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Introduction

This document outlines the continuing dialogue and collaboration activities undertaken by Denison
Mines Corp. (Denison) with Indigenous communities and organizations following the submission of
the updated Indigenous Engagement Report (IER) in August 2025. The August 2025 IER represented
the fifth update to the report and was specifically prepared as a Commission Member Document
provided to the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission (CNSC) in advance of Part 1 of the Wheeler
River Project (Project) commission hearing regarding Denison’s request for (i) a positive decision
statement for the Project, and (ii) the issuance of a Licence to Prepare Site and Construct.

Indigenous engagement has and continues to be foundational to Denison’s development of the
Project. Consistent with its Indigenous Peoples Policy (IPP), Denison recognizes the unique and
important relationship Indigenous peoples have with the environment and their respective Treaty
and/or Aboriginal rights.

The scope of this supplementary document focuses on engagement with Indigenous communities
and organizations that occurred during the period immediately subsequent to the August 2025 IER
submission and prior to the commencement of Denison’s Part 2 Hearing, and other engagement
activities which are relevant to assertions made by certain Indigenous Nations in their written
submissions to the CNSC. Where appropriate, it also responds to certain written submissions made
by Indigenous Nations for part two of the Project’s public hearing before the CNSC.



Denison’s Approach to Engagement

Denison’s approach to engagement is guided by its IPP, which meaningfully reflects and
incorporates the standards and principles articulated by the United Nations Declaration on the
Rights of Indigenous Peoples. Since 2016, Denison has carried out extensive engagement activities
with Indigenous communities in a manner which reflects the demonstrated potential for the Project
to adversely impact their Aboriginal rights. Throughout this engagement, seeking the free, prior and
informed consent of those Indigenous communities has been and remains Denison’s consistent
objective.

Denison has, subject to the ratification processes described below, secured the free, prior and
informed consent to and support for the Project from eighteen Indigenous Nations, along with the
consent to and support for the Project from four northern communities, four Indigenous
organizations, and five municipalities (as further described in Appendix C). Denison is delighted that
it has achieved such expansive support from Indigenous communities which are proximate to the
Project. An overview of the agreements which formalize this consent and support is provided below.

On September 26, 2023, Denison and English River First Nation entered into a Shared Prosperity
Agreement, pursuant to which English River First Nation provided their free, prior and informed
consent to the Project.

On March 26, 2024, Denison entered into a Sustainable Communities Investment Agreement with
the Northern Village of Beauval, the Northern Village of ile-a-la-Crosse, the Northern Hamlet of Jans
Bay, and the Northern Hamlet of Cole Bay. The Sustainable Communities Investment Agreement
provides those municipalities’ consent to and support for the development and operation of the
Project.

On July 10, 2024, Denison and Kineepik Métis Local #9 entered into a Mutual Benefits Agreement,
pursuant to which KML provided their free, prior and informed consent to the Project.

On July 10, 2024, Denison and the Village of Pinehouse entered into a Community Benefit
Agreement. The Village of Pinehouse is the closest residential community to the Project. The
Community Benefit Agreement provides the Village of Pinehouse’s consent to and support for the
Project.

As of the date of writing, Denison has reached an agreement in principle with Ya’thi Néné Lands and
Resource Office (YNLR) and Fond du Lac Denesuline First Nation, and with the Métis Nation of
Saskatchewan (detailed below) which Denison hopes to be concluded soon.

The Nuhenéné Benefit Agreement with YNLR and Fond du Lac Denesutine First Nation is expected to
be formally signed in late November 2025, subject to ratification by YNLR, the Athabasca
Communities (as defined below) and Fond du Lac Denesutiné First Nation. YNLR represents multiple
Indigenous Nations and northern communities located in the Athabasca Basin, specifically: Hatchet
Lake Denesuline First Nation, Black Lake Denesuline First Nation, Camsell Portage, Stony Rapids,
Uranium City and Wollaston Post. Fond du Lac Denesutine First Nation is also entering into the
agreement on their own behalf. The Nuhenéné Benefit Agreement provides the free, prior and
informed consent of those Indigenous Nations and northern communities to the Project.

The Impact Benefit Agreement with Métis Nation of Saskatchewan is expected to be formally signed
in late November or early December 2025, subject to ratification by the Métis Nation (as defined



below). Metis Nation — Saskatchewan (MN-S) is the elected government of Métis peoples in
Saskatchewan, other than KML. The Impact Benefit Agreement provides the free, prior and informed
consent for the Project of MN-S, thirteen Métis Locals, and Northern Region 1 and Northern Region
3.

Together, these agreements represent Denison’s significant efforts and successes in achieving the
free, prior, and informed consent of Indigenous communities in Saskatchewan which are the closest
Indigenous communities to the Project and most likely to experience adverse impacts to their Treaty
and Aboriginal rights from the Project.



English River First Nation

Denison has continued its engagement and collaboration with English River First Nation (ERFN),
building upon a long-term, trusting and mutually beneficial relationship formalized by prior
agreements, including the letter of consent and support for the Project provided by ERFN in
September 2023. Since the submission of the updated Indigenous Engagement Report in August
2025, Denison’s collaboration with ERFN has focused on proactively sharing regulatory documents
and plans which have been identified as areas of interest by ERFN.

On September 9, 2025, Denison provided ERFN with the draft Application to Construct a Pollutant
Control Facility for the Project. This was shared in advance of formal filing with the Province of
Saskatchewan, along with a timeline for comments, recommendations, and the resolution of any
outstanding items.

On September 24, 2025, after reviewing the draft Application to Construct a Pollutant Control
Facility. English River First Nation indicated to Denison that they had no comments or concerns
regarding the draft.

Additionally, Denison has shared the Project’s draft Caribou Mitigation and Offset Plan with ERFN.
for their review and comment. Denison will continue working with the ERFN to coordinate
engagement activities related to their topics of interest related to the Project in accordance with
mutually agreeable processes.



Kineepik Métis Local #9

Denison has continued its engagement with Kineepik Métis Local #9 (KML) following the submission
of the updated Indigenous Engagement Report in August 2025. This collaboration builds upon the
extensive engagement between Denison and KML to date, which includes the July 2024 Agreement
pursuant to which KML provided their consent to and support for the development and operation of
the Project. KML had previously confirmed in December 2023 that Denison’s responses addressed
or resolved their comments and concerns on the draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and
the Project.

The engagement activities with KML since August have focused on proactively collaborating on the
review and preparation of regulatory documents related to the licensing process. On September 9,
2025, Denison provided KML with the draft Application to Construct a Pollutant Control Facility for
the Project. This document was shared in advance of formal filing with the Province of
Saskatchewan, and Denison provided a timeline for KML to offer comments, recommendations, or
seek resolution of any outstanding items prior to that formal filing. In response, on September 22,
2025, Kineepik Métis Local #9 indicated that they had no comments or concerns regarding the draft
Application to Construct a Pollutant Control Facility.

Additionally, Denison has shared the Project’s Caribou Mitigation Plan for review and comment.
Denison will continue to engage with KML to advance a long-term, mutually beneficial relationship
alongside the development of the Project.



Métis Nation - Saskatchewan

Since 2019, Denison has engaged with the MN-S, Northern Region 1, Northern Region 3, and thirteen
Métis Locals which have delegated their duty to consult for the Project to the MN-S. Other than KML,
these Métis governing bodies represent all of the Métis people with the potential to be adversely
affected by the Project.

Over the past year, Denison, MN-S, and other Métis representatives have engaged extensively to
finalize the terms of an Impact Benefit Agreement with the MN-S; Uranium City, Local 50; Stony
Rapids, Local 80; La Ronge, Local 19; Weyakwin, Local 16; Timber Bay, Local 20; Patuanak, Local
82; le-a-la-Crosse, Local 21; Canoe River, Local 174; Jan’s Bay, Local 38; Beauval, Local 37; Cole
Bay, Local 41; Dore/Sled Lake, Local 67; Green Lake, Local 5; Northern Region 1; and, Northern
Region 3 (collectively, the Métis Nation). The Impact Benefit Agreement includes procedural and
substantive commitments to address the Métis Nation’s concerns regarding the Project, and
provides the Métis Nation’s free, prior, and informed consent to the Project.

In addition to those activities, the MN-S recently shared information regarding additional traditional
land use (TLU) related to the Project on September 18, 2025. This TLU data was gathered in early
2025 and concerns a Métis extended family's use of the lands surrounding the Project. Denison
understands that, pursuant to an agreed-upon engagement process and the accommodation
measures contained in the Impact Benefit Agreement, all of the Métis Nation’s concerns regarding
the Project have been satisfactorily addressed, including in the context of the Métis Nation’s
Aboriginal rights and interests under section 35 of the Constitution Act, 1982.

Denison looks forward to continuing to build a long-term, mutually beneficial relationship with the
Métis Nation in accordance with the agreed-upon engagement process.



Ya’thi Néné Lands and Resource Office

Denison has been engaging with Ya’thi Néné Lands and Resource Office (YNLR) and Fond du Lac
Denesuline First Nation since 2019. YNLR represents Hatchet Lake Denesuline First Nation and
Black Lake Denesuline First Nation, and the northern communities of Camsell Portage, Stony
Rapids, Uranium City and Wollaston Post (collectively, the Athabasca Communities). Fond du Lac
Denesuline First Nation had delegated their duty to consult to YNLR for the majority of the Project’s
environmental assessment, and has recently chosen to represent their own Treaty and Aboriginal
rights for the purposes of consultation and engagement with Denison. The Nuhenéné Benefit
Agreement with YNLR, the Athabasca Communities and Fond du Lac Denesuline First Nation is
expected to be formally signed in late November 2025, following ratification. The Nuhenéné Benefit
Agreement provides the free, prior and informed consent of those Indigenous Nations and northern
communities to the development and operation of the Project.

Denison is proud of the trusting, respectful relationship it has developed with YNLR, the Athabasca
Communities and Fond du Lac Denesuline First Nation. Denison looks forward to continuing
advancing this relationship alongside the development of the Project.



Birch Narrows Dene Nation

Denison has continued to engage with Birch Narrows Dene Nation (BNDN) in a manner respectful of
BNDN’s interests and commensurate with the Project’s potential impacts to their Treaty and
Aboriginal rights. This continued engagement reflects Denison’s commitment to ensuring BNDN
stays informed regarding the progress of the Project, and that Denison remains responsive to
BNDN’s interests and concerns.

In September 2025, BNDN requested that Denison provide additional information related to the
geographic scope of the Project. BNDN requested geographic data files on September 15, 2025,
related to the Project area, Local Study Area, and Regional Study Area, as depicted in the Indigenous
Land and Resource Use section of the Project’s EIS. Denison provided these geographic data files to
BNDN on September 22, 2025.

In October 2025, BNDN informed Denison that they are actively working with the CNSC on a process
for sharing Indigenous Knowledge related to the Project to support the CNSC's understanding of
potentialimpacts to BNDN's Treaty and Aboriginal rights (ROC 1271). BNDN indicated that while the
CNSC suggested a certain level of information sharing with Denison might be required, BNDN's
position is that sharing Indigenous Knowledge should not be a prerequisite to engagement. Denison
has not made the sharing of Indigenous Knowledge a prerequisite to engagement with BNDN or any
other Indigenous community. Denison has engaged and continues to engage with all Indigenous
communities that have the potential to be adversely impacted by the Project or which express
interest in engagement. The extent of Denison's engagement, and its ability to respond to issues and
concerns raised by Indigenous communities, may be influenced by the sharing of Indigenous
Knowledge from those communities with Denison. As such, Denison has encouraged Indigenous
communities, including BNDN, to share their knowledge with Denison where this may facilitate a
better understanding of the community, the Project, and the interactions between them.

To date, BNDN has not specific shared Indigenous Knowledge or land use information related to the
Project with Denison. In February 2023, during an in-person meeting between BNDN and Denison,
BNDN informed Denison that they were in possession of information which demonstrated BNDN’s
land use near the Project. To facilitate the sharing of this information, and at the request of BNDN,
Denison sent BNDN a non-disclosure agreement in April 2023. However, BNDN declined to sign the
confidentiality agreement at that time and maintained that funding was necessary to formally share
their existing Indigenous Knowledge and land use information, without substantiating the need for
funding.

Denison has continued to encourage BNDN to share their Indigenous Knowledge and land use
information. In October 2025, Denison again sent BNDN a confidentiality agreement to support
BNDN’s process for sharing information with the CNSC and Denison, revised to reflect concerns
expressed about earlier versions (ROC 1271). On November 19, 2025, Denison requested an update
from BNDN with respect to the confidentiality agreement (ROC 1275). Denison and BNDN then
arranged a virtual meeting in which discussion would focus on BNDN’s concerns and BNDN’s
perspective on associated accommodation measures.

On November 25, 2025, Denison and BNDN met to discuss BNDN'’s interests related to the Project.
During this meeting, Denison was advised that BNDN had returned a signed copy of the Non-
Disclosure Agreement, but it was not received by Denison staff. The NDA was re-sent to Denison
staff, received, signed by Denison and sent back to BNDN.



During this meeting, Denison informed BNDN that it would request the Province of Saskatchewan
include BNDN as a participant in the Eastern Athabasca Regional Monitoring Program. Denison also
explained thatit will support BNDN’s economic interests in the Project by providing opportunities for
BNDN members to apply for employment positions and training initiatives at the Project, and
continuing to consider BNDN businesses for contracting opportunities. Denison also committed to
supporting BNDN in respect of the Project’s mitigation strategies, including by collaborating on
independent environmental monitoring programs related to the areas of interest identified by BNDN.
BNDN appreciated Denison’s proposal to formally request the Province include BNDN in EARMP,
along with Denison’s offer to collaborate on independent environmental monitoring. Denison
appreciated this opportunity to meet with BNDN, and is hopeful the parties will continue to advance
further positive discussions in the near future.

Denison has responded to BNDN’s comments and concerns in respect of the Project throughout the
environmental assessment. On February 28, 2023, BNDN submitted 89 technical comments on the
Project’s draft EIS. On July 31, 2023, the Chief Executive Officer of Denison met with BNDN to
understand their concerns and identify opportunities to incorporate BNDN'’s feedback into the draft
EIS. Following this meeting, Denison responded to all of the comments submitted by BNDN and
revised sections of the draft EIS in response to BNDN’s comments. Denison also provided a written
summary for BNDN members that outlined the actions Denison was taking to protect traditional
lands and the environment.

On January 16, 2024, BNDN provided a letter to Denison which stated BNDN was satisfied with
Denison’s responses to their comments on the draft EIS. The letter also confirmed the written
summary prepared by Denison for BNDN members provided answers to their general areas of
concern, which BNDN also deemed satisfactory.

After that date, Denison continued to share Project information with BNDN. However, BNDN
provided no further comments on the draft EIS or the Project generally.

On March 3, 2025, BNDN delivered a letter to Denison which explained BNDN was rescinding their
previous letter, dated January 16, 2024, stating that letter no longer accurately reflected BNDN'’s
position in respect of the Project. On March 12, 2025, Denison responded to BNDN’s March letter
and offered to meet to discuss BNDN’s concerns and identify ways they may be addressed moving
forward (ROC 1196). BNDN did not respond to this invitation to meet.

Itis not clear to Denison why BNDN's position changed from January 2024 to March 2025, given that
the Project did not change during that time period and BNDN's January 2024 letter stated that BNDN
was satisfied with Denison's prior responses. Nonetheless, Denison again offered to engage with
BNDN to better understand their perspective on the Project.

Then, in a letter sent on May 26, 2025 to Denison and the CNSC, BNDN requested any previous
correspondence on the public registry which could be interpreted as BNDN’s support for the Project
be removed and disregarded in the CNSC’s environmental assessment and licensing-decision
making processes for the Project. In particular, BNDN requested that previous letters from Birch
Narrows Dene Development Inc. (BNDDI) be removed from the public registry. In this May 26 letter,
BNDN also provided 104 comments on the EIS, 64 of which BNDN categorized as “Not Addressed”
(ROC 1222).

Denison provided an initial response to the May 26 letter on July 3, 2025, in which Denison advised
BNDN that Denison’s technical team was actively reviewing their technical comments and would



provide responses in the near future (ROC 1225). The July 3 letter further explained that Denison was
not aware of any letters submitted by BNDDI as part of the Project’s environmental assessment, and
confirmed that all correspondence which Denison previously received had been sent from BNDN’s
Chief or council. Denison again offered to meet with BNDN to discuss their concerns, but did not
receive a response to this invitation.

BNDN sent an additional letter to Denison, the CNSC and the Province of Saskatchewan on August
29, 2025, asserting that the positions advanced by Denison represent a breach of the Crown’s
obligation to consult with BNDN. Denison understands that BNDN’s principal concern is that
Denison has not entered into an impact benefit or similar agreement with BNDN, and that Denison
did not list BNDN as an Indigenous Community of Interest (ROC 1283).

On September 11, 2025 the CNSC replied to the BNDN letter of August 29, 2025 stating that BNDN
had not provided CNSC staff nor Denison with specific information regarding their land use and
exercise of rights in the proposed Project area and requested materials be shared with the CNSC
and Denison accordingly. The CNSC also offered a trilateral meeting between Denison, the CNSC
and BNDN accordingly (ROC 1285). BNDN did not respond to this offer to meet.

On October 9, 2025 the Province of Saskatchewan replied the BNDN letter of August 29, 2025
providing BNDN with an update regarding the status of the Project and a response to BNDN’s
concerns (ROC 1270).

On October 24, 2025, Denison responded to BNDN’s recent letters and each of the May 26, 2025
technical comments categorized as “Not Addressed” (ROC 1273). Denison had meaningfully
reviewed the further comments and provided comprehensive responses to the remaining issues
where further or new information was available.

In this response, owing to the nature of many of the ‘Not Addressed’ comments, Denison also
explained that it does not determine which Indigenous Nations the Crown is obliged to consult with.
Denison supports the Crown by carrying out engagement activities and fulfilling certain procedural
elements of the duty to consult. In doing so, Denison has worked to ensure its engagement is
proportionate to the potential for the Project to impact the rights of differently situated communities.
For those Indigenous communities in closer proximity to the Project area and with more traditional
land use in the area of the Project, as demonstrated through publicly available information or
information shared with Denison, consultation with those communities has been more extensive in
order to assess the potential impacts to Aboriginal rights and to identify appropriate mitigate
measures.

The information publicly available or shared with Denison regarding BNDN land use relative to the
Project has been generally limited, although on November 25, 2025 BNDN provided some additional
general details to Denison in a meeting in relation to the Project location and the traditional territory
of BNDN, as well as discussion about generalized land use activities.

Given the information that Denison has obtained or been provided, and given BNDN’s location
relative to other Indigenous communities, Denison anticipates that potential impacts to BNDN'’s
Treaty and Aboriginal rights, as asserted by BNDN, will be addressed by existing mitigation
measures. During the environmental assessment process, Denison assessed potential impacts to
Indigenous rights based on the most frequent resource users in the Project area, and mitigation
measures were developed based on potential impacts to those land users. Indigenous Land and
Resource Use was identified as a stand-alone Valued Component, with resource abundance,



access to traditional lands and waters, and perceived suitability of land and resources therein used
as key indicators. The mitigation measures which will be implemented by Denison are expected to
result in insignificant impacts to the most frequent land users in the Project area and to reasonably
accommodate Indigenous rights and interests. After taking into account these mitigation measures,
the effects of the Project on BNDN’s Treaty and Aboriginal rights are expected to be insignificant.

Denison is not and has never been dismissive of BNDN’s Treaty and Aboriginal rights. Denison’s
ongoing requests for BNDN to share their existing Indigenous Knowledge and land use information
is based on Denison’s desire to understand potential impacts of the Project on BNDN’s Treaty and
Aboriginal rights. Denison’s ability to tailor engagement activities to the particularized interests and
concerns of BNDN is based on information which is publicly available or otherwise provided to
Denison. In the absence of that information, Denison has addressed those asserted potential
impacts to BNDN’s Treaty and Aboriginal rights by designing mitigation measures to minimize
potential impacts, as described above.

On November 25, 2025, Denison and BNDN met to discuss BNDN'’s interests related to the Project.
During this meeting, Denison was advised that BNDN had returned a signed copy of the Non-
Disclosure Agreement, but it was not received by Denison staff. The NDA was re-sent to Denison
staff, received, signed by Denison and sent back to BNDN.

During this meeting, Denison informed BNDN that it would request the Province of Saskatchewan
include BNDN as a participant in the Eastern Athabasca Regional Monitoring Program. Denison also
explained that it will support BNDN’s economic interests in the Project by providing opportunities for
BNDN members to apply for employment positions and training initiatives at the Project, and
continuing to consider BNDN businesses for contracting opportunities. Denison also committed to
supporting BNDN in respect of the Project’s mitigation strategies, including by collaborating on
independent environmental monitoring programs related to the areas of interest identified by BNDN.
BNDN appreciated Denison’s proposal to formally request the Province include BNDN in EARMP,
along with Denison’s offer to collaborate on independent environmental monitoring. Denison
appreciated this opportunity to meet with BNDN, and is hopeful the parties will continue to advance
further positive discussions in the near future.



Lac La Ronge Indian Band

Denison has continued engagement with the Lac La Ronge Indian Band (LLRIB) following the
submission of the updated Indigenous Engagement Report in August 2025. This continued
engagement reflects Denison’s stated commitment to ensuring LLRIB stays informed regarding the
progress of the Project and that Denison remains responsive to LLRIB’s interests.

Since 2019, Denison has shared information about the Project and engaged with LLRIB to
understand their interests in the Project. While the CNSC did not identify LLRIB as an Indigenous
Nation with the potential to be adversely impacted by the Project, Denison has continually engaged
with LLRIB in furtherance of building a respectful, trusting relationship which responds to LLRIB’s
interests.

On August 30, 2023, Denison met with LLRIB’s Traditional Land & Resources Advisory Committee to
discuss LLRIB’s interest in the Project, and the concerns shared by LLRIB in respect of the draft EIS.
In their comments on the draft EIS, LLRIB asserted that some of their members were land users in
the Project Area. In response, Denison encouraged LLRIB to share information regarding land users
in and around the Project area. Denison explained that the Project is located in the N-18 furblock for
registered trappers, which delineates the boundaries of ERFN’s trapping boundaries in relation to
the Project area, which at that time, appeared to be outside LLRIB’s traditional territory as publicly
available and as Denison understood. The information that had been provided to Denison up to that
point, and throughout the remainder of the environmental assessment, demonstrated the Project
would not result in potential impacts to LLRIB’s Aboriginal rights.

Denison understands that in their recent intervention submitted to the CNSC, LLRIB shared an
updated map of their traditional territory on a confidential basis. Denison understands this map
depicts the Project within the outer boundary of LLRIB’s traditional territory. Denison appreciates
the time and resources LLRIB committed to reviewing the Project location and study areas presented
in the EIS. However, Denison’s approach to assessing potential impacts on Aboriginal rights is not
solely based on an Indigenous Nation’s proximity to the Project. Instead, Denison’s methodology in
the environmental assessment followed a conservative approach in assessing potential impacts on
Indigenous rights. Potential impacts were assessed based on the most frequent land users in the
Project area, and mitigation measures were developed based on potential impacts to those land
users. The mitigation measures for the Project will significantly limit any potential impacts to the
most frequent land users, and such mitigation measures are inclusive of potential impacts to less
frequent land users. As a result, the potential impacts from the Project on LLRIB’s Treaty and
Aboriginal rights will be addressed and, where applicable, accommodated by the mitigation
measures developed for the Project.

Throughout Denison’s engagement with LLRIB, Denison has continuously responded to LLRIB’s
interests in the Project. In 2023, LLRIB requested that Denison support the LLRIB Heritage Fund and
engage with Kitsaki Management, the economic development vehicle for LLRIB, both of which have
actively occurred since that time.

Since 2023, Denison has made regular financial contributions to LLRIB’s Heritage Fund to support
LLRIB members to practice traditional activities.

Denison has also continued to respond to information requests from LLRIB. On August 7, 2025,
LLRIB requested geographic data files of the Project boundary. Denison responded by providing



these requested geographic data files on August 11, 2025. These shapefiles had been previously
provided by Denison at the request of LLRIB in early 2023.

Further information requests followed on September 16, 2025, when LLRIB requested geographic
data files related to the Indigenous Land and Resource Use (ILRU) study areas, as specified in
Section 11 of the Project’s Environmental Impact Statement. Denison supplied these requested files
on September 22, 2025. Denison will continue to ensure LLRIB is informed about the progress of the
Project, and support areas of interest identified by LLRIB.



Peter Ballantyne Cree Nation

PBCN was provided with an opportunity to review the draft EIS in November 2022. PBCN first
expressed their interest in the Project in 2023, four years after Denison initiated the environmental
assessment process. Since being notified of PBCN’s interest in the Project, Denison has
continuously expressed a commitment to engaging with PBCN to understand and address their
interests and concerns. Denison has engaged with PBCN in a manner proportional to the potential
for the Project to impact PBCN’s rights and interests, based on publicly available information or
information shared with Denison, which is consistent with Denison’s overall engagement approach.
Since 2023, Denison has encouraged PBCN to share available information regarding their traditional
and current land use in the Project area.

In 2023, PBCN informed Denison that it would provide information related to specific PBCN land
uses in and around the Project. When Denison met with PBCN on September 20, 2023, to discuss
the Project and potential impacts to PBCN, the information shared by PBCN did not demonstrate
that PBCN'’s Treaty or Aboriginal rights could be appreciably impacted by the Project. Instead, the
information focused primarily on Wollaston Lake and Southend (each of which is hundreds of
kilometers downstream from the Project location). Denison has not discounted or ignored this
information, and has continued to engage with PBCN in a manner commensurate with the potential
for the Project to impact PBCN Aboriginal rights and to be responsive to PBCN’s interests and
concerns.

After meeting with PBCN on September 20, 2023, Denison continued to engage with PBCN, including
by encouraging PBCN to share existing land use information related to the Project area. In January
2024, Denison offered to support PBCN’s engagement with Denison on a cost-recovery basis and
confirmed Denison’s understanding that the CNSC had provided PBCN with funding to review the
draft EIS. PBCN did not respond to this or other correspondence sent by Denison until April 8, 2025.

On April 8, 2025, PBCN delivered a letter and a draft Firelight Memo to Denison on a confidential
basis that set out PBCN’s concerns regarding the Project along with recommended actions to
address those concerns, which memo Denison understands has since been shared with the CNSC.
On May 13, 2025, Denison responded to PBCN and requested information to support Denison’s
understanding of the Firelight Memo. In particular, the Firelight Memo did not contain spatial or
temporal details regarding land use by PBCN members to demonstrate the basis for PBCN’s
assertion that the Project would adversely impact PBCN’s Aboriginal rights (ROC 1219).

On May 13, 2025, legal counsel to Denison affirmed the offer to meet with PBCN to discuss their
concerns. Legal counsel for Denison and legal counsel for PBCN then met to discuss potential
capacity funding to reflect PBCN’s interest in the Project, PBCN'’s potential interest in meeting with
Denison and CNSC staff, and PBCN’s interest regarding the Eastern Athabasca Regional Monitoring
Program.

On May 27, 2025, legal counsel for PBCN provided Denison’s legal counsel with a document titled
“PBCN Preliminary Comments on Technical Comments” which set out PBCN’s remaining concerns
in respect of the Project.

In June 2025, Denison shared a draft capacity funding agreement with PBCN, which was intended to
reflect PBCN’s interests and concerns related to environmental monitoring. PBCN had no
comments or concerns regarding the draft agreement, and legal counselto PBCN advised that PBCN



planned to meet with CNSC over the coming weeks (ROC 1286). In July 2025, Denison confirmed the
funding under the agreement and expressed Denison’s willingness to meet with PBCN and CNSC
staff, requesting that PBCN inform Denison when the meeting was scheduled. PBCN did notrespond
to this request regarding a meeting with PBCN and CNSC staff.

On August 11, 2025, Denison responded to PBCN’s Preliminary Comments on Technical Comments.
In this response, Denison committed to collaborating with PBCN in respect of the Project’s
mitigation strategies, including by collaborating on environmental monitoring programs related to
the areas of interest identified by PBCN. These include: (i) groundwater monitoring programs,
(ii) monitoring programs for water and sediment quality, benthic invertebrates, and fish and fish
habitat, and (iii) the mitigation and offset plan for caribou. Denison also provided comprehensive
technical responses to PBCN’s concerns regarding water quality and freshwater resources,
environmental monitoring and participation, and cultural and environmental impacts (ROC1246).

On August 20, 2025, Denison and PBCN entered into an Environmental Monitoring and Engagement
Agreement, which provides capacity funding to PBCN to carry out environmental monitoring
activities based on their areas of interest and concern, as identified in the April 8, 2025, Letter and
the PBCN Preliminary Comments on Technical Comments (ROC 1253).

On August 22, 2025, Denison sent a further letter to PBCN expressing their interest in meeting to
discuss monitoring programs and mitigation strategies related to the Project. PBCN did not provide
a response to this letter, or Denison’s request to meet with PBCN.

Consistent with the commitment to provide PBCN with the opportunity to review and provide
comments on environmental monitoring programs relevant to the areas of interest identified by
PBCN, Denison offered to share the draft Woodland Caribou Mitigation Plan for the Project with
PBCN on September 29, 2025. Denison has not received a response from PBCN with respect to this
offer.

In their recent intervention submitted to the CNSC, PBCN submitted any licence granted to Denison
should include certain conditions, including:

e Denison will establish water quality monitoring stations at the Kinoosao, Southend, and
Sandy Bay reserves;

e Denison will co-develop with PBCN a water monitoring program to monitor groundwater
quality downstream of Whitefish Lake;

e Denison will co-develop with PBCN a comprehensive tissue sampling program to monitor
bioaccumulation of hazardous chemicals in fish, mammals, plants and fungus;

e PBCN will participate in the environmental committee overseeing the Project;

e PBCN will participate in the Best Available Technology Economically Available Study
(BATEA);

e PBCN will have an opportunity to review and comment on all caribou mitigation and
offsetting plans;

e Denison willamend its EIS to include the concerns with the Project identified by PBCN; and

e CNSC and Denison will develop a strategic engagement framework with PBCN and continue
to engage PBCN as a formal “Indigenous Community of Interest” with respect to the Project
in accordance with that term as defined in the EIS.



Respectfully, the majority of these measures have already been addressed by the Environmental
Monitoring and Engagement Agreement and Denison’s existing commitments in the EIS. In
particular:

e Denison has committed to collaborating with PBCN in respect of the Project’s groundwater
monitoring programs, monitoring programs for water and sediment quality, benthic
invertebrates, and fish and fish habitat, and the mitigation and offset plan for caribou;

e Denison has committed to a fish health monitoring program which will include
measurements of fish health in comparison to baseline data and regulatory criteria, which
will investigate the bioaccumulation of non-radiological and radiological parameters;

e Denison has committed to assessing and minimize copper concentrations in effluent
through a BATEA assessment during licensing;

e The funding provided by Denison pursuant to the Environmental Monitoring and Engagement
Agreement will support PBCN with carrying out a water monitoring program to monitor
groundwater quality downstream of Whitefish Lake, and with carrying out monitoring
activities at the Kinoosao, Southend, and Sandy Bay reserves;

e Denison shared the draft Woodland Caribou Mitigation Plan for the Project with PBCN on
September 29, 2025 for their review and feedback, and PBCN has not provided any
comments or response; and

e Denison has previously committed to supporting PBCN’s participation in the Eastern
Athabasca Regional Monitoring Program.

In light of these commitments, Denison believes that PBCN’s interests and concerns in respect of
the Project have been adequately accommodated. To the extent PBCN asserts the Project has the
potential to adversely impacts their Treaty and Aboriginal rights, the mitigation measures which
Denison willimplement are based on a conservative assessment of potential impacts to Indigenous
rights. Denison’s assessment was based on potential impacts to land users who most frequently
use the Project area. The mitigation measures Denison developed from this assessment are
expected to result in minimal impacts to those most frequent land users and to reasonably
accommodate Indigenous interests. Residual impacts from the Project on less frequent land users
are expected to be insignificant. There is no evidence to indicate that the potential impacts from the
Project on PBCN'’s Treaty and Aboriginal rights will be different than those assessed by Denison in
the EIS. Further, Denison’s predictive modelling found that the Project will not result in impacts to
the bodies of water which are situated closest to the Project. Since no adverse impacts are expected
to occur in these areas closest to the Project, no effects are expected in areas further downstream
in the watershed, including downstream of Whitefish Lake and the areas significantly downstream
from the Project where PBCN members reside and access resources, such as Kinoosao, Southend
and Sandy Bay.

Denison will continue providing engagement opportunities to PBCN related to their areas of interest
and collaborating with PBCN, to the extent PBCN is interested in doing so.



