‘migration route, It would be more acceptable if bridge is built by near Halfway Hills,

Irene Kaluraqg

If uranium mine is opening, strict rules & regulations has to be placed & enforced. My
late husband helped to find the uranium deposits. Give me money. If diamond drilling is
approved-it has to be acceptable to us (only way)

Winnie Feimilik
Fish & caribou are my only diet of food. I opposed the project proposal.

Jean Simailak

Answers t0 questions (arising from screening & comment request) should be provided
at meeting. People who has knowledge about uranium mining to give answers, Also
another expert to answer questions about harmful aspects.

The comment form is insufficient, hard to understand for Inuit. Inuit language should be
used also more space for comments

LSZESYOLO8B OLH OINITOI9NEX WdE+ 1+ BO 924 500¢
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R. Comment Form Diswibution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has 2 mandate to prowect the inegrity of the ecosystem for the existing and future
residenis of Nunavut, To assess 1be environmental and speio-econoraic impacts af the project proposal, NIRB would like to hear
your concems, comments and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Locatien: Kivalliq Region

]

Comments Due By: _February 10, 2005 ‘NIRB #: 05MN003
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:

Jno concerns O traditional uses of Jand

£ warer guality 00 Inuit harvesting activities

[ terrain 2 community involvament and consuitation

{3 air quality 3 local development in the area

0 witdlife and their habitat 4 tourism in the area

{1 marine mammals and their habia 2 human health issues

{1 birds and their habitat 2 other:

O fish and their habiat

{J heritage resources in area _
Please describe the concems indicated above:

A
FPINNa s, bbb Vdaor

' c"ﬂ—-—{("ﬁ{k A Abee > I Tway By
> P LIT° p-.,:z A 0,

Do you have any suggesuons or recommendauons for this applwatlon"‘

Prclthns =« f{>/a1 LoD A AL e
589 BNV L) Lo PIA A 9Jq2*

Do you support the project proposal? Yes 3 No (S
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

QOre mining & milling Yes No @&

3 Open-pit uraniurn mines? Yes 5 Mo 2
Under-ground mine a1 Sissons? Yes D Nog’
Any additional comments?

' . £
"Name of person commenting: £ ‘ 5i#2t #4  of Baker Lake, NU =
| Signature: : —— - Date: _‘E@l@.{_ﬂ_@(ﬁf? £ |

OiH DINITDIONUA WdBk ¥ B0 924 gooe
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8. Comiment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Numavut impact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate 1o protect the imegrity of the e isti

. . ] ] cosystem for the existing and futu
residenis of Nunavur, To assess the environmental and socio-economic impacis of the project proposal, NIRB wol.glld like to r:car‘
your concermns, comments and suggestions about the following project propozal application:

Project Propasal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Location: Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: February 14, 2009 ‘NIRB #: 09MINOO3
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:

7 no concems @Traditional uses of land

@ water quality Einuit harvesting activites

Bterrain . Ztommunity involvement and consultation
ghair quality ) Irlocal development in the area

O wildlife and their habitat #Tourism in the area .
Prfnarine mammals and their habitat ¥¢’human health issues Ad% o7t
grbirds and their habitaf Zother:

~

#ZTish and their habitat
prherttage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:;

WAL

0 opo Do P> AlE
NT g PO Clcom o Yo DL

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

-
Do you support the project propesal? Yes 0 No {.
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik D O DT 6 (:%L a— ( &
Ore mining & milling YesO No ;\(
3 Open~pit uranium mines? Yes 3 fq/ A o é% ~2 (o L-PbLC
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes O No! _
Any additional comments? The ' Zid gvé'ﬁ( /*/é{h? / /&?ﬂd

f gleA jm/é ofes

Name of person commentgtngvg 45{({4 e ;ﬁz VA of  Baker Lake, NU
3 - a7 Y il ‘/‘7‘/ Yy TZ

Signature: o~ >IT'S Date:

e ——
I
g-d LGEESPILOB OLH DINIIDIONHEY Wd6¥ 1+ 60 424 6500¢



8, Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board [NIRB) has a mandate 10 protect the integrity of the ecosystem for the existing and future
residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and socio-economic impacts of the project propasal. NIRB would like 16 hear
your concerns, comments 2nd suggestions about the foljowing project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Loeation: Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: _February 16, 2009 ‘NIRB # 09MNOG3
Indicate your concerns abhout the project proposal below:
a/\o concerns T'traditional uses of land
m/arater quality ?nuit harvesting activities
# terrain ¥ community involvement and consultation
Yair quality S local development in the area

wildlife and their habhat ourism in the area

0. marine mammals and their habitat human health issues
M:)nrds and their habitat T other:

sh and their habitat

itage resources in area
Please describe the conceérns indicated above:

DM AL N e Ta D (DL A oM
A’ ch.e'-‘_.) 0D L ({Q,Ar""?)j —5{!5&<lc

Do you have any suggestions or mcnmmendatlons for this application?

4Pa 3, 40D A dab PedF A@Irs

LIS e

g™

Do you support the project proposal" Yes[O No V
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yesd No
3 Open-pit urarium mines? Yes3 No &
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes U No vl

Any additional commentis?

L Fi £ 2
Name of person commenting: | 7L\ ; 7 of _Baker Lake, NU
Signature: = 1U SNy Date:

OLH DINITIDIONUM WdGy i+ B0 @24 800¢

P Lc2esb9L98
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§. Commment Form Disiribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS -

The Nunavut Imgact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integrity of the ecosystem for the existing and future
residents of Nunavut To assess the ¢nvironmental and socio-cconomic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would like 1o hear
¥ouT OnCEms, cominents and sugpestions abowt the following project proposal 2pplication:

Project Proposal Title: __Kigpavik Project
Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Lacation: _Kivallig Region
Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB #;: 09MNOD3

Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
O no concerns 3 craditional uses of land
} water quality v N\ Inuit harvesting activities
¥ terrain "\ community invoivement and consultation
4, air quality ~ local development in the area
"2 wildlife and their habitat I tourism in the area
{1 marine mammais and their habitat ¢ humnan health issues
birds and their habitat = other:
fish and their habitat B
" heritage respurces in area _
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

Ge)oo 1 < Il At =0, 1T AL) T JId PO
Citn . <SOMTIA0EL, G0 242 d Akl
Lo edl Pl s Qb 0 Al
Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?
Clo bl o) AP e aLCa <Lda
4 A5 < D) P g\ Pt eid

e

Do you support the project praposal? Yes I No g
On two propesties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes D No i/

3 Open-pit uranium mines” Yes3 No —t
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes 7 No

Any additional comments?

Y
Name of person commenting: ~7 G228 (OVelye?s _ of Baker Lake, NU
Signature: )48 DX+ : Date: /Z_t?ﬁ?f'&-f’ﬁr‘r,f /N

D1H DINITDIONEA wdos:¥ 60 G3J gooe

. LC2ESHELO8
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8. Comment Form Disrribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavur lmpact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integrity of the ecosystem for the existing and future
residems of Nunavui. To assess the envirormental and socio-economic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB wauld like to hear
your cencems, comments and sugpestions about the following project proposal applicarion:

[Pro ject Pr-oposal Titler Kigpavik Project
Propoment: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.

t

Location: _Kivalliq Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB # _09MNG0O3

Tndicate your concerns about the project proposal below:  Caiticrats * Fraci ikivhad
Onoconcems Graditional uses of land A< SSHOTL -+

rwater quality @Inuit harvesting activities 4=~ AmE B é‘ﬂf ‘;’wﬂ%’s
Plemain v ‘ Lrcommunity involvement and consultation <- =<4

Traic quality ' - %local development in the area :

Fwildlife and their habitat <7 Btourism in the area

O marine mammals and their habitat ihuman health issues '

@birds and their habitat 41 —¢ Lrother: s,

[ fish and their habitat 4 %6 =< Y .

{DHeritage resources in area S afb N Sent Asd A= © 7]

Please describe the concerns indicated above: - A ¢
Act o AT g DD POTE

L7>/7HL—F'<#-<'5

A‘C‘:"‘?':CC" < o P NE

ﬁo you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Do you support the project proposal? Yes.l No®
Om twao properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

| Ore mining & milling Yesd NoX

3 QOpen-pit uranium mines? Yes 5 No'g
Under-ground mine at Sissons? YesJ No R
Any additional comments?

Name of person commenting: A - < Al p&=e of Baker Lake, NU
Signature: »;ﬁ 4 W e Date: w24~ ‘z’ P ¥al=¥4

a-d LSZEGHSL98

i —

OLH DINITDISHUM Wd2s:+ 60 994 BOOT



8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavu Impact Review Board (NIRB) has 2 mandate 1o protect the integrity of the ecos istil

i : ) ystem for the existing and fir
residents of Nunavut, To assess the environmentel and socio-economic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB waﬁid like :.:r:w
your concerns, commuents ard suggestions about the following projeat proposal application:

Project Praposal Titte:  Kiggavik Project 1
Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canada Inc. . '
Location: _Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB #: (09IMNQO3 !
\

Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:

2 no concems {{traditional uses af land

2 water quality ¥ Tnuit harvesting activities

#'terrain ¥ community invelvement and consultation

Wair quality rlacal development in the area

@'wildlife and their habitat Xlourism in the area

¥ marine mammals and their habitat # human health issues

Z birds and their habitat ather:

i fish and their habitat .

T heritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

!a./\-g a o 1< Prlae . A (Al -5 /{‘{LH{‘W

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

P
Do you support the project proposal? Yes 0 Ne &
On wwo properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Qre mining & milling Yesd No /
3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes G 1;:;/
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yesf2” NoQ
Any additional comments?

s W e 4
Name of person commenting: /7/EX L 77247 of Baker Lake, NU ‘:
Signature: ¢ AShic ; Date: 5 €7 . ryY Y27 |

ud2s:4+ 80 9=4 gooe

R | LCZEGH9LEE glH DINITIDIINU
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut lmpact Review Board (NIRB) has & mandate 1o protect the integrity of the ecosystem for the existing and future

residens of Nunavut. To assess the envirenmental and socio—2conomic impacts of the projeet proposal, NIRB would like to hear

your concems, cornments and stuggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project

1

Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Ine.

Lacation: Kivalliq Region

!
itds and their habitat  other:

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ' ‘NIRB #: 09MN0O3
Indicate your concerns about the project prgposal befow:
1o conezrmns Witional uses of land
B’;;wr quality ¥iguit harvesting activities
F tprrain community invelvement and consultation
& air quality g/wcal development in the area
wildlife and their habitat toyrism in the area
ine mammals and their habitat Mr:an health issues

and their habitat

vheritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

|

Do you have any snggestions or recommendations for this application?

Lt>ddimp2r

oV L Li23dA) T

dhomaipavp bt bedsl
b...n QCFLFJfJCGﬁLJ’-&’Fd o (L

Do you support the project proposal? Yes D No &~
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling YesO No@”

3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes G NoZ—~~
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes & No {-
Any additional comments?

P | Lsasébsa.se OLH DINITDISNGMN

of Baker Lake, NU

Name of person cu_hmenting: : _
Signature: > ¥ D 0 < ‘ Dute: ZEIUALY 7l 2007

udzs:y 60

ga4 s00¢



2. Commment Form Dismribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut lmpact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate ta pratect the integrity of the ecosysiem for the existing and future
residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and sacio-¢conomic impaces of the project propesal, NIRB would like to hear
your conoemns, comments and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title: Kiggavik Project
Propoment: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.

Location: Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB # D9MNOGO3
Indicate your concerns about the preject proposal below:

O COncerms Dr}rﬁ‘ditianal uses of land
4 yrater quality .’-.:/Hﬁit harvesting activities
Aerrain ; aedmmunity involvement and consultation

aiy qualiry ;ﬁf{ development in the area
D-iiglife and their habital {B46urism in the area
o ine mammals and their habjtag ;‘-,hfman health issues

irds and their habitat 3 pther:
qﬂsh and their habizat
Cehefitage resowurces in area _
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

% e IR P T

e JEATRD g e A EY

D =
Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Do you support the pro;ect proposal? Yes 1 No i
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes DO No D)/ )
3 Open-pit uraniton mines? Yes O No J g/
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes U No q/
| Any additional comments?

Name of person commenting:
Signature: | e 5 (LAY :

DlH DINITOISNEA Wdes:+ 80 @24 s00<

eeod LG2ESPILIB
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§. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

'mF Nunavut {mpéct Review Board (NI.RB} has a mandats to protect the integrity of the ecosysiem for the existing and future
residents of Nunavut, To assess the environmental and socio-sconomic impacis of the project proposal, MIRB would like 1o hear
your concerms, comments and suggestions about the following project proposel application:

Project Proposal Title: _ Kiggavik Project
Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Location: Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 : ‘NIRB #: 09MN003
Indicate your concerns abont the project proposal below:
2 no concerms [ traditional uses of Jand
~F water qaality a3 Inuit harvesting activities
1§ terrain : P coimrnunity involvement and consuliation
_| % air quality : local development in the area
| witdlife and eheir mabitat T toutism in the area
marine mammals and their habitat [ human health issues
iy birds and their habitat L: other:
~.L_§ fish and their hahitat

| heritage resources in arca
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

JA T a< [« A AT e R A
bﬁG‘vT‘d‘Cb/LL Pubbt 20 jb e
A

-

Ser aceC hoaaial Ppar

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

4

De you support the project proposal? Yes[D No v
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik '

Ore mining & milling Yes O No‘ﬁ[ ‘/
3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes T No ¥
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes & No
Any additionz] comments?

— 7]

Name of person commenting: M of Baker Lake, NU
Signature: _flaz § | Dawe: Elhrliiry % 2007

I | ¥ 2



8. Comment Form Distribution

—

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The_: Nupavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate 1o protect the intogrity of the ccosystem for the existing and fusure
residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and socio-sconomic impacts of the project proposal. NIRB would like 1o hear
YOUT COncemns, comments and suggestions zbout the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Location: Kivalliq Region

Comments Duec By: February 14, 2000 ‘WIRB #: 09MNJO3
Indicate youy concerns about the preject proposal below:

. J1o conce - itional uses of land

Thvater quality #Inuit harvesting activities

Frerrain 22ommunity involvement and consuliation
P air quatity = local development in the area

g/ wildlife and their habitat O3 tourismn in the area

O marine mammals and their habitat whuman heahh issues

O hirds and their habitat Z other:

é‘?h and their habirat <

eritage resources in area .

| Please describe the concerns indicated above: w _
GAPPrabri. b P4 hedo & byl J— &
LoD GPA . 4 dr Pl p!""(f(ﬁ—"‘{.al-—-(y)
nelde  OF DbJNCs o PR be (J-

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Do you support the preject proposal? Yes 0 No 37
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes3J Neo (Qv/

3 Oper-pit uranivm mines? Yes S No 'k
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes 5 Ne
Any additional comments?

Name of person commenting: W N xR of Baker Lake, NU .
Signature: M\ ' Date: W

0LH PINITTOISNGA WdbS:b ED ges B0O0C

o JC2EGH9L98



2. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Munavut [mpaci Review Beard (NIRB) has a mandate 1o protect the integrity of the ecor isté i

e ] ] system far the existing and future
residents of Nungvut. To assess the environmental and socip-sconomic impags of the prject progosal, NIRB wor:szld }‘iike to hear
your concerns, comments and suggestions about the folfowing project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project : 1 |
Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Location: Kivailig Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB#  09MNOD3
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal belaw:
o contems ﬁ/ ittonal uses of land
gvater guality uit harvesting aclivities
'terrain unity involvernent and consultation
ir quality local development in the area
wildlife and their habitat i3 tourism in the area
& parine mammals and their habitat U human health issues
ﬁr&s and their habitat  other:
h and their habitat
eritage tesources in area

Please describe the concerns indicated above: .
b |
SO oML | AdLerntEeT |
coo>o“fa L kb o bAst 4rdes Adi20 e
>l o>a™t

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Do you support the project propesal? Yes O NeO [ f 4
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes & Ne p/ 5 N~ N 0-'{" E/UO
3 Qpen-pit wanium mines? Yes G No = 1

Under-ground mine at Sissons? YesJ NoQ

Any additional comments?

pGel tHED

Baker Lake, NU

GANEANAS) SH

Name of person commenting: p Y/
Signature: [t 4 16

e i

Wdes:+ 60 4924 5002
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integnity of the ecosystem for the existing and fisture
residents of Nunavut, To assess 1he environmenial and socip-sconomic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would Kke 16 hear
your concerns, comments and suggestions about the fol lowing project proposal application:

-

Project Proposal Title:  Kigegavik Project
Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc,
Location: Xivalliq Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 NIRB#: 09MNDOO3
Indicate your concerns about the project gyb’posal below:
gfm Concems ) itionat uses of fand
swater quality ¥ Inuit harvesting activities
Fierain ‘ comimupity involvement and consuliation
Tl quality “flocal development in the area
& wildlife and their habitat “lourism in the arez
ine mammais and their habitat & human health jssues
irds and their habitat ' T other:

# Xish and their habitat :
heritage resources in area - '
Please deseribe the concerns indicated above:

AJCEICT 298 ppteDYLLL C"?O—j@“ﬁ: Ty T
Pt whw Vob ¢ CdenDl AXD 2D /2.

3 C
LI (SR LE) X AL C'Fp OHdA
Alqu‘-‘; »mii Zaﬂ- e AILE ] grﬁﬁ “pr fg—bﬂ-df Qs e Dbt (O

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application? }

{

Do you support the project proposal? Yes 1 No &/
On two properties: Sissons & Kigga:aik

Ore mining & milling YesD No J 51/
3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes O No
Urnder-ground mine at Sissons? Yes © No &t[
Any additional comments?

of Baket Lake NU

Name of person com menting:
Signature: < J NAPy— et - Date:

OLH DINITTDIONYA Wdgs ¥ 60 gad 5002
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§. Comunent Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

Th; Nunevut impact Review Board (NIRB} has a mandate to protect the Integrity of the scosystem for the existing and future
restdents of Nunavut. To assess the en yironmeutal atd socio-econemic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would Jike to hear
your concerns, comnmeris and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Praject Proposal Title:  Kigguvik Project

o A S

Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.

Lacation: _Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: _February 10, 2069 "‘NIRB # 09MNG63
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
T 10 COTICEMS dHraditional uses of land

water quality ©/Inuit harvesting activities

Train ¥ community involvement and sonsultation

air quality ¥ 1ocal development in the area
¥'witdlife and their habitat ¥ tourism in the arez
O marine mammals and their habitat t/haman heakh issues
¥ birds and their habitat ¥other:
& fish and their habitat A 2A ~ <o hDe.o— 4 o8 -4 L =i
W heritage resources in area Ll Pl el (g L2 o

Please describe the concerns indicated above: -~ R L0t 4 902"
. '<I {ng’,‘—“c«r-qﬂjt—' -401':<:C.‘/1¢:’F(_(/
R-:.-‘?-néc_ o it Lo o

. :z,,}~‘47)()_.27<30)(!.,—-()/
Adcdlc- L3 4ime

Lo LS

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Do you support the project proposal? Yes 0 No B
On two propesties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes T Ne "

3 Open-pit wraniurn mines? Yes G No Vl
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes O No f"
Any additional comments?

JONET THYY 7%

Name of person commenting: <N\7o—~A- 4 d < of Baker Lake, NU
| Signature: b - Date: AP -g (2 s 20859

o LG2ESH9LIB OLH DINITDISNUM
ST *
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Munavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has 2 mandate 1o progeet the integrity of the ecosystem for the existi

: ! : . isting and futre
residenis of Nunavut. To assess the environmenta! ard sncio-econormic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB woid like o hear
_ YouT CORCerns, comments and supgestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Location: _Kivalliq Region

Comments Due By: _February 10, 2009 NIRB#4: (09MNOO3
|
]Tndicate your concerns about the project proposal below:

71 no concems itional uses of land

E':}vater quality intit harvesting activities

¥ terrain 9./ mrnunity involvement and consultation

E//an- quatity . { development in the area

¥ wildlife and their habitat Ftourism in the area

{1 marineg mammals and their habitat @ buman health issues

&) birds and their habitat - $/other:

& fish and their habitat

F heritage resources im area
Pleast describe the concerns indicated above:

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Do you support the project proposal? Yes & No L g
Omn two propearties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes O No I’

3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes G No 3 W,
Under-groumd mine at Sissons? Yes O Noi®
Any additional comments?