Conclusion

Recent engagement activities, detailed in this document, demonstrate Denison's ongoing
commitment to conducting engagement activities in accordance with the principles in its IPP. In
particular, the Project support provided by the Métis Nation, along with YNLR and Fond du Lac
Denesuline First Nation, ensure that the Indigenous communities closest to and more likely to
experience the effects of the Project, have consented to its development.

With respect to those First Nations that have expressed interest in the Project and have not provided
their consent (PBCN, BNDN and LLRIB), Denison has engaged with these communities to
understand their interests and the potential for Project impacts on their Treaty and Aboriginal rights.
Denison has addressed their concerns and will continue to do so throughout the life of the Project.

Based on the engagement process and available information, Denison believes that all Indigenous
peoples' rights and interests in relation to the Project have been properly addressed, including via
accommodation in the EIS and elsewhere as appropriate.



Appendix A: Engagement Summary Tables

English River First Nation

Date/Method | Event Summary

In advance of formally filing with the Province of Saskatchewan, Denison provided English
Sep 9, 2025 River First Nation with the Application to Construct a Pollutant Control Facility for the
Application Wheeler River Project and provided a timeline for comments and recommendations and the

resolution of any outstanding items prior to formal filing.

In response to the draft Application to Construct a Pollutant Control Facility provided by

Sep 24, 2025
P 24, Denison, English River First Nation indicated that they had no comments or

Email .

recommendations.
Sep 29, 2025 Denison offered to share the Wheeler River Project Caribou Mitigation Plan with English
Email River First Nation.

Kineepik Métis Local #9

Date/Method Event Summary

In advance of formally filing with the Province of Saskatchewan, Denison provided Kineepik
Métis Local #9 and the Northern Village of Pinehouse with the Application to Construct a
Pollutant Control Facility for the Wheeler River Project and provided a timeline for
comments and recommendations and the resolution of any outstanding items prior to
formal filing.

Sep 9, 2025
Application

In response to the draft Application to Construct a Pollutant Control Facility provided by
Denison, Kineepik Métis Local #9 / the Northern Village of Pinehouse indicated that they had
no comments or recommendations.

Sep 22, 2025
Email

Sep 29, 2025
Email

Nov 21, 2025 Denison provided Kineepik Métis Local #9 with the draft Caribou Mitigation Plan for
Email comments.

Denison offered to share the Wheeler River Project Caribou Mitigation Plan with KML




Birch Narrows Dene Nation

Date/Method Event Summary

Sep 15, 2025
Email

Birch Narrows Dene Nation requested study area shapefiles relative to the Project area, Local
Study Area, and Regional Study Area depicted in the Indigenous Land and Resource Use
section of the Wheeler River Environmental Impact Statement.

Sep 22, 2025
Email

At the request of Birch Narrows Dene Nation, Denison provided shapefiles relative to the
study area for Indigenous Land and Resource Use specified in the Wheeler River Project
Environmental Impact Statement.

Aug 29, 2025
Letter

In a letter from Birch Narrows Dene Nation sent to Denison, the Canadian Nuclear Safety
Commission, and the Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment, Birch Narrows Dene Nation
responded to Denison's July 7, 2025 letter and notified that it considers the Crown's duty to
consult unfulfilled for the Project.

Sep 11, 2025

The CNSC responded to Birch Narrows Dene Nation's Aug 29, 2025 letter.

Birch Narrows Dene Nation informed Denison that they are working with the Canadian

Oct 7, 2025 Nuclear Safety Commission on a process for sharing Indigenous Knowledge related to the

Email Wheeler River Project to support the CNSC's understanding of potential impacts to Birch
Narrow Dene Nation’s Aboriginal and Treaty Rights.

Oct 9, 2025 The Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment responded to Birch Narrows Dene Nation's

Letter August 29, 2025 letter.

Oct 20, 2025
Email

Denison provided Birch Narrows Dene Nation with a Non-Disclosure Agreement for
execution, indicating that Denison is not and has never been dismissive of the rights or
interests of Birch Narrows Dene Nation or any other Indigenous Peoples and has consistently
and respectfully engaged with Birch Narrows Dene Nation in accordance with direction from
the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission and Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment, and
consistent with Denison's Indigenous Peoples Policy.

Oct 24, 2025
Letter

Denison provided further detailed technical responses to Birch Narrows Dene Nation's
outstanding issues and concerns following an initial response provided by Denison July 3,
2025. Denison additionally responded to Birch Narrows Dene Nation’s August 29, 2025,
letter, indicating that Denison remains interested in engaging with Birch Narrows Dene
Nation in respect of the current Project and in the next phases of Project approval and
understanding BNDN'’s interest in respect of the Project.

Nov 19, 2025
Email

Denison requested an update from Birch Narrows Dene Nation in relation to the Non-
Disclosure Agreement that was shared by Denison the previous month to facilitate potential
future sharing of Indigenous Knowledge.

Nov 19, 2025
Email

Birch Narrows Dene Nation requested to meet virtually with Denison, indicating the
Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission's encouragement to do so following Birch Narrows
Dene Nation’s meetings with the CNSC. Denison and Birch Narrows Dene Nation worked to
determine a suitable meeting time.

Nov 20, 2025
Email

Denison and Birch Narrows Dene Nation set a time to virtually meet to discuss Birch Narrows
Dene Nation’s concerns with respect to the Project.

Nov 25, 2025
Meeting

Denison and Birch Narrows Dene Nation had a virtual meeting to discuss Birch Narrows Dene
Nation’s interests with respect to the Project. BNDN appreciated Denison’s proposal to
formally request the Province include BNDN in Eastern Athabasca Regional Monitoring
Program, along with Denison’s offer to collaborate on independent environmental monitoring.
Denison appreciated this opportunity to meet with BNDN, and is hopeful the parties will
continue to advance further positive discussions in the near future.




Lac La Ronge Indian Band

Date/Method Event Summary

Aug 7, 2025
Email

Lac La Ronge Indian Band requested shapefiles of the Wheeler River Project boundary from
Denison.

Aug 11, 2205
Email

At the request of Lac La Ronge Indian Band, Denison provided shapefiles of the Wheeler
River Project boundary.

Sep 16, 2025
Email

Lac La Ronge Indian Band requested study area shapefiles relative to Indigenous Land and
Resource Use study areas specified in section 11 of the Wheeler River Environmental Impact
Statement.

Sep 22, 2025
Email

At the request of Lac La Ronge Indian Band, Denison provided shapefiles relative to the study
area for Indigenous Land and Resource Use specified in the Wheeler River Project
Environmental Impact Statement.

Peter Ballantyne Cree Nation

Date/Method Event Summary

Aug 11, 2025
Letter

Denison responded to Peter Ballantyne Cree Nation’s document titled “PBCN Preliminary
Comments on Technical Comments” regarding water quality and freshwater resources,
environmental monitoring and participation, and cultural and environmental impacts.

Aug 20, 2025

Denison and PBCN executed an Environmental Monitoring and Engagement Agreement for
the Wheeler River Project.

Aug 22, 2025
Letter

Denison sent a letter to Peter Ballantyne Cree Nation in relation to the finalization of the
Environmental Monitoring and Engagement Agreement for the Wheeler River Project.

Sep 29, 2025
Email

Denison offered to share the draft Woodland Caribou Mitigation Plan for the Wheeler River
Project with Peter Ballantyne Cree Nation.

Métis Nation - Saskatchewan

Date/Method Event Summary

Sep 18, 2025
Email

Métis Nation - Saskatchewan shared information on additional traditional land use regarding
the Wheeler River Project.




Appendix B: Support for the Wheeler River Project

Indigenous Nations which have provided their free, prior and informed consent to and support for
the Project:

English River First Nation;

Kineepik Métis Local #9;

Hatchet Lake Denesuline First Nation; *
Black Lake Denesuline First Nation; *
Fond du Lac Denesuline First Nation;*
Uranium City, Local 50;7

Stony Rapids, Local 80;t

Weyakwin, Local 16;t

9. LaRonge, Local19; t

10. Timber Bay, Local 20;t

11. Patuanak, Local 82;t

12. lle-a-la-Crosse, Local 21;1

13. Canoe River, Local 174;t

14. Jan’s Bay, Local 38;t

15. Beauval, Local 37;t

16. Cole Bay, Local 41;t

17. Dore/Sled Lake, Local 67;t1 and

18. Green Lake, Local 5.1

NGO ~ODN=

Indigenous organizations which have provide their consent to and support for the Project:

1. Métis Nation — Saskatchewan; T

2. Ya’thi Néné Lands and Resource Office;*
3. Northern Region 1;t and

4. Northern Region 3.t

Northern communities which have provided their consent to and support for the Project:

Northern Settlement of Camsell Portage; *
Northern Hamlet of Stony Rapids; *
Northern Settlement of Uranium City; *
Northern Settlement of Wollaston Post; *
Village of Pinehouse;

Northern Village of ile-a-la-Crosse;
Northern Village of Beauval;

Northern Hamlet of Cole Bay; and
Northern Hamlet of Jans Bay.

NGO ~ON =

©

* Subject to ratification of the Nuhenéné Benefit Agreement by YNLR, the Athabasca Communities and Fond du Lac
Denesuline First Nation.
T Subject to ratification of the Impact Benefit Agreement by the Métis Nation.



Appendix C: Records of Engagement




ROC 1196

From: Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

To: Chief

Cc: John Glover; Andrew Bubar; Keegan McGrath; Ryan Smith

Subject: RE: [**]BNDN - Wheeler River - Rescission of Letter Dated January 16, 2024
Date: Wednesday, March 12, 2025 12:10:00 PM

Attachments: 20250312-L TR-DEN BNDN-CorrMarch3 25.pdf

Dear Chief Sylvestre:
Please find attached a letter on behalf of Janna Switzer, Denison’s Vice President of Environment,
Sustainability and Regulatory in response to correspondence Denison received from you on March 3,

2025.

Carolanne

Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

t: 306-652-8200 x 128 | f: 306-652-8202

345 4t Avenue South
Saskatoon, SK, Canada, S7K 1N3

TSX: DML | NYSE MKT: DNN
www.denisonmines.com

This e-mail is intended for exclusive use of the person(s) mentioned as the recipient(s). This message and any
attached files with it are confidential and may contain privileged or proprietary information. If you are not the
intended recipient(s) please delete this message and notify the sender. You may not use, distribute print or copy
this message if you are not the intended recipient(s).

From: Ryan Smith <ryan@tamarackenvironmental.ca>

Sent: March 4, 2025 7:57 AM

To: Carolanne Inglis-McQuay <cinglismcquay@denisonmines.com>

Cc: John Glover <john@tamarackenvironmental.ca>; Andrew Bubar
<andrew@tamarackenvironmental.ca>; Keegan McGrath <keegan@tamarackenvironmental.ca>;
Chief <chiefl@birchnarrows.ca>

Subject: [**]BNDN - Wheeler River - Rescission of Letter Dated January 16, 2024

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Carolanne,

Please find attached a rescindment letter concerning a previous letter sent on January 16, 2024, to Janna
Switzer regarding the Wheeler River Project. Kindly forward it as needed.


mailto:cinglismcquay@denisonmines.com
mailto:chief1@birchnarrows.ca
mailto:john@tamarackenvironmental.ca
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March 12, 2025
Chief Jonathon Sylvestre
Birch Narrows Dene Nation

Turnor Lake, Saskatchewan SOM 3EOQ

Sent via email: chiefl (@birchnarrows.ca

Re: Letter from Birch Narrow Dene Nation dated March 3, 2025
Dear Chief Sylvestre:

On behalf of Denison Mines Corp. (“Denison”), I write in response to your letter dated March 3,
2025 regarding Birch Narrow Dene Nation’s (“BNDN”) reversal of its previous position as set
out in your January 16, 2024 letter. While BNDN’s change of position is unfortunate, Denison
remains committed to continuing its ongoing engagement with BNDN to understand its concerns
and incorporating its input in the development of the Project.

Denison respects the relationship BNDN maintains with its traditional lands and the
environment, and has prioritized understanding this relationship since the parties began engaging
in respect of the Wheeler River Project (the “Project”) in 2019. Throughout this engagement,
Denison has included BNDN in engagement processes for the Project and has met with
representatives of BNDN on multiple occasions to share information and create meaningful
dialogue about the Project.

We have consistently sought to address BNDN concerns and incorporate feedback into the
Project’s development. To this end, after BNDN submitted 89 technical comments on February
28, 2023 for the Project’s draft Environmental Impact Statement (“EIS”), the Chief Executive
Officer of Denison met with you on July 31, 2023 to understand BNDN’s concerns and identify
opportunities to meaningfully incorporate its feedback. Following this meeting, Denison
responded to all of the comments submit by BNDN and took action to address its concerns. For
example, in response to BNDN’s concern about methyl mercury, Denison revised the EIS and
committed to collecting background information pertaining to total sediment and methyl mercury
from lakes and rivers near the Project. Further, Denison provided a written summary for BNDN
members that outlined the actions Denison was taking to protect traditional lands and the
environment.

We understood our responses and actions addressed BNDN’s concerns. In your January 16"
letter, you wrote that BNDN was satisfied with Denison’s responses and encouraged engagement
to continue as the Project progressed. Your March 3™ letter now refers to, but does not specify,
unresolved environmental concerns on the part of BNDN. Consistent with our past conduct, we
would value an opportunity to meet with BNDN in the near future to understand the details of
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Denison Mines Corp.
345 4™ Avenue South
Saskatoon, SK S7K 1N3
T: 306-652-8200

www.denisonmines.com

these outstanding concerns and to identify ways they can be addressed as the Project moves
forward.

We remain committed to advancing the Project in a manner respectful of BNDN and its
relationship with its traditional lands and the environment. We look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,

j;é;”ﬁt%&&

Janna Switzer

Vice President, Environment, Sustainability & Regulatory

Cc:

John Glover (Tamarack Environmental)
Andrew Bubar (Tamarack Environmental)
Keegan McGrath (Tamarack Environmental)
Ryan Smith (Tamarack Environmental)






ROC 1196

Thanks,
Ryan Smith

Ryan Smith BA, Cert. ENV IMP.
Wildlife Biologist
Tamarack Environmental Associates Inc.

ryan@tamarackenvironmental.ca
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ROC 1219

From: Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

To: Executive Secretary

Cc: Peter A. Beatty; Ben Merasty; Ted Merasty; Chani Campbell; Janna Switzer; David Cates; Millen, Roy; Vreugde
Matthew

Subject: RE: [**]Re: Engagement for the Wheeler River Project

Date: Tuesday, May 13, 2025 11:41:00 AM

Attachments: 20250512-LTR-DEN PBCN-Engagement Activities.pdf

Importance: High

Good morning.

On behalf of Janna Switzer, please find attached correspondence responding to your letter of April 8,
2025.

Sincerely,
Carolanne

Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

t: 306-652-8200 x 128 | f: 306-652-8202

345 4t Avenue South
Saskatoon, SK, Canada, S7K 1N3

TSX: DML | NYSE MKT: DNN
www.denisonmines.com

This e-mail is intended for exclusive use of the person(s) mentioned as the recipient(s). This message and any
attached files with it are confidential and may contain privileged or proprietary information. If you are not the
intended recipient(s) please delete this message and notify the sender. You may not use, distribute print or copy
this message if you are not the intended recipient(s).

From: Executive Secretary <executivesecretary@pbcn.ca>

Sent: April 8, 2025 2:20 PM

To: Carolanne Inglis-McQuay <cinglismcquay@denisonmines.com>

Cc: Peter A. Beatty <chiefbeatty@sasktel.net>; Ben Merasty <bmerasty@pbcn.ca>; Ted Merasty
<tmerasty@pbcn.ca>; Chani Campbell <CCampbell@arlaw.ca>; Janna Switzer
<jswitzer@denisonmines.com>

Subject: [**]Re: Engagement for the Wheeler River Project

Some people who received this message don't often get email from executivesecretary@pbcn.ca. Learn why this is
important

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Please see the attached communication regarding the Wheeler River Project from
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May 13, 2025

Ben Merasty

Executive Director

Peter Ballantyne Cree Nation
Chief Joseph Custer Reserve
#2300 — 10" Avenue West
PO Box 2320

Prince Albert, SK S6V 671

Re: Engagement Activities for the Wheeler River Project
Dear Mr. Merasty,

Thank you for your letter dated April 8, 2025 in which you expressed Peter Ballantyne Cree
Nation’s (“PBCN”) interest in undertaking engagement activities with Denison Mines Corp.
(“Denison”) regarding the Wheeler River Project (“Project”).

Consistent with our previous correspondence, we fully support continuing our engagement
activities in respect of the Project. Further, we continue to support entering into capacity funding
agreement, provided both parties agree on the scope of items to be included in such agreement. |
have instructed Denison’s legal counsel to connect with your legal counsel to continue advancing
discussions in respect of a capacity funding agreement.

To place our response in context, below we set out an overview of some of the engagement
activities between Denison and PBCN and address recent documentation shared by PBCN. In
doing so, we seek to clarify certain assertions made in your April 8, 2025 letter.

Engagement between Denison and PBCN regarding the Project

Denison has been consulting with PBCN since 2023. This was over one year prior to the
Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment’s decision that it owed certain consultation duties to
PBCN in respect of the Project.

Throughout our history of engagement, Denison has consistently encouraged PBCN to share
specific information relevant to the Project. On May 16, 2023, we requested PBCN share
available information regarding its traditional and current land use in the Project area. On June
30, 2023, Denison again requested PBCN provide this information so that we could prepare for a
more detailed discussion at the upcoming meeting on September 20, 2023. PBCN responded by
advising Denison it would provide information about specific PBCN land uses in and around the
Project at the September meeting. The agenda for the meeting included “PBCN land and uses in
the Project area.”
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When Denison and PBCN met on September 20, 2023, information shared by PBCN members
focused primarily on Wollaston Lake and Southend (each of which is hundreds of kilometres
downstream from the Project location). The information shared by PBCN members did not
pertain to specific land uses in and around the Project area, nor did it demonstrate PBCN’s
Treaty or Aboriginal rights could be appreciably impacted by the Project.

On November 22, 2023, Denison sent another letter requesting land use information from PBCN.
On December 13, 2023, PBCN sent Denison a further letter requesting capacity funding on a cost-
recovery basis to support PBCN’s engagement with Denison and to complete a PBCN-specific
traditional land and resources use study and report for the Project. We responded on January 10,
2024, by reaffirming our interest in continuing to engage with PBCN, including by providing
capacity funding on a cost-recovery basis. Prior to funding a traditional land and resources study
for the Project, we requested that PBCN first provide preliminary or existing information regarding
how the Project would adversely impact PBCN land uses and rights, so as to demonstrate that a
more in-depth study would be appropriate and helpful.

Consistent with our approach with PBCN to date, Denison seeks to engage in meaningful
discussions with PBCN regarding its concerns and potential mitigation measures. To this end, we
require detailed information from PBCN to understand the potential impacts to its Aboriginal
rights. Without an understanding of PBCN’s current and historical uses of the area in and around
the Project, we are unable to assess how the Project could impact PBCN’s rights.

PBCN Documentation - Firelight Draft Memo dated October 9, 2024

Your April 8, 2025 letter states that Denison was provided a map on October 29, 2024 and that
PBCN desires that this map be included in the Final Environmental Impact Statement. Denison
has not received this map. The only map-like information Denison has been provided was a map
that was sent to the CNSC on March 3, 2023 which was then forwarded to Denison on March 6,
2023 — along with an email requesting the map remain confidential, which Denison has
maintained. If there is an updated map PBCN wishes to send us, we would be happy to receive it.

We appreciate the documentation that you recently shared in Schedule A of your April 8, 2025
letter. It is, however, challenging for Denison to meaningfully consider this documentation
because the information is vague and does not contain spatial or temporal details. To facilitate
meaningful engagement, we have summarized key aspects of your documentation in Appendix A
along with our questions. We respectfully request that PBCN provide further information in
response to our questions, where possible.

PBCN also provided a list of questions and comments as part of Schedule A of the April 8, 2025
letter. We thank you for providing this input. I note that a number of these topics have already
been responded to by Denison on October 10, 2023 as part of the follow up to our September 20,
2023 meeting. For your records, I attach Denison’s previous responses in Appendix B.
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We would also like to have an opportunity to meet with you again to discuss these matters. We
look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,

Carolanne 474@—%@4&?
[on behalf of Janna Switzer]

Janna Switzer
Vice President, Environment, Sustainability & Regulatory

Cc: Ted Merasty, Director of Lands and Resources, PBCN
David Cates, President and Chief Executive Officer, Denison
Carolanne Inglis-McQuay, Director, Corporate Social Responsibility, Denison
Roy Millen & Matthew Vreugde, Blake, Cassels & Graydon LLP
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Summary of PBCN Indigenous Rights Documentation Firelight Draft Memo dated October 9, 2024

Denison Information Request

1) Treaty Land Cultural PBCN's connection with the Athabasca Basin since time Noted. Denison would like to note that Dawn
Entitlement immemorial resulted in PBCN selecting 13.76 acres near | Lake, Rabbit Lake and Wollaston Lake are more
Selection the eastern edge of the Athabasca Basin near Dawn Lake, | than 200km away from the Project footprint.

Rabbit Lake and Wollaston Lake (the "Asamera TLE"). Based on Denison’s EIS for the Wheeler River

The Provincial Crown was notified of this selection on Project, we have determined that the Project will

October 14, 1998 and the Asamera TLE area was frozen have effects on these three lakes.

starting January 13, 1999.

There are comprehensive letters from the Ministry of

Environment (Saskatchewan) to PBCN dated February 16,

2004 relating to a selection on Brabant Lake (Lat: 56° &'

and Long: 103 © 42") and on October 17, 2007 relating

to 13.76 acres located at Lat: 58° 20" and Long: 103 °

50".

Indigenous nations who did not receive all the land they

were entitled to under the treaties are entitled to file a TLE

claim. As PBCN has explained to the Crown, despite the

fact that PBCN is a signatory to Treaty 6, the vast

majority of PBCN's interests lay in Treaty 10 territory.

The selection of the Asamera TLE in Treaty 10 is an

example.

2) Grayling Subsistence PBCN members fish grayling from the lakes in the Please clarify the approximate locations (e.g.,

surrounding the Wheeler River Project lake names) or spatial area defined as “lakes in
the surrounding the Wheeler River Project.”
Please clarify what the timeframes are for this
activity (i.e. activity presently occurring, in the
past 10 years, between 10-20 years ago, or longer
than 20 years ago)

3) Walleye Subsistence PBCN members fish grayling from the lakes in the Please clarify the spatial area defined as “lakes in

surrounding the Wheeler River Project

the surrounding the Wheeler River Project.”
Please clarify what the timeframes are for this
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Denison Information Request

activity (i.e. activity presently occurring, in the
past 10 years, between 10-20 years ago, or longer
than 20 years ago)

4)

Trout

Subsistence

PBCN members fish grayling from the lakes in the
surrounding the Wheeler River Project

Please clarify the approximate locations (e.g.,
lake names) or spatial area defined as “lakes in
the surrounding the Wheeler River Project.”
Please clarify what the timeframes are for this
activity (i.e. activity presently occurring, in the
past 10 years, between 10-20 years ago, or longer
than 20 years ago)

3)

Northern Pike

Subsistence

PBCN members fish grayling from the lakes in the
surrounding the Wheeler River Project

Please clarify the approximate locations (e.g.,
lake names) or spatial area defined as “lakes in
the surrounding the Wheeler River Project.”
Please clarify what the timeframes are for this
activity (i.e. activity presently occurring, in the
past 10 years, between 10-20 years ago, or longer
than 20 years ago)

6)

Drying Rack

Cultural

PBCN members in the past would dry the fish they would
net here along the shores.

Please clarify the approximate locations or spatial
area associated with this activity.

7)

Food storage
(cache)

Cultural

PBCN members in the past would store dried fish and
other food here.

Please clarify the approximate locations or spatial
area associated with this activity.

8)

Medicinal
plants

Cultural

PBCN members have harvested medicinal plants in and
near the Project area since time immemorial.

Please clarify the approximate locations or spatial
area defined as “in and near the Project area.”
Please clarify what the timeframes are for this
activity (i.e. activity presently occurring, in the
past 10 years, between 10-20 years ago, or longer
than 20 years ago)

9)

Environmental
feature
corridor

Environmental

The Project area has been identified as an area known to
be a caribou crossing.

Denison has been recording wildlife in the Project
area for many years and has recorded the
occasional caribou, as noted in the EIS. Please
specify the approximate locations or spatial area
in relation to a caribou crossing.
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10) Moose

Moose

Numerous PBCN members have harvested moose in and
around Project area.

Please clarify the approximate locations or spatial
area defined as “in and around Project area.”
Please clarify what the timeframes are for this
activity (i.e. activity presently occurring, in the
past 10 years, between 10-20 years ago, or longer
than 20 years ago)

11) Caribou

Subsistence

Numerous PBCN members have harvested caribou in and
around Project area.

Please clarify the approximate locations or spatial
area defined as “in and around Project area.”
Please clarify what the timeframes are for this
activity (i.e. activity presently occurring, in the
past 10 years, between 10-20 years ago, or longer
than 20 years ago). If possible, please specify if
this is referring to woodland caribou or barren
ground caribou.

12) Duck/mallard

Subsistence

PBCN members use this area to harvest duck (mostly in
the Fall).

Please clarify the approximate locations or spatial
area defined as “use this area.” Please clarify
what the timeframes are for this activity (i.e.
activity presently occurring, in the past 10 years,
between 10-20 years ago, or longer than 20 years

ago)

13) Geese

Subsistence

PBCN members use this area to harvest geese (mostly in
the Fall).

Please clarify the approximate locations or spatial
area defined as “use this area.” Please clarify
what the timeframes are for this activity (i.e.
activity presently occurring, in the past 10 years,
between 10-20 years ago, or longer than 20 years

ago)

14) Trapping

Cultural

PBCN members have trapped lynx near the Project.

Please clarify the approximate locations spatial
area defined as “near the Project.” Please clarify
what the timeframes are for this activity (i.e.
activity presently occurring, in the past 10 years,
between 10-20 years ago, or longer than 20 years

ago)

15) Temporary
habitation

Habitation

PBCN members have camped in the areas surrounding the
Project

Please clarify the approximate locations or spatial
area defined as “in the areas surrounding the
Project.” Please clarify what the timeframes are
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for this activity (i.e. activity presently occurring,
in the past 10 years, between 10-20 years ago, or
longer than 20 years ago)

16) Fungus Cultural PBCN members harvested chaga in vicinity of Project Please clarify the approximate locations or spatial
area defined as “in vicinity of Project.” Please
clarify what the timeframes are for this activity
(i.e. activity presently occurring, in the past 10
years, between 10-20 years ago, or longer than 20

years ago)
17) Place name Cultural A Cree name is used for Whitefish Lake (Utikumak) Thank you for providing this information.
18) Rat root Cultural PBCN harvests rat root in vicinity of Project Please clarify the approximate location or spatial
(weecay) area defined as “in vicinity of Project.” Please

clarify what the timeframes are for this activity
(i.e. activity presently occurring, in the past 10
years, between 10-20 years ago, or longer than 20
years ago)

19) Lynx Subsistence PBCN members set traps for lynx near the Project. Please clarify the approximate location or spatial
area defined as “near the Project.” Please clarify
what the timeframes are for this activity (i.e.
activity presently occurring, in the past 10 years,
between 10-20 years ago, or longer than 20 years

ago)
20) Teaching area | Cultural The areas in vicinity of Project have been and are used as | Please clarify the approximate location or spatial
a teaching area for fishing, trapping and harvesting. area defined as “in vicinity of Project.” Please

clarify what the timeframes are for this activity
(i.e. activity presently occurring, in the past 10
years, between 10-20 years ago, or longer than 20

years ago)
21) General Cultural Numerous PBCN Members trap muskrat and beaver in The Project is located in the N-18 furblock that is
trapping area vicinity of Project. co-managed by English River First Nation. As

such, please clarify the approximate location or
spatial area defined as “in vicinity of Project”
where numerous PBCN members trap muskrat
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and beaver and associated timeframes.

General question: PBCN has identified that
PBCN land users will avoid large areas
downstream of the mine site due to concerns with
contamination. Given that Denison’s treated
effluent will be discharged into the same surface
system that Key Lake and McArthur River
already interact with, does PBCN have an idea of
what degree of avoidance of these areas has
already occurred, given these two Cameco
operations have been in existence for more than
20-30 years?
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From: Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

To: Patricia McCunn-Miller

Subject: Follow Up to Meeting between PBCN and Denison on September 20, 2023
Date: Tuesday, October 10, 2023 11:15:00 AM

Attachments: 20230920-WRE PRES DEN PBCN Overview.pdf

20230920-F-MeetingNotes.pdf
20230920-WRE PRES DEN PBCN EISComments.pdf

Importance: High

Hi Patti,

We are following up on our recent meeting with PBCN in Saskatoon on September 20, 2023. We
think the meeting was a productive opportunity for Denison and PBCN to learn more about one
another and the Wheeler River Project. We appreciate Chief Bird and the Lands and Resources
Committee making themselves available.

Enclosed is the presentation we had prepared to address the concerns raised by PBCN in its
submission on the draft EIS. Unfortunately we weren't able to get to the presentation during our
meeting due to time constraints, but we did have an opportunity to discuss several of the issues as
part of Kevin's overview presentation (also attached to this email). This included discussion of
Denison's relatively limited water use from Whitefish Lake, and the expected extent of predicted
impacts resulting from treated effluent from Project operations. It also included some discussion of
potential contracting opportunities at the Project.

| have also enclosed the presentation we provided at the meeting. For file size, I've removed the
video links embedded in the videos, but have put the link to our videos here — which your team may
find useful. https://denisonmines.com/investors/videos/

There were a number of questions regarding the location and footprint of the Project site. We think
it may help to clarify that the treated mine effluent is expected to have negligible impacts at the
outlet of Whitefish Lake (approximately 4 km downstream from the location of the treated effluent
discharge location), which would then have to travel around 900 km further downstream to reach
Southend, which we understand from PBCN is the PBCN community which was expressed as being of
most interest in relation to this area of concern. This type of information can be found in section 8 of
the draft EIS, of which we believe you have a copy of. If you do not, please let me know and we can
facilitate sharing that document for you.

| have also attached meeting notes which summarize the general discussions undertaken during the
meeting, from our perspective. Please do let us know if there are any varying perspectives on the
meeting notes from your team.

We have noted PBCN's concerns raised during the meeting regarding the transparency around and
communication of monitoring results for the Project. This issue is not addressed in the attached
presentation as it was raised during the meeting. During the meeting we explained that the
monitoring results in relation to the Project (water quality, air quality, radiation, etc.) will be required
to be reported to both the Federal and Provincial regulators on a regular basis (such as quarterly and
/ or annually). In particular, Denison will be required to meet the CNSC's expectations with respect
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Cautionary Statements & References Renison

This presentation and the information contained herein is designed to help you understand management’s current views, and may not be appropriate for other purposes. This presentation contains information relating to the
uranium market, third party and provincial infrastructure, and the plans and availability thereof, derived from third-party publications and reports which Denison believes are reliable but have not been independently verified by the
Company.

Certain information contained in this presentation constitutes “forward-looking information”, within the meaning of the United States Private Securities Litigation Reform Act of 1995 and similar Canadian legislation

” u

concerning the business, operations and financial performance and condition of Denison. Generally, these forward-looking statements can be identified by the use of forward-looking terminology such as “plans”, “expects”,

” ” o« nou

“budget”, “scheduled”, “estimates”, “forecasts”, “intends”, “anticipates”, or “believes”, or the negatives and / or variations of such words and phrases, or state that certain actions, events or results “may”, “could”, “would”,
“might” or “will be taken”, “occur”, “be achieved” or “has the potential to”. In particular, this presentation contains forward-looking information pertaining to the results of, and estimates, assumptions and projections provided in,
the Wheeler PFS and the Waterbury PEA, including future development methods and plans, market prices, costs and capital expenditures; de-risking and project assessment activities, plans and objectives; assumptions regarding
Denison’s ability to obtain all necessary regulatory approvals to commence development at Wheeler; Denison’s percentage interest in its projects and assumed continuity of its agreements with its joint venture partners and other
third parties; production and SABRE development outlook for McClean Lake; and estimates of uranium industry factors, including physical uranium supply and demand. Statements relating to "mineral resources" are deemed to be

forward-looking information, as they involve the implied assessment, based on certain estimates and assumptions that the mineral resources described can be profitably produced in the future.

Forward looking statements are based on the opinions and estimates of management as of the date such statements are made, and they are subject to known and unknown risks, uncertainties and other factors that may cause
the actual results, level of activity, performance or achievements of Denison to be materially different from those expressed or implied by such forward-looking statements. Denison faces certain risks, including the current and
potential impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic, use of mining methods which are novel and untested in the Athabasca basin, the inability to permit or develop its projects as currently planned, the inability to secure sufficient
financing to pursue its business objectives, the unpredictability of market prices, events that could materially increase costs, changes in the regulatory environment governing the project lands, and unanticipated claims against title
and rights to the project. Denison believes that the expectations reflected in this forward-looking information are reasonable but there can be no assurance that such statements will prove to be accurate and may differ materially
from those anticipated in this forward looking information. For a discussion in respect of risks and other factors that could influence forward-looking events, please refer to the “Risk Factors” in Denison’s Annual Information Form
dated March 25, 2022 available under its profile at www.sedar.com and its Form 40-F available at www.sec.gov/edgar.shtml. These factors are not, and should not be construed as being exhaustive.

Readers should not place undue reliance on forward-looking statements. The forward-looking information contained in this presentation is expressly qualified by this cautionary statement. Any forward-looking information and
the assumptions made with respect thereto speaks only to the effective date of this presentation. Denison does not undertake any obligation to publicly update or revise any forward-looking information after such date to
conform such information to actual results or to changes in its expectations except as otherwise required by applicable legislation.

Cautionary Note to United States Investors Concerning Estimates of Mineral Resources and Mineral Reserves: This presentation may use terms such as “measured”, “indicated” and/or “inferred” mineral resources and “proven”
or “probable” mineral reserves, which are terms defined with reference to the guidelines set out in the Canadian Institute of Mining, Metallurgy and Petroleum (“CIM”) CIM Definition Standards on Mineral Resources and Mineral
Reserves (“CIM Standards”). The Company’s descriptions of its projects may not be comparable to similar information made public by U.S. companies subject to the reporting and disclosure requirements under the United States
federal securities laws and the rules and regulations thereunder.

Qualified Persons

The disclosure of a scientific or technical nature within this presentation, including the disclosure of mineral resources, mineral reserves, as well as the results of the Wheeler PFS and Waterbury PEA, was reviewed and approved by

David Bronkhorst, P.Eng. and Andy Yackulic, P.Geo, each of whom is a Qualified Person in accordance with the requirements of NI 43-101.

Technical Reports

* For further details regarding the Wheeler River project, please refer to the Company’s press release dated September 24, 2018 and the technical report titled “Prefeasibility Study for the Wheeler River Uranium Project,
Saskatchewan, Canada” with an effective date of September 24, 2018 (“Wheeler PFS”).

* For further details regarding the Waterbury Lake project, please refer to the Company’s press release dated November 17, 2020 and the technical report titled “Preliminary Economic Assessment for the Tthe Heldeth Tué (J
Zone) Deposit, Waterbury Lake Property, Northern Saskatchewan, Canada” with an effective date of October 30, 2020 (“Waterbury PEA”). The PEA is a preliminary analysis of the potential viability of the Project’s mineral
resources, and should not be considered the same as a Pre-Feasibility or Feasibility Study, as various factors are preliminary in nature. There is no certainty that the results from the PEA will be realized. Mineral resources
are not mineral reserves and do not have demonstrated economic viability. Scheduled tonnes and grade do not represent an estimate of mineral reserves.

For a description of the data verification, assay procedures and the quality assurance program and quality control measures applied by Denison, please see Denison's Annual Information Form dated March 25, 2022. A copy of the
foregoing is available on Denison’s website and under its profile on SEDAR at www.sedar.com and on EDGAR at www.sec.gov/edgar.shtml.







In Situ Recovery (“ISR") Mining: Key Compon.ents
Introducing a proven mining technique to the Athabasca Basin for the Project

Legend

B Countries with publicly
available information on ISR
activities

SOUTH AFRICA

NEW ZEAL AND(‘\"F
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ISR is an established mining method’

« In Situ Recovery (“ISR”) was first used in the 1960s and
currently accounts for more than half the world's annual
uranium production

R*enison Mines 3
WH EELER RIVER I POWER| NG PEOPLE NOTES: (1) Refer to the IAEA “Manual of acid in situ leach uranium mining technology”, dated August 2001.







Project Technology:
In Situ Recovery and Wellfield Remediation
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Lenison

Step 1
Solution travels in piping from the
processing plant and is injected into
the deposit.

Injection Wells

Step 2
The solution collects uranium as it
travels through the deposit.

Step 3
The uranium bearing solution is pulled
back to the surface through piping.

Step 4
The uranium bearing solution travels
to the processing plant.

Repeat

12








Project Introduction:
Location
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The Wheeler River Project is
located:

* In northern Saskatchewan, Canada.

 Along the eastern edge of the
Athabasca Basin.

« 4 km west of Highway 914.

* 35 kilometers northeast of the Key
Lake and Key Lake controlled access
point

* 35 kilometers southwest of the
McArthur River

Renison







Project Technology:

Advantages of ISR Mining

Cigar Lake

McClean Lake

Wheeler River—P.__r.G’ﬁos.ed

Ph;:en ix infrélsﬁyctu re as pmposed:kf
in the PFS, Sept 2018

Lenison

v' Small surface footprint

v No tailings production

v' Enhanced site reclamation
v’ Lower water consumption
v’ Lower energy consumption

v Small volume treated effluent
released to surface water bodies

4 Very small volumes of clean waste
rock







Project Introduction:
Wheeler River Site Layout

Project Area (infrastructure
footprint plus buffer): 169.6 Ha

Infrastructure footprint (extent of
constructed facilities): 74.8 Ha








Project Technology:
In Situ Recovery and Wellfield Remediation
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Step 1
Solution travels in piping from the
processing plant and is injected into
the deposit.

Injection Wells

Step 2
The solution collects uranium as it
travels through the deposit.

Step 3
The uranium bearing solution is pulled
back to the surface through piping.

Step 4
The uranium bearing solution travels
to the processing plant.

Repeat
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Project Technology:
Freeze Wall

Renison Mines

Phoenix ISR Freeze Wall:
Isometric View at Ore Level

Phoenix
Zone A

Phoenix
Zone B

750"

Notes:

* Isometric view centered at 400 m depth below ground surface (ore level)

» Window 35 m above and below the ore zone level

+ Frozen cross walls are thawed as freeze wall expands to accommodate
subsequent phases

Lenison

Freezing occurs in stages, starting
during construction.

Freezing encloses the deposit,
providing secondary containment.

Freezing occurs through the same
process used at ice hockey rinks.








Project Technology:
Processing Facilities

Lenison

Process Precipitate Removal Circuit
Stage 1 Precipitation

Stage 2 Precipitation

Yellowcake Drying and Packaging
Mining Solution

Uranium Bearing Solution
Chemicals








Project Technology:
Video Overview







Project Introduction:
Schedule of Activities
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Mineral Development Process:

Draft Environment Impact Statement

Exploration and

Exploration and

Engineering Engineering

Exploration Stages to Engineering
Support Engineering Design Phase
~* Deposit Discovery ~ Preliminary Economic

and Delineation Assessment (PEA)

~ Prefeasibility
Feasibility

' Advanced Exploration

Detailed Design

2008 - 2023

2016 - Ongoing

Regulatory
Process

Environmental
Assessment

+ Initiate baseline
studies

~ Project Description
/ Terms of Reference

v Draft EIS
Final EIS

2016 - Ongoing
= & -

é

Province of
Saskatchewan
Approvals

Permit to Construct and
Operate a Pollutant
Control Facility

Surface Lease
Agreement

Human Resources
Development
Agreement

CNSC

Licence to Prepare Site
and Construct

Licence to Operate

Various additional
approvals (for both
Province and CNSC)

Not yet commenced Not yet commenced

Construction
and Operation

Formal Project
commencement
Hiring of workers

Contracts for goods
and services awarded

Lenison







Environmental Assessment: l‘ .
Approach and Methodology Overview enison

Potential to Change
Environmental o Baseline ,
. Mitigation : , Monitor
Baseline Environmental

Conditions

Project Components








Environmental Assessment: l. :
Project Valued Components enison
Human Environment Physical Environment

Economics . Acoustic Environment - Noise
i

- Cultural Expression - Geology

-Community Well-being . - Groundwater Quality

-Infrastructure & Services Quality Geology and - Groundwater Quantity
of Life Groundwater

- Surface Water Quantity
- Surface Water Quality

- Sediment Quality

- Benthic Invertebrates

- Fish & Fish Habitat

A_quatlc - Fish Health
Environment

Wheeler River
Project
Environmental
Assessment

- Indigenous Land & Resource Use
- Other Land & Resource Use

- Heritage Resources

Land and
Resource Use

-Terrain -Ungulates
H Health -Soil -Furbearers
- Human Hea .
. Human Terrestrial -Organic -Woodland Caribou

- Worker Health .
Health Environment Matter/Peat -Raptors

-Vegetation & -Migratory

Ecosystems Breeding Birds
-Wetlands -Bird Species at

-Listed Plant Risk
Species
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September 20, 2023
Ramada Hotel: 806 Idylwyld Dr N, Saskatoon

Time: 1pm - 3pm

Agenda:

1.

2.

Introductions
Overview of PBCN

PBCN lands and uses in the Project area

4, Denison: Project Overview

5. Denison: Responses to PBCN concerns identified in the submission on the draft EIS
Attendees:

Chief Karen Bird (PBCN) Margaret Rosling (Aldridge & Rosling for PBCN)
Ben Merasty (PBCN) Chani Campbell (Aldridge & Rosling for PBCN)
Marvin Morin (PBCN) Kevin Himbeault (Denison)

Rose Morin (PBCN) Janna Switzer (Denison)

Nelson Morin (PBCN) Carolanne Inglis-McQuay (Denison)

Peter R. (PBCN) Rochelle Collette (Blakes for Denison)

Kyle Morin (PBCN) Regrets:

Ron Michel Jr. (PBCN) Ted Merasty (PBCN)

Patti McCunn-Millar (PBCN)

Constance Agnew (LGL for PBCN)







Summary of Meeting:

Overview of PBCN and PBCN Land and Uses in the Area:

Overview provided of the PBCN history and relationship to Reindeer Lake, from Hatchet Lake to
Pelican Narrows
PBCN noted that Denison is in the traditional territory of PBCN
Denison requested information about specific PBCN land uses in and around the Wheeler River
Project in order to better understand the potential for adverse impacts to PBCN rights

o PBCN noted that Ted Merasty (unable to attend due to illness) has such information
Overview provided to Denison of the PBCN Land and Resources Committee (“LRC”) and the process
designed by the LRC to engage with industry and participate in the regulatory process, which has
been delegated to them by the Chief and Council of PBCN

o Part of this process is to ensure that projects and potential impacts are understood, and
PBCN is engaged

o Part of this process is to undertake commercial conversations with PBCN in relation to
understanding impacts and sharing of benefits

o Both of these above can be moved along with capacity funding agreements, or similar

Denison restated its perspective that in order to consider such arrangements it would need to have
clearer information about the potential for the Project to adversely impact PBCN land uses and
Rights — and requested such information be provided to Denison.

Denison — Overview of Project:

Denison provided overview presentation (as attached)

Numerous points of clarification were sought from Denison by PBCN in the areas of:

Drilling (company(ies) used by Denison for drilling — Currently Rivers / Hy-Tech Drilling

Freeze wall containment — method and monitoring to ensure proper function.

Ground stability in relation to removal of the uranium through the mining method.

In situ mining method — nature of the mining solution, how the method works, monitoring
Location of the Wheeler River Project — off highway 914, between Key Lake and McArthur River.
Confirmation Wheeler River Project is quite far upstream from Hatchet Lake

Length of time for decommissioning and remediation — 15 years, owing to the nature of the mining
method and no conventional tailings management facility nor waste rock piles

Employment from the project — types of jobs, numbers

Ancillary facilities, such as where the power is generated, clarification of onsite processing facility,
camp and sewage treatment facilities

Monitoring of key elements of the Project — operational (freeze wall), environmental (ground and
surface water)

Timing of next steps for the regulatory process — Denison will be looking to file the next iteration of
the EIS in Q1, 2024. Denison is also actively working on the licensing materials in support of the
CNSC licensing process.







Key items raised by PBCN during the meeting:

1.

Concern about potential for water to be contaminated from the Project and potentially impacting
PBCN communities

Concern that PBCN will be impacted by the Project; that all mining activities affect PBCN
Transparency around communicating monitoring results and any monitoring results that are not
expected

PBCN requested Denison engage more fully with PBCN about the Project, and to that end, enter into
a formal agreement in relation to engagement

Denison: Responses to PBCN concerns identified in the submission on the draft EIS:

Due to time, Denison was not able to provide the presentation materials that responded to the PBCN
concerns identified in the submission on the draft EIS.

PBCN and Denison agreed that Denison would provide a digital copy of that presentation and that PBCN
would review in due course.

Agreed-upon next steps:

1.
2.

Denison to provide PBCN with responses to concerns identified in the submission on the draft EIS
Following this, steps are yet to be determined
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Comments on Wheeler River EIS

Peter Ballantyne Cree Nation's EIS comments express
interests in terms of the following themes:

1. Country Foods

2. Human Environment

3. Aquatic Environment

4. Terrestrial Environment

5. General
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1. Country Foods

« Effects of growing/carrying capacity of both aquatic and terrestrial
environments for country foods because of potential changes to
the landscape including the risk of introduction of contaminants

« Potential accidents/spills impacts on the harvesting of plant specific
country foods

« Limitations to access lands for country food harvesting due to
mining traffic or operation of the mine

RBenison Mines 3
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1. Country Foods

 Effects of growing/carrying capacity of both aquatic and terrestrial
environments for country foods because of potential changes to
the landscape including the risk of introduction of contaminants

Denison Response
« A Human Health Risk Assessment was undertaken for the

Project: Section 10

« HHRA evaluated direct exposure to constituents of potential
concern (or contaminants) released to air and water, and
through indirect exposure to the constituents associated with
soil, sediment, and food, such as fish, wildlife, and plants.

¢ Assessment was inclusive of information based on use of
traditional foods and a specific traditional food diet from ERFN

 No significant adverse effects to human health from the Project
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1. Country Foods

 Limitations to access lands for country food harvesting due to mining
traffic or operation of the mine

Denison Response:

« Access limitations will be limited to the 169-hectare footprint of the
site (for reference, the Mcllvenna Bay Project is 1,029 hectares [8
times bigger than Denison's Project])

« Access north of the Key Lake Road is already limited to a select
number of individuals / resources harvesters, and will remain in place
until such time that the access is changed by other parties

« Denison is sensitive to areas of high cultural value to ERFN and KML
along Highway 914; appropriate mitigations and restrictions in place
during periods of intensive use. These, and other mitigations, could
be applicable to all users of the highway, inclusive of PBCN

Renison Mines 5
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1. Country Foods

« Potential accidents/spills impacts on the harvesting of plant specific
country foods

Denison Response

 Standalone Accident and Malfunctions assessment: Section 14

« Assessed almost 70 scenarios, including many that would relate
to unplanned release of chemicals and radiation to the
environment with potential to effect country foods

« Specific scenarios assessed:

« Adjacent to ERFN and Kineepik Metis Local culture camps
located along Highway 914

« The overall risks in consideration of likelihood and
conseqguence were characterized as low

 Risks to the environment from accidents and malfunctions can
be reduced to levels that are as low as reasonably practical

DBenison Mines 6
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2. HUman Environment

« Socio-economic impacts that may result from the Project, including
a 300-person construction camp and a 180- person operations
camp and related impacts to vulnerable populations

« Employment and procurement opportunities for PBCN members
and Group of Companies

« Lack of detail on the proposed means and haul route of yellowcake
product to market

RBenison Mines 7
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2. HUman Environment

« Socio-economic impacts that may result from the Project, including
a 300-person construction camp and a 180- person operations
camp and related impacts to vulnerable populations

Denison Response
« Construction and operation camps will operate on a fly-in/out
basis, limiting the opportunities for interactions between the
workforce and Indigenous communities, as workers will be

transported by air directly to the site.
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2. HUman Environment

« Employment and procurement opportunities for PBCN
members and Group of Companies

Denison Response

« Denison’s Indigenous Peoples Policy sets out priority for
Indigenous employment and procurement (among other items)

e Section 13.3.2.71: Residents of Saskatchewan's North (i.e., those
resident in the northern administration district of
Saskatchewan, inclusive of PBCN communities) are prioritized
for employment as an expected condition of the Surface Lease
Agreement; similarly for goods and services to service the

Project
« Local Study Area communities would receive first priority, NAD

second

Points North Freight Forwarding

INE Welding







2. HUman Environment

« Lack of detail on the proposed means and haul route of yellowcake
product to market

Denison Response:

« The Yellowcake will be transported in industrial containers, in
accordance with the Transportation of Dangerous Goods Act

RBenison Mines 10
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2. HUman Environment
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3. Aquatic Environment

Denison’s proposed use of water from Whitefish Lake

« Treatment of mine contact effluent associated spills containment,
and the anticipated downstream impacts. PBCN has a specific

interest in the potential impacts to the interconnected waterbodies
that PBCN relies on in the exercise of its indigenous rights.

Potential impacts to the landscape as a whole, including aquatic
and terrestrial environment

Benison Mines
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3. Aquatic Environment

« Denison's proposed use of water from Whitefish Lake

Denison Response
« Specific activity of water taking from Whitefish Lake was
assessed: Section 8.1.4.2.2

« (Conservative estimate of water taking would result in a reduction
of flow of about 3% at times of low flow and the lake level could

change by Tcm
« Beyond the ability of monitoring techniques to practically

measure
« Minor incremental changes did not represent a significant

adverse effect

Benison Mines 13
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3. Aquatic Environment

« Treatment of mine contact effluent associated spills containment, and the anticipated
downstream impacts. PBCN has a specific interest in the potential impacts to the
interconnected waterbodies that PBCN relies on in the exercise of its indigenous rights.

Denison Response:

- Potential effects from the Project on water quality were assessed in Section 8.2 of the
EIS - Assessment directly evaluated discharge of effluent from the site using
predictive modeling.

« Water treatment will occur; testing will occur prior to release; no release will occur if
water quality does not meet objectives

e The predictive modeling showed that constituent concentrations including
radionuclides would be below water quality objectives for the protection of aquatic
life (ie, no effects would be expected) at the outlet of Whitefish Lake well upstream of
the outflow of the Icelander River to Russell Lake.

e Since no impact are expected to occur in these areas close to the Project, no effects

would accrue in areas further downstream in the watershed where contributing sub
watersheds are many, many-times the size of the sub watersheds near the Project

site.

Benison Mines 14
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3. Aquatic Environment

« Potential impacts to the landscape as a whole, including aquatic and
terrestrial environment

Denison Response

« Potential effects of the Project on the aquatic and terrestrial
environments have been comprehensively assessed

« The spatial scale is very small (resulting from ISR mining method)
of 160 hectares.

« Forreference, the Mcllvenna Bay Project is 1,029 hectares (8
times bigger than Denison’s Project)

« A conservative approach was taken in the assessment and the
overall conclusion was made that there would be no significant
adverse residual effects in consideration of proposed mitigations.

RBenison Mines 15
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4. Terrestrial Environment

« Potential impacts to boreal shield woodland caribou

» Potential impacts to the landscape as a whole, including
aguatic and terrestrial environment (see previous
response)

RBenison Mines 16
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4. Terrestrial Environment

« Potential impacts to boreal shield woodland caribou

Denison Response:
 (Caribou in SK-1 are stable

e Potential effects on Woodland Caribou were considered in Section
9.3 of the EIS

« Concluded no significant adverse effects
« Small spatial scale of the Project relative to the SK1 range (0.001%)
 Risk of Project-related mortality being below natural variation
» Various mitigation measures to be implemented

« [nitial Draft Caribou Management Plan has been provided to the
regulators; living document that will evolve over time in response to
the eventual Provincial overall management plan for the SK1 range

RBenison Mines 17
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5. General

e Ensuring PBCN participation in the development and execution of
the long-term environmental effects monitoring and follow up
programs

 |dentification of PBCN into Denison’'s engagement approach

RBenison Mines 18
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5. General

e Ensuring PBCN participation in the development and execution of
the long-term environmental effects monitoring and follow up
programs

Denison Response

« Detailed monitoring programs to be developed through licensing
« This would include how data is going to be reported and share

« The regulators have developed third party monitoring programs
and undertake data review on an ongoing basis

RBenison Mines 19
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5. General

« |dentification of PBCN into Denison’s engagement approach

Denison response:
« Denison acknowledges PBCN interests in respect of the Project

RBenison Mines 20
WHEELER RIVER | POWERING PEOPLE







			Slide Number 1


			�Comments on Wheeler River EIS


			�1. Country Foods


			�1. Country Foods


			�1. Country Foods


			�1. Country Foods


			�2. Human Environment


			�2. Human Environment


			�2. Human Environment


			�2. Human Environment


			�2. Human Environment


			�3. Aquatic Environment


			�3. Aquatic Environment


			�3. Aquatic Environment


			�3. Aquatic Environment


			�4. Terrestrial Environment


			�4. Terrestrial Environment


			�5. General


			�5. General


			�5. General







to public disclosure; a copy of Denison’s subsequent Public Disclosure Protocol will be publicly
available once Denison completes the licensing process(es).

During the meeting, we discussed next steps in the regulatory process for the Project. Denison is in
the process of responding to comments made on the draft EIS and is preparing to submit a table of
comments, responses, and the status of each issue to the regulators this fall. Our hope is to identify
for the regulator where our responses have satisfied PBCN's concerns.

We appreciated the overview Marg provided regarding the various processes that PBCN has in place
for working with those proposing industrial projects. We understand PBCN's interest in the Project,
and remain interested in learning more about the potential for the Project to impact PBCN land uses
and rights and/or PBCN's interests in the Project area. We understand that Ted Merasty was going to
provide further information on this during our meeting, but was unable to attend due to illness.

We hope the enclosed information assists with PBCN's further understanding about the Project. We
look forward to discussing further once the PBCN team has had a chance to review.

Sincerely,
Carolanne

Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

t: 306-652-8200 x 128 | f: 306-652-8202

345 4™ Avenue South
Saskatoon, SK, Canada, S7K 1N3

Benison Mines

TSX: DML | NYSE MKT: DNN
www.denisonmines.com

This e-mail is intended for exclusive use of the person(s) mentioned as the recipient(s). This message and any
attached files with it are confidential and may contain privileged or proprietary information. If you are not the
intended recipient(s) please delete this message and notify the sender. You may not use, distribute print or copy
this message if you are not the intended recipient(s).
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Comments on Wheeler River EIS

Peter Ballantyne Cree Nation's EIS comments express
interests in terms of the following themes:

1. Country Foods

2. Human Environment

3. Aquatic Environment

4. Terrestrial Environment

5. General
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1. Country Foods

« Effects of growing/carrying capacity of both aquatic and terrestrial
environments for country foods because of potential changes to
the landscape including the risk of introduction of contaminants

« Potential accidents/spills impacts on the harvesting of plant specific
country foods

« Limitations to access lands for country food harvesting due to
mining traffic or operation of the mine

RBenison Mines 3
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1. Country Foods

 Effects of growing/carrying capacity of both aquatic and terrestrial
environments for country foods because of potential changes to
the landscape including the risk of introduction of contaminants

Denison Response
« A Human Health Risk Assessment was undertaken for the

Project: Section 10

« HHRA evaluated direct exposure to constituents of potential
concern (or contaminants) released to air and water, and
through indirect exposure to the constituents associated with
soil, sediment, and food, such as fish, wildlife, and plants.

¢ Assessment was inclusive of information based on use of
traditional foods and a specific traditional food diet from ERFN

 No significant adverse effects to human health from the Project
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1. Country Foods

 Limitations to access lands for country food harvesting due to mining
traffic or operation of the mine

Denison Response:

« Access limitations will be limited to the 169-hectare footprint of the
site (for reference, the Mcllvenna Bay Project is 1,029 hectares [8
times bigger than Denison's Project])

« Access north of the Key Lake Road is already limited to a select
number of individuals / resources harvesters, and will remain in place
until such time that the access is changed by other parties

« Denison is sensitive to areas of high cultural value to ERFN and KML
along Highway 914; appropriate mitigations and restrictions in place
during periods of intensive use. These, and other mitigations, could
be applicable to all users of the highway, inclusive of PBCN

Renison Mines 5
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1. Country Foods

« Potential accidents/spills impacts on the harvesting of plant specific
country foods

Denison Response

 Standalone Accident and Malfunctions assessment: Section 14

« Assessed almost 70 scenarios, including many that would relate
to unplanned release of chemicals and radiation to the
environment with potential to effect country foods

« Specific scenarios assessed:

« Adjacent to ERFN and Kineepik Metis Local culture camps
located along Highway 914

« The overall risks in consideration of likelihood and
conseqguence were characterized as low

 Risks to the environment from accidents and malfunctions can
be reduced to levels that are as low as reasonably practical

DBenison Mines 6
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2. HUman Environment

« Socio-economic impacts that may result from the Project, including
a 300-person construction camp and a 180- person operations
camp and related impacts to vulnerable populations

« Employment and procurement opportunities for PBCN members
and Group of Companies

« Lack of detail on the proposed means and haul route of yellowcake
product to market

RBenison Mines 7
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2. HUman Environment

« Socio-economic impacts that may result from the Project, including
a 300-person construction camp and a 180- person operations
camp and related impacts to vulnerable populations

Denison Response
« Construction and operation camps will operate on a fly-in/out
basis, limiting the opportunities for interactions between the
workforce and Indigenous communities, as workers will be

transported by air directly to the site.

RBenison Mines
WHEELER RIVER | POWERING PEOPLE





2. HUman Environment

« Employment and procurement opportunities for PBCN
members and Group of Companies

Denison Response

« Denison’s Indigenous Peoples Policy sets out priority for
Indigenous employment and procurement (among other items)

e Section 13.3.2.71: Residents of Saskatchewan's North (i.e., those
resident in the northern administration district of
Saskatchewan, inclusive of PBCN communities) are prioritized
for employment as an expected condition of the Surface Lease
Agreement; similarly for goods and services to service the

Project
« Local Study Area communities would receive first priority, NAD

second

Points North Freight Forwarding

INE Welding





2. HUman Environment

« Lack of detail on the proposed means and haul route of yellowcake
product to market

Denison Response:

« The Yellowcake will be transported in industrial containers, in
accordance with the Transportation of Dangerous Goods Act

RBenison Mines 10
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2. HUman Environment
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3. Aquatic Environment

Denison’s proposed use of water from Whitefish Lake

« Treatment of mine contact effluent associated spills containment,
and the anticipated downstream impacts. PBCN has a specific

interest in the potential impacts to the interconnected waterbodies
that PBCN relies on in the exercise of its indigenous rights.

Potential impacts to the landscape as a whole, including aquatic
and terrestrial environment

Benison Mines
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3. Aquatic Environment

« Denison's proposed use of water from Whitefish Lake

Denison Response
« Specific activity of water taking from Whitefish Lake was
assessed: Section 8.1.4.2.2

« (Conservative estimate of water taking would result in a reduction
of flow of about 3% at times of low flow and the lake level could

change by Tcm
« Beyond the ability of monitoring techniques to practically

measure
« Minor incremental changes did not represent a significant

adverse effect
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3. Aquatic Environment

« Treatment of mine contact effluent associated spills containment, and the anticipated
downstream impacts. PBCN has a specific interest in the potential impacts to the
interconnected waterbodies that PBCN relies on in the exercise of its indigenous rights.

Denison Response:

- Potential effects from the Project on water quality were assessed in Section 8.2 of the
EIS - Assessment directly evaluated discharge of effluent from the site using
predictive modeling.

« Water treatment will occur; testing will occur prior to release; no release will occur if
water quality does not meet objectives

e The predictive modeling showed that constituent concentrations including
radionuclides would be below water quality objectives for the protection of aquatic
life (ie, no effects would be expected) at the outlet of Whitefish Lake well upstream of
the outflow of the Icelander River to Russell Lake.

e Since no impact are expected to occur in these areas close to the Project, no effects

would accrue in areas further downstream in the watershed where contributing sub
watersheds are many, many-times the size of the sub watersheds near the Project

site.
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3. Aquatic Environment

« Potential impacts to the landscape as a whole, including aquatic and
terrestrial environment

Denison Response

« Potential effects of the Project on the aquatic and terrestrial
environments have been comprehensively assessed

« The spatial scale is very small (resulting from ISR mining method)
of 160 hectares.

« Forreference, the Mcllvenna Bay Project is 1,029 hectares (8
times bigger than Denison’s Project)

« A conservative approach was taken in the assessment and the
overall conclusion was made that there would be no significant
adverse residual effects in consideration of proposed mitigations.
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4. Terrestrial Environment

« Potential impacts to boreal shield woodland caribou

» Potential impacts to the landscape as a whole, including
aguatic and terrestrial environment (see previous
response)

RBenison Mines 16
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4. Terrestrial Environment

« Potential impacts to boreal shield woodland caribou

Denison Response:
 (Caribou in SK-1 are stable

e Potential effects on Woodland Caribou were considered in Section
9.3 of the EIS

« Concluded no significant adverse effects
« Small spatial scale of the Project relative to the SK1 range (0.001%)
 Risk of Project-related mortality being below natural variation
» Various mitigation measures to be implemented

« [nitial Draft Caribou Management Plan has been provided to the
regulators; living document that will evolve over time in response to
the eventual Provincial overall management plan for the SK1 range

RBenison Mines 17
WHEELER RIVER | POWERING PEOPLE





5. General

e Ensuring PBCN participation in the development and execution of
the long-term environmental effects monitoring and follow up
programs

 |dentification of PBCN into Denison’'s engagement approach
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5. General

e Ensuring PBCN participation in the development and execution of
the long-term environmental effects monitoring and follow up
programs

Denison Response

« Detailed monitoring programs to be developed through licensing
« This would include how data is going to be reported and share

« The regulators have developed third party monitoring programs
and undertake data review on an ongoing basis
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5. General

« |dentification of PBCN into Denison’s engagement approach

Denison response:
« Denison acknowledges PBCN interests in respect of the Project

RBenison Mines 20
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ROC 1219

Peter Ballantyne Cree Nation.

Regards,

Pauline Bedard - Executive Secretary
Peter Ballantyne Cree Nation

Chief Joseph Custer I.R #201

2300 - 10th Avenue West, P.O Box 2320
Prince Albert, Saskatchewan

S6V 671

Ph: 306.953.4400

Cell: 639.533.2510

Fax: 306.953.4420

Email: executivesecretary@pbcn.ca

From: Chani Campbell <CCampbell@arlaw.ca>

Sent: April 7, 2025 7:55 PM

To: Ben Merasty <bmerasty@pbcn.ca>; Ted Merasty <tmerasty@pbcn.ca>; Executive Secretary
<executivesecretary@pbcn.ca>

Cc: PBCN Lands Dept <pbcnlandsdept@pbcn.ca>; Margaret Rosling <MRosling@arlaw.ca>
Subject: RE: Engagement for the Wheeler River Project

Hi Ben & Ted,

| am attaching a draft response for your review and consideration. | am inviting Denison to enter into
a capacity funding agreement and renew its consultation efforts.

Pauline, could you kindly arrange for Ben to sign the attached and send it back to Janna Switzer c/o
Carolanne Inglis-McQuay.

Thanks kindly,


mailto:executivesecretary@pbcn.ca
mailto:CCampbell@arlaw.ca
mailto:bmerasty@pbcn.ca
mailto:tmerasty@pbcn.ca
mailto:executivesecretary@pbcn.ca
mailto:pbcnlandsdept@pbcn.ca
mailto:MRosling@arlaw.ca

ROC 1219

Chani Campbell

Aldridge + Rosling LLP

Barristers & Solicitors

Suite 1320 - 999 W. Hastings St.

Vancouver, BC, V6C 2W2

Ph: 604.605.5555 ext. 232 | Fax: 604.684.6402

Email: ccampbell@arlaw.ca

This message and any accompanying attachments are intended only for the use of the intended recipients, and may contain information
that is confidential and subject to solicitor client privilege. Any use, distribution, copying or disclosure by unintended recipients is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this message in error please delete it and the attachments immediately without making any copies and
contact us by telephone or email.

From: Ted Merasty <tmerast bcn.ca>

Sent: Tuesday, April 1, 2025 10:52 AM

To: Margaret Rosling <MRosling@arlaw.ca>

Cc: Chani Campbell <CCampbell@arlaw.ca>; PBCN Lands Dept <pbcnlandsdept@pbcn.ca>
Subject: FW: Engagement for the Wheeler River Project

Importance: High

From: Carolanne Inglis-McQuay <cinglismcquay@denisonmines.com>

Sent: Tuesday, April 1, 2025 11:32 AM

To: Ben Merasty <bmerasty@pbcn.ca>

Cc: Ted Merasty <tmerasty@pbcn.ca>; Janna Switzer <jswitzer@denisonmines.com>
Subject: Engagement for the Wheeler River Project

Importance: High

Some people who received this message don't often get email from cinglismcquay@denisonmines.com. Learn
why this is important

Dear Ben Merasty:

On behalf of Janna Switzer, please find attached correspondence related to engagement for the
Wheeler River Project.