> o 17 [7) of Baker Lake, NU
Date: - "L

Name of persen commenting:
Signature:

: [
DL1lH PINTIBIONUA HaiGivy 60 gad 500
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut impact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandare to protest the integrity of the ec isti e

v ! : osystem far the existing and fu
residents of Nunavut. To asscss the eavironmental and socio-¢conomic impacis of the project proposal, NIRB wosld like :a hear
wour concems, comments and suggestions about the following project proposat application:

i Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canada Inec.

| Location: _Kivalli ion
Comments Due By: February 14, 2009 ‘NIRB #: 09MN03
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
T ne concems Ff itional uses of land
waier guality Tpuit harvesting activities
w’? in cammuaity involvement and consultation
ir quality 7 ﬁf'local development in the area
%ﬂmﬁfe and their habitat 73 tourism in the area
{1 marine mammals and their habitat human health issues
irds and their habitat T ather:
fish and their habitat

erilage resoutces in area
Please describe the conceras indicated above:

[ Do you have any suggestions or recommmendations for this application?

Do you support the project proposal? Yes 0 No g
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes No {/ P/
3 Open-pit uraniunt mines? Yes G Mo
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes & NOF/
Any additional comments?

Name of person co::;menting:j of Baker Lake, NU

Signature: L Date: % & 7 Zood |

OLH BINITDIONUA WdBs ¥ B0 484 5002
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nuiavut 'mpaet Review Boagd (NIRB) has 3 mandate 10 protect the imegrity of the £COSystem f

or the existing and future
residents of Nunaver, To asscss the environmental and socio-economic impacts of the project proposal, NIRS wof!d like to hear
YOUT COBLEMS, comments and suggestions about the following praject proposal application:

|

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project

Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canada Inc.

Location: Kivailig Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2089 ‘NIRB #: O9MNO03

Indicate your concerns about the projgct proposal below:
2 B0 concerns N wraditional uses of land

“\£3 water quality . Inuit harvesting activities
‘{@ terrain “[2 community involvement and consultation
air quality = tocal development in the arca
y \J? wildlife and their habitat O tourism in the area
Jmarine mammals and their habitat human health issues
$ivirds and their habitag T other:
fish and their habitat

heritage resoLrces in area

Please describe the concerns indicated above:

|

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

/

I

Do you support the project proposal? Yes 0 No g/
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling YesO No ¥

3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes O Na‘f
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes & Noj;

Any additional comments?

[Name of person commenting: _éjﬂ/g/ ;ZM _— ,of Baker Lake, NU

Signature: £}~ £~ < 54 Date:

£5+9488 oLH DIHIIDIDNDH
LSE

4,

WdBS b go 924 002



8. Commett Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Inpact Review Board (NIRB) has 2 mandate to proteet the integrity of the ecosystem for the existing and future
residents of Nunavut, Ta assess the environmental and socio-economie impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would like 1o hear
YOUT CORCEms. comments and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

| Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.

Location: _Kivalliq Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2609 ‘NIRB #: (Q9MNO)3

Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:

J no concerms traditional nses of land

®warer guality Inuit harvesting activities

THerrain Feommunity involvement and consultation

{rair quality S local development in the area

2 wildlife and their habitat O tourisin in the area

U marine mameuals and their habitat Grhuman health issues

@ birds and their habitat Cother:__pb o i b5 Cow S o6l <ihicobm
¥ fish and their habitat b 2pr gt Sl e Lo 2 {1

@ heritage resources in area A - - . -
Please describe the concerns indicated above: (_ Z/vers GLetilel ac CEvseilien
G| cire Chotnt ey
PEVE mire 2§

b

F»K?

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

bep o 6IGRY

NETH iNEC Fhstl 72 AD0

Do you support the project proposal? Yes  No &
On two properties: Sissons & Kigpavik

Ore mining & milling YesTJ No w

3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes & hy/
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes 8 NoD
Any additional comments?

S Vipre SussE.

Name of person commenting: bl . _of Baker Lake, NU

Signature: Ao psia Date: _7{2 [»9

oiH BINITDIONE WdBS ¥ B0
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8. Commert Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The 'Nuna.vut'lm pact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the imegrity of the scosystem for the existing and future
residents of Nunavut. To assess the ¢nvironmerual and socio-¢conomic impacts of the preject proposal, NIRE would tike to hear
yaur concerns, comments and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc,
Location: _Kivailiq Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2069 NIRB #: 09MNOO3 |
: |
Indicate your concerns about the project propesal below:
7 no concems ¥ traditional uses of land
water qualiry ﬁl Inuil harvesting activities
terrain T community involvement and consuhation
¢ air quality - = local development in the area
& wildlife and their habitat ) T tourism in the area
|8 merine mammals and their habia1 - ¢ L% "F(, & human health issues
“gl hirds and their habitat & other:
fish and their habitat

-} heritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

Do you have any sapgestions or recommendations for this application?

Do you support the project proposzl? Yes 0 Nofr™
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling YesQ No b/’:/

3 Open-pit urenium mines? Yes & Mo
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes 1 No &—"

Any additional comments?

tlenptp WILEdLAR K
Name of persen zmmgryt'ng: o e of _Baker Lake, NU
102

Signature: o T Dater __2 7 2003
Feb. 77, zo07

: c
OLtH DINITTDIONDM wdop:s 60 gad 500

LG2ESPILOB
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£. Comment Form: Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavit Impact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandaie to protect the integrity of the ecosystern for the existing and future
residents of Nunavut To assess the environmental and socio-econontic impacts of the praject proposal, NIRB would #ike to hear
YOUr COncerns, comments and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Locatiom: _Kivsllig Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 NIRB #: 09MNO03
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
{no concems Hiraditional uses of land
water quality & Inuit harvesting activities
0 tepain tréommunity involvement and cansultation
uality O local development in the area

ildlife and their habitat 1 tourism in the area

0 marine mammals and their habitat @ﬁuman health issues

{1 birds and their habitat C other:
0 fish anct their habitat
@eritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated sbove: gy
RIPT FAADe A, AT, q AT CAETER LTI 2l T

Tl A RRTET, 1A [P AL,

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations far this application?

S oasipT v TR SEARE s LgE T D,

Do you support the project proposal? YesNo O f5<
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik o t ~JES » ¥ D

Ore mining & milling Yes 2 NoJ

1 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes 2 NoC
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes {1 No
Any additional comments?

Name of person commepting;/ of Baker Lakf, ]
Signature: : 8 Date: % é'a/ 54 l

| JSONTER

R —
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B. Comment Form Distribarion

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunevut impact Review Board (NIR) hus & mandase 10 protoet the invagrity of the sooyystem for the existing and fuswe
residents of Numavit. To stpess the snviconments) and satio-sconamic impate of e project propasal, NIRB would ke 1o henr
your CONRerns, Gotmitets and suggestions about the following prelcst propose] applicrtien:

Frojest Propesal Thie: _ Kiggavik Project
Proposent: _ AREVA Resourees Canada Inc.
Location: _Kivallj

Comoments Due By: _February 10, 2009 ‘KIRB¥: 09MNDO3
Indicate your concsrns about the project proposal belew:
[ ns concems O madivional ssesaf jand
R water quality O Inuit hirvesiing scekvicies
[} werain 3 commumity invalvemes: and consulation
D i quality I osal devaiopment in the et
"B wildiif and their bebites {3 tourigre in the sres
O maxine mammals and thair habitst L buman heaith issues
0 bicds and their habitat _ O other:
O fisk ad dreir habient '
o hazimge resouwrsas in srea R

Pieate describe the eoncerns indicated above:
(@ wairn Whe WSAAURE and Lasstes M draurbed ?

Do you bave asy saggestions or recommendations for this application?

Do yon support the preject praposal? Yes O No O e 7P D j
Oon two properties; Sissons & Kiggavik )

Ore mining & milliag Yeuid NoO
3 Openipit wranivm mines? Yes © No O
Under-grvand mine  Sissons? Yes U No O

Any pidditonal cobimmenia?
WL Qupper ¥ For Yha woome ud 4y anny acedundts St Knagy
. _

Name of person commenting _Qosis Jagooe of BakerlakeNU |

Siguature: _Rooi Aagocem Dape: _Lx b T 2009

LS2ESH9LIE OLH DINITOIONUY WdBb:S 80 925 80Az



8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

Thg Nunavut Jmpact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandaie to protect the integrity of the ecosystem for the existing and future
residents of Nunavui. To assess the environmental and socio-economic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would Tike o hear
your concemms, comments and suggestions about the following projec proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
" Location: _Kivallig Region

Comments Duec By: February 10,2009 ‘NIRB #: 09MINGO3
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:

J no concems ' " maditional uses of land

Wwater quality O Inuit harvesting activities

T terrain Z cornmunity involvement and ¢onsultation

0 air quality = local development in the area

W wildlife and their habitat 2 tourism in the area

 marine mammals and their habitat Hhuman health issues

O birds and their habitat C orhes:

X fish and their habitat

0 heritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

aloytwildiie and huwam  wellbeiig
aqd 1€ there '6 any healfh ‘ssvse

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Do you support the project proposal? Yes© NoD [N DEALIIDE D
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik .

Ore mining & milling YesZ Mo O

3 Open-pit wenium mines? YesT Nol
Under-ground mine st Sissons? Yes O No O
Any additional comments?

. - _‘
Name ofpersowe ting: Spck 7oniro of Baker Lake, NU
/\ . ‘

Signature: i “ Date:

Lrd LE2ESPOLO8 OLH OINITDISNEX WdB+:8 B0 924 BOOC
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8. Comment Forin Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavur lmpact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integri isti

e | gvity of the ecosystem for the ex

residents of Munavut. To assess the envirenmenta! and socio-economic impacts of the projccsly proposat, m:nﬁsnglﬁ?k?m
YOur concerns, cemments and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project

Proponeut: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.

Location: Kivalliq Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB#  09MNGO3
Indicate your concerns about the project propesal below:

T¥ho concems O waditional uses of land

Girwater quality Inuit harvesting activities

terain - Dtammunity involvement and consultation
Waiv quality ®ocal development in the area

TAwildlife and their habitat burism in the area

rarine manmals and their habitat IHiuman health issues

' birds and their habitat T other: '

@ fish and theqr habitat

GLigritage resources in area

Please describe the concerns indicated above:

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

w didw Ve Mg geeple et Palber Lake
Yaow 4 Mouddn oab?:

i
Do you support the project proposal? Yes & No O
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes & No O
3 Open-pit uranium mimes? Yes 3 No
Under-ground ming ut Sissons? Yes @ Mo O

Any additional commenis?
Name of person commenting: Epn E L) Tool of Baker Lake, NU
Signafure: Eu Elioh Date: Fe b -04 - r_gf)ac'}

PR | JoPECHEA/ YR noiH OINITOISNEX

Wdepis 60 924 8002
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8. Cowyrent Forme Driswibution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

“The Nunavir st Aavicw Board {NIAB) M8 2 mandic 10 phosect 1he inkogriy of ihe e00s e jocing and A
resicron afNunevut. To aisald [ enviroamanial Mk do¢id-odonomic mpacty af mmmn’:,m wur'm- wxar
YORT coRoorYS, Commwnts mad sugpmsions about the foliowing projsct proposal spplicstion:

Project Proposal Tifle: _ Kiggavik Froject

Propesent: _ AREVA Canads ue,
"Location:
Contisenty By: February 10, 2008 __NIRB#:; oMo
Twdicate your concerus about the praject :;ppoul bebow;
I 5o coRDEIIS Mipnal uses of iand
@wmier gualkcy Tnuit harvesting activickes
tfirrein 2 commimiy invelvemenl and consuliation
ok quality ¢ local development in the ares
Provitdife wnd their babitat O 1ourism: in the Ko
G tmrine maramals and thair habimt C haman heosith jsnms
Stad aad thyir habitt Q ather:
sk and their babritat
mmdmﬂh t:om jndicated abo
SeRCerns ve: \
y o’ a&@"}dﬂp _

7 ore27, fP0s SorrviS & e coaTrrs o
gy e & s 17 Goreent’y a—lg{;&: ¥ :Jvf{:' & V47 EgntAE s '

Dumhnlwmﬂionmrnuqm%uhrthﬁﬂl&thﬂ_
/M;} S e ﬁff"‘éf Ccers 2o Jéar—ff?! s'q,.-ég./g-gﬂrc- P

& e e Ter .

JPRREE SO BITICT— I _Lyg S AT 47 arid Ao9AE
Do you smppost ths project prepossl? Yes O NoD
On two prepestive: Sissons & Kiggavik ‘

Cremining & railling Yoo m/NoB
3 Opanepit uratihom peines? Yes O ‘}::/V
Undarround Mine ot Sitsoxs? Ye3s @ Na O

Any ndditional commuents?
85
=

Name of psrsen commenting:

Siguature: "’

Lcoecesis8 . OLH, DINITDIONUM  Wdew:s 80 43 gOD2

aca LGZEGP9L98 0lH DINITIOIONGA WdsH S B0 934 BOOZ
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1. Canunant Poem Disicthotios

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRS SCRIENINGS

ﬂmxmmlﬂmm-m:-mmm.gm
reinperm wE TR YLL TO MCM T en ristubmurad sod melo-amenmis tapnin aptayshory {9y 1IN0 OyisieE BhE fimaty
mmmu-ﬁ'ﬁumhwuu‘m'mawm.m-mMum

Projunt - ,
Prépanswt VA
Lecatiaes - -
Cornmints ¢ Fdtguary 1§, 2000 TR a——
EE?“H'r'-rmunmnnnhuﬂllsanuur e P :

snoams i) ubte of land
o quaitsy Narvaming sctivitie
“"l‘:ﬂh' g:&"‘"‘“’ invelvanunr aud commulation

e st S halvites fvringur oyl

i thewr Dbl —
) hariiags rene oot i areh

PMesss deairide 1he concaens inadisated aboves :
Vo ACTUATIESS Wit GREATLY hFFﬂRFr'EﬂVLMﬂUﬁH“Eﬁﬁ'V

e e FUTRES .

*ii!i;i"'llv!-lininnsno|~¢vlpum¢-n--luruna...lg.ﬁ;if‘
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_WEAT (MM T Thonc WAVEZ A THE ABIVE ™

Bo Yo teipere ihe prajes pedpoest? Yoyl No D LORY5eps
?nﬁhldllh? Nol

ai wihan Yl
mian of Bssera™ V' o o

Aay sdllana) somrmepns?

| ALEXIS JIATNAA
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut knpact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integrity of the ecosystem for the existing and future
residents of Mungvuol, To assess the environmental and socio-cconomic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would like to hear
your concerns, comiments and suggestions about the following project proposal epplication:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Location: _Kivalliq Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 NIRB#  09MNOO3
Indicate yaur concerns shout the project proposal below:
O no concerns Ertraditional uses of land
Wvater quality wTouit harvesting activities
O tereain (FCommunity involvement and consulitation
ir quality p’lf:cal development in the area
¥ 'wildlife and their habitat O tourism in the area
0 marine mammals and their habitat fiuman health issues
8}%’!‘(]5 and their habitat T other:
sh and their habitat
O heritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns mdleated abeve:
PracPn hazards v Guory WM

WW{@D@@&) a1 \ AW
,]moon O_ruuﬁ‘ bﬁh—éﬁ
mm W Mgf.or ovuq Qzﬂwr Q’Q@@%

Do ynu have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?
50 r\-D Wg@_ uisﬂctgc Lon.s F%b Q/L&f}{‘e

M no-mdoors [f\.Clv\/Q MC(
OLGFQ mgg_l \‘@:D .

Do you support the projeet proposat? YesO No [l UMDEGID&D
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling YesO Nol

3 Qpen-pit uranivum mines? Yes 0 No D
Under-ground mine at Sissons? YesO No O
Any additional comments?

Name of perso cowmm of Baker Lake, NU
Signature: f*b\ Date: =g O ol 0T
K f or

LS2ESPSLE8B OlH DINITOIONHM HdE+:5 B0 d2d4 s00&




8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

Tho._-, Nunavur Impast Review Board {NI_R.B) has a mandate to protect the integrity of the ecosysiem for the existing and future
residems of Nunavut. To assess the €nvironmental and socio-¢conomic impacts of the project proposal, NIRE would like w6 heas
your coneerns, comments and suggestions.about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title: Kiggavik Project -

Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc,

Location: Kivallig Region

Comments Duc By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB# (09MN003
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below: ]
3 no CONCerns ‘ @ traditional uses of land
@ water quality T Inuit harvesting activities
terrain 2 eommunity involvement and consultation
hir quality #local development in the area
&'wildlife and their habitat 2 tourism in the area
Tarine mammals and their habitat 'human health issues
'gyzds and their habitat - & other: o
@fish and their habitat

{1 heritage resources n area
Please describe the concerys indicated abave: PoNlpRon OF lewnd +animalds,

wie. eodt 1’-/he_, Anemels, Hus goes o Gur Sypkm, OYHch
we. as ot oe ppj W ead e meadt ged Sicie, Qe
hout HE Feposore. to Aumant + anwads PLUS  woders
Or Yowe © Moeo/wesk BTG mead, °

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application? CA 12l F
firdher eaLcae. people. mMore. s W Uminwn, ming

Do you support the project proposal? Yes [] No&
On wo properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes O No i

3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yesd No 4

Under-ground mine & Sissons? Yes 3 No vl .

Any additional comments? NO moce o

ruin o -55

Ly e o an HN&Q(LE Road 3

Name of perspn ¢ mmgfﬁ'ng: o [<ree Lok of Baker Lake, NU

Signature: L _ Date: _}hriias bj b RGS K.

o0 77
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nupavut lmpact Review Board (NIRB) has 2 mandaie to protect the integrit, st L

e ! y of the ecosystem for the existing and fut
residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and socio-economic impacts of the project proposal, NiRB \;afld like n:‘;mr
your concerns, commaents and suggestions about the Tollowing project proposal application:

’ Project Proposal Title: _ Kiggavik Project
Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Location: Kivalliq Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB #: 09MN00O3
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
O no concems O rraditional uses of land
O water quality 71 Inyit harvesting aciivities

| 7 terrain T community involvement and consultation
J air quality 2 local development in the area

WP wildlife and their habitat 33 tourism in the area
0O marine mamimals and their habitat \?’human nealth issues

“\\# birds and their babitat T other;

"7 fish and their habirat

T heritage resources in arca

Please describe the concerns indicated aboves ' |’i '
[flunters iy be nirre {’fwm* ty FI5hs

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Faptact— onldl/ife + Hherr fakters

il
Do you support the project proposal? Yes O No ﬁ
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes 3 No /N/ -
3 Open-pit uranjum mines? Yes o
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes # N
Any additienal comments?