Sincerely,
Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

t: 306-652-8200 x 128 | f: 306-652-8202
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ROC 1219

345 4t Avenue South
Saskatoon, SK, Canada, S7K 1N3

TSX: DML | NYSE MKT: DNN
www.denisonmines.com

This e-mail is intended for exclusive use of the person(s) mentioned as the recipient(s). This message and any
attached files with it are confidential and may contain privileged or proprietary information. If you are not the
intended recipient(s) please delete this message and notify the sender. You may not use, distribute print or copy
this message if you are not the intended recipient(s).
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ROC 1222

From: Ryan Smith

To: Way, Jessica; justin.mckeown@cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca; Janna Switzer

Cc: Chief Jonathon P Sylvestre; Trevor Moberly; robert.sylvester; kimsylvestre@birchnarrows.ca;
WheelerRiver@cnsc-ccsn.ge.ca; conrad.sylvester@birchnarrows.ca; John Glover; Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

Subject: [**]Birch Narrows Dene Nation — Withdrawal of Support Letters and Outstanding Concerns on the Wheeler River
Project

Date: Monday, May 26, 2025 12:42:50 PM

Attachments: BNDN Denison WheelerRiver TBLResponses 2025.05.26 FINAL.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Ms. Way, Mr. McKeown, and Ms. Switzer,

On behalf of Birch Narrows Dene Nation, please find attached a letter regarding the Nation’s
withdrawal of support for the Wheeler River Project and outlining key outstanding concerns.

Regards,
Ryan

Ryan Smith BA, Cert. ENV IMP.

Wildlife Biologist

Tamarack Environmental Associates Inc.
ryan@tamarackenvironmental.ca
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May 26, 2025

lessica Way Justin McKeown lanna Switzer

Environmental Review Specialist Senior Advisor, Indigenous Vice President, Environment,
Environmental Review Division Consultation Sustainability & Regulatory
Canadian Nuclear Safety Canadian Nuclear Safety Denison Mines

Commission Commission jswitzer@denisonmines.com
Jessica.Way@cnsc-ccsn.ge.ca justin.mckeown@cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca

Re: Birch Narrows Dene Nation — Withdrawal of Support Letters and Outstanding Concerns on the
Wheeler River Project

Dear Ms. Way, Mr. McKeown, and Ms. Switzer,

| am writing this letter to communicate two important messages on behalf of Birch Narrows Dene Nation
(BNDN) regarding Denison Mines Corp.'s proposed Wheeler River Project.

1. Withdrawal of Support for the Wheeler River Project

BNDN no longer supports the Wheeler River Project. We formally rescind any prior correspondence on
the public registry that could be interpreted as support for the Project.

This includes letters submitted by the Birch Narrows Dene Development Inc. (BNDDI), which were issued
without undergoing any process that appropriately considered the concerns and interests of BNDN
members. These letters were not informed by community direction and do not reflect the best interests
of our Nation. As such, they are not valid expressions of support and must not be used to indicate the
existence of free, prior, and informed consent.

We communicated this withdrawal of support to Denison Mines Corp. in a letter dated March 3, 2025, a
copy of which is enclosed for your records. Denison responded in a letter dated March 12, 2025, which
we have reviewed. While we appreciate Denison’s acknowledgement of our position, we wish to ensure
that this change is also formally and clearly conveyed to the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission
(CNSC), the federal authority overseeing the licensing of the Project.

We respectfully request that any past letters suggesting BNDN support be removed from the public
registry and disregarded in the CNSC’s environmental assessment and licensing decision-making
Processes

2. Denison’s Failure to Respect BNDN’s Treaty Rights and Land Use
We are deeply concerned by Denison’s ongoing assertion that BNDN does not have recognized land use in

the project area. This claim is false and disregards our ancestral and ongoing presence in the region. As Dene
2





Sytiné people and signatories to Treaty 10, we have longstanding and active use of lands and waters in and
around the Wheeler River area, particularly throughout the Cree Lake region. These activities—hunting,
trapping, fishing, and gathering—are central to our culture, governance, and identity, not incidental.

Denison has taken the unacceptable position that BNDN warrants less consultation and accommodation
than other Nations, despite the fact that our members continue to exercise Treaty and Aboriginal rights in
the region and that we are geographically closer to the project than some Nations that have already signed
agreements.

We are particularly alarmed by the following behaviors:

e Denison’s repeated dismissal of our land use and rights in the project area.

o The refusal to recognize this as Treaty 10 territory, where the Crown and all proponents have a legal
duty to consult and accommodate BNDN.

e Denison’s denial of funding for a BNDN-led Indigenous Knowledge study, while simultaneously
demanding that we “prove” our land connection.

e The use of colonial frameworks to determine which Nations are “relevant,” thereby marginalizing
BNDN.

These actions reflect a pattern of exclusion and undermine the legitimacy and integrity of consultation
processes. Denison is not in a position to define our land use, identity, or governance. That authority lies
with our Nation.

3. Summary of Outstanding Technical Concerns

BNDN is also submitting a technical review of Denison’s responses to our comments on the Wheeler
River Project Technical Review Table. This review reflects our Nation’s ongoing concerns regarding the
adequacy of the Proponent’s responses and the Project’s potential impacts on our lands, waters, and
ability to meaningfully exercise our Treaty and Aboriginal rights.

Our concerns were developed through internal BNDN technical review processes and validated by
leadership. The attached table (Appendix A) provides a detailed summary of each comment raised,
Denison’s corresponding response, and BNDN'’s assessment of whether the response is adequate.

Our primary concern is that Denison continues to tell our community that we are not directly impacted
and are warranted a lower level of consultation and accommodation than other groups. Denison
mischaracterizes BNDN as not being part of “Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves and
residential communities most proximal to the Project”. BNDN is closer to the Project than other
communities who have signed accommodation agreements. The project is located within BNDN’s treaty
and ancestral lands where members have deep ancestral ties and continue to exercise rights to this day.
Denison’s position of BNDN requiring less consultation and accommodation than other communities is
unacceptable and wrong. Denison is not in a position to define BNDNs territory or land use.

Summary of Comment Disposition
Based on our review, we categorize the responses to our comments as follows:

e Addressed: 30

e Provisionally Addressed: 5





e Partially Addressed: 7
e Not Addressed: 64

All comments that are not fully addressed remain outstanding concerns for our Nation. We request that
the Proponent and CNSC engage with BNDN to collaboratively resolve these issues. We emphasize that
the duty to consult includes the obligation to substantially address concerns raised by Indigenous
Nations—what Canadian law refers to as accommodation. This duty cannot be satisfied without a
meaningful process for issue resolution.

4. Path Forward

BNDN is committed to engaging in good faith with both Denison and the CNSC in respect of the federal
assessment and licensing of the Wheeler River Project. We expect all future engagement to take place
directly with our elected leadership, with full transparency, and in a manner that respects our
governance structures, rights, and protocols.

We remain open to working with both the Proponent and the Commission to ensure that BNDN'’s
concerns are thoroughly addressed and that the integrity of our decision-making processes is upheld.

Birch Narrows Dene Nation





cc:

BNDN Council

Carolanne Inglis McQuay, Denison Mines cinglismcquay@denisonmines.com
CNSC, WheelerRiver@cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca
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Denison’s Responses to Comments from BNDN on the Wheeler River Project draft EIS
Denison Response — November 29, 2023

Denison’s Responses to Comment from Birch Narrows Dene Nation (February 28, 2023) for the Wheeler River Project Environmental Impact

Statement

Reference to

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

Ref. EIS, ix, . .
=l Source : appenfilx found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting )
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
2 Birch Section 5.7; Comment #1: The Project is located Denison's engagement with BNDN is consistent with the Not Addressed.
Narrows 5.8.1 within the treaty and ancestral identification of BNDN as an Indigenous Community who
Dene lands of BNDN and maintains both has expressed an interest in the Project. However, Denison .
Nation . . N . . While the proponent has requested
current and historical significance acknowledges and understands this information from )
(BNDN) ) ) Indigenous Knowledge from BNDN, they
to the community. BNDN BNDN. As such, over the past year(s), Denison has met .
(February K . have not made any resources available for
Indigenous Knowledge, Land Use with BNDN and has respectfully requested further .
28, 2023) BNDN to collect it, nor has the company

and Occupancy are not currently
considered within the EIS. Should
the Project proceed without the
consideration of BNDN's
Knowledge, Land Use and
Occupancy, it may cause
irreparable loss of culturally
significant sites and access to
resources that the community
depends upon. It may also
contribute to a loss in cultural
transmission.

Request/recommendation:

a) Denison should provide BNDN
with funds to conduct a
community-led Indigenous
Knowledge, Land Use and
Occupancy Study for consideration
within the EIS process. At
minimum, the Study should
consider BNDN’s Indigenous
Ecological Knowledge, commercial
and non-commercial harvesting
practices, and cultural occupation
of the region (including historical
sites). The Study should also

information from BNDN in respect to the land use activities
occurring in and around the Project in order to more
meaningfully understand the potential for adverse impacts
to BNDN and therefore consider the potential for further
studies and/or integration into the EIS of such information.
Denison remains of the perspective that receipt of this
information from BNDN is a necessary first step in this
process, and has not received information in this regard to
date.

Project effects have been mitigated for the most intensive
resource user(s), irrespective of affiliation.

Denison continues to work with its Indigenous
Communities of Interest with reserves and residential
communities most proximal to the Project, Denison has
committed to collaborating with English River First Nation
and Kineepik Métis Local on a community specific
monitoring regime, suited to each of their interests and
needs, in an agreed-upon fashion. Denison is committed to
continual improvement in relation to such collaborative
monitoring programs, in order to adapt to areas of interest
which can change over time. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes would also be
relevant to other Indigenous nations who may have
interest in the Project. Therefore, Denison does not
anticipate separate funding for BNDN at this time.

engaged in any efforts to sign any
agreements that provide assurances around
confidentiality. BNDN lacks capacity and
requires such resources and assurances to
be able to provide Indigenous Knowledge;
further, it is standard procedure for
proponents to provide such financial
capacity.

The project is located in a critically
important area for BNDN; Cree Lake and
surrounding areas fosters important caribou
habitat that BNDN members rely on. BNDN
carries out rights protected activities
throughout the project location, which falls
within BNDN’s treaty and ancestral lands.
BNDN’s rights and interests will be impacted
by the project if it is approved.

1) BNDN requires capacity
funding from the proponent
to conduct a community-led
and project-specific
Indigenous Knowledge study
so BNDN can evaluate the
impacts the project will have






Denison’s Responses to Comments from BNDN on the Wheeler River Project draft EIS
Denison Response — November 29, 2023

Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
consider cultural transmission, Further, the assessment has been completed based on on BNDN and so the results
information about the history of Valued Components (VCs), including the VC of Indigenous of the study may inform the
the area and BNDN community Land and Resource Use. Key indicators for Indigenous Land project and its evaluation.
members’ perspectives on the and Resource Use include: BNDN requires the EIS to be updated based
Project. ¢ resource availability for harvesting subsistence resources on the results of BNDN’s Indigenous
b) The community-led (distribution and abundance of animals, plants, and Knowledge Study. BNDN must be engaged
Indigenous Knowledge, Land Use wildlife for harvest and suitability of animals, plants, and on how its results are used to update the
and Occupancy Study should be a wildlife for consumption); EIS.
component of a broader process e land/water availability to practice traditional land use
agreement between BNDN and (TLU); and
Denison that serves as a pathway ) o .
for obtaining BNDN's consent for ¢ perceived suitability of lands and resources therein.
the Project. Measurable parameters are identified for each of the key
¢)  Denison should work with indicators, as presented in Table 11.1-1 of the EIS.
BNDN to consider the appropriate The assessment does not take a distinctions based
integration of the results into all approach (i.e., the potential impact on each Indigenous
aspects of the EIS and community is not evaluated separately), but rather on the
management/monitoring plans, as | key indicators and associated measurable parameters.
well as any additional appropriate Mitigation to eliminate, reduce, or control potential
mitigation and/or accommodation adverse effects of the Project on Indigenous Land and
measures. Resource Use would apply to any BNDN uses proximal to
See Section 4.1 for additional the Project. Given proven mitigation is to be applied to
information on this topic. traffic disturbances, noise, air quality, and increased
competition for resources, the effects are expected to be
minimal.
As outlined in Denison’s Indigenous Peoples Policy,
Denison is committed to respecting Indigenous knowledge
and values regarding environmental stewardship and
Indigenous peoples’ connection to the land, and to
minimize potential effects, wherever possible.
3 BNDN Heritage Comment #2: Archaeology as a Denison's engagement with BNDN is consistent with the Not Addressed.
(February | Baseline Study profession has been dominated in identification of BNDN as an Indigenous Community who
28,2023) | 2017 (Golder); North America by non- Indigenous has expressed an interest in the Project. However, Denison .
Heritage researchers, despite most sites understands this information from BNDN. As such, over Wh,lle the proponent has requested
Resource Indigenous Knowledge from BNDN, they

being Indigenous in origin. It is

the past year(s), Denison has met with BNDN and has






Denison’s Responses to Comments from BNDN on the Wheeler River Project draft EIS
Denison Response — November 29, 2023

Ref.

No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

Impact
Assessment
2020 (Golder);
Heritage
Resources
Management
Plan 2022
(Canada North)

positive that Golder Associates
made efforts to engage and involve
Indigenous communities (by
including an ERFN representative in
fieldwork and by considering ERFN
and Pinehouse Kineepik Metis land
use maps) in their 2017 heritage
baseline study and 2020 heritage
resource impact assessment.
Notwithstanding, the proposed
Project area is within BNDN'’s
treaty and ancestral lands and
there may be heritage sites that
the community is aware of. BNDN
was not involved in either of these
studies and BNDN may have
Indigenous Knowledge of
important heritage sites within the
Study Area that should be
considered.

Request/recommendation:

a) Denison should provide BNDN
with funds to conduct a
community-led Indigenous
Knowledge, Land Use and
Occupancy Study for consideration
within the EIS process.

b) The Heritage Resources
Management Plan should be
updated following the
consideration of Indigenous
Knowledge, Land Use and
Occupancy provided by BNDN. This
may result in the requirement for
further assessment and/or

respectfully requested further information from BNDN in
respect to the land use activities to occurring in and
around the Project, in order to more meaningfully
understand the potential for adverse impacts to BNDN and
therefore consider the potential for further studies and /
or integration into the EIS of such information. Denison
remains of the perspective that receipt of this information
from BNDN is a necessary first step in this process, and has
not received information in this regard to date.

Project effects have been mitigated for the most intensive
resource user(s), irrespective of affiliation.

Denison continues to work with its Indigenous
Communities of Interest with reserves and residential
communities most proximal to the Project, Denison has
committed to collaborating with English River First Nation
and Kineepik Métis Local on a community specific
monitoring regime, suited to each of their interests and
needs, in an agreed-upon fashion. Denison is committed to
continual improvement in relation to such collaborative
monitoring programs, in order to adapt to areas of interest
which can change over time. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes would also be
relevant to other Indigenous nations who may have
interest in the Project. Therefore, Denison does not
anticipate separate funding for BNDN at this time.

Following the implementation of the mitigation measures
outlined in the Heritage Resource Management Plan
(HRMP), the likelihood of residual effects is considered low
and residual effects on Heritage Resources will occur
infrequently and can be mitigated with the HRMP. Known
archaeological resources identified in the Project Area
were deemed to have low potential for archaeological
interpretation and additional work or mitigation measures
were not required for the sites; the Heritage Conservation
Branch had no further concerns with these sites and work

have not made any resources available for
BNDN to collect it, nor has the company
engaged in any efforts to sign any
agreements that provide assurances around
confidentiality. BNDN lacks capacity and
requires such resources and assurances to
be able to provide Indigenous Knowledge;
further, it is standard procedure for
proponents to provide such financial
capacity. Proposed mitigation measures for
project effects are inadequate to BNDN and
have been developed without consideration
of BNDN land use and knowledge; the
proponents’ suggestion that the mitigation
measures are adequate for impacts to BNDN
that have not been assessed is deficient.

The project is located within BNDN’s treaty
and ancestral lands where members have
deep ancestral ties and continue to exercise
rights to this day. Most archaeological
material in Canada is Indigenous in origin;
there is a significant chance that any
archaeological material found on site derives
from BNDN ancestors. BNDN has inherent
rights to its cultural heritage, as affirmed by
UNDRIP.

1) BNDN requires capacity
funding from the proponent
to conduct a community-led
and project-specific
Indigenous Knowledge study
so BNDN can evaluate the
impacts the project will have






Denison’s Responses to Comments from BNDN on the Wheeler River Project draft EIS
Denison Response — November 29, 2023

Ref.

No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

mitigation measures, which should
be developed in consultation with
BNDN.

c) Denison should facilitate
BNDN involvement in any
additional archaeological fieldwork
that takes place, including
providing BNDN with capacity
funding for members who
participate. Terms to facilitate
BNDN involvement in future
archaeological work should be a
component of a broader process
agreement between BNDN and
Denison.

See Section 4.1 for additional
information on this topic (p. 12-
14).

could proceed as planned. Should unknown archaeological
and cultural resources be identified during the Project,
effects will be mitigated using the HRMP. While effects to
archaeological resources are irreversible, they can be
mitigated by following the HRMP, by either avoiding
additional damage to the resource by creating a buffer
zone around the site, or by assessing the resource
according to The Heritage Property Act to enable the full
interpretation of the site before continuing with work.
Furthermore, based on the low occurrence of known
Heritage Resources in the Project Area (two), and the
location of the Heritage Resources (near waterbodies,
along an existing trail and away from the main
developments), there is a low potential for the
identification or disturbance of previously unknown
archaeological sites throughout the life of the Project.
Therefore, any residual effects (i.e., destruction of Heritage
Resources) is considered to be negligible. Further, HRMP
includes feedback from Indigenous nations with
demonstrated significant land use activities in and around
the Project.

As outlined in Denison’s Indigenous Peoples Policy,
Denison is committed to respecting Indigenous knowledge
and values regarding environmental stewardship and
Indigenous peoples’ connection to the land, and to
minimize potential effects, wherever possible.

Please see Section 11.3.2 Influence of Indigenous
Knowledge, Local Knowledge, and Engagement on the
Assessment for Heritage Resources. The Section describes
how field assistants from local Indigenous communities
were involved with the HRIA baseline studies, allowing for
in-field consultation during the assessment to make sure
that areas deemed to have potential by the land users
were surveyed.

1)

1)

on BNDN and so the results
of the study may inform the
project and its evaluation.
The Heritage Resources
Management Plan should be
updated following the
consideration of BNDN’s
Indigenous Knowledge study.
The proponent must engage
with BNDN to discuss
opportunities for BNDN to
participate in archaeological
work moving forward.






Denison’s Responses to Comments from BNDN on the Wheeler River Project draft EIS
Denison Response — November 29, 2023

Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
ocumentatiol 80171)
4 BNDN Heritage Comment #3: The methodology The 2017 and 2020 heritage studies were reviewed by the Not Addressed.
(February | Baseline Study | within both the 2017 and 2020 Heritage Conservation Branch. The HRIA was completed
28,2023) | 2017 (Golder) - heritage studies included using standard pedestrian reconnaissance and visual BNDN will not retain confidence in the
met.hods; ‘judgmental’ shovel probing and inspection field techniques, complimented by the results of the heritage assessments until the
Heritage initial troweling through soil to excavation of shovel probes and shovel tests and it was nation is able to complete an Indigenous
Resource . . . . . . . . . .
Impact identify cultural heritage material. determined the site has limited interpretive potential. Knowledge Study and the results are
Assessment While the discretion of a Please see Section 11.3.2 Influence of Indigenous incorporated into the EIS.
2020 (Golder) — professional archaeologist needs to Knowledge, Local Knowledge, and Engagement on the
methods be taken into account, relying Assessment for Heritage Resources. The Section describes The project is located within BNDN’s treaty

subjectively on which areas to
shovel test and not employing a
systematic approach is not
reproduceable and may result in
sites being missed; this is of
particular concern given that large
sections of the areas retaining
potential were not subject to
shovel testing. Further, troweling
through soil rather than subjecting
all excavated soil to sifting through
6mm mesh means that
artifacts/ecofacts may easily be
overlooked. Given that the north of
Saskatchewan has not been
thoroughly investigated
archaeologically and given that 76
sites and nine find areas were
recorded just 35 km south of the
Project area as part of Dr. David
Meyer’s multi-year archaeological
investigation, the results of these
assessments do not seem rigorous.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN recommends that
Denison undertake further

how field assistants from local Indigenous communities
were involved with the HRIA baseline studies, allowing for
in-field consultation during the assessment to make sure
that areas deemed to have potential by the land users
were surveyed. The details of monitoring and follow-up
plans are being developed to support the separate process
of Project licensing and permitting. The specific means by
which provincial and federal authorities, and Indigenous
Nations and communities will be engaged in developing
the follow-up and monitoring program, including the
information-sharing program, are currently under
consideration with the Denison project team. It is noted
that Section 4.2.1 of the draft EIS provides the variety of
ways in which Denison has engaged with Interested Parties
to date and it is assumed it would continue to use these
means and others that may be identified to fulfill its key
corporate principals for developing positive relationships
(see draft EIS Section 4.2).

Denison continues to work with its Indigenous
Communities of Interest with reserves and residential
communities most proximal to the Project, Denison has
committed to collaborating with English River First Nation
and Kineepik Métis Local on a community specific
monitoring regime, suited to each of their interests and
needs, in an agreed-upon fashion. Denison is committed to
continual improvement in relation to such collaborative
monitoring programs, in order to adapt to areas of interest

and ancestral lands where members have
deep ancestral ties and continue to exercise
rights to this day. Most archaeological
material in Canada is Indigenous in origin;
there is a significant chance that any
archaeological material found on site derives
from BNDN ancestors. BNDN has inherent
rights to its cultural heritage, as affirmed by
UNDRIP.

1) BNDN requires capacity
funding from the proponent
to conduct a community-led
and project-specific
Indigenous Knowledge study
so BNDN can evaluate the
impacts the project will have
on BNDN and so the results
of the study may inform the
project and its evaluation.

1) BNDN requires the EIS to be
updated based on the results
of BNDN'’s Indigenous
Knowledge Study. BNDN
must be engaged on how its

10
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

archaeologically and subject where

were involved with the HRIA baseline studies, allowing for

Source . found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
archaeological investigations based which can change over time. It is expected that the data results are used to update
on the results of the BNDN TKLU collected through such monitoring regimes would also be the EIS.
study prior to construction of the relevant to other Indigenous nations who may have 1)) The proponent must commit
project. interest in the Project. Therefore, Denison does not to engaging Indigenous
b) Future archaeological anticipate separate funding for BNDN at this time. Nations, including BNDN in
assessment programs should be Please see Section 11.3.2 Influence of Indigenous decision making related to
designed collaboratively with Knowledge, Local Knowledge, and Engagement on the Indigenous archaeological
BNDN and other Impacted Assessment for Heritage Resources. The Section describes material and sites rather
Indigenous Nations. how field assistants from local Indigenous communities than merely informing these
. . were involved with the HRIA baseline studies, allowing for nations.
See Section 4.1 for additional - . .
X R ] ) in-field consultation during the assessment to make sure
information on this topic (p. 12- .
that areas deemed to have potential by the land users
14). were surveyed.
5 BNDN Heritage Comment #4: The presence of Strandlines, like other linear landforms, do increase Addressed.
(February | Baseline Study strandlines are noted as being an archaeological potential, however heritage resources are
28,2023) | 2017(Golder)- | indicator of archaeological only directly effected by Project activities and there are no
met.hods; potential; however, it is unclear strandlines located in the Phoenix Site area (Government
Heritage within the reports whether any of Saskatchewan. N.d. 250K Surficial Geology Linear
IF::c;z;ce strandlines are present within the Landforms. Available at:
Assessment Study Area. Most of the https://geohub.saskatchewan.ca/datasets/saskatchewan::
2020 (Golder) - investigations and shovel probes 250k-surficial-geology-linear-
methods that took place were around landforms/explore?location=57.247957%2C-
existing waterbodies. 106.370278%2C6.33 [Accessed November 29, 2023]).
Request/recommendation: Please
indicate whether strandlines are
present anywhere in the Study
Area.
See Section 4.1 for additional
information on this topic (p. 12-
14).
6 BNDN Heritage Comment #5: It is unclear whether Please see Section 11.3.2 Influence of Indigenous Addressed.
(February | Baseline Study the locations identified by other Knowledge, Local Knowledge, and Engagement on the
28,2023) | 2017(Golder)~ | |ndigenous communities in their Assessment for Heritage Resources. The Section describes
Eet:ods; Land Use maps were investigated how field assistants from local Indigenous communities
eritage

11
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
Resource appropriate to shovel testing. in-field consultation during the assessment to make sure
Impact Knowing this will give confidence that areas deemed to have potential by the land users
Assessment to BNDN that areas they may were surveyed.
2020 (Golder) = | jgentify as retaining potential may
methods undergo further assessment if
necessary.
Request/recommendation: Please
indicate whether the areas
identified by other Indigenous
communities in their Land Use
maps were investigated
archaeologically.
See Section 4.1 for additional
information on this topic (p. 12-
14).
7 BNDN Heritage Comment #6: The archaeological Denison's engagement with BNDN is consistent with the Not Addressed.
(February | Resources context provided is very identification of BNDN as an Indigenous Community who
28,2023) | Management Western/Scientific. Denison must has expressed an interest in the Project. However, Denison .,
Plan 2022 also include historical/pre- understands this information from BNDN. As such, over Denison’s resp.onse does not address th?
(Canada North) historical accounts of Indigenous the past year(s), Denison has met with BNDN and has recomrrlfandatlon posed by BNDN regarding
-4.0 the revision of the archaeological context to

communities to provide an
appropriate and comprehensive
assessment of the archaeological
context of the region.

Request/recommendation:
Denison must include a write-up of
Indigenous historical and
prehistorical accounts in
consultation with relevant
Indigenous communities. This write
up must include historic context
provided through oral history
interviews as part of BNDN’s
community-led Indigenous

respectfully requested further information from BNDN in
respect to the land use activities to occurring in and
around the Project, in order to more meaningfully
understand the potential for adverse impacts to BNDN and
therefore consider the potential for further studies and /
or integration into the EIS of such information. Denison
remains of the perspective that receipt of this information
from BNDN is a necessary first step in this process, and has
not received information in this regard to date.

Project effects have been mitigated for the most intensive
resource user(s), irrespective of affiliation.

Denison continues to work with its Indigenous
Communities of Interest with reserves and residential
communities most proximal to the Project, Denison has

include a write-up of Indigenous historical
and prehistorical accounts, in consultation
with impacted Indigenous communities.

Further, while the proponent has requested
Indigenous Knowledge from BNDN, they
have not made any resources available for
BNDN to collect it, nor has the company
engaged in any efforts to sign any
agreements that provide assurances around
confidentiality. BNDN lacks capacity and
requires such resources and assurances to
be able to provide Indigenous Knowledge;
further, it is standard procedure for
proponents to provide such financial

10
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Ref.

No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

Knowledge, Land Use and

Occupancy Study for the Project.

See Section 4.1 for additional
information on this topic (p. 12-
14).

committed to collaborating with English River First Nation
and Kineepik Métis Local on a community specific
monitoring regime, suited to each of their interests and
needs, in an agreed-upon fashion. Denison is committed to
continual improvement in relation to such collaborative
monitoring programs, in order to adapt to areas of interest
which can change over time. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes would also be
relevant to other Indigenous nations who may have
interest in the Project.

Following the implementation of the mitigation measures
outlined in the Heritage Resource Management Plan
(HRMP), the likelihood of residual effects is considered low
and residual effects on Heritage Resources will occur
infrequently and can be mitigated with the HRMP. Known
archaeological resources identified in the Project Area
were deemed to have low potential for archaeological
interpretation and additional work or mitigation measures
were not required for the sites; the Heritage Conservation
Branch had no further concerns with these sites and work
could proceed as planned. Should unknown archaeological
and cultural resources be identified during the Project,
effects will be mitigated using the HRMP. While effects to
archaeological resources are irreversible, they can be
mitigated by following the HRMP, by either avoiding
additional damage to the resource by creating a buffer
zone around the site, or by assessing the resource
according to The Heritage Property Act to enable the full
interpretation of the site before continuing with work.
Furthermore, based on the low occurrence of known
Heritage Resources in the Project Area (two), and the
location of the Heritage Resources (near waterbodies,
along an existing trail and away from the main
developments), there is a low potential for the
identification or disturbance of previously unknown
archaeological sites throughout the life of the Project.

capacity. Proposed mitigation measures for
project effects are inadequate to BNDN and
have been developed without consideration
of BNDN land use and knowledge; the
proponents’ suggestion that the mitigation
measures are adequate for impacts to BNDN
that have not been assessed is deficient.

1) BNDN requires capacity
funding from the proponent
to conduct a community-led
and project-specific
Indigenous Knowledge study
so BNDN can evaluate the
impacts the project will have
on BNDN and so the results
of the study may inform the
project and its evaluation.

1) BNDN requires all
documents, including the
HRMP to be updated based
on the results of BNDN's
Indigenous Knowledge
Study. BNDN must be
engaged on how its results
are used to update the
HRMP.
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Ref.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

Therefore, any residual effects (i.e., destruction of Heritage
Resources) is considered to be negligible. Further, HRMP
includes feedback from Indigenous nations with
demonstrated significant land use activities in and around
the Project.

As outlined in Denison’s Indigenous Peoples Policy,
Denison is committed to respecting Indigenous knowledge
and values regarding environmental stewardship and
Indigenous peoples’ connection to the land, and to
minimize potential effects, wherever possible.

Please see Section 11.3.2 Influence of Indigenous
Knowledge, Local Knowledge, and Engagement on the
Assessment for Heritage Resources. The Section describes
how field assistants from local Indigenous communities
were involved with the HRIA baseline studies, allowing for
in-field consultation during the assessment to make sure
that areas deemed to have potential by the land users
were surveyed.

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Heritage
Resources
Management
Plan 2022
(Canada North)
-5.11e & 1f

Comment #7: BNDN notes that
there has been limited engagement
of our Nation as part of the
archaeological baseline studies
undertaken at the site. The
Wheeler River Project is within our
Treaty and Ancestral Lands where
our members have deep ancestral
ties and continue to exercise our
rights to this day. As stewards of
the land since time immemorial
and holders of both Treaty and
Aboriginal rights in the Project
area, Denison must engage with us
as partners on their activities on
our lands. This includes their
planning and decision-making

Please see Section 11.3.2 Influence of Indigenous
Knowledge, Local Knowledge, and Engagement on the
Assessment for Heritage Resources. The Section describes
how field assistants from local Indigenous communities
were involved with the HRIA baseline studies, allowing for
in-field consultation during the assessment to make sure
that areas deemed to have potential by the land users
were surveyed.

Even the most thorough investigations may not identify all
archaeological materials that may be present. Denison
advises that if unanticipated archaeological materials or
features are encountered as a result of construction or
reclamation activities, all work in the immediate area
should cease and the Heritage Conservation Branch and
local authorities (if applicable) contacted.

Not addressed.

Denison’s engagement efforts related to
archaeology have been deficient. No
representatives from BNDN were involved in
field assessments nor has BNDN Indigenous
Knowledge been considered.

The project is located within BNDN’s treaty
and ancestral lands where members have
deep ancestral ties and continue to exercise
rights to this day. Most archaeological
material in Canada is Indigenous in origin;
there is a significant chance that any
archaeological material found on site derives
from BNDN ancestors. BNDN has inherent
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

Source . found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
related to archaeological materials rights to its cultural heritage, as affirmed by
to which our members have UNDRIP.
ancestral and spiritual ties.
Request/recommendation:
¢ Indigenous communities The proponent must commit to engaging
should be consulted and Indigenous Nations, including BNDN in
engaged in decision making decision making related to Indigenous
rather than merely informed archaeological material and sites rather than
if the archaeological material merely informing these nations.
is expected to be Indigenous
in origin.
See Section 4.1 for additional
information on this topic (p. 12-
14).
9 BNDN Heritage Comment #8: Given the Ancestral Denison's engagement with BNDN is consistent with the Not Addressed.
(February | Resources and Treaty ties our members have identification of BNDN as an Indigenous Community who
28,2023) | Management to the project area, our members has expressed an interest in the Project. However, Denison o,
Plan 2022 have valuable knowledge and understands this information from BNDN. As such, over Denison’s response does not addres? the
(Canada North) context to inform the Heritage the past year(s), Denison has met with BNDN and has request p.ut forwar.d by BNDN to be givenan
-5.17 opportunity to review the draft HRIA.

Resource Impact Assessment
(HRIA) for the Project that must be
considered prior to being reviewed
or approved by any regulatory
body.

Request/recommendation:

e  The draft HRIA should be
reviewed by BNDN and other
impacted Indigenous Nations
prior to being submitted for
regulatory approval.

See Section 4.1 for additional
information on this topic (p. 12-
14).

respectfully requested further information from BNDN in
respect to the land use activities to occurring in and
around the Project, in order to more meaningfully
understand the potential for adverse impacts to BNDN and
therefore consider the potential for further studies and /
or integration into the EIS of such information. Denison
remains of the perspective that receipt of this information
from BNDN is a necessary first step in this process, and has
not received information in this regard to date.

Project effects have been mitigated for the most intensive
resource user(s), irrespective of affiliation.

Denison continues to work with its Indigenous
Communities of Interest with reserves and residential
communities most proximal to the Project, Denison has
committed to collaborating with English River First Nation

Further, while the proponent has requested
Indigenous Knowledge from BNDN, they
have not made any resources available for
BNDN to collect it, nor has the company
engaged in any efforts to sign any
agreements that provide assurances around
confidentiality. BNDN lacks capacity and
requires such resources and assurances to
be able to provide Indigenous Knowledge;
further, it is standard procedure for
proponents to provide such financial
capacity.
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Ref.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact

Assessment Registry reference:

80171)

Denison Response

and Kineepik Métis Local on a community specific
monitoring regime, suited to each of their interests and
needs, in an agreed-upon fashion. Denison is committed to
continual improvement in relation to such collaborative
monitoring programs, in order to adapt to areas of interest
which can change over time. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes would also be
relevant to other Indigenous nations who may have
interest in the Project.

Following the implementation of the mitigation measures
outlined in the Heritage Resource Management Plan
(HRMP), the likelihood of residual effects is considered low
and residual effects on Heritage Resources will occur
infrequently and can be mitigated with the HRMP. Known
archaeological resources identified in the Project Area
were deemed to have low potential for archaeological
interpretation and additional work or mitigation measures
were not required for the sites; the Heritage Conservation
Branch had no further concerns with these sites and work
could proceed as planned. Should unknown archaeological
and cultural resources be identified during the Project,
effects will be mitigated using the HRMP. While effects to
archaeological resources are irreversible, they can be
mitigated by following the HRMP, by either avoiding
additional damage to the resource by creating a buffer
zone around the site, or by assessing the resource
according to The Heritage Property Act to enable the full
interpretation of the site before continuing with work.
Furthermore, based on the low occurrence of known
Heritage Resources in the Project Area (two), and the
location of the Heritage Resources (near waterbodies,
along an existing trail and away from the main
developments), there is a low potential for the
identification or disturbance of previously unknown
archaeological sites throughout the life of the Project.
Therefore, any residual effects (i.e., destruction of Heritage

1)

The draft HRIA should be
reviewed by BNDN and other
impacted Indigenous Nations
prior to being submitted for
regulatory approval.

BNDN requires capacity
funding from the proponent
to conduct a community-led
and project-specific
Indigenous Knowledge study
so BNDN can evaluate the
impacts the project will have
on BNDN and so the results
of the study may inform the
project and its evaluation.
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Ref.

No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

Resources) is considered to be negligible. Further, HRMP
includes feedback from Indigenous nations with
demonstrated significant land use activities in and around
the Project.

As outlined in Denison’s Indigenous Peoples Policy,
Denison is committed to respecting Indigenous knowledge
and values regarding environmental stewardship and
Indigenous peoples’ connection to the land, and to
minimize potential effects, wherever possible.

Please see Section 11.3.2 Influence of Indigenous
Knowledge, Local Knowledge, and Engagement on the
Assessment for Heritage Resources. The Section describes
how field assistants from local Indigenous communities
were involved with the HRIA baseline studies, allowing for
in-field consultation during the assessment to make sure
that areas deemed to have potential by the land users
were surveyed.

10

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Heritage
Resources
Management
Plan 2022
(Canada North)
-511

Comment #9: Discerning
archaeological artifacts/ecofacts is
difficult at times even to the
trained eye; consequently, it is
important to undergo training to
understand what you could be
looking for.

Request/recommendation:

a) Staff should undergo training
regarding the cultural material they
may encounter while on site

b) BNDN and other Indigenous
communities should be invited to
attend this training

See Section 4.1 for additional
information on this topic (p. 12-
14).

Section 5.1.1 describes how all staff working on the Project
should be informed of the possibility that they could
encounter archaeological resources during their work or
leisure time, which will include the proper procedure to
follow in the case of a chance find. This could be facilitated
by a short archaeological education section in the
employee orientation, outlining the types of sites and
artifacts that could be encountered in the area, as well as
what to do when a potential artifact or site is found. If the
chance find is deemed to be an archaeological site, then an
HRIA is required and a qualified archaeologist must
complete the assessment.

Section 11.3.5 Mitigation Measures describes the
management of archaeological resources and includes the
assessment of the discovery by a qualified archaeologist
and mitigation measures including avoidance of the site,
shovel testing, systematic and intensive shovel testing,
excavation, and/or construction monitoring. The HRMP

Not Addressed.

1) Stronger language must be
used to ensure
archaeological education
does occur as part of staff
orientation. The proponent
must commit to the
requirement that staff
undergo training by a
qualified archaeologist
regarding the cultural
material they may encounter
while on site as part of staff
orientation.

BNDN requires confirmation that BNDN and
other impacted Indigenous Nations will be
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
outlines mechanisms for Indigenous engagement including invited to attend this training. The project is
the communities and implementation of appropriate located in BNDN’s treaty and ancestral lands;
cultural protocols. given that no Indigenous Knowledge
research has been completed to date for this
project by BNDN, there is significant concern
that ancestral materials will be encountered
but not identified, leading to irreparable
damage.
11 BNDN Heritage Comment #10: In numerous The Heritage Resources Management Plan will be revisited Partially addressed.
(February | Resources instances the Heritage Resources for use of language 'should' to 'will' where appropriate.
28,2023) | Management Management Plan (HRMP),
Plan 2022 Denison has used noncommittal The prf)ponent should report back to BNDN
(Canada North) language to describe future regarding how the language \{\las updated
-5.3 and whether there were any instances the

Indigenous engagement related to
heritage resources. BNDN notes
that engagement of impacted
Nations is essential for proper
heritage resource management
and as such the language in the
HRMP should reflect the necessity
of this engagement.

Request/recommendation:

e  Throughout the HRMP,
Denison must change the
language of “should” to “will”
where appropriate. For
example: management
options will be presented to
the applicable Indigenous
communities for feedback and
will include consultation.

See Section 4.1 for additional
information on this topic (p. 12-
14).

proponent did not update the language from
‘should’ to ‘will’; justification should be
provided in these instances.
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

closer to the Project than other LSA

These impacts are expected to be driven primarily by the

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
ocumentatio 80171)
12 BNDN Heritage Comment #11: BNDN notes that As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves Not addressed.
(February | Resources Section 5.3.1 does not confirm that and residential communities most proximal to the Project,
28,2023) | Management impacted Indigenous Nations will Denison has committed to collaborating with English River o . ,
Plan 2022 . . . . . . " N The project is located within BNDN’s treaty
have the opportunity to participate First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring g tral lands wh bers h
and ancestral lands where members have
(Canada North) in future archaeological fieldwork. regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part i X ]
-5.3.1 . . . deep ancestral ties and continue to exercise
While BNDN understands that of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous ) . .
. . ) . . o L rights to this day. Most archaeological
many impacted Nations will have community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in o . . ] .
. . . . material in Canada is Indigenous in origin;
arrangements directly with an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data . o
. . o . ) there is a significant chance that any
Denison to facilitate member collected through such monitoring regimes as described . X ) .
. . . . archaeological material found on site derives
participation, this should above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations .
. . . . . ) from BNDN ancestors. BNDN has inherent
additionally be made available to who may have interest in the Project. Denison does not i K ] §
. ) . . . L rights to its cultural heritage, as affirmed by
allimpacted Indigenous Nations as anticipate separate funding for BNDN at this time. UNDRIP
part of best practices at the BNDN will be informed throughout the monitoring ' )
Project. . . . . The proponent must engage with BNDN to
program design and implementation process. Monitoring . N
. R . . . . discuss opportunities for BNDN to
Request/recommendation: program design and implementation will be guided by the o . . .
followi incioles: | . participate in archaeological work moving
e Inaddition to any provisions (o] oyvmg princip e.s. meet regu. z?tor_y requirements, forward.
developed in a Project confirm the effectiveness of mitigation measures and
Agreement between BNDN predictions made in the assessment, implementing
and Denison for the Wheeler adaptive management (if/where applicable) to reduce
River Project, Denison should effects during the lifetime of the Project, and will ensure
include a clause that confirms that spatial boundaries are sufficiently extensive to
that all impacted Indigenous measure EIS predictions.
communities will be invited to
have monitors participate in
any additional fieldwork and
that Denison will provide
capacity funding for Nations
that wish to participate.
See Section 4.1 for additional
information on this topic (p. 12-
14).
13 BNDN Section 13.0 Comments#12,14and 15:BNDNis | Spatial boundaries for the Economy VC were selected to Not Addressed.
(February not included as a Local Study Area reflect the geographic areas where economic impacts from BNDN is still not being considered a Local
28, 2023) (LSA) Community despite being the Project are likely to be detectable and measurable.

Study Area (LSA) community despite being
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No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

Communities. The Project is
situated on BNDN's ancestral lands.
BNDN members currently and
historically use the LSA for
harvesting (commercial and
personal) and ceremonial
purposes.

Without the LSA Community
designation, BNDN members are
less likely to be employed or
trained through the Project. BNDN
members are not entitled to
priority training and employment
provisions from Denison on the
Project. Further, BNDN businesses
and partnerships are not entitled
to priority procurement provisions
from Denison on the Project.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN must be identified as a
LSA Community. BNDN
members and businesses
must be eligible for LSA
priority status for
employment, training, and
contracting opportunities. The
EIS should be revised
accordingly.

. Aformal agreement between
BNDN and Denison is required
to outline socioeconomic
offsetting measures and
benefits should the Project
move forward. This must
include ways for BNDN

relationship and interactions between the Project and the
COl. Economic benefits surrounding Project employment
(including income and training) are likely to be targeted
toward the communities identified within the spatial
boundaries. Economic impacts extending beyond the LSA
are likely to be diffused and undetectable within the
broader economy. The spatial boundaries were selected
based on the consideration of communities where Project
recruitment is likely to be prioritized, consideration of
previous EAs conducted in the region, and consideration of
information shared through key persons in the interview
program. The LSA for the assessment of the economy
includes the following communities: ERFN (including Indian
Reserve Wapachewunak 192D and Indian Reserve La
Plonge 192) and Patuanak, Northern Hamlet (Patuanak);
Pinehouse Lake, Northern Village; and Beauval, Northern
Village.

Denison, through a Human Resource Development Plan,
will initially prioritize Indigenous and non-Indigenous
communities in the LSA in terms of employment and
training opportunities (anticipated to be in institutions in
northern Saskatchewan) and will work with the leadership
of these communities to assist in determining hiring and
training practices during all phases of the Project, which
could include such items as on-the-job training and career
counselling to help with advancement from foundational
positions, advance sharing of job qualification
requirements, clearly identifying training requirements and
working with various training institutions to make sure
such appropriate training is available, and creation of
scholarship and support programs. Priority for
employment and training will then focus on Indigenous
and non-Indigenous residents of the RSA and then beyond
the RSA.

closer to the Project than other LSA
communities. Without the LSA Community
designation, BNDN members are less likely
to be employed or trained through the
Project. BNDN members are not entitled to
priority training and employment provisions
from Denison on the Project. Further, BNDN
businesses and partnerships are not entitled
to priority procurement provisions from
Denison on the Project. This is unacceptable.

Denison and BNDN must work together to
develop an Accommodation Agreement (e.g.
Impact Benefit Agreement or Mutual Benefit
Agreement) in order to accommodate for
the impacts of the Project on BNDNSs rights,
interests, and the environment.
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No.

Ref.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

businesses and member
owned businesses to
participate in the Project.

Denison references a Human
Resource Development Plan
(HRDP) as a mitigation measure to
ensure local and regional
community members are hired in
priority. However, Denison does
not provide sufficient details to
allow Birch to assess the adequacy
of the HRDP.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN requests the ability to
review and comment on
Denison’s Human Resource
Development Plan to provide
input and recommendations
to encourage community
participation and
employment in the Project.

See Section 4.2 for additional
information on this topic (p. 19-
23).

14

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Section 12.0
and 13.0

Comment #13: There is no BNDN
specific Indigenous Knowledge or
socioeconomic data presented in
the EIS.

Request/recommendation:

. Denison must conduct
Indigenous Knowledge and
Community well-being Study
(or similar) to gather BNDN
specific information. These

Denison's engagement with BNDN is consistent with the
identification of BNDN as an Indigenous Community who
has expressed an interest in the Project. However, Denison
understands this information from BNDN. As such, over
the past year(s), Denison has met with BNDN and has
respectfully requested further information from BNDN in
respect to the land use activities to occurring in and
around the Project, in order to more meaningfully
understand the potential for adverse impacts to BNDN and
therefore consider the potential for further studies and /

Not Addressed.

While the proponent has requested
Indigenous Knowledge from BNDN, they
have not made any resources available for
BNDN to collect it, nor has the company
engaged in any efforts to sign any
agreements that provide assurances around
confidentiality. BNDN lacks capacity and
requires such resources and assurances to
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Comment Summary
Reference to . . ..
X (all original submissions can be
Ref. EIS, appendix, . .
Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting

Assessment Registry reference:

documentation 80171)

studies will allow for a more
fulsome assessment of the
Project on BNDN rights and
interests. Additionally, BNDN
specific data will enhance
Denison’s baseline data and
help to inform mitigation and
monitoring measures.

or integration into the EIS of such information. Denison
remains of the perspective that receipt of this information
from BNDN is a necessary first step in this process, and has
not received information in this regard to date.

Spatial boundaries for the Economy VC were selected to
reflect the geographic areas where economic impacts from
the Project are likely to be detectable and measurable.
These impacts are expected to be driven primarily by the

be able to provide Indigenous Knowledge;
further, it is standard procedure for
proponents to provide such financial
capacity.

The project is located in a critically
important area for BNDN; Cree Lake and

surrounding areas fosters important caribou
habitat that BNDN members rely on; impacts
to these animals and areas will undoubtedly
impact BNDN'’s well-being. However, this and

See Section 4.2 for additional relationship and interactions between the Project and the
information on this topic (p. 19- COl. Economic benefits surrounding Project employment
22). (including income and training) are likely to be targeted

toward the communities identified within the spatial
boundaries. Economic impacts extending beyond the LSA
are likely to be diffused and undetectable within the
broader economy. The spatial boundaries were selected
based on the consideration of communities where Project
recruitment is likely to be prioritized, consideration of
previous EAs conducted in the region, and consideration of
information shared through key persons in the interview
program. The LSA for the assessment of the economy
includes the following communities: ERFN (including Indian
Reserve Wapachewunak 192D and Indian Reserve La
Plonge 192) and Patuanak, Northern Hamlet (Patuanak);
Pinehouse Lake, Northern Village; and Beauval, Northern
Village.

The spatial boundaries selected for Community Well-being
were chosen because they permit baseline
characterization in sufficient detail to enable potential
interactions between the Project and the well-being of the
community. These boundaries were developed in
consideration of where interactions are likely to occur. The
spatial boundaries were derived based on the
consideration of communities where Project recruitment is
likely to be prioritized, consideration of previous EAs
conducted in the region, and consideration of information

related issues have not been considered in
the project. Further, BNDN carries out
economic activities in within the study area;
however, the economic impacts of the
project on BNDN has not been assessed.

)

BNDN requires capacity
funding from the proponent
to conduct a community-led
and project-specific
Indigenous Knowledge study
so BNDN can evaluate the
impacts the project will have
on BNDN and so the results
of the study may inform the
project and its evaluation.
BNDN requires the EIS to be
updated based on the results
of BNDN'’s Indigenous
Knowledge study —including
the sections on economy
and community well-being
VCs. BNDN must be engaged
on how its results are used
to update the EIS.
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
shared through key persons in the interview program. The
LSA for the Community Well-being VC includes ERFN
(including Indian Reserves Wapachewunak 192D and La
Plonge 192) and Patuanak, Northern Hamlet; Pinehouse
Lake, Northern Village; and Beauval, Northern Village.
15 BNDN Section 12.0 Comment #16: While EIS does Both the construction and operation camps will operate on Not Addressed.
(February consider the effects of population a fly-in/out basis, meaning the opportunities for
28,2023) changes related to the Project on interactions between the workforce and Indigenous

social adaptability, demand for
services and housing, it does not
address the full range of potential
impacts associated with a transient
workforce. Significant research has
been conducted to demonstrate
the negative impacts of remote
workers and work camps on
Indigenous women and girls. This
must be considered in the EIS.

The EIS must include an
assessment of all potential effects
of a transient workforce and
changes to population dynamics,
including those disproportionately
experienced by Indigenous women
and girls, and other segments of
the population. This must
incorporate findings of research
like the 2017 study completed by
Lake Babine Nation and Nak’azdli
Whut'en (Indigenous Communities
and Industrial Camps), and/or
related research in the context of
the LSA.

communities are limited as workers will be transported by
air directly to the site. Section 12.2.4.2.1 provides the
actions to minimize the extent the Project contributes to
in- and out- migration in the LSA, including:

¢ Denison will initially prioritize the COIl in terms of
employment opportunities and will work with the
leadership of these communities to assist in determining
hiring practices during all phases of the Project. Priority for
hiring will then focus on Indigenous and non-Indigenous
residents of the RSA and then beyond the RSA.

e Employees will not be permitted to commute to the site
by any means other than the fly-in/fly-out worker rotation
systems (i.e., they cannot drive to the site).

e Pick-up and drop-off points are being planned at two
locally central points in communities within the LSA, at one
additional site in Saskatchewan (i.e., Saskatoon), and
potentially at other locations.

* Housing for workers will be provided at the camps with
free accommodations and meals.

Although difficult to predict, communities in the LSA are
not expected to experience any substantial population
growth or change in demographics as a result of the
Project, particularly with mitigation measures identified.
Although the potential exists for some individuals to return
to the COlI, it is anticipated that this would be difficult to
discern from existing in-/out-migration rates. As population

Fly-in/fly-out (FIFO) work camps for mining
operations in Canada do not eliminate
interactions between the workforce and
Indigenous communities and the social
problems that arise as a result. The FIFO
approach may create new issues. The
discussion and mitigation measures the
proponent proposes does not include a
fulsome analysis of all the potential effects
of transient workforce and population
dynamics, and understates the potential
impacts on community well-being. The
proponent’s response furthermore does not
discuss nor address BNDN'’s concern
regarding the impacts of the project on
Indigenous women and girls, and other
segments of the population.

1) BNDN requires the
proponent to include a
fulsome assessment of the
potential impacts of
transient workforce and the
FIFO approach on Indigenous
communities, including on
Indigenous women and girls
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

in the EIS documentation related to
the verification of residual socio-
economic impacts, both positive
and negative, for the local
economy.

Request/recommendation:

a) Denison must develop a Socio-
Economic Monitoring Plan for the
life of the Project to verify the
effects assessment included in the
EIS and to be included in the
Project’s approach to adaptive
management. This Plan would
include an approach, co-
developed with Indigenous groups
in the LSA (including BNDN), to
monitoring the realization of the
benefits and impacts of the Project
(e.g., employment and
procurement targets, training and
capacity building, community
investments, etc.) as mitigation and
enhancement measures are
implemented. Monitoring and

First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring
regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part
of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous
community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in
an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as described
above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations
who may have interest in the Project. Denison does not
anticipate separate funding for BNDN at this time.

BNDN will be informed throughout the monitoring
program design and implementation process. Monitoring
program design and implementation will be guided by the
following principles: meet regulatory requirements,
confirm the effectiveness of mitigation measures and
predictions made in the assessment, implementing
adaptive management (if/where applicable) to reduce
effects during the lifetime of the Project, and will ensure
that spatial boundaries are sufficiently extensive to
measure EIS predictions.

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
See Section 4.2 for additional and demographics are not expected to experience any and other segments of the
information on this topic (p. 19- change as a result of the Project, this pathway will not be population.
21). carried forward to the residual effects assessment. The EIS must incorporate the findings of
research like the 2017 study completed by
Lake Babine Nation and Nak’azdli Whut'en
(Indigenous Communities and Industrial
Camps), and/or related research in the
context of the LSA.
16 BNDN Section 12.0 Comment #17: BNDN notes thatno | As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves Not Addressed.
(February | and 13.0 specific management or and residential communities most proximal to the Project, Denison does not commit to monitoring
28, 2023) monitoring plan has been included | Denison has committed to collaborating with English River

BNDN specific socio-economic indicators as
part of the Project and continues to exclude
BNDN from fulsome consultation and
engagement in favour of other Indigenous
groups.

Denison mischaracterizes BNDN as not being
part of “Indigenous Communities of Interest
with reserves and residential communities
most proximal to the Project”. BNDN is
located closer (232 km) to the Project than
Kineepik Métis Local (235 km). Further, the
Project is located on BNDN’s Treaty Lands
(Treaty 10), whereas Kineepik Métis Local
has no Treaty lands or Treaty rights. As such,
BNDN must be treated as a Indigenous
Community of Interest with reserves and
residential communities most proximal to
the Project, not as some secondary
community. Denison’s position of BNDN
requiring consultation and accommodation
that is less meaningful than KML is
unacceptable and wrong.

Denison and BNDN must work together to
develop an Accommodation Agreement (e.g.
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Ref.

No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

subsequent regular evaluation
would allow for the real-time
adjustment of targets and/or an
approach to adjusting
enhancement measures or
identifying offsetting benefits
where targets are not met.

See Section 4.2 for additional
information on this topic (p. 19-
21).

[Additional questions on this topic
directed to regulators or

government entities are included in
the CNSC table]

Impact Benefit Agreement or Mutual Benefit
Agreement) in order to accommodate for
the impacts of the Project on BNDNSs rights,
interests, and the environment. This will
include provisions to monitor socioeconomic
indicators.

17

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Section 12.0
and 13.0

Comment #17: BNDN notes that no
specific management or
monitoring plan has been included
inthe EIS documentation related to
the verification of residual socio-
economic impacts, both positive
and negative, for the local
economy.

Request/recommendation:

b) The Crown must include the
development of a Socio-Economic
Monitoring Plan as a condition of
approval for the Project.

See Section 4.2 for additional
information on this topic (p. 19-
21).

[Additional questions on this topic
directed to the proponent are
included in the CNSC table]

As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves
and residential communities most proximal to the Project,
Denison has committed to collaborating with English River
First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring
regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part
of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous
community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in
an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as described
above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations
who may have interest in the Project. Denison does not
anticipate separate funding for BNDN at this time.

BNDN will be informed throughout the monitoring
program design and implementation process. Monitoring
program design and implementation will be guided by the
following principles: meet regulatory requirements,
confirm the effectiveness of mitigation measures and
predictions made in the assessment, implementing
adaptive management (if/where applicable) to reduce
effects during the lifetime of the Project, and will ensure

Not Addressed.

Denison does not commit to monitoring
BNDN specific socio-economic indicators as
part of the Project and continues to exclude
BNDN from fulsome consultation and
engagement in favour of other Indigenous
groups.

Denison mischaracterizes BNDN as not being
part of “Indigenous Communities of Interest
with reserves and residential communities
most proximal to the Project”. BNDN is
located closer (232 km) to the Project than
Kineepik Métis Local (235 km). Further, the
Project is located on BNDN’s Treaty Lands
(Treaty 10), whereas Kineepik Métis Local
has no Treaty lands or Treaty rights. As such,
BNDN must be treated as a Indigenous
Community of Interest with reserves and
residential communities most proximal to
the Project, not as some secondary
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Ref.

No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

that spatial boundaries are sufficiently extensive to
measure EIS predictions.

community. Denison’s position of BNDN
requiring consultation and accommodation
that is less meaningful than KML is
unacceptable and wrong.

Denison and BNDN must work together to
develop an Accommodation Agreement (e.g.
Impact Benefit Agreement or Mutual Benefit
Agreement) in order to accommodate for
the impacts of the Project on BNDNSs rights,
interests, and the environment. This will
include provisions to monitor socioeconomic
indicators.

18

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Appendix 9B
Section 2.5.1
Appendix 8E
Table 4

Comment #18: In several instances
in the draft EIS Denison has noted
that Indigenous Nations are
concerned with the possibility of
mercury contamination from
mining operations. BNDN shares
these concerns with other
Indigenous Nations. Due to the
very low concentrations of mercury
present in the Phoenix deposit,
Denison has not meaningfully
studied the potential impacts the
Project may have on altering
mercury biogeochemistry in the
downstream environment.

BNDN notes that background
mercury concentrations can be
elevated in many unexpected and
remote locations due to
atmospheric deposition (often due
to coal plants) (Jackson, 1997).
BNDN is very concerned that

Although baseline concentrations of total mercury in
sediment were not collected during the baseline program,
Denison will collect background information pertaining to
sediment total and methyl mercury from LSA lakes and
rivers prior to site development.

As indicated in draft EIS Section 8.4.6.1, Residual Effects
Characterization, mercury is not associated with the local
geology and is not expected to be released in the effluent
at measurable levels and was therefore not identified as a
COPC. Denison notes that there is potential for increased
methylmercury production in the receiving environment
under a certain combination of factors to which the Project
may contribute; however, prediction of methylmercury
production is not practical. Denison commits to monitoring
mercury and methylmercury in the aquatic environment
over the life of the Project to determine the potential
changes in mercury concentrations in fish tissue over time.
As the Project advances and operational monitoring is
underway, Denison will assess health risks from fish
consumption by comparing fish tissue data collected
during operation from the monitoring program against
Health Canada's mercury guideline of 0.5 ug/g wet weight.

a. Partially Addressed

BNDN notes that Denison has committed to
monitoring total and methyl mercury in
lakes and rivers in the LSA prior to site
development and over the life of the Project.
However, as stated in the original comment,
monitoring of wetlands is of high
importance for BNDN. Wetlands are a well-
known source of mercury accumulation,
with conditions that favour the development
of methylmercury (Zhang et al., 2023).
Where developments cause changes to
these wetlands, such as altered water levels,
it can precipitate changes that cause
increases in the discharge of mercury to
downstream environments (Ullrich, Tanton,
& Abdrashitova, 2001). For this reason,
omitting wetlands from mercury monitoring
is a glaring gap that must be addressed.
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Ref.

No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

Denison has not analyzed for
mercury as part of their baseline
soil geochemistry assessments for
the Project, especially in wetlands
downstream of the Project.
Mercury concentrations in wetland
soils are sensitive to changes in
water chemistry that can lead to
increased mercury methylation.
This is especially acute from
increases in nutrients and
sulphates which can active sulfate
reducing microorganisms that
methylate mercury (Liu, Li, & Cai,
2012). Table 4 of Appendix 8e
shows that the effluent discharged
to Whitefish Lake will have mercury
concentrations almost 5,700 times
background concentrations. This
dramatic increase in sulfate loading
to Whitefish Lake may not exceed
water quality objectives unto itself
but may be sufficient to
meaningfully change mercury
biogeochemistry in downstream
wetlands.

BNDN is very concerned with the
complete lack of assessment and
analysis of baseline mercury

concentrations and the potential
changes to mercury cycling that
could be induced by the Project.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests that Denison
undertake baseline studies of

This is a human health risk-based maximum permissible
concentration. Mercury data presented throughout the
draft EIS represents total mercury. Denison agrees to
include methylmercury as part of the constituents
monitored in fish throughout all project phases.

Engagement on licensing requirements, such as the
development of the environmental monitoring program
and the associated monitoring regime will occur to support
Project permitting and licensing efforts.

Ullrich, S. M., Tanton, T. W., & Abdrashitova,
S. A. (2001). Mercury in the aquatic
environment: a review of factors affecting
methylation. Critical reviews in
environmental science and

technology, 31(3), 241-293.

Zhang, J., Li, C., Tang, W., Wu, M., Chen, M.,
He, H., ... & Zhong, H. (2023). Mercury in
wetlands over 60 years: research progress
and emerging trends. Science of the Total
Environment, 869, 161862.

b. Not Addressed

Comments for regulators will be addressed
through future engagement with the
appropriate regulator.

c. Not Addressed.

BNDN requires active involvement in the
mercury monitoring program design and
implementation. BNDN's involvement must
be formalized in a mutual benefits
agreement between Denison and BNDN for
the Wheeler River Project.
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Comment Summary
Reference to . . ..
X (all original submissions can be
Ref. EIS, appendix, . .
Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

mercury concentrations in soils,
with a focus on baseline
concentrations of mercury in
organic wetland soils downstream
of the project. Note that mercury
sampling should sample total
mercury and methylmercury in all
analyses, as well as porewater total
mercury and methylmercury. The
study design and implementation
should be undertaken
collaboratively with BNDN.

b) BNDN recommends that the
CNSC requires Denison to
undertake a baseline assessment of
mercury in soils (with a focus on
wetlands) prior to construction of
the Project. This may be
established as a condition of
approval for the Project.

c) Dependingon the findings of
the baseline mercury in soils and
wetlands studies, the CNSC should
include a condition of approval on
the Project that requires Denison
to monitor mercury
biogeochemistry in the receiving
environment over the life of mine.

See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).

[Additional questions on this topic
directed to regulators or
government entities are included in
the CNSC table]
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
ocumentatio 80171)
19 BNDN Appendix 7C Comment #19: Figure 7.6-10 and Denison's engagement with BNDN is consistent with the a. Not Addressed — Denison
(February | Section 7.6-11 of the draft EIS show the identification of BNDN as an Indigenous Community who mischaracterizes BNDN as not being part of
28,2023) | 3.56.2.1 results of Denison’s modelling of has expressed an interest in the Project. As the Indigenous “Indigenous Communities of Interest with
Flg:res 7.6-10 uranium mobility and adsorption Communities of Interest with reserves and residential reserves and residential communities most
and 7.6-11

from the ore body following the
decommissioning of the mine. The
figures show that the model
indicates that all dissolved uranium
will be effectively removed from
solution within a short distance of
the orebody via adsorption to clays
present in the bedrock. In Section
3.5.6.2.1 of Appendix 7c of the
draft EIS Denison notes that there
is very limited literature available
on uranium fate and transport,
especially in similar environments
to the Wheeler River Project.
Denison’s uranium speciation
model relies almost entirely on a
single academic article studying the
partitioning of uranium in the
alteration halo surrounding the
Cigar Lake uranium deposit. Of very
important note is that this paper is
focused on the pre-mining
environment at Cigar Lake and
does not examine how uranium
partitioning may be dramatically
altered by ISR mining. Health
Canada published a document on
uranium in drinking water in 2017
literature review of uranium
mobility, complexation and
chemistry in groundwater which
documents the widely varying

communities most proximal to the Project, Denison has
committed to collaborating with English River First Nation
(ERFN) and Kineepik Métis Local (KML) on details and
updates to the decommissioning plan which includes
mining area remediation plans and associated post-
decommissioning modelling of groundwater from the
remediated mining area, suited to each of their interests
and needs. As part of these updates, Denison and the
Indigenous community of ERFN and KML will be sharing
information in an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that
updates to the decommissioning plan and groundwater
modelling would also be relevant to other Indigenous
nations who may have an interest in the Project. As such,
Denison will not be developing a process agreement with
the BNDN to address concerns raised about pertaining to
long-term groundwater quality for the Wheeler River
Project. This comment is also applicable to other
comments where the same request was made by the
BNDN. The balance of this response pertains to
groundwater quality and the numerical groundwater
model presented in draft EIS will focus on the technical
content of the concerns raised.

Denison's groundwater SME and author of the modelling
report (Appendix 7C) acknowledges that the modelling
report did not include a lengthy discussion of uranium
speciation and mobility. However, the reactive transport
modelling done using the PHREEC geochemical code was
carefully informed by relevant literature, and was certainly
not restricted to consideration of one study (Cigar Lake). In
Section 3.5.3 of Appendix 7C we reference important
studies pertaining to uranium complexation in solution by
carbonate species (Guillaumont et al. 2003; Gorman-Lewis

proximal to the Project”. BNDN is located
closer (232 km) to the Project than Kineepik
Meétis Local (235 km). Further, the Project is
located on BNDN’s Treaty Lands (Treaty 10),
whereas Kineepik Métis Local has no Treaty
lands or Treaty rights. As such, BNDN must
be treated as a Indigenous Community of
Interest with reserves and residential
communities most proximal to the Project,
not as some secondary community.
Denison’s position of BNDN requiring
consultation and accommodation that is less
meaningful than KML is unacceptable and
wrong.

Denison and BNDN must work together to
develop an Accommodation Agreement (e.g.
Impact Benefit Agreement or Mutual Benefit
Agreement) in order to accommodate for
the impacts of the Project on BNDNSs rights,
interests, and the environment. This will
include provisions to monitor groundwater
and surface water; and to keep consult with
BNDN as an impacted First Nation.

b. Not Addressed — BNDN notes that
Denison did not agree to bench scale testing
as requested. BNDN further notes that the
position Denison has taken around the
appropriateness of water quality modelling
has to be taken at Denison’s word. BNDN
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No.