‘;’C‘ f#?Lﬁz’ Fr
Name of person commentipg: M N ~ _ of BakerLake, NU
Signature: 4. C o - Date:

o LDEK

[ —
OLH DINITDIONEA Wdis:s 60 92d 600€

~r sl 1.GZ2EGSY9LO8
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COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREFNINGS

The Nussrar Impect Revidw Sosrd (NTXB) hes 9 Misdne o ikt . sxlaing e Raun
b prolst the
:::-u oﬂ:mwa. T: :;- the s virenesenil and socioaonnsslc lnpacn 2’_0:'&::“ mp-::.:r.tl.l wuu-e
FORCHIFTY. CONRn Bugpstinrs Aboul thy follewing pralesr prapossl aiplice: bn ; Ble 12 hewr

Frojest Fropasal This _ Kiggevik Projec

Se——_
Project
Propesent: YA Cunsda I
LAocation :
Comments Dus By: _Febraary 10, 2009 WNIRE Bt _OSMON0S3

1-“ yaar concovis abont the projert propesal balow: .
‘ 2 ‘-:' mﬂ nqniw wiwes of land
‘ r qualicy ot harvasting actlvites
tarrein = oA Aty iavolvement and consuRstion
fosal developmant (n the wrom

— —

{Foic ity
tKwi!d_Jt!budﬂhbim touzarn (e WS
 maasirhels nd dvair Mabius heakh 5
Jihirda wnd sheir habkad ?‘:ﬂm e ;
ok ond ek tablax . {
ags oo in aree — —

| S

,Pmuaﬂhnhnumm&udm LD - RE

‘P Mawe Condcermed 1§ that, Wikl e Wi ~"! ’D’:’: e

1 'i o " ’ — )}

IM PACYED i A NEGATVIS waAY. L wWANT THE Wt RIEE" AND

'S HARTATS NoT Be AfFecTRD MEANII: N0 COnDA MV aTIOr
N

08 PULLUNO N JAVOIVED.

[ Do you have any suggtetions or recommendations for this applicetion?

i - Keep monttuning GCo-sus i, wakey, Land , &, 4o ensure ¢ !
| --thae Sol osT i-:.‘and wigdeq ghe . are not bl?'ms o\cx-vxo.a&ea( P
} 0F +o ak \AMl’WMd "—“‘-‘l ] damsng

b SR Our Q\mhréw&-«.rd-? Owk et Land~1n

25 eck— ~p

Do you support the prejest proposal? You O Na-Ef
| On oo properting: Sipoas & Kigpavic

| O mining & ok '~ .
| o mining & it v h;DNcK

E 3 Opasepil i Seings? Yoy

| Under-grousns mina st Simons? Yes 3 Ne

| Amy adéitisnal commenis”

f

i !
“Nanre of parson Commentieg: /7AS)_X KL Paker Lake
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

’r‘hg Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB)has a mandate 10 protect the integrity of the ecosysiem for the existing and futare
residents of Wunavur. To assess the envifonmerntzl and socio-economic impacts of the projact propasal, NIRB would Like to hear
your concems, comments and suggestions about the following project praposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kigpavik Project
Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc,
Location: Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB#: 0IMNG03
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
I ao concerns O traditional uses of land
@water quality S L Inul harvesting activities
C terrain ’ £ community involvement and consultation
Zair quality C local development in the area
= wildlife and their habitat T tourism in the area '
01 marine mammals and their habitat fuman health issues
birds and their habitat Cother:
fish and their habitat

0 heritage rescurces in area

Please describe the concerns indicated above: o
We ey C)eeir Lc)azri{ef. oACes, e pineS 0Fcv - tritd Vou SA)/ rds
« Ofen p,‘.{—' j+ vl ddg{al}r our Louder

Do yon have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

rd

| De you support the project proposal? Yes 0 Neo o
On two propérties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Cre mining & milling Yes No b/

3 Open-pit vranivm mines? Yes 0 No v
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes O No v
‘| Any additional comments?

DENNIS T OAB7

Name of person commenting: of Baker Lake, NU

Signature: ) )oon ome ,‘? P Date: &_,m h ~ 20@ i
 HpNTER
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8. Comment Form Distribution
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COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Numavut I mpzct Review Board (NIRB) has 2 mandaie to protect the integrity of the ecosystem for the existing and future
residents of Nunavut. To asséss the environmental and socio-economic impaces of the project proposal, NIRB would like to hear
your concems, comments and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Frojeci j
Proposent:  AREVA Resources Canadalnc. o
Location: Kivallig Region
Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB #: 09MNOGO03
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
Tl no concems Eiraditionat uses of iand
Rrwater quality Clavit harvesting activities
terrain 2 community involvement and consultation
Zair qualiry Z local development ip the area
Zrwildlife and their habitat O tourism in the arez
D marine mamruals and their habitat V4human health issues
2'birds and their habitat C other:
Dfish and their habitar -

2 Reritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

|
|

Do vou kave any suggestions or recommendations fer this application?

- ‘(éz&

| Do you support the project proposal? Yes O N o
On two propertics: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & !mlhng YesO No\PJ/‘
3 Oypen-pit uranium mines? Yes [ S/ {y/
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes :1 No

Any additional comments? —+{s A exxt Lol Aoyt f\é’ M

-’rb
A (Wvat g e Joot W he subatt
i "nggﬁs nfu% \”CU;P'Q ‘F’M \}JO|\?€_S M

b,
M Lo
g Souther Nl ‘%’a;gm %V{M ferd o g Yo camfs T
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

'nx_: Mumavut [mpast Review Board (NI_RB) tas a mandale 10 proteet the mntegrity of the ecosystem for the existing and future
residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and socio-cconomic impacts of the project proposat, NIRB wonld like to hear
your coneerns, comments and sugpestions about the following praject proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Location: Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB # 09MINOG3
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
yo CONCEINS traditional uses of [and
ater quality Ee@nuit harvesting activities
terrain ommunity involvement and consuitation
2 air quality local development in the area
gﬁﬁid“& and their habitat 3 purism in the area
ine mammals and their habitar ¥ human health issues
fr&ls and their habitat Tother:
fish and their habitat L

{ heritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above.

BN AN A Y /4
./16 A3 a1 MZ/[ M..f .é’.ﬂq ;0"7 Cn:&mmwp.l-f—%

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Do you support the project proposal? Yes [l No®
On two propertics: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling YesTJ No cd
3 Oper-pit uranium tines? YesS No B/

Under-ground mine at Sissons? YesG N
1
Any additionzl comments! L BV AV

£ BepievE WW s i gt T

ol BE tmde AR A2 F Do .y
LA n] gH IV I Cease” T MY Comid ]

Name of persen commenting: —77, 2 o TH Y mwsﬁkﬁﬂ; of Baker Lake, NU i
Signatures > e . ——F Date: Z L /S OF |

/‘% UNTER
| JdbS:S 60 924 6002
w7+ d L8264$9.98 OLH DINITIDIONEM W




8. Cormment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavur knpact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the inwgr isti

: | ity of the ecosystemn for the existi

residents of Nunavut, To assess the environtmental and socio-economic impacis of the project proposal, NIRB w:agxlﬁ?k?:)ul:w
your concerts. commenis and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title: _Kiggavik Project |
Propouent:  AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Location: Kivallig Region

Commenis Due By: _February 10, 2009  NIRB#: {9MNO43
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
7 no concerns Z'traditional uses of land
Fwater quality 1nuit harvesting activities
O terrain Z coramunity involvement and consultation
Z'air quality Zlocal development in the area
Zwildlife and their habitat Ziourism in the area
Z'marine mammals and their habitat [¥human health issues
-| Zbirds and their habitat D athen

Z fish and their habitat
Zheritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

Fibteer, Years 2do WE Seid A" Ao Uradiun pin
We Sky soy Mo |

Da you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

— , _
Do you support the project propaosal? Yes O No#
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes 3 No &

3 Open-pit uranium mines? YesT) No z
Under-ground smine at Sissons? Yes 3 No 7
Any additional comments?

Nzame of person commentiag: It O{,‘Hﬂ Tu aua af . Baker Lake, NU -
Signature: %ﬂ)mﬂ &M‘, f;ocu} : V Date: Lol le jﬂ(ﬁj ]
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£, Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nuwnvist Impact Revicw Board (NIRE) bay g sendare to protect the iste ity of e stonysters for te eximting and funare
resideats of Ninavur To sssess the enviroaments] astl socioszoonomic inpacts o the project proposal, NIRB would Hke ta bosr
your conéts, commaents and susaestions showt the following pmfert proposs! application:

Pmleethw Tithes__ Kiggavik Project
Propeneat: AREVA Resowrces Camnda Izc.
Locstion: KivalligRegion

Comuments Due By: _February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB#M: 9MNDO3
Indicate your coucerns about the project proposal below:

O A conOMTIE 03 tradirionsd uses of lsnd

AT water quality # Touit harvesting activities

0 berrein 0 communky invoivement and consultation
K vir quality (7 Ineal development in the ares

X wdlif ancd sbeir babita 1) tourkam i the eres

£ rosrine mammuls and thair habivet 7 burnan heglth issies

W bindt and their babitst O odwr:

M fith and their habit

O hecitages ropourosm in arca

Plesie deseribe the conearns indicatad above: -

Ronbtr s w3l has, advoaduc, Tome b= ke d oarrreads e 0N

™ 4 Nerask, [ OGS chAamunch Bexs Lats,

Do you have aay suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Do npport the proj roposal? Yool N
On't::'pz;pwﬁmmgtwvik” R No® N, rlo, YES

Ove mining & millmg Yes jff Ned

ium mines? Ye . CQ sg
e bl A
Any additingal comments?

Thiuia, could e _.\o\g. M.%M&

S Qeopll ot watmald atwk v e,

Nameof commentings Shernn Fuel of _Baker Lake, NU
sipnmm Caapar, Date: Coa, $(09
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«d ‘
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has 2 mandate to protect the integrity of the ecosystem for the existing and future
residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and socic-economic impacts of the project proposal, MNIRE would Like to hear
your concerns, commenis and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Preject Proposal Title; _ Kiggavik Project
Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canada Inc.

Location: _Kivallig Region

! Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB #: (09MN003
Indicaie your concerns about the project proposal below:
{Jno concerns ™ waditional uses of land
™) water quality & Inuit harvesting activities
\ | A terrain N7 community involvement and consultation
O air quality _ . I local development in the area
\Lﬂ wildlife and their habitat O tourism in the area
(2 marine mammals and their habitat ™\ human heakh issueg
. birds and their habitat [ other: 7 Y&y
[ fish and their habitat -

7 heritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this apphcatmn.
AL / V4 /ﬁﬁ?’

/Qﬁﬂfﬂm/ Vi 7% 18 UVRNARS € pitl / 64?6/ Y
(ﬂ( }'ﬁﬁu‘,{m mmm 17 ﬂﬁf Pecndsn /‘rf?ﬁs “’/l‘ﬁ G&? /y P
s@cerit oL aN IS C I PACS B 1 PEC] IN Al

é/mn . Spring n:m -0/ Contramuiciies vopedf er#

Do you support the project proposal? Yes O Nol AP OUTF 0% IO 5‘5@7&‘!1:-
Om two properties: S:ssons & Kiggavik + éﬂ”’fﬁ’@/fﬂ} /4/{@-

Ore mining & milling YesT No (3/
3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes O No &’
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes O No @/,

Any additional comments? Mg’ g # ovenae
77 i Grrthat hecaest
;tv Z?lf?b./,}/;{gy ﬁ’m/?/@fé/;l prve o7 ol ﬁﬂmmaﬂf% 7S

oy _herblot wnloss Lo I h a

Name of persop/commenting: Closh AL e of Baker Lake, NU
Signature: | 74 /1 S~ : Date: :C:E j&(e?ry
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

'T‘thunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has 8 mandate to protect the integrity of the ecosystem for the existing and future
residents of Wunavut. To assess the environmental and socio-sconomic impacts of the projeci proposal. NIRB wonld ke to hear
youy concems, comments and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title; Kiggavik Project

i

Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc,

Location: _Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: _February 10, 2009 'NIRB #: _09MN0O03

Indicate your concerns about the preject proposal below:

O no concerns itional uses of land

E/water quality uit harvesting activities

@" rrain mmunity involvemeni and consultation
!

ajr quality cal development in the area
ildlife and their habitat w/uurism in the area
arine mammals and their habitat human health issues

%rﬂs and their habitat Cather: _

h and their habitat
eritage resources in area

Please describe the concerns indicated above:

CD”C‘WM&/ wﬂﬁz/ ,thrromrrzzf}f andf &Mﬁ%ﬁ ﬁf’:’d
bl %’m’ Iy /qﬂamdcﬁmm

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Go Lok fjﬁ’b Lvanpm StsrnesRers w3 M.J.‘

Do you support the project proposalt? Yes D No i
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

CQre mining & milling YesC No &

3 Open=pit uranium mines? YesG No gl
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes O No
Any zdditional comments?

/
Name of person commenting: JZ\l,\\)Qn 1ob oo of Baker Lake, NU

=1 DEP
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§. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavul lrapact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate wa protect the integrity of the ecosystem far the e.xiAsting gnd furere
residents of Nunavut, To assess the ¢nvironmental and sacio-cconomic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would like to hear
YOUr concerns, commients and supgestions abaut the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canada lnc.
Location: _Kivallig Region

—_
.Comments Due By: February 16, 2009 ‘NIRBR#: (OMNOO3
Indicate your concerns about the project proposat below:
O ap concerns CHraditional uses of land
ter gquality BAnuit harvesting activities
O terrain ¥ community invelvement and consuliation
BA4ir quality EAdcal development in the area
EAGldlife and their habitat O tourism in the area
) marine mammals and their habitat ghitman health issues
Ukirds and their babitat Gother:
PAish and their habitat

Qiferitage vesources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

\ 2 ¥y o l COT"\C&"'I"‘I C»‘l}og_,_,"— -Phe_ Jr't"GtL"‘(gm‘ S:'OOQ\ ‘ Soeh ag ‘

T oty Weo ¥y Lo .
e % food, | dont wont .
Re wWosted @ L he ruined. on et Yy oo

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

| Peak (Bs best Gr i, Lremiune e ot S
Our lond 1S mgee Dretipus Mo Prone

De you suppeort the project proposal? Yes @ No vl
On two properies; Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling YesO No@~

3 Open-pit aranium mines? Yes O No &
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes 0 No &7
Any additional comments?

Name of person commenting: Noncy Anurbkornc k. of Baker Lake, NU
ey o T o S
\/9 U7+
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

Thg Nunavut Impact Review Board (MIRB) has 2 mandate to protect the integrity of the ecosystem for the existing end future
residents of Murmavut. To assess the environmentsl and sacio-economic impacts of the project proposal, NIRE would Lke to hear
Your concems, comments an ¢ suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Yitle: _ Kiggavik Project
Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canada Ine.
Location: _Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB #: _09MN003
| Indicate your concerns about the project proposatl below:

O no concerns {1 traditional uses of land

& water quality 0 it harvesting activities

(J temrain 2 community involvement and consultation

aiv quality O local development in the area

Wwildlife and their habitat T tourism in the area

O marine mammals and their habitat 7 human health issues

O birds and their habirat O other:

 fish and their habitat — -

[ heritage resources in arca
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

Ab rrnely

GA vaune. LS éV\ouAW
i Ada] llo~e

Do you have any suggestions or yecommendations for this application?

Do you support the project proposal? Yes 0 No ™
On two properties; Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling YesO No®

3 Open-pit uranium mines? Yes O Nod
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes D No o
Any additional commenis?

To@ MLCL'\ b{' ] q\qm—;l‘l'/Ll I'L\Qlﬂ-. ')g-o ouv e—V\UVOVHM(‘-
krvtd Je o Lo o/ \qeq””"l we VauerMy been Tld edos -

abt Rislg
Name of person comimenting: of Baker Lake, NU-
Signature: - _ Date; e 200
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nuravut Impact Review Board (NERB) has a mandate to protect the integrity of the ecosystem for the existing and future
residents of Nunavut To assess the environmental and socic-economic impacts of the project propasal, NIRE would like to hear
your concemns, comments and suggestions about the foliowing project proposal application:

{

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project

Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canada Ine.

Loecation: Kivalliq Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 NIRB #: 09MNGO3
Indicate your con¢erns about the project proposal below:
0O no concerns \p; ditional uses of land
water quality \K:ut barvesting activities
O terrain \EPcommunity involvement and consultation
\,B? r quality Va'f al development in the area
N ﬂrﬂ dlife and their habitat urism in the area
arine mamimals and their habitat \,E]’hpuman health issues
irds and their habitat 0 pther:
angd their habitat
\,zﬁesztage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above: 2 : N
Vi (S
Tamn (LOV\WV\.Qﬂ alewt Nkod W ot SW}:{m‘d v hel
ot Cf | A R\ f"
2 méw\\\ e taili & ani Yhe CRNEAVY Con

oparatee ARswidd e (0% ..

Do you have any suggestions 0r recommendahons t'or tlus applncatmu"

1T axn QSibl t;(,
apphCOchm {ﬁf oe é’.\opwg K\chp\m( E‘
iesore o MInes

Do you support the project proposal? Yes Nobq
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling YesO Np&(

3 Qpen-pit uranium mines? YesO N
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes O N
Any additional comments?

Name of person ¢ commenthg_ 'P»/\\\\ 9) TOQDDV”Q of Baker Lake, NU

n

Signature: _ __Date: W (ofCﬂ'l
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board {(NIRB) has a mandate to protect the Integrity of the ecosystem for the existing and future
residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and socio-economic impacts of the project propasal, NIRB would like o hear
your concems, comraents and suggestions about the following project proposal applieation:

Project Proposal Title: Kiggavik Project
Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
Location: Kivalliq Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 NIRB#: (0IMNOO3
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
Juo concems . traditional uses of land
‘water quality uit harvesting activities
Qemm community involvement and consultation
Hair quality . Dlocal development in the area
| &yildiife and their habitat [ tourism in the area
marine mammals and their habitat wman health issnes
birds and their habitat other:
fish and their habitat

[J heritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above: JNULY ove ool YR :
prans . ey Gre NoT SEEXINg wooud -fomtine ré@‘\dex\g@f?
e lg Lakc;. et oo 3ok Sns and. HaAmess. ore 40
O_P?YD\C\ OF*WESC devetcpmenr}-s uui‘ﬂfl.&u,i- Cherteva win;
whom~thes repregent. Lranium mm\ will e puptivey

W SO Moy Wous The ccnmxmm . SNBROA TNl ddovary -
ﬁ%“ﬁ%ﬁmcn %ﬁx reaos”o s %;\}a J\E\Déa N
cwr

OS2

NS
the oot boy
| wd CLL(‘
ﬁgsmmhe mls wimdn wm m “wr Yealdn
e commantty 1S bem% A VU{‘Hn ?Fo orcﬁ—\'&h
a develcoment ond PR B iS Stppo [ook et
e \rrerests of Hhe it of Munavu/r

Do you support the project proposal? Yes 3 NoA%,

| S

1

On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik I rmm m{_ I\BUJQ aN \Aj_
Ore mining & milling Yes 0 NoX( { mmd etaw Caslte dazii

3 Open-pit vranium mines? Yes O Ng de\-l@\ meeg/\ 0{2 d,-he Pﬁ‘?\f
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes( No % ’B:!KQY_ (.Qt@
Any additional comments? p

Lﬁrcmium mining s NGT
S Areva hada spilt in O nce

\osk Jeay,
Name of person commenting: o (0O0ODNG. of_ Baker Lake, NU
Signature: Q’H]SI"Y\Q— ' Date: TEINUON W (6 J[’)q

\/W/é/

gz+d LSEESPITLER QLH DINITTOISONBM WdES S 60 G2d4 BCO2



8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

Thng Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integrity of the ecosysiem for the existing and future
residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmenta] and socio-economic impacts of the proaject proposal, NIRB would like to hear
your concems, comments and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title: _Kiggavik Project
Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canada Inc,
Location: _Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: _February 10, 2009 ' ‘NIRB# 09MNO02
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
Ono concerns O traditional uses of land
water quality rfruit harvesting activities
{J terrain J community involvenent and consyltation
gﬁ; quality 0 local development in the area
wildlife and their habitat (1 taurist in the area
arine mammals and their habitat Tioman health issues
irds and their habiiat O other:
Erfish and their habitat

etitape resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

%tﬁw&’dﬁ il A /M-%zé%ﬁuwfw.“{’%m

L

| Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Po you support the project proposal? Yes 0 No &
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling YesJ No =

3 Open-pit sranium mines? Yes 3 No E//
Under-ground mine at Sissons? YesO No v
Any addifional comments?

Name of person com hotle Welester _ of Baker Lake, NU |

Signature: Date: @j’y%% 2002 |
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8. Comment Form Pristribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

Th; Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has & mandate 10 protect the integrity of the ecosysiem for the existing and foture
residents of Nunavat. To assess the environmental and socio-economic impacts o the project proposal, NTRB would like 1o hear
Your coficerns, cormments snd suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project 1
Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canada Ing.
Location: Kivalliq Region
Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 ‘NIRB #: 09MN003
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
O no concerns traditional uses of land
W water quality uit harvesting activities
€ terrain Dommatnity involverment and consultation
air guality Tdocal development in the arca
itdlife and their habitat  rourism in the area
[J marine mararmals and their habitat tman health issues
irds and their habitat D'other:
i pfish and their habitat

ritape resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above: O Oty Lo X
- . O)Ouxq_ LEOD Unowe
et L RS Oko SPLAO LR Bbee o X WO Basokden

el TR Llpgreata beelta O Sea S diiieag v - oo )
(E TRURC T E Tt PR 5 SN L&,\au:{ AOBIN Tty Gk «;u_vmuiwiﬂ oLG.%u.._y ;‘f’cﬁi‘e c?&fﬁf =

Dureos Baneay TS Undnein sl woariik DL Pomheet

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

T TOMY wonnst TRE e oo 1
<O

Do you support the project proposal? Yes O N;x
On two properties: Sissons & Kiggavik

Ore mining & milling Yes O Ng&(_
3 Open-pit uraniwn mines? Yes I No
Under-ground mine at Sissons? Yes i No

Any additionzl comments?