Source

Reference to
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or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

behaviour of uranium in
groundwater depending on redox
conditions, pH, pressure, and other
ions available for complexation
which may increase or decrease
uranium mobility (Health Canada,
2017).

Uranium will be present in
extremely high concentrations (100
mg/l) in the restoration solution.
Many other anions and cations
which uranium is known to form
complexes with will also be present
in the solution at very high
concentrations. The limited
literature upon which Denison has
developed their models to predict
uranium mobility post-
decommissioning is insufficient to
confidently assert that the very
concentrated restoration solution
will behave as predicted. Uranium
is a common groundwater
contaminant around the world and
is known to be stable in dissolved
forms in groundwater in many
locations. Furthermore, some
studies have indicated that the
effectiveness of adsorption as a
mechanism for attenuation of
uranium in solution is significantly
overstated, especially in
environments where there is
competition from other ions, as
there will be in the restoration

etal., 2008; Grenthe et al., 2020) and ternary complexes of
uranium with calcium and magnesium and carbonates in
solution (Dong and Brooks, 2006). These complexation
reactions were added into the Project-specific PHREEQC
database developed as part of the work presented in
Appendix 7C. The database was updated to include
solution-phase complexes of uranium in Guillaumont,
2003, which is a comprehensive summary of known
reaction constants for uranium with dissolved-phase
ligands. Further, the consideration of sorption of uranium-
carbonate complexes to quartz, geothite and illite is shown
in Appendix E of Appendix 7C, and relies on information
from multiple publications. The reactive transport
modelling was done using piChem (FELOW + PHREEQC)
because of the ability of that approach to carefully
consider speciation of uranium, and the potential
interactions of uranium with other species in solution.

The comment to which the BNDN refer in Section 3.5.6.2.1
of Appendix 7C is: "[t]o the best of our knowledge, there is
very little information published about the solid-phase
speciation of uranium and other constituents associated
with ore bodies and the overlying and underlying rocks in
the Athabasca basin". This is not speaking specifically to
the speciation of uranium in the solid phase. Experimental
work that provide information on solid-phase speciation
include sequential extraction schemes and spectroscopic
studies, such as recent work by Bayle et al., 2023
(https://pubmed.ncbi.nim.nih.gov/37417589/). Research
on the solid-phase speciation of uranium is not addressed
in Health Canada (2017). As indicated, we were not able to
find research pertaining to sequential extractions of
spectroscopic studies of uranium in the solid phase for
relevant materials/conditions. It is for this reason that we
presented results of solid-phase uranium speciation in the
available study by Percival 1989. It is acknowledged that

requires an opportunity to review the
effluent quality models input and outputs,
followed by a discussion between BNDN,
Denison and the CNSC to have confidence
that the modelling has been done in a
manner that BNDN can trust that the
findings are a reasonable forecast of what
will occur when the mine operates. Future
discussions on this matter should occur
within the framework of a BNDN-Denison
process agreement for the Project.
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Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

solution (Gandhi, Sampath, &
Maliyekkal, 2022).

BNDN is very concerned that
Denison has portrayed their
groundwater contamination model
in Appendix 7c with an
inappropriate level of confidence
given the level of uncertainty
reasonably inferred from the lack
of foundational literature relevant
to the circumstances at Wheeler
River and the well- understood
complexity of uranium fate and
transport in groundwater.

It is not impossible to imagine that
surface water contamination could
eventually occur, especially given
the exceptionally high
concentrations of uranium in the
restoration solution. By consenting
to the Wheeler River Project,
BNDN is supporting a process that
will be irreversible once it
commences and may be very
difficult to manage should the
underlying modeling assumption
prove to be inaccurate by a
significant margin. As a Nation
whose members put a very high
emphasis on the protection of
groundwater resources, BNDN
requires substantially greater
reassurance through dialogue with
Denison and further studies to
have confidence that the Project

this study was for Cigar Lake. The relevance of the work for
the Wheeler River Project is high.
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Comment Summary
Reference to . . ..
X (all original submissions can be
Ref. EIS, appendix, . .
Source . found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

will not irreparably degrade the
natural environment in our
Ancestral Lands.

Request/recommendation:

. Denison must develop a
process agreement with
BNDN to work through our
concerns related to long-term
groundwater contamination
from the Project. This process
agreement would lay out the
pathway to obtaining BNDN
consent for the Project
through providing our Nation
with confidence that the
groundwater and surface
water near to the project will
not be irreparably
contaminated. The process
agreement will include
additional studies and
consultation activities with
BNDN that Denison must
undertake. The satisfaction of
all terms in the process
agreement would be defined
by the signing of a Project
Agreement between Denison
and BNDN.

. BNDN recommends that
Denison commit to funding
bench-scale studies to
validate the outputs from
their FEFLOW and PHREEQC
modelling. The bench-scale

30





Denison’s Responses to Comments from BNDN on the Wheeler River Project draft EIS
Denison Response — November 29, 2023

Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
studies should be undertaken
by an independent academic.
See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).
20 BNDN Section 7.6.2.1 Comment #20: In Section 7.6.2.1 of Groundwater modelling and flow path analysis calibrated Not Addressed.
(February | Appendix 7C the draft EIS, Denison mentions to field conditions have evaluated upward solution BNDN notes that the Proponent has not
28,2023) | Section4.6 that they anticipate the outward migration and demonstrated that the maximum height provided any reason that the flare is

migration of lixiviant as is observed
at other ISR operations globally
and has incorporated their
assumed concentrations of metals
and the extent of area affected by
flare from the ISR operations.
Section 4.6 of Appendix 7c states
that the flare zone is expected to
extend 11 to 13 m but have
modelled with a “conservative 50
m flare zone.

It is not clear how Denison derived
their assessment that the flare
zone would extend 11 to 13 m and
that a 50 m flare zone is considered
conservative for the purposes of
modelling. BNDN requires further
information to have confidence
that the design is as conservative
as the Proponent has suggested.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN requests that Denison
provide further information
on how the size of the area
above the deposit affected by
flare was calculated and how

that injected fluids will migrate upwards from the ore zone
during active mining is likely between 11 to 13 m (Section
2 of the draft EIS). For conservatism, a 50-m vertical zone
above the deposit was assumed to be potentially disturbed
by mining activities. Denison specified 50m flare threshold
based on their commitment to maintain inward hydraulic
gradients, and or adding extraction wells as necessary to
limit the migration of the flare.

With the engineered controls described above, flare is not
anticipated above 11-13 m. However, the decision was
made to assume 50% of the restored solution uniformly
between 15 and 50 m above the mineralized zone because
there will be a natural gradient from 100% restored
solution to 0% restored solution (i.e., baseline conditions)
over this distance. The uncertainty associated with this
decision was addressed in the uncertainty analysis
presented in Section 4.7 of Appendix 7C, where 100%
restored solution was assumed to be present over the
entire 50 m height above the ore zone. The results of the
model under both scenarios was consistent: no water
quality effects above groundwater screening criteria, apart
from those that reflect natural conditions, in Whitefish
Lake.

Over the life of the Project, groundwater quantity and
quality monitoring activities will be completed to assess
the performance of various components of the Project
associated with engineering mining designs and

reasonably estimated to migrate 11 —13m
upwards. This number appears to be
arbitrarily selected from BNDN’s perspective.
BNDN requests that the Proponent provide
case studies from comparable sites (or other
evidence) that justifies their estimated flare
distance. Future discussions on this matter
should occur within the framework of a
BNDN-Denison process agreement for the
Project.
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

conditions in the ore zone as
naturally reducing. The operation
of the wellfield will result in the
groundwater in the ore zone
becoming oxidizing. Post
decommissioning, the groundwater
in the ore zone can be reasonably
anticipated to return to baseline
(reducing) redox conditions.

BNDN notes that as redox
conditions becoming increasingly
reducing post closure, adsorption
kinetics of contaminants adsorbed
to clays could shift so that
contaminants desorb from clays
and are remobilized into solution.
Itis not clear to BNDN that the

hysteresis, or a kinetic component to desorption to
equilibrium conditions. Re-establishment of reducing redox
conditions - primarily through scavenging of residual
oxidant with pyrite - with progressive movement of natural
groundwater through the mining area in the
Decommissioning period is anticipated to result in
concentrations of metals and uranium at baseline
conditions because the same mineral phases as are
present now are expected to control the solubility of those
elements. Secondary minerals may influence
concentrations for a small number of constituents. In all
cases. concentrations of these elements will not exceed
those assumed in the model.

In the model as presented, desorption from clays was
taken into account for protons that had sorbed to chlorite
inthe mining area as a sensitivity analysis. The desorption
of protons did not have an adverse effect on the water

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
they determined that 50% performance and infrastructure designs to protect
restoration solution was groundwater. A detailed Groundwater Monitoring Plan
determined as the (GWMP) will be prepared to support licensing. The GWMP
appropriate concentration to will include an Excursion Contingency Plan, and measures
base water quality modelling. for adaptive management. The GWMP will be informed by
This item would be best addressed the understanding of existing groundwater conditions at
and resolved with BNDN through the Project Area (Appendix 7-A), the reactive transport
the process agreement to address modelling of groundwater COPCs associated with the
BNDN’s concerns related to long restored mining area (Appendix 7-C), and the
term groundwater contamination commitments made within the Geology and Groundwater
from the Project. section of the EIS.
See Section 4.3 for additional Please refer to the first part of Denison's response to
information on this topic (p. 25- BNDN comment #19 in regard to BNDN's suggestion of a
28). process agreement.
21 BNDN Appendix 7C Comment #21: Section 3.2.2.1 of Solution-phase concentrations of metals and uranium are Not Addressed.
(February | Section3.2.2.1 Appendix 7C of the draft EIS what influence the desorption of these elements from Similar to comment 19b, BNDN requests the
28,2023) describes the natural redox clays over time; but the BNDN is correct that there may be

opportunity to review the modelling work
completed by Denison prior to considering
this comment satisfactorily addressed. This
comment can be addressed simultaneously
with comment 19b. This discussion should
occur within the framework of a BNDN-
Denison process agreement for the Project.
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Ref.
No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

evolution of redox geochemistry
and its implication on adsorption
kinetics has been adequately
considered by Denison.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN requests further
information on how
increasingly reducing
groundwater conditions post
decommissioning may impact
adsorption kinetics of
contaminants expected to
adsorb to clays.

This item would be best addressed
and resolved with BNDN through
the process agreement to address
BNDN'’s concerns related to long

term groundwater contamination
from the Project.

See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).

quality in Whitefish Lake. See draft EIS Appendix 7-C
Sections 3.5.6.4 and 4.7.

Please refer to the first part of Denison's response to
BNDN comment #19 in regard to BNDN's suggestion of a
process agreement.

22

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Appendix 7C
Section 3.4

Comment #22: In Section 3.4 of
Appendix 7C Denison reports that
they have excluded colloids from
their post- decommissioning
geochemical modelling. Denison
has also noted that colloids would
serve to enhance mobility of
contaminants and they could
precipitate out of solution.

BNDN is concerned that by
excluding the precipitation of
colloids with adsorbed

The authors acknowledged in Appendix 7C the potential
for transport of COPCs in association with colloids was
possible, and used previous research in a highly relevant
system (Cigar Lake) to make the professional judgement
that this process would not significantly alter the results of
the numerical model. Colloid transport is not included
routinely in reactive transport modelling because of the
difficulty in a) accurately measuring the colloidal fraction in
groundwater under existing conditions as the basis for the
numerous assumptions that would need to made to
include them in numerical modelling and b) the challenges
with applying modelling approaches that have been

Not Addressed

BNDN sees the lack of assessment of the
risks from colloids as a significant gap in the
modelling for the Project. The fact that it is
difficult to model the impacts of colloids
does not diminish the need to assess their
potential impacts when they are a known
risk to the receiving environment.

It is essential that Denison work with our
Nation within the context of a process
agreement to develop mutually agreeable
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Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
ocumentatio 80171)
contaminants as a pathway for developed at the scale of regional models (e.g., Molnar et mitigation measures to monitor this risk to
contaminant transport, Denison al., the receiving environment.
has significantly underestimated https://www.pure.ed.ac.uk/ws/portalfiles/portal/1092613
the mobility of contaminants and 15/109261203._Molnar._PFV.pdf). Refinement of the
the consequent risks to the mining area decommissioning objectives and associated
receiving environment. modelling will be done as the Project progresses through
Request/recommendation: updates to the Decommissioning Plan; nevertheless, the
BNDN hat Deni objectives as they may evolve will be bound by the
* reques;;i. at len|son objectives evaluated in the EIS, which as shown are
prepare a.n additiona protective of aquatic biota in Whitefish Lake. The final
geochemical model that . o - )
) acceptable mining area decommissioning objectives will be
considers the roles that . N o
lioid d iall developed prior to initiation of groundwater remediation,
co 0|. s cou potent|.a Y as part of the Detailed Decommissioning Plan (DDP). Prior
contribute to contaminant . S A )
) t The findi  thi to executing decommissioning activities, Denison shall
rjg.spor 'I edml |n|gs ° . '; prepare and submit the DDP to regulators for acceptance.
additional model (along wit In this case the DDP would reflect input that will be
the other models) should be . . . -
. . solicited from Indigenous Nations and communities and
reviewed with BNDN. . . L .
others prior to its submission and would also be informed
This item would be best addressed by conditions on the ground at the site at that time,
and resolved with BNDN through operational experience that has been gained and the
the process agreement to address regulatory landscape at that time. As is highlighted above,
BNDN'’s concerns related to long the decommissioning plan will evolve over time and the
term groundwater contamination plan will become more refined as the Project advances.
from the Project. Please refer to the first part of Denison's response to
See Section 4.3 for additional BNDN comment #19 in regard to BNDN's suggestion of a
information on this topic (p. 25- process agreement.
28).
23 BNDN Appendix 7C Comment #23: In Section 4.0 of Further information on how the chemistry in restoration Not Addressed.
(February | Section4.0 Appendix 7c of the draft EIS, solutions #1 and #2 were derived and evidence providing BNDN requires discussion with Denison and
28,2023) Denison reports that the confidence that the reflect conditions that are expected in their SMEs to better understand their

composition of restoration solution
1 and restoration solution 2 were
derived from metallurgical testing.
While this is likely the best, BNDN
notes that the initial solution used

the mining area with remediation of the mining area is
provided in the Denison Feasibility Report (2023) and a
summary is attached here as part of Denison's response to
Federal Indigenous Review Team (FIRT) information
requirement #67.

findings, especially the replicability and
clarification on the suitability of the
methodology chosen. This discussion should
occur within the framework of a BNDN-
Denison process agreement for the Project.
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Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Reference to
Ref. Source EIS, appenfilx,
No. or supporting

documentation

in the geochemical modelling is Please refer to the first part of Denison's response to
enormously consequential in the BNDN comment #19 in regard to BNDN's suggestion of a
accuracy of the modelling and process agreement.

require further confirmation and
confidence that the restoration
solutions are accurate to within a
reasonable margin of error for the
geochemical modelling.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN requests that Denison
provide further information
on how the chemistry in
restoration solution 1 and
restoration solution 2 were
derived and any evidence
they can provide that gives
them confidence that these
solutions are an accurate
reflection of what will be
observed in the wellfield.

This item would be best addressed
and resolved with BNDN through
the process agreement to address
BNDN'’s concerns related to long

term groundwater contamination
from the Project.

See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).

24 BNDN Appendix 7C Comment #24: BNDN notes that In the modelling presented in Appendix 7-C, the mining Provisionally Addressed.

(February Denison has not provided any area is assumed to span the entirety of the depth of the BNDN understands the modelling
28,2023) discussion on the extent to which paleoweathered zone within the area of the freeze wall, as assumptions and would accept them
the lixiviant and the solution used described in Section 4.6. Thus, in the Decommissioning assuming that the other unaddressed
to flush the wellfield at the end of period, the water quality in that entire portion of the
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No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

operations will interact with the
underlying paleo weathered
bedrock. BNDN notes that is it
possible that there are mineral
phases within the paleo weathered
bedrock that are also readily
soluble when exposed to the
lixiviant. While BNDN recognizes
that the paleo weathered bedrock
has a low permeability, it is unclear
to BNDN as to whether the lixiviant
will contribute to mobilization of
contaminants from the paleo
weathered bedrock that requires
consideration in the post-
decommissioning groundwater
model.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN requests that Denison
provide any available
information on how the
bedrock may be altered
(through dissolution of
soluble mineral phases) by
the lixiviant and the flushing
of the wellfield during
decommissioning, and
whether this has been
factored into their post-
decommissioning
groundwater model.

This item would be best addressed
and resolved with BNDN through
the process agreement to address
BNDN'’s concerns related to long

paleoweathered zone was assumed to be equivalent to
that of the "restored solution". This reflects, as the BNDN
notes, the dissolution of soluble minerals associated with
the paleoweathered zone due to interaction with the
mining solutions. This assumption is conservative because
the whole of the paleoweathered zone does not have the
uranium mineralization of the ore zone, nor the
concentrations of other COPC-containing mineral phases.

Some alteration of the clays is expected, as is some
bleaching (loss of iron-rich minerals); however, there is
uncertainty with respect to the specific changes in the
nature of the paleoweathered zone that have continued to
be explored by Denison through
experimental/metallurgical work. The decision was made
in the numeric modelling to treat the portion of the
paleoweathered zone within the freeze as geochemically
unreactive - meaning that no sorption to clays or
desorption from clays (with the exception of chlorite in the
"pH tail" scenario (Section 3.5.6.4) was assumed for this
zone. Thus, sorption of COPCs to clays in the
paleoweathered zone within the numeric model occurred
only outside of the freeze wall footprint, where the
minerals will not have been exposed to mining solutions
and will not have been altered.

Please refer to the first part of Denison's response to
BNDN comment #19 in regard to BNDN's suggestion of a
process agreement.

comments regarding modeling assumptions
are addressed.

Note that this does not address the need for
a process agreement for the entirety of the
Wheeler River Project with our Nation.
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Reference to

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

i Source EIS, appenfilx, found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
term groundwater contamination
from the Project.
See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).
25 BNDN Appendix 7C Comment #25: In section 5.2.2 of We note the uncertainty assessment in the draft EIS tests Not Addressed
(February | Section5.2.2 Appendix 7c of the draft EIS conditions where less sorption sites are available (1/10th BNDN notes that should the assumptions
28, 2023) Denison reports the assumptions of the characterized amount). Further, refinement of the turn out to be incorrect (for example,

built into their post-

decommissioning groundwater

modelling. BNDN notes that

Denison has assumed that

adsorption reaction sites are

assumed to be available uniformly
throughout the subsurface
parameter zones. The presence of

sufficient adsorption sites is a

primary variable which determines

the outcomes of the groundwater
modelling, as adsorption of ions
out of solution is the primary
means by which contaminant
transport is attenuated in Denison’s
modelling. BNDN is concerned that
the presence of a variable that is so
consequential to the findings of the
model is based primarily on
assumptions with limited
information to base the
assumptions upon.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN requests that Denison
provide justification for the
assumption that adsorption
sites will be uniformly

mining area decommissioning objectives and associated
modelling will be done as the Project progresses through
updates to the Decommissioning Plan; nevertheless, the
objectives as they may evolve will be bound by the
objectives evaluated in the EIS, which as shown are
protective of aquatic biota in Whitefish Lake. The final
acceptable mining area decommissioning objectives will be
developed prior to initiation of groundwater remediation,
as part of the Detailed Decommissioning Plan (DDP). Prior
to executing decommissioning activities, Denison shall
prepare and submit the DDP to regulators for acceptance.
In this case the DDP would reflect input that will be
solicited from Indigenous Nations and communities and
others prior to its submission and would also be informed
by conditions on the ground at the site at that time,
operational experience that has been gained and the
regulatory landscape at that time. As is highlighted above,
the decommissioning plan will evolve over time and the
plan will become more refined as the Project advances.
Denison is committed to continue to engage with
Indigenous Nations and communities to solicit input.

Please refer to the first part of Denison's response to
BNDN comment #19 in regard to BNDN's suggestion of a
process agreement.

contaminants in solution are not effectively
removed from solution via adsorption), then
it will be extremely challenging for Denison
to prevent the migration of contaminants in
the restored solution. BNDN requires
additional understanding of the modelling
assumptions (as discussed above) and
agreement on potential mitigation measures
should attenuation of contaminants through
adsorption occur at much lower rates than
anticipated.
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Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

available throughout the sub-
surface parameter zones.
BNDN requests that Denison
provide information on how
they estimated the extent to
which adsorption sites are
already saturated prior to
mining.
This item would be best addressed
and resolved with BNDN through
the process agreement to address
BNDN’s concerns related to long
term groundwater contamination
from the Project.

See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).

26

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Appendix 7C
Table 3-10

Comment #26: Table 3-10 of
Appendix 7c of the draft EIS shows
the expected adsorbing mineral
properties of the mineral phases to
which contaminants are expected
to adsorb out of solution. BNDN
notes that the lixiviant and
restoration solution could affect
the ability of adsorption. In
particular, the clays immediately
surrounding the orebody are
within the freeze wall and will be
directly exposed to the lixiviant
during operations, which may
impact the clay’s ability to adsorb
contaminants out of solution.

BNDN notes that the clays
immediately surrounding the

Please see Denison's response above to BNDN Comment
#24. Sorbing phases including clays were excluded from
the mining area in the numeric model. Sorption occurs
only to materials outside of the mining area that are not
exposed to, and thus no altered by interaction with the
mining solutions.

Please refer to the first part of Denison's response to
BNDN comment #19 in regard to BNDN's suggestion of a
process agreement.

Provisionally Addressed.

BNDN understands the modelling
assumptions and would accept them
assuming that the other unaddressed
comments regarding modeling assumptions
are addressed.

Note that this does not address the need for
a process agreement for the entirety of the
Wheeler River Project with our Nation.
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Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

orebody may be soluble in the
presence of the lixiviant or may be
altered to have a lower capacity to
adsorb metals. BNDN requires
further information from Denison
to have confidence that the clay
phases which play a crucial role in
contaminant attenuation will not
have their adsorptive capacity
impacted by the operation of the
wellfield.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN requests that Denison
provide available information
on whether clay mineral
phases are anticipated to
dissolve through the ISR
mining process, and whether
the restoration solution will
impact the ability of clays to
effectively adsorb
contaminants.

This item would be best addressed
and resolved with BNDN through
the process agreement to address
BNDN’s concerns related to long

term groundwater contamination
from the Project.

See Section 4.3 for additional

information on this topic (p. 25-
28).

27

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Section 1.1.1

Comment #26: In Section 1.1.1 of
the Draft EIS, Denison notes that
“the Gryphon deposit is not

Denison acknowledges that, if development of the
Gryphon deposit as an underground mine is proposed in
the future, this would require additional regulatory review

Addressed
BNDN notes that the acknowledgement
addressed the concern specific to this
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Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
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Denison Response

amenable to ISR mining and,
accordingly, is not included in the
EIS”. Denison has previously
reported that the Gryphon deposit
has nearly as much uranium as the
Phoenix deposit. While the
Gryphon deposit is not amenable
to ISR, it is potentially still an
economic resource which Denison
may wish to mine.

While the Gryphon deposit is notin
scope for this environmental
assessment, BNDN expects to be
kept informed of future potential
mining activities on the Wheeler
River Project which Denison may
be considering, including additional
exploration on the Property, as
future activities on the Property
will also have impacts on our
Treaty and aboriginal rights and
interests.

Request/recommendation:

. Given the potential longer
term mining activities at the
Wheeler River project beyond
the Phoenix deposit, BNDN
requests that any project
agreement between BNDN
and Denison include terms for
ongoing dialogue related to
future exploration and project
development activities at the
Wheeler River Project and at

and approval as well as engagement with Indigenous
Communities of Interest. Please also refer to the first part
of Denison's response to BNDN comment #19 in regard to
BNDN's suggestion of a process agreement.

comment but does not address the need for
a process agreement for the entirety of the
Wheeler River Project with our Nation.
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(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
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Denison Response

all Denison Projects on BNDN
Ancestral Lands.

See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).

28

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Section
233.13

Comment #28: In Section 2.3.3.1.3
of the draft EIS Denison describes
the proposed decontamination,
demolition and disposal activities
at the Project. BNDN notes that
Denison has described a detailed
process for decommissioning the
injection and recovery wells but
has not described how the freeze
wells will be decommissioned.
BNDN notes that the freeze well
holes may serve as preferential
pathways for contaminated
groundwater movement. Given the
proximity of freeze wells to the
orebody and the number of freeze
wells proposed to be drilled,
proper closure of freeze wells is
also important for protection water
quality long term.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN request that Denison
clarify the process by which they
will decommission the freeze wells.

b) BNDN requests that Denison
decommission the freeze wells
using the same process as is
proposed for the decommissioning
of the injection and recovery wells.

The freeze holes will be decommissioned in the same
manner as the ISR wellfield injection and recovery wells.
All wells once decommissioned will undergo a mechanical
integrity and leak off test prior to being grouted and sealed
internally preventing interaction of surface water from the
underlying aquifer at the mineralized depth. The freeze
pipes, which will be located inside the freeze holes, will
simply be unthreaded and removed from site after the
freeze wall is no longer required.

Addressed, pending future engagement on
environmental matters with BNDN through a
process agreement and eventual mutual
benefits agreement.
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See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).

29

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Section
233.1.3

Comment #29: Denison describes
the thawing of the freeze wall as
part of the decommissioning of the
mine. BNDN notes that water
expands when frozen and could
potentially be capable of
expanding pre-existing joints and
fractures within the host rock.
BNDN is concerned that the
thawing of the freeze wall could
lead to expanded joints and
fractures which would allow for far
more rapid contaminant transport
away from the ore body and
restoration solution than is
modelled in the post-
decommissioning groundwater
model.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN request that Denison
provide evidence from
academic literature or other
mine sites employing freeze
wall technology to determine
the extent the freeze wall
could expands joints and
fractures within the rock once
thawed, including at
unconformities or other pre-
existing structural weaknesses
within the host rock.

Please refer to Attachment IR-10 for information on the
freeze wall integrity and basis for the design, which relies
on site field data and lived experience from several existing
Saskatchewan mining operations.

Addressed, pending future engagement on
environmental matters with BNDN through a
process agreement and eventual mutual
benefits agreement.
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Denison Response

See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).

30

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Figure 2.2-15
Section 2.2.3

Comment #30: Denison notes that
they have made the conservative
assumption that no water would
be recycled as mining solution as
part of their water balance
calculations. BNDN agrees that this
conservative assumption is
appropriate for assessment of
potential impacts of the Project.
While this assumption is
appropriate for the environmental
assessment, BNDN wishes to
understand the proportion of
industrial wastewater that may be
recycled on site and any
commitments Denison is willing to
make regarding continual
refinement of the water treatment
process to increase the proportion
of water that is recycled.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests that Denison
commit to continual refinement of
the Industrial Wastewater
Treatment Plant (IWWTP)
treatment process to maximize the
amount of water that is recycled to
the deposit.

b) BNDN recommends that the
Crown include a condition of
approval for the project regarding

The EIS carried forward two options for the source of
freshwater: 1) surface water and 2) groundwater. This
freshwater will meet all Project needs for potable water,
drilling, and process water and allow Denison to obtain the
water from groundwater wells or from the surface water
(Whitefish lake). The effluent quality and volume
predictions in the EIS provide a bounding scenario of the
basis of the assessment of Project effects. Denison is
undertaking a sequential EA and licensing process under
the Nuclear Safety and Control Act. For context, the EA
process for a Project under CEAA 2012 and the
Saskatchewan Environmental Assessment Act is long and
complex. As such, the inputs and outputs (including
IWWTP water recycle volumes and effluent quality)
developed for the IWWTP were necessary and determined
by Denison’s Project engineers early in the EA process to
allow for the EIS biophysical and human assessments to
advance. Detailed design information on the IWWTP,
including recycle volumes, were not available, which is
standard for engineering and EA sequencing for major
projects. Denison intends to continue to refine effluent
quality and volume predictions as part of the BATEA
assessment and licensing phase of the Project. The
predictions provided in the EIS will continue to bound the
assessment and provide a conservative representation of
risk to human health and the environment. Further, more
detailed information regarding the design and operation of
the IWWTP and water management infrastructure
(including discharge rates, recycle rates among many other
things), as informed in part by the BATEA assessment, will
be included with Denison's application for the license to
operate which will provide opportunity for review and
comment by Interested Parties. For reference, the IWWTP

Addressed, pending future engagement on
environmental matters with BNDN through a
process agreement and eventual mutual
benefits agreement.

Comments for regulators are not addressed
and will be addressed through future
engagement with the appropriate regulator.
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continual improvement of water
treatment to maximize recycling.

c) BNDN requests that Denison
share available information on the
proportion of water that they
currently anticipate being able to
recycle.

See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).

[Additional questions on this topic
directed to regulators or

government entities are included in
the CNSC table]

would be commissioned prior to the Operation phase as
no discharge of treated effluent would occur until that
time.

31

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Figure 2.2-15
Section 2.2.3.2

Comment #31: In Section 2.2.3.2
and Figure 2.2-15 of the draft EIS,
Denison describes their water
balance for the project and
anticipated water needs to operate
the ISR wellfield.

BNDN notes that the EIS does not
describe how Denison derived their
estimate for the quantity of water
required to operate the ISR
wellfield. BNDN is concerned that
the volume of water required to
operate the wellfield may be
substantially greater than is
estimated in the draft EIS. Utilizing
greater volumes of water in the
wellfield would have cascading
effects throughout the water
balance, including greater demand
on the IWWTP, greater storage

a) Based on Denison's site-specific drilling, development,
and pumping requirements over several years of
exploration activities, the wellfield drilling water estimates
presented in the EIS water balances are achievable.
Denison's recently released feasibility study reaffirms the
EIS assumptions related to water use and water recycle
abilities.

b) A key aspect of Denison's management system will be
ongoing evaluation of the Project’s performance compared
to EIS predictions as well as continual improvement and
adaptive management, as required. Should water
consumption needs fall below those outlined in the EIS,
Denison will follow all required permitting, licensing, and
engagement with Indigenous nations and communities to
describe and assess what those continency measures
would be.

c) The near-field analysis (Section 8.2.4.2.3) identified that
under all flow regime scenarios (i.e., 7Q10, monthly low,
and monthly average), constituents are expected to be
well mixed within Whitefish Lake (LA-5) and below the

a. Addressed

b. Addressed, pending future engagement
on environmental matters with BNDN
through a process agreement and eventual
mutual benefits agreement.

c. Addressed, pending future engagement
on environmental matters with BNDN
through a process agreement and eventual
mutual benefits agreement.

d. Not Addressed. Denison has not provided
information on the implications of operating
the wellfield at substantially higher
pressures than currently anticipated. This is
important as ISR technology for ore
extraction is novel in the Athabasca Basin
and higher pressures than currently
modeled may be required to achieve the
uranium recovery rates anticipated by the
Proponent.
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volumes required in the process
water storage pond, greater UBS
holding pond capacity and greater
volumes of effluent discharge to
Whitefish Lake. BNDN is concerned
with the potential cascading risks
associated with an inaccurate
assessment of the volume of water
required to operate the ISR
wellfield.

BNDN also wishes to understand
whether it is possible that Denison
will be required to operate the
wellfields at a higher pressure,
even if only temporarily. BNDN
notes that operating wells at higher
pressure come with additional
workplace and environmental
hazards, especially when dealing
with a strongly acidic lixiviant.

Request/recommendation:

a) Todemonstrate that Denison
has not significantly
underestimated the volume of
water required to operate the
wellfield, BNDN requests that
Denison provide evidence that the
volume of water required to
operate the wellfield is accurate.
This should include an assessment
of their level of confidence they
have in their estimated water
consumption.

b) BNDN requests that Denison
provide BNDN with information on

most restrictive criteria for the protection of aquatic life
(Table 8.2-10; Appendix 8-C and Appendix 8-D).
Additionally, the extent of the mixing zone in Whitefish
Lake is estimated to be less than 5 m under all flow
scenarios assessed (Table 8.2-11). Denison will comply
with the Water Security Agency's Guidelines for Effluent
Mixing Zones and Denison would update modeling if the
base assumptions associated with the discharge of treated
effluent to Whitefish Lake were changed, as needed.

d) Wellfield pressures were described in the daft EIS,
Sections 2.2.1.4.2 and 2.2.1.4.3. In terms of pressures, ISR
mining is planned at nominal pressures of 100 psi and
intermittent pressures of up 250 psi.

Further discussions on this matter should be
done within the terms set out in a process
agreement between Denison and BNDN for
the Wheeler River Project.
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potential contingency measures
(such as constructing additional
process water pond capacity)
should their estimated water
consumption be underestimated

c) Denison must commit to
updating their mixing zone
assessment should they find it
necessary to discharge greater
quantities of effluent to Whitefish
Lake than is estimated in the draft
EIS.

d) Denison must document the
implications of operating the

wellfield at a substantially higher
pressure than currently expected.