Name of pe mmenting: YARRVUN  [(IVEO(D _ of _Baker Lake, NU
Signature: i%ﬂ al 5:'9% B Date: M-Dw-ﬁoﬂﬁ )
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Appendix B Comments from Parties NIRB File No: 09MN003
March 13, 2009 Screening Decision Report

B-6 Barbara Mueller from Baker Lake, Nunavut

P.O. Box 1360 Cambridge Bay, NU X0B 0CO Phone: (867) 983-4600 Fax: (867) 983-2594



February 10, 2009

Leslie Payette

Manager of Environmental Administration
Nunavut Impact Review Board

PO Box 1350

Cambridge Bay, NU

X0B 0CO

Ipayette@nirb.ca

Dear Ms. Payette
Re: NIRB file no. 099MNO0O02, Areva Resources Inc.’s proposed Kiggavik Project

Please accept this as an unsolicited personal comment on the Areva Resources proposed Kiggavik
Project. | am opposed to uranium mining globally, as a resident of Baker Lake | have concerns
regarding this proposal. My concerns are outlined below.

e my research indicates that there is no safe way to mine uranium, the risk of contamination of
the environment is long lasting and far reaching. Contaminated waste rock (sand), leaching
from tailings ponds into the water systems and onto the land will impact negatively on the
environment for many generations. Carbon emissions generated from the processing of yellow
cake will impact on global warming.

e the negative impacts on the wildlife and more specifically caribou, their calving grounds and
migration patterns. Caribou are an essential traditional dietary source for Inuit in the
community—stats Canada recently released a report that 68% of Inuit maintain a traditional diet
of country food. The lack of which will impact on the overall health of the community.

e moral issues associated with uranium mining, nuclear power and weapons.

e the inability of the governments to monitor the mining industry, especially uranium mining. This
is seen worldwide.

e the unwillingness of mining (uranium) companies to report spills etc. either in a timely fashion
oratall.

e the Thelon River is a heritage river and was designated so that future generations would benefit.

The Nunavut Planning Commission held a meeting in 2007 and deemed from that process that uranium
mining was accepted by the people of Baker Lake and other organizations that were present. | attended
as a community member and would not assume from those meeting that the people of Baker Lake were
in agreement. The people were not allowed to give their full presentations, they were allotted 5
minutes to speak and then cut off by the moderator.

| would recommend that this proposal be referred to the Minister of Indian and Northern Affairs to the
Federal Minister of the Environment for a public federal environmental review as per Sec. 12.6.1 of the

Nunavut Land Claims agreement.

Barbara Mueller


mailto:lpayette@nirb.ca

Appendix B Comments from Parties NIRB File No: 09MN003
March 13, 2009 Screening Decision Report

B-7 Baker Lake Concerned Citizens Committee

P.O. Box 1360 Cambridge Bay, NU X0B 0CO Phone: (867) 983-4600 Fax: (867) 983-2594



February 10, 2009

Leslie Payette

Manager of Environmental Administration
Nunavut Impact Review Board

PO Box 1350

Cambridge Bay, NU X0B 0CO0
Ipayette@nirb.ca

Re: NIRB file no. 09MNO002, AREVA Resources Canada Inc.’s proposed Kiggavik Project
Dear Ms. Payette,

I am writing to inform you of the Baker Lake Concerned Citizens Committee’s continued opposition to
uranium mining in the Kivalliq region, and to comment on the manner in which we feel environmental
assessment of the proposed Kiggavik project should take place.

The reasons why we opposed the first attempt to open the Kiggavik uranium deposit are as valid and
important today as they were twenty years ago:

o Our belief that once one uranium mine is opened in the Kivalliq it will be politically impossible to
stop the development of future uranium mines in the region.

e Our belief that all these future uranium mines, plus gold mines and possibly others as well, will
have a very serious negative impact on the Beverly and Qaminirjuaq caribou herds upon which
we depend as an essential food source — and upon which our culture as Caribou Inuit is based.
They will impact on human health, on traditional activities, on our environmentally-friendly
economic alternatives for the future, on community infrastructure, and on social issues in the
communities. They will also have significant transboundary impacts on other aboriginal peoples
living in the Northwest Territories, Saskatchewan and Manitoba.

o Our belief that there are very serious moral issues associated with uranium mining, nuclear
power, nuclear weapons, and the storage of radioactive waste for countless generations to come.

We are well aware that Nunavut Tunngavik Inc. and the Kivallig Inuit Association have already given
their approval in principle to uranium mining in our region. They paid no attention to our concerns, and
we feel that their decisions were made on the basis of one-sided information. We want you to know that
we do not feel that we have been adequately consulting during the development of these positions, and
that these organizations do not speak for us in this regard. The fact that several political organizations
have already made their minds up does not mean that the people of the region have.

NIRB, the Government of Nunavut and the Government of Canada still have important responsibilities to
the people and the environment of the Kivallig region, and we owe it to our future generations — and to
the caribou — to ensure that these are duties are fulfilled out in an appropriate manner.

Itis critical that the review process examine the cumulative impacts of the entire uranium
development scenario likely to result from approval of the Kiggavik uranium mine, in the context
of all of the mines that are likely to be developed in the region in the foreseeable future. We all know
that if the Kiggavik mine is approved then other uranium mines will inevitably follow. They will be
impossible to stop. It is therefore essential that this review consider far more than the impact of this one
mine; that it consider the cumulative impact of all likely future uranium and other mining development in
the region.



It is also critical important that the review process examine the capacity of all levels of government to
effectively manage uranium development in the region. We simply do not believe that the Canadian
Nuclear Safety Commission, the federal government or the territorial government have the capacity to do
s0. INAC has acknowledged that it cannot enforce some of the existing mining licences in Nunavut. The
Government of Nunavut has not completed its caribou management strategy. The NIRB itself has not
released its own rules of procedure.

The proponent likes to the point to uranium development in northern Saskatchewan as a ‘success story.’
To whatever degree it can be considered a ‘success’, this is due to the very high level of scrutiny that the
industry has received from the regulatory authorities. The regulatory authorities in Nunavut simply do not
have the capacity to subject uranium development here to the same level of constant and rigorous
scrutiny. If uranium mining is to take place in Nunavut, who will regulate the regulators?

And finally, we want to comment on the ability of an organization of ordinary community residents to
effectively participate in an environmental review process which will have such tremendous importance
for the future of our region. As you know, the Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency (which does
not operate in Nunavut) has a Participant Funding Program — but the NIRB does not. NTI and the KIA
have made it quite clear that they do not intend to give us a penny to facilitate our participation in the
Kiggavik review process. The politicians who run these organizations have already made up their minds
about uranium mining, and they have no time for the concerns of hunters and community residents like
us. Between NIRB’s lack of a participant funding program and our representative Inuit organizations
being in bed with the nuclear industry, the Baker Lake Concerned Citizens Committee will not have the
resources to support even minimal participation in the review process. Won’t it be ironic if it turns out
that the BLCCC was able to participate more effectively during the first Kiggavik review,
conducted twenty years ago under the federal legislation then in place, than under the regulatory
regime in place now that Nunavut has come into existence?!

For all the above reasons, we will be urging the Minister of Indian and Northern Affairs to refer this
project proposal to the Minister of the Environment for public review by a federal environmental
assessment panel as per Section 12.6.1 of the Nunavut Land Claims Agreement.

We will also be asking the Minister of Indian and Northern Affairs to investigate the process by which the
Nunavut Planning Commission claims to have met its responsibility under Term 3.6 of the Keewatin
Land Use Plan — which states that “Any future proposal to mine uranium must be approved by the people
of the region” — before granting land use plan conformity for the project. As you may be aware, on March
26, 1990 the people of Baker Lake voted in a plebiscite to oppose the proposed Kiggavik mine by a
margin of 90.2% to 9.8%. Since when does a motion passed by a Hamlet Council trump the
overwhelming results of a democratic public vote? Is there no ethical requirement to determine the
wishes of the people of this community and of this region — and indeed of this territory — in a manner
which cannot be manipulated by the politicians of the day? At this point it appears that opening the
Kivallig region to uranium mining will become a textbook example of how a small group of business-
oriented aboriginal politicians imposed their will on the collective through sleazy and undemocratic
means. You can bet that we will be raising these questions in the environmental assessment process — and
again later if the assessment process concerning the Kiggavik proposal ends up going to judicial review.

Yours sincerely,

Joan Scottie
Baker Lake Concerned Citizens Committee
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BEVERLY AND QAMANIRJUAQ CARIBOU MANAGEMENT BOARD

10 February 2009

Leslie Payette

Manager of Environmental Administration
Nunavut Impact Review Board

P.0.Box 1360

Cambridge Bay NU X0B 0CO

Dear Ms. Payette:

NIRB File No. 09MN003 — AREVA'’s Kiggavik Mine Project Proposal

On behalf of the Beverly and Qamanirjuaq Caribou Management Board (BQCMB), | am
responding to your request for comments on the proposal from AREVA Resources Canada Inc.
(AREVA) for development of the Kiggavik Project west of Baker Lake. This is in accordance
with the mandate of the BQCMB, which is to advise governments and caribou range
communities on conservation and management of the Beverly and Qamanirjuaq caribou herds
and their ranges.

Recommendations:

The BQCMB agrees with AREVA that the Kiggavik project has significant impact potential and
therefore the NIRB should recommend to the Minister that a Review be conducted under Part 5
or 6 in accordance with Article 12 of the Nunavut Land Claims Agreement (NLCA).

A formal review of the proposal should be conducted which ensures that a full and transparent
public discussion takes place, in which all interested parties have the opportunity to present
their views. We believe this is necessary because:

- the proposed project is likely to cause significant adverse eco-systemic and socio-
economic effects, including effects on caribou, caribou habitat and caribou harvesting
activities;

- the potential adverse effects of the project on caribou are not highly predictable and it is
not known if they are mitigable with known technology; and

- the project proposal is likely to arouse significant public concern, including concern from
traditional caribou harvesters in Nunavut, the Northwest Territories, and Saskatchewan.

According to NLCA Article12.4.2, NIRB shall determine that a review is required when this
situation is identified during screening of a project proposal.

In accordance with Article 12.11.2 of the NLCA, the NIRB should determine if agreements with
other jurisdictions are needed to provide for collaboration in the review of this project proposal.
This may be necessary because of the trans-boundary eco-systemic and socio-economic
cumulative effects of exploration and development on caribou that migrate through the Kiggavik-
Sissons area. The potential adverse socio-economic effects of this proposed project are not
limited to effects on Inuit or residents of Nunavut, but could extend to traditional harvesters and
other users of caribou across the caribou range in the Northwest Territories and Saskatchewan
as well. We disagree with AREVA'’s statement (14 November 2008 letter to NPC) that “The
ecosystemic and socio-economic impacts are within the NSA.”

Secretariat Address: P.O. Box 629 Stonewall MB ROC 2Z0 1
Tel: (204) 467-2438  e-mail: rossthompson@mts.net
website: www.arctic-caribou.com




BEVERLY AND QAMANIRJUAQ CARIBOU MANAGEMENT BOARD

Concerns:

In our previous letters (12 March 2007 and 16 December 2008) submitted to the NIRB during
screening of AREVA'’s proposals for uranium exploration on the Kiggavik and Sissons properties
(NIRB File No. 06AN085), we outlined the importance of this area to caribou, our concerns
about potential disturbance to caribou from exploration activities, and the vulnerable status of
the Beverly caribou herd, which has undergone a serious decline.

We have also previously indicated which aspects of AREVA’s exploration activities are of
greatest concern to the BQCMB. These primary concerns regarding potential impacts on
caribou are also of concern for activities associated with development of the mine:

- activities on post-calving area - the BQCMB has recommended establishing long-term
legislated protection for calving and post-calving areas”;

- low level flights (below 300 m), particularly if the flight path of aircraft crosses over large
groups of pregnant female caribou during spring migration, or cow/calf groups during
post-calving and late summer; and

- the cumulative effects of continued exploration and development across caribou ranges.

Our initial concerns about AREVA’s proposed development project include the following
potential adverse effects on caribou, caribou habitat, and caribou harvesting. One or more of
these types of effects apply to each of the main project activities and components listed by
NIRB in its 20 January 2009 notice of part 4 screening and request for comments.

» Loss of habitat, obstruction of caribou movements — from roads, mine pits, withdrawing
water from lakes, construction of mine facilities, bridge crossing over the Thelon River
etc.

+ Contamination of water, soil and vegetation — from transportation of ore, explosives,
chemical and hazardous materials; wastewater and sewage treatment facilities,
discharge of effluent; deposition from incineration of domestic wastes; increased dust
from mining activities, including extraction, transportation, waste rock piles, etc.
Contamination issues specific to uranium mining are of concern with regard to the health
of caribou and people consuming caribou.

» Disturbance to caribou — from all transportation by ground or air of personnel, materials
and supplies; and from the noise associated with construction and operation of all
facilities.

Note that this differs from AREVA’s assessment in their “Identification of Environmental
Impacts” (Part 2 NIRB forms submission, Table 1). They indicate no expected impact
resulting from transportation of personnel and supplies by air during the construction
phase, or from transportation of personnel and yellowcake by air during the operation
phase.

* Increased hunting access to caribou — resulting from all roads, particularly those from
Baker Lake to the mine site. This could result in reduced availability to caribou for people
in Baker Lake over the project period.

! Protecting Calving Grounds, Post-Calving Areas and Other Important Habitats for Beverly and
Qamanirjuaq Caribou: A Position Paper (BQCMB 2004)

Secretariat Address: P.O. Box 629 Stonewall MB ROC 2Z0 2
Tel: (204) 467-2438  e-mail: rossthompson@mts.net
website: www.arctic-caribou.com
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Beverly caribou may use AREVA'’s project area during post-calving and late summer periods,
when disturbance from project activities could reduce feeding times and lead to decreases in
condition and general health of animals. Project activities that occur near caribou while they are
particularly sensitive to disturbance (e.g., while caring for young calves) could have the greatest
negative effects. This could lessen the animal’s ability to cope with other stresses encountered
elsewhere during their seasonal migrations across their year-round range, resulting in
potentially significant cumulative effects.

Conclusions:

As we have described before, the Beverly caribou herd is in a vulnerable state, and needs to be
given the opportunity to recover from its population decline. This means the herd must be
protected from disturbance and other adverse effects of land use activities, including mineral
exploration and development. Other caribou herds that use the project area also need to be
protected from adverse effects. We believe that a Part 5 or 6 Review of this project proposal is
necessary to determine if the potential adverse effects of the project on caribou, caribou habitat
and caribou harvesting can be mitigated adequately.

This is a precedent-setting project in many ways. The potential effects of a project of this
magnitude and type on the eco-systemic integrity of Nunavut and the existing and future well-
being of people that depend on caribou (within and outside Nunavut) need to be carefully
considered and evaluated.

Please let me know if you require further information or have any questions about these
comments from the BQCMB.

Sincerely,
[original signed by]

Leslie Wakelyn
BQCMB Biologist

cc: Albert Thorassie, BQCMB Chairperson
Baker Lake HTO

Secretariat Address: P.O. Box 629 Stonewall MB ROC 2Z0 3
Tel: (204) 467-2438  e-mail: rossthompson@mts.net
website: www.arctic-caribou.com
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Environment Environnement
Canada Canada

Environment Canada
Prairie and Northern Region
Room 200, 4999-98 Avenue
Edmonton, AB T6B 2X3

February 10", 2009
Our file: 4703 001 006
Your File: NIRB 0SMNO003

Leslie Payette

Manager, Environmental Administration

Nunavut Impact Review Board

P.O. Box 1360

Cambridge Bay, NU X0B 0CO Via email: Ipayette@nirb.ca

Re: 09MNO003-Notice of Part 4 Screening and Comment Request for AREVA Resources
Canada’s Kiggavik Project Proposal

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input into the Nunavut Impact Review 8oard’s (NIRB)
Part 4 screening decision for the AREVA Resources Canada’s Kiggavik Project Proposal. The
following specialist advice has been provided pursuant to Environment Canada’s mandated
responsibilities arising from the Canadian Environmental Protection Act, Section 36(3) of the
Fisheries Act, the Migratory Birds Convention Act, and the Species at Risk Act.

After reviewing the project proposal and supporting documents, Environment Canada (EC) is of
the opinion that the proposed project may cause significant adverse effects on the ecosystem and
wildlife habitat. This advice is based on the scale of the proposed project and the anticipated
environmental impacts that may occur if this project proceeds. As outlined in the project proposal,
the Kiggavik Mine Proposal includes, among other components:

s The construction, operation, decommissioning and reclamation of a uranium mine that
includes four open pit mines and an underground mine;

s On-site processing of 675,000 tonnes of ore per year with an approximate mill production rate
of 3,000 tonnes uranium (U) per year;

¢ Construction of 2 mill facility, tailings management facilities, backfill plant, and fuel storage
facilities;,

¢ Landfill construction, solid waste management, incineration of domestic wastes, and

industrial/non-combustible wastes deposited in landfills;

Construction of waste rock stockpile and special waste management facilities;

Use of clean waste rock for the construction of haul roads, pads, berms, etc.;

Construction of ore storage pads at Kiggavik and Sissons;

Transponrtation of ore from Sissons to the Kiggavik ore storage pad for mill processing;

Construction of a 2,000 metre long airstrip, and airport facilities for the transportation of

employees and materials;

Explosives transportation, storage and on-site manufacture;

Chemical and hazardous material transportation and storage;

Construction of water storage, wastewater treatment and sewage treatment facilities;

Water withdrawal from lakes to the north and east of Kiggavik site;

Dewatering of a portion of Andrew Lake;

Discharge of treated effluent into receiving environment;
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o Construction of an access road from the community of Baker Lake to Kiggavik and the
potential construction of bridge crossing or cable-ferry/ice bridge crossing over the Thelon
River;

Construction of an approximately 20 km long all season Kiggavik-Sissons site haul road;

s Construction of additional site infrastructure to support the mine including: power supply and
facilities, warehouse, maintenance shops, administration complexes, offices and a permanent
accommodation complex for capacity of approximately 300 people;

¢ Construction of facilities at Baker Lake including wharf, fuel storage tank farm, storage facility,
laydown area, satellite administration and community liaison office;

e Marine shipment of reagents, fuel and supplies to the storage facility near Baker Lake and
continued shipment via truck to the Kiggavik site; and,

+ Shipment of yellowcake (~ 3,000 tonnes as U annually or 3,600 tonnes yellowcake) from the
Kiggavik site to southern Canada via truck, barge and/or air.

EC is of the opinion that there is potential for this project to cause significant adverse
environmental impacts. Potentially impacted ecosystem components include, but may not be
limited to:

s« Surface freshwater as result of the deposit of treated effluent into a lake, nutrient input from
blasting and sewage treatment, suspended sediment as a result of construction activities,
surface runoff from ore and waste rock, and accidents and malfunctions;

o Marine water quality as a result of the potential for accidents and malfunctions along the
proposed shipping route;

s Air quality as a result of the operation of the incinerator, mine site activities and the hauling of
ore concentrate along the haul and access roads;

+ Migratory birds as a result of habitat loss and disturbances at the proposed site facilities,
roads, airstrip, dock facilities and shipping routes; and

s Species at risk as a result of habitat loss and disturbance at proposed site facilities, roads,
airstrip, dock facilities and shipping routes.

Due to the potentially significant adverse impacts to these ecosystem components resulting from
the project, it is EC's opinion that at a minimum a Part 5§ Review under Section 12.4.4(b) of the
NLCA would be appropriate.

Should you have any further questions please contact Carrie Spavor at (867) 975-4631 or via
email at carrie.spavor@ec.gc.ca.

Yours truly,

PION

Mike Norton

A/Manager, Environmental Assessment Program
Prairie and Northern Region

Environmental Protection Operations
Environment Canada

cc: Carey Ogilvie (Head, Environmental Assessment North, Yellowknife NT)
Anne Wilson (Water Pollution Specialist, Environment Canada, Yellowknife, NT)
Carrie Spavor {Environmental Assessment Coordinator, Environment Canada, Iqaluit, NU)
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910 - 475 Howe Street
(F Vancouver, B.C.
S FORUM

Phone: 604-630-1585
Fax: 604-689-3609

www.forumuranium.com

February 10, 2009

Nunavut Impact Review Board VIA EMALIL: Ipayette@nirb.nunavut.ca
P.O. Box 1360

Cambridge Bay, Nunavut

X0B 0CO0

Attn: Leslie Payette
Manager of Environmental Administration

Dear NIRB Board Members:

RE: AREVA’s Kiggavik Project Proposal

Forum Uranium Corporation is a Canadian based energy company with a focus on the
acquisition, exploration and development of Canadian uranium projects in the Athabasca
Basin, Saskatchewan and the Thelon Basin, Nunavut. Forum is pleased to offer this letter
in support of AREVA’s Kiggavik Project, a proposed uranium ore mining and milling
operation located in the Kivalliq region of Nunavut approximately 80 km west of the
community of Baker Lake. The Kiggavik Project is estimated to have an operational life
of 17 years based on studies to date. It is currently anticipated that pre-operational
construction would require 3 years while post-operational decommissioning would
require an additional 5 years. The Project is expected to employ 400-600 people during
operations. Further discoveries in adjacent lands, such as those explored by Forum, will
only add years to the operational life of the mine, extending the benefits of the Project to
the region and its inhabitants.

The Kiggavik Project has substantial potential to contribute to economic development in
Nunavut. Expenditures over the Project lifetime will amount to several billion dollars,
and AREVA is proposing measures to maximize the economic benefits to the region.
Local employment will be facilitated by preferential hiring for people in the Kivalliq
region, and there will be employee fly in/fly-out pick-up points at each of the seven
communities in Kivallig. AREVA will also provide extensive on-the job training and
recognizes the need for a broad based education and training strategy to prepare people


http://www.forumuranium.com/

for employment. Local business development will be facilitated; there will be
opportunities for existing businesses to expand, and for new businesses to form, in
response to Project needs for goods and services. The experience Kivalliq workers and
businesses will gain in meeting the needs of the Project will enhance their capacity to
realize economic benefits from any other new mining projects in the Kivalliq region or
elsewhere in Nunavut.

It has been Forum’s experience that the local communities are supportive of mining
activity in the area. Forum has conducted community consultation sessions in the
Kivalliq region since 2006 to support our own exploration activities in the area. In
community sessions in Baker Lake, Chesterfield Inlet and Rankin Inlet, the response to
Forum’s proposed uranium exploration activities adjacent to the Kiggavik deposits were
well received. Local attendees were pleased to be consulted before any work
commenced, were anxious to reap the economic benefits of the activity and were also
very mindful of potential environmental impacts. When Forum conducted exploration in
the field during the past two summers we were able to employ several people from Baker
Lake. It was a pleasure for us to utilise the local workforce and be able to contribute to
the local economy by using local services. Our experience to date has been very positive,
and proof that mining is the future of this region. It also reflects the excellent and
thorough consultation efforts of AREVA, who have done extensive consultations with the
seven communities in the Kivalliq region.

Economic development in the north is increasingly being done with an improved
understanding of impacts, respect for the unique culture of the Inuit, and local social and
economic benefits in mind. The capacity to ensure that mineral resource extraction
benefits Inuit communities increases with every project proposed and developed. Based
on the work completed to date, and AREVA’s many years of successful experience in
northern Saskatchewan, Forum believes that the Kiggavik Project can be carried out
safely, that all potential environmental effects can be mitigated, and that substantial
benefits to the people of the Kivalliq region can be realized. The mining industry is
committed to achieving these outcomes through well developed projects such as the
Kiggavik Project, and we look forward to the work ahead.

Sincerely,
Signed, “Rex Grant”

Rex Grant
Community Relations Manager
Forum Uranium Corp.

Cc:  Rick Mazur, President & CEO, Forum
Ken Wheatley, VP, Exploration, Forum
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Nunavut Regional Office

P.O. Box 100

Igaluit, NU, XOA OHO
Your file - Votre référence
09MNO0O03
Our file - Notre référence
5510-5-25

February 10, 2009

Leslie Payette

Manager of Environment
Nunavut Impact Review Board
P.O. Box 1360

Cambridge Bay, NU, X0B 0CO

Via electronic mail to: Ipayette@nirb.ca
Re: Comments on the Part 4 Screening for AREVA's Kiggavik Project Proposal
Dear Ms. Payette,

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada (INAC) would like to thank the Nunavut Impact
Review Board (NIRB) for the opportunity to provide comments on the Part 4 screening of
AREVA Resources Canada’s Kiggavik Project. As requested in NIRB’s letter of
January 20, 2009, INAC has reviewed AREVA'’s project proposal and applications and
has prepared the following comments for NIRB’s consideration.

Overall, INAC is of the view that the project, due to the nature and scale of proposed
activities and components, may have the potential to cause significant adverse
environmental impacts, significant adverse socio-economic effects on northerners as
well as be a cause of significant public concern. INAC believes that the project warrants
a review as per Section 12.4.2 of the Nunavut Land Claims Agreement.

After a preliminary assessment, INAC has identified several aspects of the proposal that
merit an in-depth assessment, based on their potential for adverse effects. Itis
expected that these aspects also have the potential to cause significant public concern.
They include the following:

o The effect of construction, operation, closure and post-closure activities relating
to road crossings, including the potential bridge over the Thelon River, on surface
water quality;

e The potential impacts of the proposed all-weather or winter road on the
surrounding environment including water quality, ground stability and permafrost,
vegetation, soil and wildlife;

e The potential for acid rock drainage (ARD), and subsequently the effectiveness
of ARD containment and mitigation. This would include the potential for ARD to
occur on exposed open pit mine surfaces (East, Center and Main Zones, and
Andrew Lake) and temporary waste rock piles, potential all season road
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construction materials, and ARD-related alteration of groundwater during
underground mining (End Grid and potentially Andrew Lake) below permafrost;

e The anticipated impacts of potential dyke construction surrounding the Andrew
Lake deposit, and the dewatering of a portion of Andrew Lake;

e The potential impacts of seepage from the subaqueous disposal of mill tailings at
both the Center and Main Zone Tailings Management Facilities during operations
and after closure on groundwater and surface water;

e The anticipated impacts of construction, operation, and closure activities on
wildlife, vegetation, landforms and permafrost features in the project area,

e The potential impacts on surface water quality from water runoff of landfill sites at
both the Kiggavik and Sissions sites;

¢ The impacts of potential accidents or malfunctions, on site as well as during
transportation, especially of hazardous materials.

e The potential socio-economic impacts of all phases of the project on relevant
communities, including those that may arise due to employment of large numbers
of people and potential concerns with respect to health and safety, particularly
relating to uranium.

e The potential for ongoing and incremental land use activities associated with this
and other mining and transportation activity in the Kivalliq region to result in
cumulative impacts.

INAC would also like to indicate it's support to NIRB in conducting an assessment for
this project that will include meaningful public engagement and participation. Uranium-
related projects have been the cause of particular public concern for public health and
safety in the past. The regional land use plan in effect for the project area attests to this
by requiring that “Any future proposal to mine uranium be approved by the people.”
(Section 3.6 of the Keewatin Regional Land Use Plan). In addition, INAC would like to
bring NIRB'’s attention to the proponent’s intention to transport yellowcake by air to
locations outside the Nunavut Settlement Area. Although INAC does not believe this is
a transboundary project component, INAC is not aware of any current or modern (last 15
years) Canadian usage of this method of transportation for large quantities of
yellowcake.

INAC looks forward to continuing collaboration with NIRB and other parties in the
assessment process for this Project. Should you have any questions or like any further
clarification, please do not hesitate to contact Margaux Brisco at (867) 975-4567 by
phone or at margaux.brisco@inac-ainc.gc.ca by email.

Sincerely,

[original signed by]

Robyn Abernethy-Gillis
Manager of Environment Division

(L4
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Subject: FW: Comment form: Kiggavik Project

From: Mary Jo Cullen [mailto:maryjocullen@onlink.net]
Sent: February 10, 2009 9:07 PM

To: Leslie Payette

Subject: Comment form: Kiggavik Project

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on what I consider a dangerous and ill advised project. Mary Jo
Cullen

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integrity of the ecosystem for the
existing and future residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and socio-economic impacts of the
project proposal, NIRB would like to hear your concerns, comments and suggestions about the following
project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title: Kiggavik Project

Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.

Location: Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 NIRB #: 09MNO003
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:

Z no concerns X traditional uses of land

X water quality X Inuit harvesting activities

X terrain Z community involvement and consultation
X air quality X local development in the area

X wildlife and their habitat X tourism in the area

X marine mammals and their habitat X human health issues

X birds and their habitat z

other:

X fish and their habitat

Z heritage resources in area

Please describe the concerns indicated above:

Please see the CCAMU submission re this project, whose concerns | share, and which clearly and in detail, describes the extreme and
longterm environmental harm to the land, water, plants and animals from uranium mining, and the health impacts to local people.

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

I agree with CCAMU in a moratorium on all uranium mining. | believe this moratorium should include all of Canada. A uranium
mine in the Baker Lake region is particularly incompatible with the dependence of local people on a healthy, safe, sustainable and
unpolluted natural environment to their health and livelihood, and that of their children and grandchildren.

11/03/2009 8:45 AM
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Do you support the project proposal? Yes z No
X Any additional comments?

| agree with CCAMU that any licencing and authorization at the territorial level be denied, and believe the justification for
this position is made abundantly clear in the CCAMU submission.

Name of person commenting: Mary Jo Cullen of Toronto, Ontario
Position: Organization:
Signature: Mary Jo Cullen Date: Feb. 10/09

2 of 2 11/03/2009 8:45 AM
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February 10, 2009

Leslie Payette

Manager of Environmental Administration
Nunavut Impact Review Board

P.O. Box 1360

Cambridge Bay, NU

X0B 0C0

Phone: (867) 983-4600

Fax: (867) 983-2594

Ipayette@nirb.ca

Dear Ms. Payette,

Re: NIRB file no. 09MNO003 — Areva Resources Canada Inc.’s proposed Kiggavik Project

Please accept this as MiningWatch Canada’s submission regarding the environmental assessment of the
proposed Kiggavik project. MiningWatch Canada is a coalition of nineteen labour, Aboriginal,
environmental, social justice and development organizations from across Canada with a mandate to
support communities affected by mining in Canada, and affected by Canadian mining companies around
the world. We respond to concerns regarding public health, water and air quality, fish and wildlife
habitat, and community interests arising from irresponsible mineral policies and practices. We have
participated in a variety of important mining environmental assessments including Voisey’s Bay,
Diavik, and Kemess North.

I have attached MiningWatch’s Policy Statement on Uranium Mining, which specifically recommends
that that there should be a total moratorium on uranium exploration and new uranium mines across
Canada until such time as:

- There is a full, well informed, and serious public debate and national consensus regarding energy
policy, and the role of nuclear energy as part of this overall energy policy;

- The destructive environmental legacy of past and existing uranium mining has been cleaned up and
permanently neutralized, and the people who have suffered injury to their health from involvement
in or exposure to uranium mining and processing have been adequately compensated individually
and collectively; and

- There is a sound, long term, economically feasible, scientifically demonstrated, and publicly
acceptable means of isolating radioactive wastes (from the mining, processing, and use of uranium)
from the environment and from human communities.



The present project proposal is being brought forward in the absence of any resolution of these
conditions, or even any meaningful movement towards their resolution. It would add to the burden
being placed on future generations for the management of radioactive mill tailings and mine waste,
effectively in perpetuity. While management of wastes is one of the most serious problems associated
with uranium development, there are also other likely and potential impacts on the surrounding
ecosystems and the well-being of people who depend on those ecosystems for sustenance.

We are aware that Nunavut Tunngavik Inc. and the Kivalliq Inuit Association have already approved
uranium mining in principle. Such a position is within their mandates but does not override the NIRB’s
duties and responsibilities. We are concerned that their respective decisions were made without access
to important and balanced information about the risks of uranium exploration, extraction and
processing. Both the N7T Uranium Policy and the Background Paper on the NTI Uranium Policy omit
important information on uranium mining, the nuclear industry, and the entire nuclear fuel chain
including health and ecosystem impacts.

The Keewatin Land Use Plan Term 3.5 places a moratorium on uranium development:

“Uranium development shall not take place until the NPC, NIRB, the NWB and the
NWMB have reviewed all of the issues relevant to uranium exploration and mining.
Any review of uranium exploration and mining shall pay particular attention to
questions concerning health and environmental protection.”

These conditions were deemed by the Nunavut Planning Commission to have been fulfilled by it having
convened a single workshop in Baker Lake on June 5-7, 2007; MiningWatch Canada offered to attend
this workshop but was not invited, and contrary to what participants were told there was no follow-up
workshop — or other public or expert involvement of any kind. The respective deliberations of the
NIRB, the Nunavut Water Board, and the Nunavut Wildlife Management Board have not been made
public to the best of our knowledge.

It is worth noting that, Term 3.6 of the Keewatin Land Use Plan states: “Any future proposal to mine
uranium must be approved by the people of the region.” Unless there is to be a plebiscite on the project,
such as was held on March 26, 1990 by the Baker Lake Hamlet Council, no mechanism exists to
implement this Term apart from the environmental assessment process.

It is our observation that the project proposal has significant negative impact potential, and therefore
requires review under Part 6 of the Nunavut Land Claim Agreement. We would specifically note that
the project:

(a) may have significant adverse effects on the ecosystem and wildlife habitat, especially in relation to
critical caribou habitat, including calving and staging areas, and therefore on Inuit harvesting
activities;

(b) may have significant adverse socio-economic effects on northerners, especially those who rely on
the caribou for a significant part of their traditional activities and diet;

(c) will cause significant public concern, as would any planned large-scale release of radiation into the
environment, even where it is presumed to be regulated and controlled; and

(d) involves technological innovations for which the effects are unknown, specifically related to the
long-term control of uranium mill tailings and contaminated water.



Additionally, at least two key aspects of this proposal present strong arguments for review by a federal
environmental assessment panel rather than NIRB. Firstly, it could generate trans-boundary impacts
through the release of radionuclides, especially radon gas, into the air and water, and through any
impact on the Beverly and Qaminirjuaq caribou herds that range into the Northwest Territories,
Manitoba, and Saskatchewan and are hunted by the Denesuliné as well as the Inuit. Secondly, nuclear
development in general and uranium mining in particular have had and continue to have impacts at a
national level — from past mines in the Northwest Territories, Saskatchewan, and Ontario, to uranium
processing facilities in Ontario, to the recent explosion in exploration activity across the country — and
there is significant interest, experience, and expertise to bring to bear on this topic. Both of these aspects
can only effectively be addressed by a federal panel.

Assessing this proposal within the context of a federal panel review would also be advantageous
because the federal environmental review process is well-defined, with clear procedures, while the
NIRB has not yet released its own rules of procedure. As well, the Canadian Environmental Assessment
Agency, unlike the NIRB, has a Participant Funding Program to facilitate the participation of public
intervenors. While this fund is insignificant in comparison with the hundreds of thousands or even
millions of dollars the proponent will spend preparing its documentation, or in comparison with the
funds required by community and public interest groups to review and critique that documentation
effectively and intervene effectively in the review process, it is nonetheless important and may well
mean the difference between having a degree of meaningful public involvement and having none.

For all the above reasons, we respectfully ask the NIRB to recommend to the Minister of Indian and
Northern Affairs that he refer this project proposal to the Minister of the Environment for public review
by a federal environmental assessment panel as per Section 12.6.1 of the Nunavut Land Claims
Agreement.

Yours sincerely,

Jamie Kneen
Communications and Outreach Coordinator

Attachments:
- MiningWatch Canada Policy Statement on Uranium Mining
- Comment Form for NIRB Screenings



8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integrity of the
ecosystem for the existing and future residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and
socio-economic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would like to hear your concerns,
comments and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title: Kiggavik Project

Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.

Location: Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 NIRB #: 09MNO003
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:

[] no concerns [] traditional uses of land

X water quality [ Inuit harvesting activities

X terrain [l community involvement and consultation

X air quality [ local development in the area

X wildlife and their habitat [] tourism in the area

X marine mammals and their habitat X human health issues

X birds and their habitat [] other:

X fish and their habitat

[ heritage resources in area

Please describe the concerns indicated above:

(Please see attached.)

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

(Please see attached.)

Do you support the project proposal? Yes[] No X Any additional comments?

(Please see attached.)

Name of person commenting: Jamie Kneen of Ottawa
Communications &
Position: Outreach Coordinator Organization: MiningWatch Canada

Signature: ’ E Date: 10 February 2009




MiningWatch Canada
Mines Alerte

Policy Statement on Uranium Mining
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Uranium mining is a highly contentious issue across Canada and globally. Uranium mining, from exploration
through to mining, processing, and eventual decommissioning, is risky and dangerous to the environment,
wildlife, local peoples and communities, and workers.

Uranium is used for three purposes: weaponry, medical and scientific technology, and energy. MiningWatch
Canada believes that there is no public support in Canada for the use of uranium for weaponry, and that
medical and scientific technology uses could be well served by existing stockpiles of uranium.

The use of uranium for energy purposes is complex and contentious:

* The efficiencies, sustainability, costs, and benefits of nuclear energy must be considered and weighed
against the efficiencies, sustainability, costs, and benefits of other energy sources (for example: gas, oil,
coal, wind, and thermal), and against greatly enhanced conservation.

* The opportunity costs of the use of non renewable fuels (for example: coal, oil, and gas) for energy must
be considered and weighed.

* The very serious short and long term waste management issues and risks of nuclear energy must be
considered and weighed. At this point, there is no proven or publicly accepted technology for managing
the long term risks.

* The risks of nuclear energy (for example: terrorist attacks and serious failures of nuclear plants) must be
considered and weighed, particularly as these risks have far wider public impacts beyond the impacts on
local environments, wildlife, people, and communities.

* Arguments have been made that nuclear energy is environmentally “clean and green”. While this may be
true at the point of burning processed uranium as a fuel, the nuclear industry, seen as a whole, is not
clean, nor green. It does contribute to green house gas emissions.

* There is no public consensus across Canadian society about overall energy policy, nor about nuclear
energy as a key or primary part of public energy policy.