See Section 4.3 for additional

information on this topic (p. 25-
28).

32

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Table 2.3-3

Comment #32: Table 2.3-3 of the
draft EIS shows Denison’s proposed
mining area decommissioning
objectives, which are the
groundwater quality objectives for
the residual water in the ore zone
following the flushing of the system
during mine decommissioning.
BNDN is surprised to see that
relatively high concentrations of
metals are expected to remainin
the restoration solution as a final
objective, such as 100 mg/I
uranium and 2 mg/| cobalt,
amongst many other metals.

Groundwater remediation targets provided in the draft EIS
were from derived from metallurgical test results
completed from 2017 to 2021 with over 125 kg of material
recovered from Phoenix deposit that underwent leaching
and neutralization test work (see response to IR-67). In
2022 and 2023, metallurgical test work continued to
further optimize remediation and strategies and confirm
test work results presented in the draft EIS. It is expected
that metallurgical test work will continue in the future to
further optimize remediation targets, and this will be
advanced through updates to the Decommissioning Plan.
The Feasibility Field Test (FFT) provided additional
confirmation that pH target and remediation targets could
be met. Data gathered during the neutralization phase of
the FFT provide confidence that groundwater targets
proposed in the draft EIS can be met technically and

a. Not Addressed. BNDN does not see it as
acceptable to postpone the commitment to
more stringent residual water in the ore
zone to later permitting stages. Denison did
not respond to our request for additional
contextual information on the additional
costs to further reduce metals
concentrations in the residual solution.
BNDN reiterates this request and
recommends that it be addressed within the
protocols established in a process
agreement between Denison and BNDN.

b. Not Addressed. BNDN reiterates our
request to address these concerns through a
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BNDN notes that potential risks to
groundwater and surface water
could be dramatically reduced
through more stringent mining
area decommissioning objectives.
It is also feasible that processing
efficiencies and high uranium
prices may allow for substantially
lower concentrations of uranium to
be mined economically. The long-
term contamination of
groundwater from the high
concentration of metals in the
restoration solution is one of
BNDN'’s primary concerns with the
Wheeler River Project, and BNDN
would strongly prefer that Denison
strive to minimize the residual
contamination remaining in
groundwater following
decommissioning to the greatest
extent possible.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests that Denison
provide documentation that
estimates the time, efforts and
costs associated with reducing
concentrations of metals in the
restoration solution by 1 order of
magnitude and 2 orders of
magnitude. Note that these
calculations should include costs
that could be recovered by
processing subeconomic UBS.

economically. Based on laboratory testing and the results
of the 2022 field testing, subsurface remediation is
planned to consist of rinsing the ore zone with 35 pore
volumes of fresh water, slowly raising the pH and then
pumping about 75 pore volumes of basic solution through
the same portion of the ore zone. This basic solution will in
effect further raise the pH to a level that impedes further
leaching of the deposit and reduces aqueous
concentrations of contaminants of concern to below their
environmental target levels.

Refinement of the mining area decommissioning
objectives and associated modelling will be done as the
Project progresses through updates to the
Decommissioning Plan; nevertheless, the objectives as
they may evolve will be bound by the objectives evaluated
in the EIS, which as shown are protective of aquatic biota
in Whitefish Lake. The final mining area decommissioning
objectives will be developed prior to initiation of
groundwater remediation as part of the Detailed
Decommissioning Plan (DDP). Prior to executing
decommissioning activities, Denison shall prepare and
submit the DDP to regulators for approval. The DDP would
reflect input that will be solicited from Indigenous Nations
and communities and others prior to its submission and
would also be informed by conditions on the ground at the
site at that time, operational experience that has been
gained and the regulatory landscape at that time. As is
highlighted above, the decommissioning plan will evolve
over time and the plan will become more refined as the
Project advances.

As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves
and residential communities most proximal to the Project,
Denison has committed to collaborating with English River
First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring

regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part

process agreement and eventual mutual
benefits agreement for the Project.

c. Not Addressed. BNDN intends to work
with the Crown on this condition of
approval.

d. Not Addressed. BNDN reiterates the
request for the comparative analysis of
reasonably achievable concentrations of
uranium in the residual water.

Comments for regulators are not addressed
and will be addressed through future
engagement with the appropriate regulator.
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b) BNDN requests that Denison
work with BNDN through terms
defined in a BNDN project
agreement to establish achievable
decommissioning objectives that
would be satisfactory to BNDN.

c) BNDN requests that the
Crown place a condition of
approval upon the Wheeler River
Project that Denison is required to
work with BNDN to establish
mutually agreeable mining area
decommissioning objectives.

d) BNDN requests that Denison
undertake a study of ISR operations
elsewhere in the world to
determine the lowest
concentrations of UBS that could
be processed economically utilizing
industry best practices and commit
to exceeding global standards.

See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).

[Additional questions on this topic
directed to regulators or
government entities are included in
the CNSC table]

of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous
community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in
an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as described
above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations
who may have interest in the Project. Denison does not
anticipate separate funding for BNDN at this time.

33

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Section
22222
Figure 2.2-18

Comment #33: In Figure 2.2-18 of
the draft EIS, Denison shows the
proposed design of the double
composite liner system for the
ponds on site and the uranium
bearing solution (UBS) holding

As outlined in draft EIS Section 2.2.2.2.2, Denison will
evaluate options to use tanks instead of holding area as
engineering advances. It is also important to note that
Denison is completing a sequential EA and licensing
process for the Project (see draft EIS Section 1).Denison
considers the EA to be a planning and decision-making tool
that assesses the potential effects of the Project in a

a. Not Addressed. BNDN sees it as a
reasonable and necessary precaution to
store UBS in tanks instead of open air
storage. BNDN reiterates this request and
recommends that it be addressed within the
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area. BNDN notes that the risks
associated with temporary storage
of UBS is much greater than other
contact water on site which is
proposed to be stored in a similar
means. As such, BNDN is
concerned that the proposed UBS
holding area does not have
adequate leak detection given the
additional risk associated with the
UBS relative to contact water on
site. BNDN also notes that open air
storage of UBS presents the risk of
incidental interactions with wildlife
near to the project (such as birds),
which would potentially be acutely
toxic.

BNDN is also concerned that there
is no leak detection system below
the secondary HDPE geomembrane
and geosynthetic clay liner. Should
the secondary containment layers
also become compromised,
Denison does not have a system
planned to detect this.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests that Denison
commit to storing UBS in
appropriate tanks as opposed to
open air storage.

b) BNDN requests that Denison
include a leak detection pipe in the
prepared subgrade below the
secondary containment as well as
between the primary and

careful and precautionary manner and integrates results
of engagement with Indigenous nations and communities.
The details requested by BNDN will be developed to
support licensing and will be included in Management
System programs / plans including for example the
Groundwater Monitoring Plan and the Emergency
Response and Preparedness Plan.

protocols established in a process
agreement between Denison and BNDN.

b. Not Addressed. BNDN sees it as a
reasonable and necessary precaution to
incorporate a leak detection system into UBS
storage. BNDN reiterates this request and
recommends that it be addressed within the
protocols established in a process
agreement between Denison and BNDN.
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secondary containment layers.
BNDN also requests that the
prepared subgrade be engineered
to facilitate maximum utility of the
leak detection below the
secondary containment.

See Section 4.3 for additional

information on this topic (p. 25-
28).

34

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Figure 2.3-1

Comment #34: Denison shows an
additional ore body to the
Southwest of Phase 5. Denison has
not included this additional ore
body in the mine plan in the draft
EIS and has not discussed whether
they have intentions to mine this
ore body or undertaking a project
change at a later date to include
this additional ore body.

Itis unclear whether this additional
ore body has any implications for
the long-term groundwater quality
modelling either through the
additional orebody altering
anticipated groundwater chemistry,
or the restoration solution
dissolving metals in the additional
orebody increasing overall metal
loading. Given the probable
difference in groundwater and
mineral geochemistry in the
additional orebody relative to the
overlying sandstone and underlying
basement rock, there is likely to be
interaction between the restored

a) and b) The small deposit to the SW of Phase 5 is
amendable to ISR but is of lower grade than the areas
targeted in mining phases 1 through 5 and mining of that
low grade areas is not being considered at this time. It is
noted that The Project mining and milling capacity will be
bound by the assumptions in the EIS, which includes a
production rate higher than the current reserves. The
Project would be reviewed to determine what if any
changes to the design basis would be anticipated and then
what permitting would be required, should additional
mining beyond what is contemplate by the EA be
considered in the future.

c) The additional modelling recommended by the review
comment is unnecessary at this time. The low grade area is
not considered in the mine plan at this time. Should that
change, as noted above, the Project would be reviewed to
determine what if any changes to the design basis would
be anticipated and then what permitting would be
required. Such modeling as envisioned by the review
comment would be done that time as may be required.
Hydrogeological investigations have been ongoing in the
field and in laboratories since 2014. Packer, open hole, and
cross hole tests have been completed in conjunction with
exploration drilling programs. As well, permeability tests
have been completed on sections of available competent
core within the Phoenix deposit. Open hole water level

Addressed
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ocumentatio 80171)
solution and the additional surveys have been completed across the site in 2015,
orebody post-closure. 2017, 2021 and 2022. Data gathered during the field tests
Request/recommendation: have been utilized for both the EA groundwater model as
. well as the mining model. The primary direction of
a) BNDN requests that Denison . .
. groundwater flow at depth is to the north east, which
clarify whether they are . .
Do . " means restored solutions will move away from the small
considering adding the additional ] . .
body to th thwest of Ph deposit to the SW. Additionally, as noted in the response to
orebody to the southwest of Phase
. 4 . . . BNDN Comment #32, the restored solution will be basic
5 into the mine plan, including . . .
. o and will further raise the pH to a level that impedes further
clarifying whether the additional . .
. leaching of the deposit and reduces aqueous
ore body is amenable to ISR . . .
o concentrations of contaminants of concern to below their
mining.
& environmental target levels.
b) BNDN requests that Denison
clarify what the anticipated
permitting associated with the
additional ore body would be.
c) BNDNrequests that the post-
decommissioning groundwater
modelling for the Project include
interactions between the
additional ore body and the
restoration solution to understand
if the ore body poses a risk of
additional metal loading to
groundwater.
See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).
35 BNDN Section 2.2.1.3 Comment #35: Denison intends to a) Please refer to Attachment IR-10 for information on the a. Addressed, pending future engagement
(February | Section7.6.2.1 use a freeze wall as tertiary freeze wall integrity and basis for the design, which relies on environmental matters with BNDN
28,2023) containment for the operation of on site field data and lived experience from several existing through a process agreement and eventual

the wellfield during operations. In
general, BNDN is supportive of this
containment measure but requires
further information to have

Saskatchewan mining operations.

b) The following explains how the continuous freeze wall
will be monitored. The alignment of the freeze wall is
located 25 m offset from the lateral extent of the

mutual benefits agreement.

b. Addressed, pending future engagement
on environmental matters with BNDN
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confidence that the freeze walls
will operate as designed. In
particular, BNDN notes that while
the freeze wall will be continuous
from the ground surface all the
way into the basement rocks
underlying the orebody, the freeze
wall is by far the most
consequential immediately around
the ore body itself. The orebody is
approximately 400 m below the
ground surface (where the earth
would be significantly warmer) and
the lixiviant is expected to be at
least 10 degrees warmer than the
surrounding groundwater would
be. Considering that the cold brine
will need to be injected nearly half
a kilometer into the earth where
warm lixiviant will be injected into
the wellfield, BNDN is concerned
that the freeze wall may be
ineffective in and around the ore
body where it is required.
Furthermore, BNDN is concerned
that the monitoring system for
assessing the stability of the freeze
wall may not adequately detect the
continuity of the freeze wall at
depth. As such, BNDN is concerned
that the freeze wall may be
ineffective and in fact obscure our
ability to recognize contamination
of the surrounding groundwater
from the freeze wall operating
ineffectively.

recoverable ore and the freeze wall will grow in thickness
both towards the ore and away from the ore. The freeze
wall will solidify all liquid porewater and develop into a
contiguous impermeable barrier many metres thick.
Ground temperature monitoring will be installed through a
series of continuous fiberoptic temperature and pressure
wells from surface to the depth of impermeable basement
rock below the unconformity. Such monitoring
wells/systems will be installed on both the ore (inside) and
non-ore (outside) sides of the freeze wall to confirm the
thickness of frozen ground. There will be sufficient
operational controls in place to verify that the freeze plant
is operating, to measure the temperature in the ore zone,
and to measure the temperature on opposite sides (inside
and outside) of the freeze wall so that early detection of
any upset conditions can be identified and addressed.
Options for addressing issues include: lowering the
temperature of the freeze system to draw more heat out;
increasing the freeze coolant flow rates in freeze wells
nearer to active ISR cells; and/or to adaptively manage the
lixiviant injection and recovery rates in cells located
nearest to the freeze wall.

c) Regarding the monitoring program: A framework for the
groundwater monitoring plan was provided in Section
7.8.2 of the draft EIS and is commensurate with the level of
development of the Project. Further details regarding the
Environmental Management Program and its associated
plans (of which the groundwater monitoring plan is one)
will be developed later in 2023 and 2024 as part of the
licensing process. Engagement on licensing requirements,
including on program and plan documentation will occur at
that time.

d) As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves
and residential communities most proximal to the Project,

through a process agreement and eventual
mutual benefits agreement.

c. Not Addressed, BNDN requires a
commitment from Denison to include BNDN
into the development and implementation
of the monitoring plan, which should be
formalized in a BNDN-Denison process
agreement and eventual Mutual Benefits
Agreement.

d. Not Addressed, BNDN requires a
commitment from Denison to include BNDN
into the development and implementation
of the monitoring plan, which should be
formalized in a BNDN-Denison process
agreement and eventual Mutual Benefits
Agreement.
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Request/recommendation: Denison has committed to collaborating with English River
First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on monitoring
regimes, suited to each of their interests and needs. As
part of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous
community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in
an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as described
above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations
who may have interest in the Project, such as BNDN.
Denison does not anticipate separate funding for BNDN at
this time.

a) BNDN requests that Denison
provide information to
demonstrate that the freeze wall
willin fact be frozen in and around
the ore body. If there is any doubt
that the freeze wall will indeed be
frozen around the ore body,
Denison should describe further
measures they can undertake to
ensure that the freeze wall is
frozen as intended around the ore
body.

b) Denison must provide BNDN
with further information on how
they will monitor the performance
and continuity of the freeze wall.

c) BNDN requests further
information on the proposed
groundwater monitoring program
around the wellfield.

d) BNDN requests the
opportunity to review the
groundwater monitoring plan and
to review groundwater monitoring
data as part of a BNDN-Denison
environmental committee
developed through a BNDN-
Denison project agreement.

See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).

36 BNDN Section Comment #36: Denison documents | As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves a. Not Addressed. BNDN requires a
29.13.1 their conceptual level and residential communities most proximal to the Project, commitment from Denison to include BNDN
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Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

management and monitoring plans
which they will develop to manage
operations on site.

The environmental protection
measures which Denison
undertakes at the Project site are
highly consequential to BNDN, and
BNDN requires the opportunity to
provide our knowledge and input
into environmental protection
measures developed for activities
within our Ancestral Lands.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests that Denison
commit to involving BNDN in the
development, review and approval
of all environmental monitoring
plans developed for the Project.
Details of BNDN involvement in the
development of environmental
monitoring plans should be
undertaken within an
Environmental Committee, with
specific terms defined within a
BNDN-Denison Project Agreement
for the Wheeler River Project

b) BNDN requests that the CNSC
impose a condition of approval on
the project which states the
requirement for Denison to consult
with BNDN on all environmental
management and monitoring plans
for the project.

regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part
of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous
community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in
an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as described
above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations
who may have interest in the Project. Denison does not
anticipate separate funding for BNDN at this time.

BNDN will be informed throughout the monitoring
program design and implementation process. Monitoring
program design and implementation will be guided by the
following principles: meet regulatory requirements,
confirm the effectiveness of mitigation measures and
predictions made in the assessment, implementing
adaptive management (if/where applicable) to reduce
effects during the lifetime of the Project, and will ensure
that spatial boundaries are sufficiently extensive to
measure EIS predictions.

The details of monitoring and follow-up plans are being
developed to support the separate process of Project
licensing and permitting. The specific means by which
provincial and federal authorities, and Indigenous Nations
and communities will be engaged in developing the follow-
up and monitoring program, including the information-
sharing program, are currently under consideration with
the Denison project team. It is noted that Section 4.2.1 of
the draft EIS provides the variety of ways in which Denison
has engaged with Interested Parties to date and it is
assumed it would continue to use these means and others
that may be identified to fulfil its key corporate principals
for developing positive relationships (see draft EIS Section
4.2).

Ref. EIS, appendi . .
Source » 3PP X - found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
ocumentatiol 80171)
(February environmental protection program, Denison has committed to collaborating with English River into the development and implementation
28, 2023) including several proposed First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring of all project environmental management

and monitoring plans, which should be
formalized in a BNDN-Denison process
agreement and eventual Mutual Benefits
Agreement.

b. Not Addressed, Comments for regulators
are not addressed and will be addressed
through future engagement with the
appropriate regulator.
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See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).

[Additional questions on this topic
directed to regulators or

government entities are included in
the CNSC table]

37

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Section 7.6.2.3

Comment #37: In Section 7.6.2.3 of
the draft EIS and the geology and
groundwater summary table in
Appendix 16A, Denison states that
they expect no residual effects to
groundwater quality during the
operations, decommissioning or
future centuries period of the
Project. Denison has also not
placed a significance determination
on the impacts to groundwater
quality based on the findings of the
draft EIS due to groundwater being
considered an intermediate VC.

BNDN disagrees with both the
residual effects assessment and the
fact that groundwater quality has
been assessed solely as an
intermediate VC. The protection of
groundwater resources is highly
important to BNDN. Our members
place immense value on clean
spring water and the protection of
groundwater more generally. The
advancement of the Wheeler River
Project will permanently impair
groundwater resources in and
around the Wheeler River Project.

The Groundwater Quality VC was carried through the EIS
as an intermediate VC. The shallow and deeper
groundwaters are not considered to be a potable water
source currently nor in the future within the LSA (defined
in Section 7.1.3.1), as detailed in Section 7.1.1.1.Within the
LSA, the Groundwater VC was considered an intermediate
VC as it is a pathway to the aquatic environment and
considered in the future centuries period in Section 8. It is
also important to note that the mining area is 400 m below
surface and the existing/baseline groundwater quality in
the ore zone area is poor (e.g., high in iron and uranium
compared to shallower groundwater; Figure 7.3-11).
Section 7.6 describes the residual effects evaluation for
geology and groundwater, including for the life of mine (0
to 38 years) and the future centuries period. It is Denison's
opinion that the approach associated with evaluating
Project effects to groundwater quality is appropriate and
reasonable for the reasons presented in the draft EIS.

Denison continues to work with its Indigenous
Communities of Interest with reserves and residential
communities most proximal to the Project, Denison has
committed to collaborating with English River First Nation
and Kineepik Métis Local on a community specific
monitoring regime, suited to each of their interests and
needs, in an agreed-upon fashion. One of the key goals of
such collaboration with each Indigenous nation will be to
provide the information necessary to the communities
such that it provides confidence to community members

a. Not Addressed.

BNDN reiterates our request to carry
through groundwater as a receptor VC, as
groundwater resources are highly culturally
and spiritually important to our Nation.

b. Not Addressed.

BNDN reiterates our request to carry
through groundwater as a receptor VC into
the future centuries period, as groundwater
resources are highly culturally and spiritually
important to our Nation.

c. Not Addressed. Comments for regulators
are not addressed and will be addressed
through future engagement with the
appropriate regulator.
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The contamination of groundwater
at the Project will have a significant
impact on our members’
connection to the land and ability
to exercise our Treaty and
Aboriginal rights. BNDN see the
limited interpretation of residual
effects and the lack of inclusion of
groundwater quality as a receptor
VC as a significant oversight in the
assessment of impacts of the
Project on the environment and
BNDN Treaty and Aboriginal rights.
This must be corrected to properly
assess the Project and thus ensure
that project impacts are
appropriately mitigated and
accommodated.

Request/recommendation:

a) Denison must apply a
significant determination to
groundwater quality and quantity
for all projects phases, including
the future centuries period. The
significance determination must be
developed following consultation
and engagement with BNDN.

b) Denison must re-evaluate the
residual effects of the project on
groundwater quality including the
future centuries period. This re-
evaluation must be following
consultation and engagement with
BNDN.

regarding the impacts from the Project to the aspects of
the environment which matter the most to them. Denison
is committed to continual improvement in relation to such
collaborative monitoring programs, in order to adapt to
areas of interest which can change over time. Itis
expected that the data collected through such monitoring
regimes would also be relevant to other Indigenous First
Nations who may have interest in the Project.

The details of monitoring and follow-up plans are being
developed to support the separate process of Project
licensing and permitting. The specific means by which
provincial and federal authorities, and Indigenous Nations
and communities will be engaged in developing the follow-
up and monitoring program, including the information-
sharing program, are currently under consideration with
the Denison project team. It is noted that Section 4.2.1 of
the draft EIS provides the variety of ways in which Denison
has engaged with Interested Parties to date and it is
assumed it would continue to use these means and others
that may be identified to fulfil its key corporate principals
for developing positive relationships (see draft EIS Section
4.2).
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c) BNDN requests that the CNSC
work with our Nation to
understand the significant impacts
that the permanent contamination
of groundwater caused by the
project will have on our Treaty and
Aboriginal rights.

See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).

[Additional questions on this topic
directed to regulators or

government entities are included in
the CNSC table]

38

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Section 7.8.2

Comment #38: Section 7.8.2 of the
draft EIS documents the
groundwater monitoring proposed
for the surface facilities and the ISR
recovery area. It also describes a
conceptual excursion contingency
plan wherein Denison has
proposed their plans to manage
situations where groundwater
contamination occurs beyond what
is predicted in the EIS. BNDN notes
that Section 7.8.2 lacks information
on the involvement of Indigenous
Nations related to groundwater
monitoring.

As stated previously, BNDN is
highly concerned with the level of
impact the Project will have on
groundwater resources. As such
BNDN requires Denison to
communicate excursions of

Denison agrees with BNDN's comment that groundwater
monitoring will be an important component of the Project
as it advances.

As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves
and residential communities most proximal to the Project,
Denison has committed to collaborating with English River
First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring
regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part
of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous
community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in
an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as described
above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations
who may have interest in the Project. BNDN will be
informed throughout the monitoring program design and
implementation process. Monitoring program design and
implementation will be guided by the following principles:
meet regulatory requirements, confirm the effectiveness of
mitigation measures and predictions made in the
assessment, implementing adaptive management
(if/where applicable) to reduce effects during the lifetime

a. Not Addressed.

BNDN requires Denison to commit to
ongoing engagement with our Nation on
groundwater monitoring through a process
should be formalized in a BNDN-Denison
process agreement and eventual Mutual
Benefits Agreement.

b. Not Addressed.

BNDN intends to work with the Crown on
this condition of approval.

c. Not Addressed. Comments for regulators
are not addressed and will be addressed
through future engagement with the
appropriate regulator.
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Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
groundwater and the consequent of the Project, and will ensure that spatial boundaries are
management of excursions to our sufficiently extensive to measure EIS predictions.
Nation. The details of monitoring and follow-up plans are being
Request/recommendation: developed to support the separate process of Project
a) BNDN requests that Denison licensing and permitting. The specific means by which
revise Section 7.8.2 to include provincial and federal authorities, and Indigenous Nations
Indigenous engagement and input and communities will be engaged in developing the follow-
for groundwater monitoring results up and monitoring program, including the information-
and the management of observed sharing program, are currently under consideration with
groundwater excursions. The the Denison project team. It is noted that Section 4.2.1 of
manner in which Denison engages the draft EIS provides the variety of ways in which Denison
BNDN on groundwater monitoring has engaged with Interested Parties to date and it is
and management will likely occur assumed it would continue to use these means and others
through an Environmental that may be identified to fulfil its key corporate principals
Committee, which should be for developing positive relationships (see draft EIS Section
defined in a BNDN-Denison Project 4.2).
Agreement.
b) BNDN requests that the CNSC
impose a condition of approval on
the Project that clarifies that
Denison is required to engage with
impacted Indigenous Nations such
as BNDN on groundwater
monitoring and management.
See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).
[Additional questions on this topic
directed to regulators or
government entities are included in
the CNSC table]
39 BNDN Appendix 8D Comment #39: In Appendix 8d, Denison appreciates and acknowledges the Not Addressed
(February Denison documents their baseline recommendation. At this time Denison believes suitable BNDN has reasonably requested that
28, 2023) aquatics studies undertaken for the | candidate references areas are available upstream of the

Denison work with our Nation in identifying
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

during the operations phase of the
mine. BNDN notes that many of
the details in this section are
conceptual in nature and thus
could require significant
refinements in design to achieve

information needed to support licensing and permitting
has not been included in the EIS; it will be provided to
regulators as part of permitting and licensing. For the EIS,
an initial understanding of the mine plan and mining area
remediation was needed to initiate the assessment of
migration of constituents of potential concern in

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
ocumentatio 80171)
Wheeler River EIS. Denison has Project site in areas located in the same drainage system / background sampling sites. It is expected
included some lakes and rivers watershed. While proximity to the Project is only one of that such sites could be chosen in such a
upstream of the Project as many considerations for suitable reference area selection way that aligns with Denison’s goals of
background sites for understanding in this case the ability to be able to compare relevant obtaining reference information and
project impacts to the aquatic measurement endpoints between "reference" vs implementing a BACI design for ongoing
environment. BNDN notes that "potentially influence" sampling locations where the monitoring. The outright refusal of even
there are many additional sites primary difference between locations is the point source discussing such a possibility with BNDN is
throughout our Ancestral Lands discharge is compelling rationale. Additionally, data that not reflective of the need for meaningful
which would benefit from ongoing have been collected from upstream areas as part of consultation on this Project.
aquatic monitoring and would be baseline programs provides the opportunity to implement
potentially suitable for the Project aquatic monitoring according to a BACI design which is a
as background sampling sites. powerful means by which to assess and isolate potential
Request/recommendation: mine related effects from natural environmental change.
. Given the above, Denison does not see that there is
. BNDN requests that Denison . . - .
. ) rationale for investigating lakes over a regional extent to
work with our Nation to . . o .
. ) ) o establish reference areas for aquatic monitoring as is
identify potential additional
T suggested.
background sampling sites
within our Ancestral Lands for
aguatic monitoring for the life
of Project. The details of such
should be defined in the
BNDN-Denison project
agreement.
See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).
40 BNDN Section Comment #40: In Section 2.2.1.4.2 a) It is important to note that Denison is completing a a. Not Addressed.
(February | 2.2.1.4.2 of the Draft EIS Denison discusses sequential EA and licensing process for the Project (see BNDN note that Denison has not provided
28,2023) the operation of the wellfield draft EIS Section 1). Detailed ISR mining-related

BNDN with the information that the Nation
requested regarding changes in chemical
composition of the lixiviant (other than
changes in acid concentrations). BNDN
reiterates the request for additional
information.
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No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

the desired recovery consistently
throughout the life of mine.

Amongst other concerns related to
operations of the ISR wellfield,
BNDN is concerned that Denison
may alter the chemical
composition of the lixiviant used in
the ISR wellfield which could cause
inadequately understood changes
in potential effects of the Project to
the environment. These effects
could include significant changes to
the final restorative solution at the
end of mine life or significant
changes in the treatment
requirements for the IWWTP that
impact the ability of Denison to
achieve effluent quality criteria for
significant periods of time.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests that Denison
provide information on:

e Thelikelihood of the chemical
composition of the lixiviant
changing throughout the life
of project

. Potential changes to the
lixiviant composition

e  Theimplications for long term
groundwater quality and
effluent treatment from
changes in lixiviant chemistry

b) BNDN requests that Denison
commit to ongoing

groundwater out of this area in the post-decommissioning
period. The findings and conclusions of the EIS were also
used, in turn, to inform and bound the engineering and
feasibility work. As part of the metallurgical test program,
over 125kg of core from the Phoenix deposit has been
leached in a variety of settings, including bottle rolls,
column tests, and intact core tests. This has helped to
predict concentrations of both the lixiviant as well as the
production solutions. The lixiviant (mining solution)
concentrations will vary depending on each individual well
production profile. To ensure reagent consumption is
effective and efficient it will be varied during the life of
each well dependent on its characteristics. The initial
acidification of the well requires a lower acid content to
ensure the formation does not plug due to precipitation,
whereas during periods of high production the well can
accept a higher acid concentration. Towards the end of the
recovery curve, the uranium is more difficult to access and
therefore the strength of the acid or the flow rate to the
well need to be optimized to ensure efficient use of
reagents. It is expected that the lixiviant concentrations
will vary between 0-60 g/L H2504, and 0-20g/L H202 and
will be situationally dependent. There is also the capability
to add Fe2(S04)3, however it is not expected that this will
be required in significant concentration due to the natural
abundance of iron in the deposit.

b) Please see response to Comment #19 for Denison's
response on a Project agreement.

b. Not Addressed.

Denison has thus far denied BNDN'’s
reasonable request for a process agreement
and eventual project agreement despite the
projects impacts to our Nations rights and
interests; BNDN reiterates our request.
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Ref.

No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

communications and engagement
with BNDN regarding changes to
the wellfield operation throughout
the life of mine. The terms of
engagement should be defined in a
BNDN-Denison project Agreement.

See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).

41

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Appendix 8E
Table 4

Comment #41: Table 4 of Appendix
8e of the draft EIS shows the
predicted site discharge
concentrations of the
contaminants of potential concern
(COPCs). BNDN notes that the
concentrations of a number of
COPCs do not achieve water quality
objectives that is the best available
technology economically
achievable (BATEA). Example
COPCs include copper,
molybdenum, selenium, uranium,
vanadium, zinc and ammonia.

BNDN requires proponents
operating on our Ancestral Lands
to, ataminimum, achieve BATEA
standards for effluent treatment
and discharge. This takes
reasonable and appropriate
precaution without imposing
unreasonable costs on the
operation.

Request/recommendation:

a) Denison is undertaking a sequential EA and licensing
process under the NSCA. For context, the EA process for a
Project under CEAA 2012 and the Saskatchewan
Environmental Assessment Act is long and complex. As
such, the inputs and outputs (e.g., effluent quality) needed
for the EIS were developed by Denison’s Project engineers
early in the EA process to allow for the biophysical and
human assessments to advance. An example of one of
these outputs is the IWWTP effluent quality. The effluent
quality predictions in the EIS provide a bounding scenario
of the basis of the assessment of Project effects. As stated
in the Draft REGDOC 2.9.2 Denison understands that a
BATEA assessment be conducted to determine the
predicted design release characteristics as part of the
licence application for a new facility or activity. Outside of
the EIS process, the Project detailed engineering is
progressing, including the design of the IWWTP and
associated refinement of effluent quality predictions.
Denison is following Draft REGDOC 2.9.2 to arrive at a
treatment option that remains within the bounds of the
EA, which ultimately predicts no significant impacts to the
receiving environment. The maximum design release
characteristics for the IWWTP will be provided as part of
Denison’s licence application to the CNSC.

b) As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves
and residential communities most proximal to the Project,

a. Not Addressed.

BNDN notes that Denison has not made the
requested commitment around achieving
BATEA for all effluent COPCs.

b. Not Addressed.

BNDN requires Denison to commit to
ongoing engagement with our Nation on
determining suitable effluent discharge
criteria for the IWWTP. The engagement
process should be formalized in a BNDN-
Denison process agreement and eventual
Mutual Benefits Agreement.

Comments for regulators are not addressed
and will be addressed through future
engagement with the appropriate regulator.
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No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

a) BNDN requests that Denison
commit to achieving BATEA criteria
for all COPCs in their effluent.

b) Denison must work with
BNDN to identify mutually
agreeable and appropriate effluent
discharge criteria for their effluent.
BNDN expects that identifying
suitable effluent discharge criteria
will be undertaken through an
Environmental Committee with a
terms of reference defined in a
BNDN-Denison project agreement.

c) BNDN requests that the CNSC
impose a condition of approval on
the Project that BNDN is engaged.

See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).

[Additional questions on this topic
directed to regulators or

government entities are included in
the CNSC table]

Denison has committed to engagement with English River
First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local as it relates to
effluent discharge criteria, suited to each of their interests
and needs. Denison does not anticipate working closely
with BNDN on this topic.