MiningWatch Canada takes the position that there should be a total moratorium on uranium exploration

and new uranium mines across Canada until such time as:

- Thereis a full, well informed, and serious public debate and national consensus regarding energy policy,
and the role of nuclear energy as part of this overall energy policy;

- The destructive environmental legacy of past and existing uranium mining has been cleaned up and
permanently neutralized, and the people who have suffered injury to their health from involvement in or
exposure to uranium mining and processing have been adequately compensated individually and
collectively; and

- There is a sound, long term, economically feasible, scientifically demonstrated, and publicly acceptable
means of isolating radioactive wastes (from the mining, processing, and use of uranium) from the
environment and from human communities.

Uranium exploration and mining creates serious negative short and long term impacts on the environment and
on individuals and local communities. MiningWatch Canada takes the position, as it does with all exploration
and mining, that these impacts must be minimized and mitigated against, no matter what the public benefits
may be.

MiningWatch Canada Policy Statement on Uranium Mining — December 2007
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3" Floor, 344 Edmonton Street
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R3C OP6 Your File Votre céférence
NIRB: 09MNQ03
Our file Notre référence

February 10, 2008

Leslie Payette

Manager of Environmenlal Administration
Nunavut Impact Review Board

£.0. Box 1360

Cambridge Bay, NU X0B 0C0

Dear Leslie Payette:

Re: Transport Canada’s Review and Comments on the Part 4 Screening for
the AREVA Resources Canada Inc. Kiggavik mine Project Proposal

Transport Canada (TC) appreciates the opportunity to participate in the Part 4 Screening process
for the above mentioned project proposal as requesled by you in your January 20, 2008 letter. TC
is responsible for transportation policies ang programs that promote a safe transportation system,
ensuring that they work effectively and in an integrated manner.

Our review consisted of the following documents:
«  The Kiggavik Project Proposal, Areva Resources Canada Inc., dated November 2008

With respect to this project TC offers the following ¢ omments for your consideration:

Transport Canada has conducted a cursory review of the project proposal in accordance with our
departmental mandate. Based upon this initial review, several works igentified in the project
proposal may pose interference to safe navigation and possibly require a Formal Approval under
the Navigable Waters Profection Act. TC is also of the opinion that the proposed project has the
potential to cause significant adverse effects on the ecosystem, significant adverse effects on
Northerners ang be a cause of significant public concern.

Project activities and components thal maybe of TC concern are:

« Dewatering of a portion of Andrew Lake.

« Construction of a 2,000 metre (m) airstnp, and airport facilities for the transportation

of employees and material including drums of uranium (yellowcake).

« Conslruction of fuel storage facilities at Kiggavik and Baker Lake. Tank farm at
Kiggavik includes 2 to 6 tanks, each of 10 megalitre (ML) capacity; tank farm at Baker
Lake includes 4 to 7 tanks, each of 10 ML capacity. Number of tanks at each location
dependent on road option selecled.

Explosives transportation, storage and on-site manufacture.
Chemical and hazardous material transportation ang storage.
Water withdrawal fromn [akes to the north and east of Kiggavik site.
Discharge of treated effluent into receiving enviranment.

Canada



« Construction of an access road from Baker Lake to Kiggavik. The roagd opfion is
dependent on location of ihe Storage Facility in Baker Lake. The options include two
all-weather roads (north route or south route) or a winter road.

s Potential construction of bridge crossing or cable-ferry/fice bridge crossing over the
Thelon River in association with the all-weather road, north route.

« Conslruction of an approximate 20 km all season Kiggavik-Sissons site haul road.

« Construction of facilities at Baker Lake including wharf, fuel storage tank farm,
storage facllity, laydown area, and satelite administration and community liaison
office.

» Marine shipment of reagents, fuel and supplies to storage facility near Baker Lake
and conlinued shipment via truck 1o the Kiggavik site.

« Shipment of yellowcake (~ 3,000 tonnes as U annually or 3,600 tonnes yellowcake)
from the Kiggavik site via truck to Baker Lake pon and/or via air from Kiggavik to
southern Canada.

« Decommissioning and Reclamation activites.

Transport Canada appreciates the opportunity to participate in this review and provide comments
to the NIRB for your consideration. Should you have any questions pertaining to these comments,
please contact Chris Aguirre via email at christopher.aguirre@tc.qe.ca or by telephone at (204)
984-2615.

Regards,

B Slnen.

Doug Solowa
Superintendent
Environmental Assessment Management Program (North)

cc: Christopner Aguirre — TC - Environmental Offices
Sophia Garrick - TC - Environmental Officer
Greg Black — TC - NWPP
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Aad Canada Canada

Eastern Arctic Area Secteur de I’Arctique de I'est
P.O. Box 358 Boite postale 358

Igaluit, NU X0A OHO Igaluit, NU X0A OHO

Phone: (867) 979-8000 Teél: (867) 979-8000

Fax : (867) 979-8039 Télécopieur: (867) 979-8039

DFO file : 08-HCAA-CA7-00052

NIRB file : 09MN003
February 10", 2009

Ms. Leslie Payette Via E-mail to :
Manager of Environmental Administration Ipayette@nirb.ca
Nunavut Impact Review Board

P.O. Box 1360

Cambridge Bay, Nunavut

XO0B 0CO

Dear Ms. Payette:

Subject: AREVA Resources Canada Inc. — Kiggavik Project

Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO) received the Nunavut Impact Review Boird’s
(NIRB) letter dated January 20", 2009 regarding the commencement of the Part 4
Screening review of the AREVA Resources Canada Inc’s project proposal of the
Kiggavik uranium mine.

DFO has reviewed the “The Kiggavik Project — Project Proposal” dated November 2008
and concluded that the dewatering of a portion of Andrew Lake will cause a harmful
alteration, disruption or destruction of fish habitat, thus requiring an authorization under
subsection 35(2) of the Fisheries Act. It is DFO’s opinion that the following works and
undertakings in relation to the development could also result in impacts to fish and fish
habitat:

o Construction of stream diversions in the proposed location of the Centre Pit,
temporary special waste pile and clean waste rock pile;

o Construction of a dam across the outlet of Sik Sik Lake;

Construction of a dock in Baker Lake;

o Construction of watercrossing structures along site haul road and the access road from
Baker Lake to the Kiggavik Mine site;

o Construction of berms to collect site drainage; and,

o Installation of water intake structures.

O

Please note that DFO has not yet received a Fisheries Act authorization application from
AREVA for all works that may be determined to result in the harmful alteration,
disruption, or destruction of fish habitat. DFO will send a letter to the proponent in this
regard, including a copy of the application form.

Canada



S
DFO file : 08-HCAA-CA7-70052

DFO has considered the information in the project description, including the mitigation
measures proposed therein, and is of the opinion that there is a potential for the
development to cause significant adverse environmental effects to fish and fish habitat.
Therefore we recommend that the Kiggavik mine development be reviewed under Article
12, Part 5 or 6, of the Nunavut Land Claim Agreement.

In closing, DFO would like to thank the NIRB for the opportunity to provide comn:ents
and we look forward to continued discussions related to this development proposal. If

there are any questions or clarification needed on any of these matters, please contact
Sarah Olivier at (867) 669-4919.

Regards,

—
e
Beverley Ross

Regional Manager, Environmental Assessment for Major Projects
Fisheries and Oceans Canada

cc. Ginny Flood, Fisheries and Oceans Canada
Tania Gordanier, Fisheries and Oceans Canada
Eric Kan, Fisheries and Oceans Canada
Barry Briscoe, Fisheries and Oceans Canada
Julie Dahl, Fisheries and Oceans Canada
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Canada Canada

February 12, 2009

Leslie Payette

Manager, Environmental Administration
Nunavut Impact Review Board
Cambridge Bay, Nunavut

By e-mail: Ipayette@nirb.ca

Subject: NRCan’s Comments on the Part 4 Screening of the AREVA Resources

Canada Inc.’s proposed Kiggavik Mine Project

Thank you for your e-mail of January 20, 2009, requesting comments from parties on the
Nunavut Impact Review Board’s (NIRB) Part 4 Screening under the Nunavut Land
Claims Agreement (NLCA) of the proposed “Kiggavik™ mine project from AREVA

Resources Canada Inc.

Natural Resources Canada (NRCan) has reviewed the Project Proposal submitted by
AREVA in November 2008. The project proposal refers to the potential requirement for
licensing under the Explosives Act, administered by NRCan, to allow for components of
the proposal to be carried out. Specifically, the proponent indicates that explosives will
be manufactured on site from ammonium nitrate and diesel fuel, and that materials used
in the manufacture of explosives will be stored in two main surface magazines as well as
day storage and underground magazines. NRCan expects that the proponent will provide
additional information on their explosive requirements to allow the department to

confirm its regulatory responsibilities.

The proposal includes open pit mines and underground mining of approximately 675,000
tonnes of uranium ore per year, construction and operation of a mill with an annual
production rate of approximately 3,000 tonnes of uranium in concentrate form per year,
along with an airstrip, accommodation complex for employees, fuel tanks, water
treatment plants and other associated infrastructure. As with previous mining proposals
that have been successfully reviewed by the Board, NRCan believes that a review under
Part 5 or Part 6 (12.2.4 (b)) of the NLCA would be an appropriate level of assessment.

If you have any questions concerning these comments, please call me at (613) 943-0773.

Sincerely,
Original signed by

John Clarke
Regional Team Leader
Natural Resources Canada

cc: Tom Calvert, NRCan; Dave McCauley, NRCan

Canadi
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Parks Parcs
Canada Canada

145 McDermot Ave.
Winnipeg, MB
R3B 0R9

February 16, 2009

Leslie Payette

Manager of Environmental
Nunavut Impact Review Board
P.O. Box1360

Cambridge Bay, NU X0B 0C0

Re: Comments on the Part 4 Screening for AREVA’s Kiggavik Project Proposal
Dear Ms. Payette,

Parks Canada would like to thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Part 4 screening of
AREVA Resources Canada’s Kiggavik Project. In our review of the project proposal, we noted
that one of the road transportation options identified in the project proposal, the all weather
access road (north option), requires a bridge across the Thelon River. The bridge would be
located within the area of the Thelon River that has been designated a Canadian Heritage River.
The Thelon River was designated a Canadian Heritage River in 1990 in recognition of a variety of
natural heritage values, human heritage values and recreational values. For further information

please see http://www.chrs.ca/Main _e.htm. We recommend that the potential impacts to these

values be considered as part of the screening.
Thank you.
Sincerely,

Katherine Cumming

Environmental Assessment Scientist
cc:
Nancy Anilniliak, Associate Superintendent, Nunavut Field Unit

Donald Gibson, Canadian Heritage Rivers Program

1+l

Canada
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February 17, 2009

Leslie Payette
Manager, Environmental Administration
Nunavut Impact Review Board

via Email to: Ipayette@nirb.ca
RE: NIRB FILE # 09MN003 — AREVA Resources — NIRB Screening on Kiggavik Project Proposal
Dear Ms. Payette:

On January 20th, 2009, the Government of Nunavut (GN) received correspondence from the Nunavut
Impact Review Board (NIRB) requesting comments on the Kiggavik project proposal pursuant to Section
12.4.4 of the Nunavut Land Claims Agreement (NLCA).

Due to the scale and character of the proposed project the Government of Nunavut recommends that the
project proceed to a full environmental assessment review as set out under part 5 of Article 12 of the
Nunavut Land Claims Agreement.

As the project proposal involves the mining of uranium NIRB is reminded of the Uranium Management
Plan Principles approved by the Government of Nunavut on June 4, 2007.
The six principles are:

1. The Government of Nunavut regards mining, including uranium mining, as an important source of
jobs for Nunavummiut and for revenues to meet the needs of our growing population.

2. The Government of Nunavut recognizes that uranium development places special responsibilities
on government because of the nature of uranium and its by-products, the history of its use for both
peaceful and non-peaceful purposes, and its potential risks to human health and the environment.

3. Uranium development must have the support of Nunavummiut, especially in communities close to
development.

4. The Government of Nunavut will support uranium development in Nunavut provided that the
following conditions are satisfied:
a. Health and safety standards are issued for workers.
b. Environmental standards are assured.
¢. Nunavummiut must be the major beneficiaries of uranium development.

5. The Government of Nunavut believes that nuclear power will be an important part of meeting
global energy needs while limiting greenhouse gas emissions.

6. The Government of Nunavut believes that Canadian Law and international agreements provide
assurance that uranium mined in Nunavut will be used for peaceful purposes.

Following the INAC Minister’s decision to send this project to a Part 5 review the Government of Nunavut
would be pleased to have an opportunity to provide input on the development of guidelines for the
Environmental Impact Statement.

We thank NIRB for the opportunity to review and provide comments on this project proposal, and we look
forward to receiving further information on this project from NIRB. Please contact us if you have any
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questions or comments please do not hesitate to contact myself or Laurie-Anne White, our General
Monitoring Coordinator at 867 975 6026.

Qujannamiik,

Paul Suvega
Assistant Deputy Minister
Department of Executive and Intergovernmental Affairs

CC:
Sharon Ehaloak, Executive Director, Nunavut Planning Commission
Dionne Filiatrault, A/Executive Director, Nunavut Water Board
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COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integrity of the
ecosystem for the existing and future residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and
socio-economic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would like to hear your concerns,
comments and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project

Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Inc.

Location: Kivalliq Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 NIRB #: 09MNO003
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:

[ no concerns [ traditional uses of land

[1 water quality [ Inuit harvesting activities

[ terrain [] community involvement and consultation

[J air quality [J local development in the area

[J wildlife and their habitat [ tourism in the area

[J marine mammals and their habitat [J human health issues

[J birds and their habitat [J other:

[J fish and their habitat
[ heritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

The project is of a scale and type that has potential to have negative effects on the environment
and on the socio-economics of the local communities. Through the review these potential effects
must be identified, assessed, and mitigated.

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

The Government of Nunavut recommends that NIRB forward the project proposal to the
Minister with the recommendation that the project be reviewed under Part 5 of the Nunavut Land
Claims Agreement.

As per the Government of Nunavut’s principles on uranium development through the review the
proponent must demonstrate that: the project will not damage the environment and any impacts
can be managed, mitigated, and reclaimed, the health and safety of workers and Nunavut
residents will be protected, the people of Nunavut benefit from the project.




8. Comment Form Distribution

Do you support the project proposal? Yes 1 No[] Any additional comments?

The Government of Nunavut regards mining, including uranium mining, as an important source
of jobs for Nunavummiut and for revenues to meet the needs of our growing population.

Through the Part 5 Environmental Review process we expect to be able to assess the ability of
the proponent to protect the environment, manage and mitigate any impacts, and provide positive
and sustainable benefits to the people and communities of Nunavut.

Name of person commenting: of

Position: Organization:

Signature: Date:
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February 17, 20038

Leslie Payetle

Manager of Environmental Administration
NIRB

Box 1360

Cambridge Bay, NU X0B 0CO

Ph: 867-963-4600

Fx: 867-983-2594

RE': Notice of Part 4 Screening for AREVA Resources Canada’s “Kiggavik” project proposal.

On behalf of the Lutsel K'e / Kache Dene First Nafion (LKDFN): Wildlife, Lands & Environment
Department (WLED), | am responding to your request for comments on the proposal from
AREVA Resources Canada Inc. (AREVA) for development for the Kiggavik project west of
Baker Lake. This is in accordance with the mandate of the LKDFN WLED.

Further to many other varicus comments aiready submitted, recommending that no exploration
or development activities should be permitted on the traditional calving and migratory routes of
the Beverly caribou herd, LKBFN believes that the potential adverse impacts of the Kiggavik
and_Sissons projects are so unaccepiable that it should be abandoned (NLCA Section -
12.4.4(d)).

We are aware that Nunavut Tunngavik Inc. and the Kivallig Inuit Association have already
approved uranium mining in principle. Such a position is within their mandates but does not
pverride the NIRB’s duties and responsibiliies. We are concerned that their respective
decisions were made without access to important and balanced informaticn about the risks of
uranium exploration, extraction and processing. Both the ANT! Ursnium Policy and the
Background Paper on the NTI Uranium Policy omit important information on uranium mining, the
nuclear industry, and the entire nuciear fuel chain including health and ecosystem impacts.

The Keewatin Land Use Plan Term 3.5 places a morzatorium on uranium development: “Uranium

" development shall not take piace until the NPC, NIRB, the NWB and the NWMB have reviewed
all of the issues relevant to uranium exploration and mining. Any review cof uranium exploration
and mining shall pay particular attenticn t© questions conceming health and envircnmental
pretection.” .

These conditions were deemed by the Nunavut Planning Commission o have been fulfiled by it
having convened a single workshop in Baker Lake cn June 5.7, 2007; LKDFN was not invited.
According o Section 12.2.5 of the NLCA, NIRB shall take intoc account the well being of
residents of Canada oulside the Nunavut Setflement Area in carrying out its functions. This
requirement inciudes the well-being of members of the LKDFN whe may be affected by the
project. It is quite clear that caribou is a migratory species, and other users outside of Nunavut
ternitory could be adversely affected by the Kiggavik and Sissons project. :

i
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It is worth noting that, Term 3.8 of the Keewatin Land Use Plan states: “Any future preposal to
mine uranium must be approved by the people of the region.” Unless there is o be a plebiscite
on the project, such as was held on March 28, 1890 by the Baker Lake Hamiet Council, no
mechanism exists to implement this Term apart from the environmental assessment process.

We are in agreement with the following siatements submiited by INAC: After a preliminary
assessment, INAC has identified several aspects of the proposal that merit an in-cdepth
assessmeni, based on their potential for adverse effects. It is expected that these aspects also
have the potential to cause significant public concern.

They include the following:

« The effect of construction, operation, closure and post-closure activities relating to road

crossings, including the poteniial bridge over the Thelon River, on surface water quality;

« The potential impacts of the propesed allweather or winter road on the surrounding

environment including water quality, ground stability and permafrost, vegetation, soil and

wildlife;

» The potential for acid rock drainage {(ARD}, and subsequently the effectiveness of ARD
confainment and mitigation. This would include the potential for ARD to occur on exposed open

pit mine surfaces (East, Center and Main Zones, and Andrew Lake) and temporary waste rock

piles, potential all season road construction materials, and ARD-related alteration of
groundwater during underground mining (End Grid and potentizlly Andrew Lake) below
permafrost;

« The anticipated impacts of potential dyke construction surrounding the Andrew [ake deposit,

and the dewatering cf a portion of Andrew Lake;

« The potential impacts of seepage from the subaqueous dispesal of mill tailings at both the

Center and Main Zone Tailings Management Facilities during operations

and after closure on groundwater and surface water;

« The anticipated impacts of construction, operaticn, and closure activiies on wildlife,

vegetation, landforms and permafrost features in the project area;

+ The potential impacts on surface water quality from water runcff of landfill sites at both the

Kiggavik and Sissions sites;

- The impacts of potential accidents or malifunctions, on site as well as during transperiation,

aspecially of hazardous materials.

- The potential socio-economic impacts of all phases of the project on relevani communities,

including those that may arise due fo employment of large numbers of people and potential

concemns with respect to health and safety, particularly relating to uranium.

» The potential for ongoing and incremental land use activities associated with this and other
mining and transportation activity in the Kivailig region to result in cumulative impacts.

INAC would also like to indicate it's support o NIRB in conducting an assessment for this
project that will include meaningful public engagement and participation. Uranium relaied
projects have been the cause of particuiar public concern for public health and safety in the
past. The regional land use plan in effect for the project area attests to this by requiring that

“Any future proposal to mine uranium be approved by the people.” {(Section 3.6 of the Keewatin

Regiona! Land Use Plan). In additicn, INAC would like to bring NIRB's attention to the

proponent’s intention o transport yellowcake by air to locations cutside the Nunavut Settlement”’
Area. Although INAC does not believe this is a transboundary project component, INAC is not

aware of any current or modern {last 15 years) Canadian usage of this method of fransportation

for large guantities of yellowcake.
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.We have also aftached the MWC Policy Statement on Uranium Mining, calling for a total
moratorium on uranium explcration and new uraniurm mines across Canada.

if you have any gquestion regarding these comments, please contact cur office directly by phone,
fax or email.

Sonya Almond
A/VLED Manager
sonyalmond@hotmail.com

ce. {utse! K'e Dene First Nation Chief & Council
Akaitcho IMA Implentation Office
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MiningWatch Canada
Mines Alerte

. Policy Statement on Uranium Mining

X W

Uraniuin nxining is a highly coitentious issue across Canads and giobally. Uranium mining, from exploration
through lo mitting, processing, and eventual decommissioning, is risky and dangerous to the envitonment,
wildlife, local peoples and comamunities. and workers,

Uranium is used for three purposes: weaponry, medical and scientific iechnoiogy,' and cnergy. Mining Watch
Canada believes that there is no public support in Carada for the use of uranium for weaponry, and that
medical and scicntific technology uses could be well served by existing stockpiles of uranium.

The use of uranium for coergy purposes s complex and conientious:

»  The efficiencies, sustainability, costs, and benefits of nuclear energy must be considered and weighed
against Lhe efliciencies, sustainabilily, costs, and benefits of other energy svurces (for example: gas, ofl,
coal, wind, and thermal), and against greatly enhanced eonservation.

* ie opportunity custs of the use of non renewable fuels (for example: coal, oil, and gas) for caergy must
be considered and weighed.

*  The very serious shorl and long term waste management issues and risks of nuclear energy must be
considered and weighed. At (s point, there is no proven or publiciy accepled technology for managing
the long term risks.

» Therisks of nuclear enerpy {for example: terrorist attacks and serious [ailures of auclear plants) must be
considercd and weighed, particularly as these risks have far wider public impacts beyond (he impacts on
local environments, wildlife, people, and communitics.

*  Arguments have been made that nuclear energy is cnvironmenially “clean and green”. While (his may be
true at the point of burning processed uranium as a fuel, the nuclear indusiry, sesii 18 a whole, is not
clean, nor green. It does coilribute (o green house pas emissions.

= Therc is no public consensus across Canadian sociely about overall cacrgy policy, nov about nuckear
enetgy as a key or primary part of public energy policy.

MiningWatch Canada lakes the position that there should be « totxl moratorinm on aranium exploration

and new urunium mines across Canada uniil such nime as:

- Thereis a fiil, well informed, and serious public debate and rational consensus regarding energy policy,
and the role of muclzar energy as part of this overall energy policy;

- The destructive environmenial l2gacy of past und existing wranium mining has been cleaned up and
permanently reutralized, and the peaple who have suffeved infury 1o their hiealth from involvement in or
expusure fo yrasium mining and processing hove heen adeguately compensated individuatly and
collectively; and

- Thereis a sound, long term, economically feasible, scientifically demonsirated, emd publicly ecepioble
means of isolating radinaciive wasies {from the mining, processing, and use of wraniuwm) from the
environment aid from human communities.

Uranium exploration and mining creates serious negative short and long term impacts on the environment and
on individuals and local corumunities. MiningWatch Canada takes the positon, as it does with all exploration
and mining, that these impaces iaust Be minimized and mitigated against, ne watter what the public beaefits
may be. _

MiningWatch Canada Policy Staicment on Uranium Mining — December 2667
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Appendix B Comments from Parties NIRB File No: 09MN003
March 13, 2009 Screening Decision Report

B-20 Baker Lake Residents (various)

P.O. Box 1360 Cambridge Bay, NU X0B 0CO Phone: (867) 983-4600 Fax: (867) 983-2594



8. Cothmiknit Form Distfbution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRE SCREENINGS

The Nutiavit Titipact Réview Buard (NIRBY has a mandate o protect the integrity of the
ecosystem for the existiftg and-futare residents of Nunavut, To assess the environmental and
socio<econidimio impacts of the project proposal, NJRB-would like to hear your CONCEEnS,
comineits arid stgestions about five following project proposal application:

P'rujék:‘t Proposal Title: Kisgavik Project
Propierit:  AREVA Resources Canada Inc,
Lowstion: _Kivalliq Regiois

Commetits Die By: February 10, 2009 NIRB#:  DIMNGO3
;n/*!icafe Your toiiteths Wbt the project proposal balow:
o cohcems D traditional uses of fand
U water quality O Tnuit hervesting activities
C-terrain Dl conmriuety invelvernent and consultafion
D air qutlity G local devetourhent-in the area
Dwifdlife bind #igir habitat O tourigm in the-area
B freiritfs marmals and their hiabitat O hamah krealth dssusg
O birds dnd their habitit O dthat:
O fish-and Hiejt habicat

(2 eritrgie resolirees inrea
Pledse désetibe the conterns indicated above:

Do yeu have ahy sugiestions o reconinienditions for thiy application?

001 . o bodon hake Madd ot
Ggillon G one phee forn Hos HReVA

Do you ém‘ppdﬂ the-project proposal? Yes it No  Any adHitional comreity?

yes T do
Name dr;ié'rsun'cummé' i -*aé any Do "V of A—M
Position: A Jme o5 Orfanization: A/
Sighature Date: Qé Ak




8. Caitnent Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Ithpact Review Board (NIRBY has a-mandate o protect the integrity of the
erosystem for the existing and future residents of Nungwif, To assess the environmental and
soti-teonomié itnpacts of the project proposal, NIRB would like to hear your concems,
comifrtents and Siggestions aligut e following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title: _Kiggavik Project

Propoment:  AREVA Resources Canada Ine,

-

Loeation: _Kivallig Réston

Comments BueBy:  February 16, 2009 NERB#:  (09MN003
Iidicate your toticetng about the project proposal bélaw:

[#'no cotiserns O traclifional uses of tand

i3 witer quality i Inuit-hapvestihg activittes

0 tarrain 3 cantimtutity invelvement and consulfation-
£ dir quality Clocal development in the srea

13 wiidlife arid thir habitat (1 tourisin in the area

% matirie marnmals and their kabitat L hurtdn hiealth {ssiey

Obirds and their habitat 0 athet:

D fish 4nd tiigir hebiat

(J hetitape resoireks in-aree

Pledss devcerilie the conderis indicated aboves

Do .voun hive any viagpestions or recomimendations for thiv application?

Do yair support the project proposal? Yes W NoO  Any additional comments?

Name of Person commenting: Sum dus Lhseg. of [bon [o b
Position: o Okganizition:

Signature! W Date: |%fz2 / 2%
. / i




8. Committ Form Distibuition

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavit Itpact Review Board (NIRB) has 2 mandate to protect the integrity of the
ccasystem for the existing and future-residents of Numavut. To assess the environmenta] and
sdciv-esonomis impacts of the projest proposal, NIRB would like to béar your concerns,
cornments afid suiggestions about the following project proposal application:

| Projéct Proposal Titte: Kiggavik Project
Proponent: _AREVA Resources CamadaInc,
Location:  Kivallig Repglon

Comments Due By: Februwarvy 10, 2000 NIRB#:  U9NNBO3
Indicafe your toncetrs about the praject proposal below:
ne coneerns 3 teaditional uses of tand
13 water quality T Inuit-hatvesting activities
Tterrain (G commhuttity invelvernent and consultafion
& nir quiality O local devetopment 1 the area
O wildlifé-and thelf Habitit D tourist in the.area
O marifie frainials and theithdbitat (3 fidirran Hoalth issues
ET birds-and their:-habitat {1 ather:

0 fish and dielfhalbitat
0 herftape rosdurtes in drda
Plege deéscribe the concerns indicated above:

Du you huve-any suggestions or reconimendations for this application?

Po you support the projest proposal? Yes R:No O Any additional comsusiits?

Position: |
Sighature!




8. Combicit Fdrin Distiibittion

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavitt frupact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integreity of the
ecosystem for the existing-and future residents of Nuravut, To assess the environozental and
socio-ecotiomic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would like to hear your concems,
comtinerits and Siggestions about thie following project proposal application:

Projeet Proposal THle: Kiggayik Project
Propaent:  AREVA Resonrees Canada I,
Location: _ Kivalliq Régioi

Comments Due By:  Febrmary 10, 2009 NIRB# (SMNDO3
Tijdicate your coficetny about the project proposal below:
)Eno eohcrrms O fraditlonal uses of Tand

T water quality £1 fauit- harvésting activities

O terrain (J commuttity invelvement and consultation

O air qualkty 0 |lsea] devetomnent i the areq

0 wildlife and ihgir habitat 0 tourism in the:ares

& friarine harkdials and iheir habitat (3 hunan tiealth lssires:

[ birdsaind their habifat 0 othet:

1 fish and thoir habitat
7 heritage resstireds in arta
Pldase déserile the concerns indicated ahove:

Do you h:wé-any suggestions of recommenditions for ¢hify application?

Do you support the project proposal?'\':‘.es)f( Noll Any additional cotmichis?

Name of person comnienting: &g DAJIN GAY A
Position: @gw{l@{? Ew . Organization _
Signatiie: &;2“ : -~ Date:




8. Comment Fofm Dittribution

GOMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nuriaviit npact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate fo proteet the integrity of the
ecosystem for the existing and future residedts of Nunawut, T assess the environmental and
sociv<ecohotiic impacts of the project praposal, NIRB wisuld 1ike to kear your concerns,
camimetits ahd sipgestiohs about the following project proposal application:

Piojett Propasal Title:  Kiggavik Project

Proposiit.  AREVA Resgurces Canada Tne.

Location:  Kivallig Reglon

Comments Thiz By: _Febragry 10, 2009 NIRB #: _09MKR0§3
Indicate yorur eoncerny abodtthe project proposal below:

X o cohcéms O traditional uses. of fatid

O waler guality O Inuit- hervdsting activities

O terraih ' [ coftttiingty tvolvement and consultation
Tair quality O tocal.devetopment i the arza

Owildlife uid theit-Habitat O tourism in the area

O ntaririe trartiialy and fheirhabiat ) hemhan bieafth issues

£1 birds-and their habitat U other:

O fish and flieir hribitat

———

O heritage resourkts {n-ated,
Pledge desepile the concerns indicated above:

Do:you ‘have:ﬁany suppestions or recommendafions for this application?

Do you sipport theproject proposal? Ves g Ne 1 Any additivnal cononieiity?

Namo of person commienting: Seole. 7 of Raker LoXa

Position: L _Z ayee Orpagization: F.AL.
Signuhire: BIL o Date: Telo \R_ 2009




8. Coriment Foig Distiibution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRR SCREENINGS

The Nuntavut Ihipact Review Boerd (NTRB) has a mandate 1o protest the integrity of the
ecosystent for the existing and future residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and
sogit-gcotiottiic Impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would like to hear your concerris,
cominénts arid suggestions atiout the following project proposal application:

Project Propusal Title: Kirpavik Project
Propofient:  AREVA Resoiwees Camada Ine,
Location:  Kivalliy Résjon

Commuents Due By:  February 10, 2000 NIRB #:  09MN003
Indicate youir concetny aboiit the project proposal below:
2 no coheerns G traditibnal uses of lnd
X water qunlity i1 huit-haredsting activities
A terrain Koommigity ihvolvernent and consufration
0 gir quinlity [ local development in the ares
Dwildlife titid Hidle habitat [ tourist in thearea
M maririe riidrivdls and their habital [ himan-Healthissues
/(z’birds and their habitat O ather;
< 0 fish:and tiisir habitst
O heritage redoliriesindrth

Please déscribe the concérns indicated above:

Q3 fows, o= IFe  ConcwerS /) it 9y
Vi s Ve - el abcceved . & /wa/v?mw/
F[‘y,(,eu /7[5,_74;,,\ ﬁ,fg ‘;;»)4,8‘0/1»\5 o - "é.art_",—t

Do you Have-any saggeblivng or récommendiiions for this applieation?

JVEM T

Do yon &igiport the project proposal? Ves[L-No D Any additional corminents?
¢ Ar i?/'“)ﬁ/ﬁ?’ P%d A;—zf_r 7é szfi"fﬂ’fﬁﬁ’f:'

2;47p/cpm—:u?” et s s, in fan (elle £
Woae prope 7/‘

Nanie efpc;rzl'}n COM t entin gz fﬁr’/ﬁf YG{VMMJ‘;;bnf A

Position: P Orpanization: S
Signature: 7 Date: __/ 9 _%g_%/ Y




8. Comniterit Form Distriburion

COMMENT FORM FOR NiRE SCREENINGS

The Nitnawiit Fhjpact Review. Board (NIRB) has 2 mandate to-protect the integrity of the
ecosysters for the existing and future residents uf Nupavit. To assess the environmental and
sdcie-ecbttothiie fropacts of the project proposal, NIRB wouild like to hear your concetns,
comtierits and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Prajett Propysal Tifle:  Kiggavik Project

Propoiitnt:  AREVA Résources Canada Inc.

Locdtion: _Kivallig Region

Commerts DueBy: February 10, 2069 NIRB# _09MNOD3
g‘dicﬂte your concetns alout the projest proposal below:
0 cohedrns Ptaditional.uses of land
iJ water guality Inajt-harvésting activitics
F1 téertain 0 confmbriity involvernent-and consultation
O wir quility & local devejopment in the area
0 witdiigé afid itiélr Habitat Yiotrism {p the:area
0 mafitie dmimals and thelr habitat 0 hutran-Health issues
C-birds rnd thcir fidhitat 0 othés
[ fish and tisithabiat

(I freritapge resurces.in. dréa
Pieaxe dégciibie the conesrns indicated above:

Do you hhve-any sagptvtions or recomimendations for thiy 'app.l’ica'tioﬁ? N{)

‘Diyou support the praieﬁt proposal? Yes i Ne.D Any-wdﬁiﬁﬁhal-‘ieomtﬁetm?'

Name of persijh‘- corimEnEn g ‘I A d
Position: =W ploJee
Signature: Dagdhos, loleiz




8. Cgmuiknt Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

Thie Nunavist litipact Review. Board (NIRB) fiss a mandate to ‘protect the integtity of the
ecosystem for the ekisting and futere residents of Nunawiit. To assess the environmments] and
socig-egotoric impacts of the project preposal, NIRB wduld Jike to hear your coticerns,
comments and supgestiohs about the following project proposal application;

Projeit Proposal Title:  Kizgayvik Project

Propomérit:  AREVA Resources Canada Ine.

Location:  Kavaliiq Region

Commeifs Duc By: Febraary 10, 2009 NIRB#  DININGO3
Inditate your conceins abiotit the project proposal below:
KA10-¢ONCHTS (1 naditional usos of Jard
0 water-qaslity O Iniit-harvéstihg activitles
[ terraits [ commurity invelvement and consnltation
D it quatity {1 Tacal development in the arco
O widbfe andithiair habitat O toucism In-theiarea
C mdriife mammidds and.teir hatitat O Hoirran -Health Tasues:
U -birdy and their higbitht 0 other;
0 fish and tligiehabitar

O heritdfe rogburies in 4rE
Plissse gedctibe thé concerns indicated shove:

Do you have: anj’ suggestions' or recontiendsitions for this application?
Pr‘oj’em‘s Sweh i 1his Ade ,L.'-u.aao/ r/o ka.rzf? Fhe

Do yoit support the praject proposal? Yes K NeD Any addlitional cofaments?

Loshior Lgho.

5 A .
Name of person commentfip: e K 7ctizer  of /F

Position; (Srpde é . Orgrnization: J4 er‘z__\_
Signsatitre: oy Date: __ £24, /gr o2




8. Cuitiment Forfy Distiibution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

Thie Nunaviit Iipact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integrity oF the
ecosystem for the existing and future residetits:of Nunavut. Te assess the environmental and
socio-georiomis impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would like to hear your concetns,
cominetits anid stggestions abot the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title;  Kiggavik Froject

Proponent:  AREVA Resources Canaila Jue.

Lountion: Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: February 19, 2000 NIRE #  69MNOG3
Indicaite yoite eonterns akiout the:priject proposal below:

IZ o coheerns 0 traditional-uses of latd

O witse-guality O Fsit harvesting activities

O terratn £ eofrimiunity involvement and eonsultation

0 air quakity D loeal development ih tha atea

T wildlife find their Habifat [ tourism in the'area

& iaring manimidls end their habitat D heinen Health issucs

{1 birddy-and-thcic habitat O otfict:

01 Fish and thieh Kubitat

0 heritagie resolirses inarca

Please déseribé thie comedrns indicated nbbve:

Wy lontang g 1 Wosec?

Duyou hiave any supgestions or veto mmenditions for thiy application?

“ﬁ;}yw sitppart fhe project proposal? Yes# No O Any additional commetits?
pe e A Meed 0 Jhe 14 Bl Ly,

Nattie of persctl ComMEning: _Jne Homaleidly @ of _ e foer Lol

Position: Cefo, ™ Organization: F’ax

Signature: Fobts D) Date: _Jbg /% Foa¥

&- <




8, Cortimigtit Formn Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunatizt Bnpact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integrity of the
ecosystem for the existing and-futtre residents of Nunavut, To assess the environmental and
sacip-ecopgiiic impacts of the project proposs!, NIRB would like to'hear yout coficerns,
comrienty eid Suggestions about the-following project proposal application:

Pdjedt Proposal 'ﬁj[;’ez Kipgavik Froject
Proponeiit:  AREVA Resolirces Canada Ine,
Location: _Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 NIRB#:  (09MN0D3
Indicate your concerns dbott the project proposal below:
T no-¢Oherns O yaditional used of fand
L) water quelity HF uit harvesting activities
3O tereain cotirutiity involvement and consultation
O afr-quidlity [ local development in te arca
0 wildhifé sndd etiir habitat O tourtsm in the'arca
3. méaririe tinmenals and their habiat [ husrrran bedlih jssues
0 birds ahd'_ihc'irliii'ﬁhét 0 sthét:
[ fish and thedr bdbitat
0 heritape Tesourtds th tea -
Please disciibe The concerns indieated ahove:
Geo e potre

AR Gy NTT gets 70 Y
o¥ Nyatfies Fhay ey clse AL
E T pighk & Inkrsts iy be clsey

erB/0 f;'% o2y

Do vou have any sugpestions of recomimendations for this appHeation?
kB ek ~nding e A7/

g o ey [ SHGGES T Sty flendirgs i/ o7~

Jurr ot Sy my shard  Lgkgeds are prathetar )

plecs syperd Lop sl Or /b‘zévér Y pr Ov 7%4«05/)%

b.you sipport the:project proposal? Vesf NeO Any addifioisal commenty?

/ N P A e , a
wocommentg LEHE IRLE T, of _Libsy (wlls
© ApridhE et Orpdnization: »~ & -

e, A i P Dnte: / %‘%__‘
TZ% /
l..-(f



8. Cothment Foten DistHbution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nuniaviit Titipact Review Board (NERB) hag a mandate to protect the integrity of the
ecosystem for the existing and future residettts of Nunavut, To assess the environmental and
socig-gconorhic impacts of the projest proposal, NIRS would Jike to hear your concerns,
commigtits atid suggesticng abeut the following praject propesal application:

Project Péoposat Title:  Kiggavik Project
Proponeiit: | AREVA Resoiirees Canada Ine,
Location: _ Kivallig Region

Comments Due By:  February 10, 2000 NIRB #: HONMN0OG2
Indieate yoirk cotieetns sibout the project propasal befow:
© Gotieems Ritaditional uses of bud

{ water quality Winuit harvésting activities

(1 tertain ommusndly involvement and consultation
O;air quility O lgeal development in the arta

wildlife hitd ¢ Habitat ARtpurisin in thearea

13 maririe mariiials and their habitat erhumnan Healih issues
Fbirds and their habitat 0 athét;

O fish and their hebitd

O berftage resourtes in dres
Pledse deseribé the toreerns indicated above:

Do you hiave any suggestions-or récommendations for Zhi lmi?o;; 7/0’

Nigh process  &hoylf ﬁ”qa&,f’ y

gi ! gl gzwm
i A el e I, Lot

reasr

Do you sapifiort he project prapnsn YesQ/Nﬂ &) Any ad?mugql e meit z oy
L S T i I G35 Gosieormid 5iam 3]

ot [G90 .

/
Neme of pergoe. commmmng, l/’? 7 7WW 1
Position: [JUSIALC Organization: et
Signature: ; Date:




8. Cortiment Foim Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunawit fitipact Review Board (NIRBY) has a mandate to protect the integrity of the
ecosystent for the cxisting and futnre residénts of Nusavut, To assess-the environmental and
socig-econoinic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would like to hear vour concetns,
cormictits and stipgestions abett thefbllowing project proposal application:

Projéct Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project
Propanent:  ARTVA Resources Canada Ine,
Location:  Kivalliq Region

Comuients Due By: Fobruary 10, 2069 NIRB #:  (9MVIN003
Indicate your concens about the project propesal below:

' no coticerns Q) traditioral uses of land

& water gustity {1 tivjt-harvesting activities

O terrain 0 commtunity invelvement and consuliation

O air quality I} Tocal development in the area

0 witdlife drid-ahsirhabitat [ tourizm in the area

C msrife:manntals and their habitat 0 hutniap kieaith issues

O-bitds and-iheir fabitat 1 othef:

O fish ard theilabitdt

3 hebitags resobteas in nres .
Plénge diseribe thi# conecerns indicated shove:

Do you have any siggestions or recommenditions for this applicatios?

Do yoit $Upport fe project proposal? Yes b7 Noll Ay additional cofamicints?

Nanre of person comenting: (Yol Teasee o of Gk, lab. V.

Position Organization:

Signature: W Date:
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2. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integrity of the
ecosystem for the existing and future residents of Nunavur. To 2ssess the environmental and
sacio~-economic impacts of the projest proposal, NIRB would like to hear your concetns,

eomments and suggestions about the following project proposat application:

Project Proposal Tifler  Kiggsvik Projert
Propovtent:  AREVA Resources Canada Inc,
Location: _Kivaliig Region

Connnents Due By: | February 10, 2009 NIRB# 0IMNDH3
Indicate your coneerhs about the project proposal below:
concams O traditional uses of fand
= water quality 0J Inyit harvesting activitics
O terrain L community involvement and consultation
0 nir quality [1 loeal development in the area
£ wildlife and theic hnbit:t O tourism in the atea
= mating marnials add 1heir habitat O human hrealth fsznes

O birds and tieir habitnt U other:
O fish 2nd their habimt
O heritage resources in arga
Plegse describe the anccms indicated above:

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

MO

Do you sipport the project proposz]? Yes X NoU  Any additional comments?

Name of person com entlllg= ﬂ:ﬂ_ﬁédﬂe__.__ w&——

Position: f Organization:

Signatn é Diate: Eg 7] (?“;I.er,‘??

e

i
|
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COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavot Fnpadt Review Board (NIRB) has a mandste to protect the Integrity of the
ecosystem for the existing and futwre residests of Nupawviit. To agsess the environmental and
sdcig-econoritle fmpacts of the project proposal, NIRB woulkt like to hear your concerns,
commignts and suggeitions abeit thefollowihg project propesal application:

Projett Proposal Title:  Kipgavik Project

Proponent: AREVA Resources Canada Ine.

Loeation:  Kivillig Réglon

Comments Due By: Febyuary 10,2009 NIRB#: 09MNOO3
Indizate your contetné aboat the yrijeot proposal belowr
na gohcerns 0 taditivaal uses of land
1 water quadity @ Iniit harveiting activities
O terraini wioiiminity involvenment and consuliation:
O afr quility 0 local development i the area
0 wildlife dnid their habitat 0 tourist in the area
O maritfe mamirals and their habitat 0 huinsn isglth issues
{J birds and their habitat 0 othdr:
0 fish -and their habitat
B hetitege-tesolirees nstde

Plaage destribe tht tutieerns indicated above:

Do you have any sugpestibns or' recsmmenditions for this applieation?

Do you siipport the project ﬁrupmal‘?' Yes & Nol  Any adiditishal comidents?

Name of persou. comtmenting: <y géjg “TLfona of PKEE. ggL('

Pesition; Orpanization:

Signature: %_Q 5 Q{ :; m,;&l@‘@g Date: ﬁ:-@{j) J{?"@ ?
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8. Comment Form Digiribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integrity of the
ecosystem for the.existing end future residents of Nunavit, To assess the environrental and
socie-¢conotic impacts of the project propesal, NIRB would like to.hear your cotigemns,
comiments and-suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Tille:  Kipgayik Project
Proposent:__ AREVA Reséuroes Canada Inc,
Lecation: _Kivallig Region

Comments DueBy: February 14, 2009 NIRB#:  §9MNGU3
Indicate your conderns about the project ?zp,o.sal below:
[ ne cotiverns Q)(f&ditib:r:ai 1s0s ofland
U water qualify ruit harvesting activities
[ terzain 0 comraumity invelvement and consultation
f}:?ir,gir quakicy [ feeal developtment in the arsa
wildlfe and their habitd ) Chtourism in the area
Emiarine mammals and their-habitet [ hurran iteatth issues
@ rirds and-their hetbitat Bothers (€ eodiaasp 1‘1,«@5“
R fish.end thieir babitat oh okl e
2hetitage resenirced in-arsn I P ZE-Y o - AR

Pleage déseribre the concems indicated above:

Dy you have.any suggesticns or recommenditions for this application?

ci/(f)mﬂﬁ, Fuie 1 v‘ -4r o dﬁ&fﬂfﬁﬁf%

Do you supporkihe project propesal? Yes @ NoO  Any additionl comritents?

}/’Gtﬂﬂf’ /ﬂiyj'e aﬂcj . dﬁ'ﬂ/f&-} é&r (f’ -a[o z-’.fcw/d i
Name of person commenting: </ o r o of ﬁmﬁﬂLlﬁéA_AﬂL—-’ A :
Position: ; - Organization:
Signaturé: e Date: _po b /& Zeopl
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8. Comment Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integrity of the
ecosystem for the existing and future residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and
socio-economic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would like to hear your concerns,
comments and suggestions about the following project proposal application:

Project Proposal Title:  Kiggavik Project

Proponent. AREVA Resources Canada Inc.

Location: Kivallig Region

Comments Due By: February 10, 2009 extension to NIRB #: 09MNO003

18" of February 2009
Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
[1 no concerns x traditional uses of land
X water quality x Inuit harvesting activities
X terrain X community involvement and consultation
x air quality x local development in the area
x wildlife and their habitat X tourism in the area
x marine mammals and their habitat x human health issues
X birds and their habitat x other:

x fish and their habitat
x heritage resources in area

Please describe the concerns indicated above:

1) Caribou, Wildlife and their Habitat — with at least 30 uranium exploration companies exploring
in the Kivalliq in 2007/08 the cumulative effects of these camps flying around are potentially
disturbing the caribou behavior and health.
http://www.miningnorth.com/docs/NU _ExMap2007 ENGLISH nov2707.pdf . Caribou have
been a staple food source for the Inuit and northerners of the Baker Lake region. Many Inuit and
northerners prefer caribou meat to southern meats like beef or chicken. Caribou meat is much
healthier to eat and Inuit from other regions ask for caribou meat from the Kivallig. It isa much
cheaper food source as well. Wildlife in the area must be considered as well, Muskox, wolves,,
foxes as much as the caribou. The Government of Canada, Nunavut Government, NTI, RIOs,
exploration/mining Industry and most importantly Independent Non-Industry studies should be
carried out to provide baseline information to monitor the caribou and habitat including but not
limited to hunters submitting caribou meat for analysis of toxins or basic continuous studies for
generations. All tests or monitoring must be detailed enough to detect change and parameters
cannot be so broad that the tests or monitoring show no change or minor.

2) Permafrost — with temperatures predicted to rise in the future what are the plans for AREVA for
remediation IF this project goes ahead? AREVA will have to monitor & maintain for many
thousands of years the tailings and mine sites. Water and drainage patterns will change and these
future considerations need to be addressed and monies and technologies of the future must be used
not technologies of 2009 to monitor current mines and current exploration sites. The Government
of Canada, Nunavut Government, NTI, RIOs, exploration/mining Industry and most importantly
Independent Non-Industry studies should be carried out to provide baseline information to monitor
the permafrost. All tests or monitoring must be detailed enough to detect change and parameters
cannot be so broad that the tests or monitoring show no change or minor.

3) Water Quality — a) Fresh water is a very rich resource itself and Baker Lake and surrounding area
is rich in fresh water which is fairly uncontaminated except for possible long rang transport of
pollutants from the south or internationally. We now have one lake that will act like a tailings
pond for the Meadowbank project for which federal (Canadian government) laws were changed to
accommodate this type of storage of tailings in Canada. This lake will be toxic forever. | learned
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4)

5)

about this lake on CBC’s “the National”. The potential for contaminating the fresh water and
ecosystems is very high with the possibility of the permafrost melting. Many countries would
love to have as much fresh water as we do and we must protect it to ensure it does not become
polluted as other water bodies have in the country and worldwide. B) Marine ecosystems —
depending on what methods of transport AREVA decides the marine ecosystems must be
protected and monitored as well. The Government of Canada, Nunavut Government, NTI, RIOs,
exploration/mining Industry and most importantly Independent Non-Industry studies should be
carried out to provide baseline information to monitor Fresh water and marine ecosystems. All
tests or monitoring must be detailed enough to detect change and parameters cannot be so broad
that the tests or monitoring show no change or minor.

Air Quality — with tailings and AREVA’s plans for storage of mine waste there is high potential
of the wind carrying radioactive mine waste to the surrounding tundra landscape and having
repercussion effects on wildlife, water and people not associated with the mine site. All tests or
monitoring must be detailed enough to detect change and parameters cannot be so broad that the
tests or monitoring show no change or minor.

IPG’s — NIRB, NPC & NWB must update their websites and some websites are none existent and
others with pages still “under construction”. NWMB is way more informative and has been for
many years including having information in Inuktitut. The following is a link to the Mackenzie
Valley Environmental Impact Review Board’s website which has a more open and transparent
way of informing the public of exploration/ mining activities in their region.
http://www.mveirb.nt.ca/ . This website has regular updates and does not use an FTP site for the
public to try and navigate through. This website is not perfect but it is a good start. NIRB would
benefit greatly from learning from MVEIRB webmasters to help produce a website for 2009
technologies. Their site has web casts of live public hearing for all to listen to. NWMB has a
database of past meetings, conference calls and is more transparent in their way of informing the
public about business of the NWMB. NIRB and the other IPG websites have the potential to grow
and keep getting better with new advancements in communication tools and technologies. This
form is hard to find on the NIRB Website and FTP site. | found it by accident. A clearer way for
the General Public to add comments would greatly help plus using maps and not lat/longs of the
lease hold land where the interested party is looking to get approval for exploration/mining or
other activities. A map is quick and clear and does not involve you having to go look on the map
or Internet to look and see where the activity is happening.

. NPC - When did the Keewatin Regional Land Use Plan (KRLUP) change? From the
NPC meeting in June of 2006, held in Baker Lake where NPC said the purpose of the meeting was
not to make a decision about the KRLUP regarding a moratorium on uranium mines in the region
until there was public consultation. The definition of consultation can be broad or very narrow. |
could not find any information on the Internet about this new decision. Appendix E of the
KRLUP 3.5 (“Uranium development shall not take place until the NPC, NIRB, the NWB and the
NWMB have reviewed all the relevant issues relevant to uranium exploration and mining. Any
review of uranium exploration and mining shall pay particular attention to questions concerning
health and environmental protection” and 3.6 “Any future proposal to mine uranium must be
approved by the people of the region” and these two items specifically apply to Uranium. The
KRLUP: Chapter Six addresses informing the residents of what is happening in the region, as well
residents should have significant input into the regulations and management of these activities.
Environmental protection and wildlife protection, with specific concerns addressed to the Thelon
game sanctuary area and the numerous cultural heritage this area brings to the local residents and
to the region, page 58 shows the numerous sites and this chapter explains the importance to the
people of the region for future generations. Heritage resources should be protected and
maintained.

. Additional information like NTI, RIO’s, Hamlets, CLARC’s, and HTO’s should be
obligated to submit their minutes of meetings where major decisions are made on behalf of their
group which effect many groups of people or individuals who may or may not support their
decision. This would make them more accountable and transparent and people would then have
more confidence in the system. NIRBs website maybe a potential place for this information to be
kept to keep in it central and transparent.

. NTI/RIO’s and 10Ls — where are the documents outlining the IOL parcels of land and
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6)

7)

8)

9)

their purpose for land selection. The NLCA was pushed ahead because the residents of Baker Lake
were apposed to uranium development and this infringed on their rights as Inuit so then exploration
companies could not seek approval from the Crown (Government of Canada) until the land claims
were settled. The Inuit residents of Baker Lake selected many areas that were potentially uranium
rich to prevent uranium development and more importantly they were selected for 17.1.2 a, ¢ &d.
Where are the documents outline why BL-## is selected? Many people who were on the land
selection committees for the areas around Baker Lake have passed on and fought hard to have them
protected under IOL status. Do IOL lands have to go through the NIRB process as well?
. CEAA/INAC/NIRB - The minister from INAC announced in May or June of 2008 that
he was pleased to announce that CEAA will no longer apply in Nunavut and was confident that
NIRB was capable to fill this role. | looked at the CEAA website and this site is more open and
transparent compared to the NIRB site. CEAA should still apply when it comes to Uranium
because Uranium exploration, uranium mining and nuclear power generation is at a different level
of danger and health risks associated with the whole process from start to finish. From exploration,
closing drill caps and ensuring they are properly sealed, mining and yellowcake transportation, to
power generation with cooling water contamination deemed safe after seven years and spent
uranium waste disposal for which there is still no safe way to dispose of it. This waste lasts tens of
thousands of years. | cannot find this announcement on the CEAA, INAC or NIRB websites, if it it
there my apologies but the search engines are not showing it.
Human Health — with many different types of exploration coming in the region baseline studies
should be conducted to monitor different toxins that may be increasing, stabilizing or decreasing.
Blood tests or other types of tests could be monitored to provide information about a population
that lives close to exploration. There is an increase in cancer, which may or may not be attributed
to exploration activity but cannot be ruled out unless studies are carried out before exploration
turns to a potential mine. The Government of Canada, Nunavut Government, NTI, RIOs,
exploration/mining Industry and most importantly Independent Non-Industry studies should be
carried out to provide baseline information to monitor human health. All tests or monitoring must
be detailed enough to detect change and parameters cannot be so broad that the tests or monitoring
show no change or minor.
Fish and their Habitat — fish are an important resource and essential part of the diet of the
residents of Baker Lake. The Government of Canada, Nunavut Government, NTI, RIOs,
exploration/mining Industry and most importantly Independent Non-Industry studies should be
carried out to provide baseline information to monitor fish and their habitat. All tests or
monitoring must be detailed enough to detect change and parameters cannot be so broad that the
tests or monitoring show no change or minor.
Tourism — there is a great opportunity for tourism in this region as it is the only inland community
in Nunavut and therefore offers great potential for unique tourism opportunities from sport fishing,
hunting, wildlife viewing to traditional activities such as camping in iglus, traveling by dog team,
traveling by kayak or motorized trips to name a few. There was once a small but growing
traditional camp in Baker Lake and offered tourists opportunities to participate in activities.
Promotion of the region as a destination to travel as it is a renewable resource and keeps traditions
alive for future generations. The Government of Canada, Nunavut Government, NTI, RIOs,
exploration/mining Industry and most importantly Independent Non-Industry studies should be
carried out to provide baseline information to monitor heritage activities to ensure they do not slip
away. All tests or monitoring must be detailed enough to detect change and parameters cannot be
so broad that the tests or monitoring show no change or minor.
Socio-economic effects — the effects of a new lifestyle and way of living need to be monitored and
well documented from a variety of levels of governments and agencies. The information should
be honest and transparent. IF the data shows there is an increase in violence it should not be
covered up or if there is an increase in substance abuse this should not be covered up, or if there is
an increase of self confidence this should be explained thoroughly and how the positive and
negative impacts can be addressed. . The Government of Canada, Nunavut Government, NTI,
RI10s, exploration/mining Industry and most importantly Independent Non-Industry studies should
be carried out to provide baseline information to monitor peoples mental and physical health. All
tests or monitoring must be detailed enough to detect change and parameters cannot be so broad
that the tests or monitoring show no change or minor.




8. Comment Form Distribution

10) What is the rush to mine uranium or resources that may harm people, environment, cultural
heritage, air quality and the economy of people who may in the future have effects from the mine
ranging in health effects, animal health effects, to name a few. The uranium is not going
anywhere and it might be prudent to be very cautious about this new endeavor to mine uranium.
A uranium mine has never been started in permafrost in Canada. IF a mine did go ahead in the
future, then the all the uranium and waste rock should be shipped out as well to reduce the effects
of toxic radioactive waste from entering the disturbed local regional environment.

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

e More non-industry technical and non-technical information available to the residents of the region and
the residents of Baker Lake.

* A more detailed plan as to how much money will be allocated to clean up the site when it is closed and
the remediation and monitoring of the site for thousands of years, because that is how many years the
toxic waste takes to get to safe levels.

* IPG’s, GN, Government of Canada, Hamlet Councils, HTO’s, CLARC’s to name a few need to
communicate and place information accessible to all, must be transparent and honest with both positive
and negative information.

e Secondary organizations affected by this new industry need to be involved and provide data and
information about the effect both positive and negative in a way that is transparent and honest.

e The NLCA isonly 10 years old and we should take a precautionary route to ensure this does not set a
precedent.

e The IPGs have an important role and setting the bar high is not a bad idea since uranium mining in
permafrost regions have never been done in Canada.

e The Government of Canada, Nunavut Government, NTI, RIOs, exploration/mining Industry and most
importantly Independent Non-Industry studies should be carried out to provide baseline information to
monitor activities, to ensure the health of the land, animals and people are safe. All tests or monitoring
must be detailed enough to detect change and parameters cannot be so broad that the tests or
monitoring show no change or minor.

Do you support the project proposal? Yes[] No[] Any additional comments?

UNDECIDED. More transparent information from all parties needs to be available to
understand to enormity of the issue. Parties include, Government of Canada (Health Canada,
INAC, DFO, TC, EC to name a few) Nunavut Government (Environment, ED&T, CG&T,
Health & Social Services to name a few), NTI, KIA, IPGs, CLARC’s, Hamlet Councils, HTO’s,
industry, non-industry organizations and residents and beneficiaries of KIA and NLCA and
Canadians since the uranium is to be used for peaceful purposes. The whole uranium cycle
needs to be addressed and assessed not pieces or parts of the cycle.

Name of person commenting: Paula Kigjugalik Hughson of The General Public

Position: Nunavut Beneficiary Organization: NLCA

Signature: Paula Kigjugalik Hughson Date: February 18, 2009
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Form Distribution

COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut [mpact Review Board (NIRB) has a mandate to protect the integrity of the

ecosystem

for the existing and future residents of Nunavut. To assess the environmental and

socio-economic impacts of the project proposal, NIRB would like to hear your concerns,
comments and suggestions about the following project proposal epplication:

Project Proposal Title: Kiggavik Project r
Proponent: AREVA Resonrces Canada Inc.

Loeation: Kivalliq Region
Comments Due By: February 18 2009 NIRBR # 09MNQ03
=2
[ Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:
o concems (3 teaditional uses of land
T water quality (1 Inuit harvesting activities
{ terrain (7 community involvermnent and consultation

0 air quality O local development in the area
D wildiife and their habitat O tpurism in the area

C marine mammals and their habitat 0 human health issues

G birds and their habitat Jother:

[ fish and their habitat

O heritape resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

| Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

NIRB sholel tufs fecessary yight <igpe.
vight procedires 4 7

Do you support the project proposal? Yes 2'No O Any sddifional comments?

Position:
Signature:

TName of person commenting: ez 24l

L. Organization:
/ Date:

[
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