42

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Appendix 8E
Table 7

Comment #42: Table 7 of draft EIS
Appendix 8e shows the anticipated
size of the mixing zone under 3
different flow conditions, including
the calculated 7Q10 flow. While
BNDN understands that Denison
expects to discharge relatively
small volumes of effluent to
Whitefish Lake compared to a
conventional open pit or
underground mining operation,

The prediction uncertainty analysis (i.e., "sensitivity
analysis") presented in Appendix 7-C included an
evaluation of the change in the model prediction (i.e.,
plume migration) with respect to changes in the
conductivity of materials along the flow path to the
receptor, Whitefish Lake (i.e., Scenarios 4, 5, and 6) as well
as regarding the hydraulic conductivity of the mined-out
ore zone. As such we feel that the work requested by the
reviewer has already been completed and reported upon
within the draft EIS. In addition, the uncertainty of the
Intermediate Sandstone Aquifer was evaluated (see IR55),

Addressed.
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Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

mention of potential impacts the
project may have on mercury
biogeochemical cycling and the
consequent risks to the
environment and human health.
This is unsurprising given the lack
of baseline sampling of mercury in
sediments and soils, especially
wetland soils.

information pertaining to sediment total and methyl
mercury from LSA lakes and rivers prior to site
development.

As indicated in EIS Section 8.4.6.1, Residual Effects
Characterization, mercury is not associated with the local
geology and is not expected to be released in the effluent
at measurable levels and was therefore not identified as a
COPC. Denison notes that there is potential for increased
methylmercury production in the receiving environment
under a certain combination of factors to which the Project

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
ocumentatio 80171)
BNDN is concerned that the mixing where higher hydraulic conductivity within the
zone assessment underestimates Intermediate Sandstone Aquifer were found to reduce the
the magnitude of impact that the proportion of water from the ore zone reaching Whitefish
project will have on Whitefish Lake. Lake, which would have the effect of further reducing (i.e.,
Request/recommendation: diluting) concentrations simulated and presented in the EIS
BNDN hat Deni documentation. As such, the conditions documented in the
¢ requests that Denison draft EIS are already conservative with respect to the
undertake a plume R . .
deli . dvand id uncertainty in these parameters. The near-field analysis
BeNs'iatt}:on stu ytan.tpl;ow € (Section 8.2.4.2.3) identified that under all flow regime
I € o;.)pc?r unity o scenarios (i.e., 7Q10, monthly low, and monthly average),
review the findings of the . . e
tudv th h the BNDN constituents are expected to be well mixed within
SDU .y r:“? € | ) Whitefish Lake (LA-5) and below the most restrictive
Cenlso.rt\t nv}:ror;:ec\:: | criteria for the protection of aquatic life (Table 8.2-10;
R?mn; ?e tor € eeler Appendix 8-C and Appendix 8-D). Additionally, the extent
ver Froject. of the mixing zone in Whitefish Lake is estimated to be less
See Section 4.3 for additional than 5 m under all flow scenarios assessed (Table 8.2-11).
information on this topic (p. 25- Denison will comply with the Water Security Agency's
28). Guidelines for Effluent Mixing Zones.
The above notwithstanding in-field confirmation of the
extent of the effluent mixing zone is anticipated following
commissioning of the IWWTP and effluent discharge
system during the Operation phase of the Project.
43 BNDN Appendix 10A Comment #43: BNDN notes that Although baseline concentrations of total mercury in Partially addressed.
(February the environmental risk assessment sediment have not been collected during baseline BNDN requires Denison to commit to
28,2023) (draft EIS Appendix 10a) makes no sampling to date, Denison will collect background

ongoing involvement of our Nation in
mercury monitoring on site. The
engagement process should be formalized in
a BNDN-Denison process agreement and
eventual Mutual Benefits Agreement.
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Reference to . . ..
Ref. IS, appendix, (all original subn-nsswns can be )
No. Source T found on Canad‘lan Impact Denison Response
documentation Assessment Registry reference:

80171)
The lack of baseline mercury may contribute; however, prediction of methylmercury
sampling is a significant oversight production is not practical. Denison commits to monitoring
given the significant impact that mercury and methylmercury in the aquatic environment
mining operations can have on over the life of the Project to determine the potential
mercury biogeochemistry, changes in mercury concentrations in fish tissue over time.
including mercury methylation, and | A the Project advances and operational monitoring is
mobility of mercury species within | nderway, Denison will assess health risks from fish
the environment. consumption by comparing fish tissue data collected
BNDN is very concerned with the during operation from the monitoring program against
complete lack of assessment of this | Health Canada's mercury guideline of 0.5 ug/g wet weight.
important consideration for the This is a human health risk-based maximum permissible
project and the consequent concentration. Mercury data presented throughout the
inability for our members to draft EIS represents total mercury. Denison agrees to
adequately understand the included methylmercury as part of the constituents
potential risks to our Treaty and monitored in fish throughout all project phases.
Aboriginal rights from these risks.
Note that the absence of baseline
information gathered can be
reasonably considered an impact
on our Treaty and Aboriginal rights
as our members will avoid
exercising our rights if BNDN lack
the information to have confidence
that it is safe to do so.

44 BNDN Table 2.2-4 Comment #44:In Table 2.2-4 of the | Refinement of the mining area decommissioning Not Addressed.

(February Draft EIS, Denison documents their | objectives and associated modelling will be done through BNDN requires a commitment from Denison
28, 2023) planned chemical used for the updates to the Decommissioning Plan, and will be

project. BNDN notes that Denison
intends to use zero-valent iron
(zV1) in the IWWTP, but not as part
of the remediation solution for the
mine. BNDN notes that ZVI is used
to treat contaminants in
groundwater around the world.
Denison has not discussed whether

bounded by the objectives evaluated in the EIS. The use of
zero-valent iron will be evaluated, as applicable.

around groundwater remediation. If Denison
wishes to defer certain aspects of BNDN’s
requests to the Decommissioning Plan,
BNDN requires a commitment from Denison
negotiate a Project Agreement with our
Nation to give confidence that these matters
will be addressed in a manner that mitigates
impacts to our rights.
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Ref.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

they have investigated the
possibility of utilizing ZVI to
remediate the wellfield during
decommissioning.

Protection of groundwater is of
exceptional importance to BNDN.
BNDN is concerned that Denison
has not made a complete or
comprehensive effort to
understand how to minimize
negative impacts to groundwater
from the project using proven
technologies that may be suitable
for remediating the restoration
solution in the wellfield during the
decommissioning phase of the
mine.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN requests that Denison
investigate the suitability of
using zero-valent iron to
remediate the groundwater
within the wellfield as part of
the decommissioning process.

See Section 4.3 for additional
information on this topic (p. 25-
28).

45

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

8.2.4.1.1 Site
Water
Management

Comment #45: BNDN is concerned
that the small volume of Effluent
Monitoring and Release Ponds may
create a lack of operational
flexibility. For example, in the EIS, it
is stated that:

“Treated water from the IWWTP
will be pumped to the three

a) During Construction, no effluent is expected to be
released to the aquatic environment. Contact water stored
in the Clean Waste Rock Pond during Construction will be
held onsite until the Industrial Wastewater Treatment
Plant (IWWTP) is commissioned. At that time the water
from the pond would be conveyed to the IWWTP, treated,
and released to Whitefish Lake per permit / license

a. Not Addressed.

BNDN notes that the Proponent has not
addressed the fact that this is a concern for
the operational phase of the mine site and is
specific to the efficacy of the effluent
treatment plant. BNDN reiterates the
request for the Proponent to design the
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Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

Effluent Monitoring and Release
Ponds (each 3,300 m3). These
ponds will be designed to hold
effluent for 72 hours for testing
before discharge to the
environment.” — EIS, pp 723

If water quality in these ponds
exceeds discharge criteria, then
there may be a need to store water
so that additional treatment and
monitoring can occur prior to
discharge. However, only having
capacity for three days of storage
means it is unlikely the Proponent
would be able to adequately treat
water prior to reaching storage
capacity, resulting in a need for
emergency release of poor- quality
water.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests that additional
storage capacity be included as
part of the design for water
management system. This must
include adequate storage capacity
to ensure Denison has the ability to
retain water for sufficient time to
allow treatment, in the event that
exceedances of water quality
discharge criteria occur.
Alternatively, Denison can commit
to halting discharge (and
operations if required) should
water quality exceed discharge
criteria. Discharge into Whitefish
Lake would resume once water
quality in the Effluent Monitoring
and Release Ponds has been

requirements. The sequence for Construction activities will
occur in a logical manner based on Project execution plans.
For example, construction of the wellfield runoff pond will
be prioritized during the early part of Construction and it
will able to hold 38,200 m3 of water. This will provide
contingency and additional water storage capacity if
contact water produced exceeds estimates or the volume
available in the Clean Waste Rock Pond. Other secondary
contingency measures are also available should the
volume of water requiring management exceed site
infrastructure storage volume. This could include use a
hydrovac for offsite disposal.

Section 2 Project Description, Section 2.2.3.9 Treated
Effluent Monitoring and Release Ponds of the draft EIS
outlines Denison's commitment to test effluent prior to
discharge to Whitefish Lake, to ensure it meets federal and
provincial discharge limits. Any pond not meeting the
criteria will be recycled back to the Industrial Wastewater
Treatment Plant via the process water pond.

b) Denison expects the Provincial Approval to Operate a
Pollutant Control Facility will contain specific effluent
quality limits and monitoring to confirm effluent quality
meets the approved limits. Denison will also be required to
meet conditions in CNSC licensing documentation, as well
as MDMER effluent discharge criteria.

effluent monitoring and release ponds to be
increased in capacity to have at least 3
weeks of storage capacity.

b. Not Addressed.
BNDN intends to work with the Crown on
this condition of approval.

Comments for regulators are not addressed
and will be addressed through future
engagement with the appropriate regulator.
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Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

returned to below discharge
criteria.

b) BNDN requests that the CNSC
impose a condition of approval for
the Project that requires Denison
to must meet effluent discharge
criteria prior to discharge and must
halt operations if treated effluent
in the monitoring and release
ponds does not meet effluent
discharge criteria.

See Section 4.4 for additional
information on this topic (p. 48-
51).

[Additional questions on this topic
directed to regulators or
government entities are included in
the CNSC table]

46

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Appendix 8D
Aquatic
Environment
Baseline Study

Comment #46: Fish community
sampling is an important
component of baseline studies for
many reasons, including identifying
species present (including any
species at risk) and evaluating
relative abundance (e.g., CPUE). A
robust program should include
multi- season and multi-year
approach. This allows improved
characterization of seasonal habitat
use and accounts for natural
variability.

In the baseline aquatic
assessments, the Proponent has
focused fish community sampling
in fall 2016, with some limited
additional sampling of in spring

It is Denison's and their aquatic SME's opinion that the
baseline fish community sampling efforts, including
information provide from Indigenous and local resource
users, provide a sufficient basis for conducting an effects
assessment (draft EIS Section 8.3 Fish and Fish Habitat).
Based on the information collected there is a good
understanding of fish species presence / absence, relative
abundance, fish habitat character tics including areas that
contribute to important life history stages (e.g., spawning
areas) and fish habitat use. Denison does not believe
further extensive baseline collection are needed to
support the environmental assessment process but will
implement targeted aquatic surveys prior to site
development (see below).

With respect to inclusion of the additional information
requested the following is noted. Both detailed and
summary data are presented in the Baseline Aquatic
Environment Report that was provided as an appendix to

46 a. Not Addressed

It is BNDN’s opinion that the baseline fish
community sampling efforts do not provide
a sufficient basis for conducting an effects
assessment. It is standard practice for
aquatic baseline surveys to be undertaken in
spring and fall for at least two years.

Conducting relatively low community
sampling effort in Sept 2016 and May 2017
does not provide adequate information on
species diversity, abundance, or other
measures of fish health for meaningful
comparison. Such limited data creates a high
likelihood of sampling bias and will make it
exceedingly difficult to distinguish whether
future changes are a result of impacts from
the project or simply natural variations.
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Comment Summary
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found on Canadian Impact
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Denison Response

2017. This low level of effort will
make it difficult to draw
meaningful comparisons with
monitoring work that will occur
during the life of mine.

Furthermore, CPUE has only been
reported for electrofishing effort.
As a result, there is very limited
information available for relative
abundance of fish in important
waterbodies, including Whitefish
Lake, McGowan Lake, and Russell
Lake.

**BNDN notes that a raw
representation of total effort is
provided in table A-13 of Appendix
8D but requests that an
assessment of total effort, total
catch, and CPUE be presented in
the EIS for each capture
method/location**

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests that the
Proponent build on the existing
data for fish community sampling
by collecting an additional round of
spring and fall sampling.

b) BNDN requests that an
assessment of total effort, total
catch, and CPUE be provided for
each capture method/location
where fish sampling has occurred.

the draft EIS. Effort and catch by sampling gear type by
sampling location are shown for example in Table A-13 of
the Baseline Aquatic Environment Report and metrics such
as CPUE and total catches can be derived from these data
if desired. Denison does not see the need to derive these
metrics for presentation in the final version of the EIS (and
supporting documents). This is in part related to the fact
that the aquatic effects assessment did use abundance /
relative abundance metrics such as CPUE as measurable
parameters (MPs; a parameter or metric associated with a
key indicator that can be used to detect and measure
Project-related changes) to represent the fish and fish
habitat VC, nor would it have been practical to use them
for this purpose. There would be no practical or reliable
way to derive such a prediction of change relative to
Project-aquatic habitat interactions.

While abundance / relative abundance metrics may be
reported during future monitoring they would not likely be
seen as a key measurable parameters for fish monitoring.
More subtle measures of fish health would be used for this
purpose - it is reasonable to assume that fish health
measures will be more sensitive to change than abundance
measures and provide an earlier indication of potential
Project-related effects. This is what is envisioned and
required by the MDMER EEM program, whereby measures
of fish health (e.g., growth, reproduction, condition) are
used to assess potential effects. As noted above, Denison
will implement targeted aquatic surveys prior to site
development. At this time it is envisioned that a pre-
development EEM program survey following guidance
provided in the Metal Mining Technical Guidance
Document will be implemented at the site, with sampling
at future effluent exposed and reference areas. Best
practice is to undertake an analysis of candidate reference
areas using the existing baseline information and
investigate their utility as controls prior to project

46 b. Addressed
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

results to assess performance of
water management system (EIS, pp
8-90, 8.2.5 Mitigation Measures).
BNDN is supportive of this type of
information sharing and believes
that it can be an important
component of transparency and
trust- building between the
Proponent and other parties.
However, it is important that
information sharing be done ina
way that is accessible to
community members.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN requests involvement
in discussions with Denison
about sharing of information
related to water quality
monitoring (and
environmental monitoring
more broadly). Some
methods of communication
that may support accessibility
of data include:

o  Public-facing
summary reports

residential communities most proximal to the Project,
Denison has committed to collaborating with English River
First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring
regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part
of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous
community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in
an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes would also be
relevant to other Indigenous nations who may have
interest in the Project. BNDN will be informed throughout
the monitoring program design and implementation
process. Further details on the Public Information Program
and Public Disclosure will form part of the documentation
submitted in support of the CNSC licensing for the Project.
Itis also noted for further reference that there are existing,
non-Denison monitoring programs such as the CNSC's
Independent Environmental Monitoring Program
(https://nuclearsafety.gc.ca/eng/resources/maps-of-
nuclear-facilities/iemp/index.cfm), and the Eastern
Athabasca Regional Monitoring Program (www.earmp.ca/).
Results from these programs provide relevant information
and can complement Denison’s Project-specific monitoring
program. One forum for discussion of monitoring results is
the Northern

Saskatchewan Environmental Quality
Committee(https://www.saskatchewan.ca/residents/first-

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
See Section 4.4 for additional development. Execution of the pre-development EEM
information on this topic (p. 48- represents a Before-After-Control-Impact (BACI) design for
51). aquatic monitoring, that will provide the ability to monitor
change temporally (among sampling periods) and spatially
(among sampling areas), thereby providing a more robust
means by which to assess potential mine related effects.
47 BNDN 8.2.5 Comment #47: The Proponent has Denison agrees with BNDN that water quality monitoring Partially Addressed
(February | Mitigation identified one mitigation measure will be interest to Indigenous nations and communities. As BNDN agrees that the information shared
28,2023) | Measures that includes sharing of monitoring | the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves and

with English River First Nation and the
Kineepik Métis Local is likely to be of interest
to BNDN. However, our request for
discussions with Denison about information
sharing have been ignored. The refusal of
even discussing such a possibility with BNDN
is not reflective of the need for meaningful
consultation on this Project.
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Ref.

No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:

80171)

Denison Response

on a regular
schedule (e.g.,
quarterly or
annually)
Real-time access to
environmental
monitoring data
through online
database portals.
Semi-regular
community
meetings hosted in
Turnor Lake (e.g.,
every 12-18
months, as decided
in conjunction with
BNDN leadership
within a Project
Agreement with
BNDN).
Presentations to
BNDN staff,
leadership, and/or
community
members by BNDN
Environmental
Monitors. The
specific methods
used for
information sharing
and appropriate
levels of support
from Denison can
be determined
through

nations-citizens/saskatchewan-first-nationsmetis-and-
northern-initiatives/northern-saskatchewan-
environmental-quality-committee).

Please see response to Comment #19 for Denison's
response on a Project agreement.

70






Denison’s Responses to Comments from BNDN on the Wheeler River Project draft EIS
Denison Response — November 29, 2023

No.

Ref.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

consultation with
BNDN.

See Section 4.4 for additional
information on this topic (p. 48-
51).

48

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

8.5 Fish Health

Comment #48: The Proponent has
completed predictive modelling for
concentrations of contaminants in
fish tissue. For example, results of
modeling for selenium indicate
that concentrations will fluctuate
throughout operations but remain
below the recommended criterion
of 2.83 mg/kg wet weight (from
the US EPA). Should the Project
proceed, information on
contaminants in fish tissues will be
highly relevant for BNDN and land
users who eat fish from the area.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN requests that results of
fish tissue monitoring (e.g.,
EEM studies) be shared in a
publicly available and
accessible way. This must
include comparisons with
guidelines and information on
other contaminants of
importance (e.g., mercury).
Discussions regarding how
this information can be
shared with BNDN should
occur alongside the
discussions related to water

Denison agrees with BNDN that results of fish tissue
monitoring will be interest to Indigenous nations and
communities. As the Indigenous Communities of Interest
with reserves and residential communities most proximal
to the Project, Denison has committed to collaborating
with English River First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on
a monitoring regime, suited to each of their interests and
needs. As part of these programs, Denison and the
Indigenous community of ERFN and KML will be sharing
information in an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that
the data collected through such monitoring regimes would
also be relevant to other Indigenous nations who may have
interest in the Project. BNDN will be informed throughout
the monitoring program design and implementation
process. Further details on the Public Information Program
and Public

Disclosure will form part of the documentation submitted
in support of the CNSC licensing for the Project. It is also
noted for further reference that there are existing, non-
Denison monitoring programs such as the CNSC's
Independent Environmental Monitoring Program
(https://nuclearsafety.gc.ca/eng/resources/maps-of-
nuclear-facilities/iemp/index.cfm), and the Eastern
Athabasca Regional Monitoring Program (www.earmp.ca/).
Results from these programs provide relevant information
and can complement Denison’s Project-specific monitoring
program. One forum for discussion of monitoring results is
the Northern

Saskatchewan Environmental Quality
Committee(https://www.saskatchewan.ca/residents/first-

Partially Addressed

BNDN agrees that the information shared
with English River First Nation and the
Kineepik Métis Local is likely to be of interest
to BNDN. However, our request for
discussions with Denison about information
sharing have been ignored. The refusal of
even discussing such a possibility with BNDN
is not reflective of the need for meaningful
consultation on this Project.
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

site and increased ability for
visitors due to improved access
could negatively impact fish
populations.

Preferred species, large-bodied
fish, and older individuals are most
likely to be targeted. This may have
negative consequences on the
population structure of fish in the
lake as well as the ability of BNDN
members to exercise fishing rights.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN recommends that the
policies Denison sets related
to staff and contractors fishing
while on site are determined
collaboratively with BNDN
through the Environmental
Committee defined in a
BNDN-Denison project
agreement.

See Section 4.4 for additional

information on this topic (p. 48-
51).

changes to the gate and the process for controlling access
to Highway 914 north of the Key Lake Operation are
proposed as part of the Wheeler River Project. As
described in the draft EIS, workforce members will be
transported to/from site via a fly-in/fly-out rotation and
will, therefore, not use ground travel options during shift
changes, which will eliminate fishing on local lakes during
commutes to/from the site and during time off work.
Denison site vehicles will not be available for recreational
purposes. While at the Project site and off duty, workers
may opt to fish local waterbodies. To protect sustainable
use of resources, only catch and release of fish will be
encouraged, and fish storage or cooking facilities will not
be provided. To prevent entry of land users from entering
the Project Area, Denison will control access to the
property with both a north and south security gate.
Overall, given a lack of resources to access fishing locations
and store fish harvests, workforce fishing is expected to
cause minimal disturbances to local users. Section 11 of
the draft EIS provides the assessment of potential Project
effects on Indigenous Land and Resource Use (Section
11.1) and Other Land and Resource Use (Section 11.2). The
mitigation measures proposed in the aquatic and
terrestrial assessments translated into undetectable
changes in resource availability to existing and future users
and rightsholders. The assessment does not take a
distinctions-based approach (i.e., the potential impact on

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
ocumentatio 80171)
quality monitoring results nations-citizens/saskatchewan-first-nationsmetis-and-
(see comment above). northern-initiatives/northern-saskatchewan-
See Section 4.4 for additional environmental-quality-committee).
information on this topic (p. 48- Please see response to Comment #19 for Denison's
51). response on a Project agreement.
49 BNDN 8.3 Fishand Comment #49: Increased fishing Please note that the Project will not change public access Addressed.
(February | Fish Habitat pressure in Whitefish Lake from to the area. The existing gate on Highway 914 near
28, 2023) employees working at the Project Cameco's Key Lake Operation will remain in place and no
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No.

Ref.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

each Indigenous community is not evaluated separately),
but rather on the key indicators and associated measurable
parameters. Mitigation to eliminate, reduce, or control
potential adverse effects of the Project on Indigenous Land
and Resource Use would apply to any uses proximal to the
Project. Given proven mitigation is to be applied to traffic
disturbances, noise, air quality, and increased competition
for resources, the effects are expected to be minimal. As
outlined in Denison’s Indigenous Peoples Policy, Denison is
committed to respecting Indigenous knowledge and values
regarding environmental stewardship and Indigenous
peoples’ connection to the land, and to minimize potential
effects, wherever possible.

Detailed Project plans and programs related to staff and
contractor fishing will be developed to support Project
permitting and licensing efforts.

50

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

8.3.4
Assessment of
Project- related
Effects

Comment #50: The EIS provides
very few details regarding how
spills, leaks, and other accidents
and malfunctions will be managed
to mitigate the impacts on fish and
fish habitat. Over the life of the
mine there will inevitably be
accidents and malfunctions. One of
the most common environmental
issues that will be encountered is
leaks and spills. These can typically
be managed through good
monitoring and preparedness,
though if they occur near water,
the ability to clean them quickly is
difficult and can result in harm to
aquatic communities.

Request/recommendation:

A standalone Accidents and Malfunctions (A&M)
assessment was completed and is summarized in Section
14 of the EIS (full report is Appendix 14-A of the EIS). The
A&M assessment considered almost 70 accident scenarios
including many that would relate to the unplanned release
of chemicals and radiation to the environment with
potential to effect country foods. Specific scenarios
including the release of chemicals and radiation to the
aquatic environment and to the terrestrial environment
adjacent to the ERFN and KML culture camps located along
Hwy 914. The overall risks in consideration of likelihood
and consequence were characterized as low. The
assessment concluded that with planned engineering /
environmental design features, mitigation measures, and
emergency response, as well as implementing industry
best practices that the risks to the environment from
accidents and malfunctions can be reduced to levels that
are as low as reasonably practical.

Partially Addressed.

BNDN appreciates the additional
information provided on accidents and
malfunctions and on the Emergency
Preparedness and Response Program.

However, BNDN notes that the refusal to
develop an Environmental Committee or
similar mechanism with BNDN is not
reflective of the need for meaningful
consultation and active involvement on this
Project.
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No.

Ref.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

BNDN request additional
information regarding the
development of spill
prevention programs,
emergency management
procedures, and monitoring
and remediation programs for
accidents and malfunctions.
Representatives from BNDN
need to be included in the
planning and execution of
monitoring and remediation
activities to provide
community perspectives in
Project activities. One method
through which BNDN can be
involved in these discussions
is through the development
of an Environmental
Committee (see comment #51
also).

See Section 4.4 for additional
information on this topic (p. 48-

51).

Section 2.9.1.3 of the draft EIS provides Denison's
commitment to develop an Environmental Management
System, which includes an Emergency Preparedness and
Response Program (EPRP) and an Environmental
Protection Program (EPP; including an Environmental
Monitoring Plan). The EPRP would be established to
identify how the Project will prepare for and addresses
emergencies that may affect the health and safety of
persons, the environment, and the protection of property.
The EPRP would be developed in a manner that aligns with
guidance provided by CNSC in REGDOC-2.10.1. The EPP
would be established to provide an overarching framework
for key environmental monitoring and management plans
and to ensure a means to demonstrate compliance with
applicable environmental regulatory requirements and
other performance targets that Denison may set. As noted
on the draft EIS, Denison has opted to execute the overall
Project approvals process - that is, the environmental
assessment and licensing / permitting processes - in series
and not simultaneously. A such, the details of these
programs and plans will be developed during the licensing
/ permitting phase and will be available for review at that
time rather than as part of the final EIS. The level of
information provided in the draft EIS is appropriate for the
current stage of the Project approvals process.

As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves
and residential communities most proximal to the Project,
Denison has committed to collaborating with English River
First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring
regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part
of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous
community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in
an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as described
above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations
who may have interest in the Project. Denison does not
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Ref.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

anticipate any funding to BNDN at this time. BNDN will be
informed throughout the monitoring program design and
implementation process. Monitoring program design and
implementation will be guided by the following principles:
programs will meet regulatory requirements, programs will
confirm the effectiveness of mitigation measures and
predictions made in the assessment, programs will be
implemented in an adaptive management framework
(if/where applicable) to reduce effects during the lifetime
of the Project, and program spatial boundaries will be
sufficiently extensive to measure EIS predictions.

51

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

8.3.8
Monitoring and
Follow-up

Comment #51: There is no
discussion on how Indigenous
communities, such as BNDN, will
be included in environmental
management, emergency
management, monitoring, and
remediation. This includes issues
related to ongoing permitting or
specific remediation such as in the

case of an accident or malfunction.

Request/recommendation:

. To support BNDN's ongoing
participation in monitoring
and oversight of the Project,
BNDN request the
establishment of an
Environmental Committee or
similar oversight mechanism.
The purpose of the
committee will be to review
monitoring data and
monitoring reports produced
during the life-of-mine to
ensure that the

As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves
and residential communities most proximal to the Project,
Denison has committed to collaborating with English River
First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring
regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part
of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous
community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in
an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as described
above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations
who may have interest in the Project. Denison does not
anticipate any funding to BNDN at this time.

BNDN will be informed throughout the monitoring
program design and implementation process. Monitoring
program design and implementation will be guided by the
following principles: meet regulatory requirements,
confirm the effectiveness of mitigation measures and
predictions made in the assessment, implementing
adaptive management (if/where applicable) to reduce
effects during the lifetime of the Project, and will ensure
that spatial boundaries are sufficiently extensive to
measure EIS predictions.

Not Addressed

The refusal to develop an Environmental
Committee or similar mechanism with BNDN
is not reflective of the need for meaningful
consultation and active involvement on this
Project.
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No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

environmental protection is
sufficient for all VCs. The
committee can also
participate in permitting
throughout the life-of-mine
for all relevant applications
(e.g., Fisheries Act
Authorizations, water
permits, Closure Plan updates
etc.) and provide input to
management plans (e.g.,
EPPs, Surface Water
Management Plan,
Environmental Monitoring
Plans, etc.). The specific
details of such a committee
can be developed through
consultation with BNDN and
must be formalized through a
BNDN-Denison project
agreement.

See Section 4.4 for additional
information on this topic (p. 48-
51).

52

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

8.3.5
Mitigation
Measures

Comment #52: Mitigation
measures are an important
component of Project
management which are critical for
environmental protection. Upon
review of the suggested mitigation
measures, BNDN has identified
some opportunities for additional
mitigation.

Request/recommendation:

Denison acknowledges the input and will consider the
suggestions as the project moves forward. The draft EIS
contains a number of mitigations referenced in different
biophysical and human environment assessments; these
mitigations together form Denison's fulsome commitment
list of Project mitigation measures moving forward. Many
of the proposed additional mitigation measures are
already included in the draft EIS. A few examples are
provided here:

. Section 2.2.7.6: No fuels, oils, or other hazardous
substances will be stored within 100 m of any water

Addressed.
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Ref. Source EIS, appenfilx,
No. or supporting

documentation 80171)

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:

Denison Response

8.3.5

[¢]

. BNDN request that the
following standard mitigation
measures be included as part
of the list described in Section

Maintain vegetated
buffers of at least
100m with all
waterbodies
wherever practical;
All equipment must
be inspected prior
to use on-site to
ensure that they
are clean and free
of soil or other
contaminants;
Maintain spill kits
onall vehicles used
on-site;

All machinery will
be kept in good
working order and
inspected regularly
for drips, leaks, and
spills;

In the event of a
spill, Denison will
take all necessary
actions, where itis
safe to do so, to
immediately stop
the spill, contain
contaminants,
clean up and
dispose of

body. No equipment maintenance or re-fuelling will
be conducted within 100 m of a water body.

e  Section 2.8: Fuel storage and distribution
infrastructure will be constructed in accordance with
applicable legislation requirements; Fuels will be
stored in approved, above-ground, double-walled
storage tank(s) equipped with secondary
containment in accordance with provincial
regulations and standards; Stationary and mobile
equipment will be fueled with a fuel-dispensing truck.

e  Section9.2.5.2.7: Standard operating procedures will
be employed, and regular inspections of equipment
and machinery will be completed to verify they are in
good working order; Vehicles and equipment will be
maintained in good working condition (e.g., no leaks)
and furnished with industry-standard spill response
kits.

Denison also notes that Section 2.9.1.3 of the draft EIS
provides Denison's commitment to develop an
Environmental Management System, which includes an
Emergency Preparedness and Response Program (EPRP)
and an Environmental Protection Program (EPP; including
an Environmental Monitoring Plan). The EPRP would be
established to identify how the Project will prepare for and
addresses emergencies that may affect the health and
safety of persons, the environment, and the protection of
property. The EPRP would be developed in a manner that
aligns with guidance provided by CNSC in REGDOC-2.10.1.
The EPP would be established to provide an overarching
framework for key environmental monitoring and
management plans and to ensure a means to demonstrate
compliance with applicable environmental regulatory
requirements and other performance targets that Denison
may set. As noted on the draft EIS, Denison has opted to
execute the overall Project approvals process - that is, the
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Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
contaminated environmental assessment and licensing / permitting
materials; processes - in series and not simultaneously. A such, the
o  Denison will details of these programs and plans will be developed
maintain a record during the licensing / permitting phase and will be
of all spills and available for review at that time rather than as part of the
report upon each final EIS. The level of information provided in the draft EIS
spill within 48 is appropriate for the current stage of the Project
hours, including approvals process.
informationonspill | s the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves
response, cleanup, | and residential communities most proximal to the Project,
and remediation; Denison has committed to collaborating with English River
o Vehicle refueling First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring
W_'” occurata regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part
distance of at least of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous
100m; ) community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in
o Fuel tan!<s will be an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
located 'r‘ areas collected through such monitoring regimes as described
that are lined and . .
ed above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations
(F:onTalnek ! il who may have interest in the Project. Denison does not
© uel tanks will be anticipate any funding to BNDN at this time. BNDN will be
located at least . - .
informed throughout the monitoring program design and
500m from known . . _— .
. implementation process. Monitoring program design and
waterbodies. . . . . . -
implementation will be guided by the following principles:
See Section 4.4 for additional meet regulatory requirements, confirm the effectiveness of
information on this topic (p. 48- mitigation measures and predictions made in the
51). assessment, implementing adaptive management
(if/where applicable) to reduce effects during the lifetime
of the Project, and will ensure that spatial boundaries are
sufficiently extensive to measure EIS predictions.
53 BNDN 8.3 Fishand Comment #53: Unfortunately, due As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves Not Addressed
(February | Fish Habitat to thé nature of planning and and residential communities most proximal to the Project, The refusal to commit to involvement of
28,2023) licensing for complex projects such Denison has committed to collaborating with English River

as the Wheeler River mine, there
are many documents, plans,

licenses and approvals which may
not be available for review during

First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring
regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part
of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous

BNDN in ongoing planning and licencing
(including the development of an

Environmental ~Committee or
mechanism) is not reflective of the need for

similar
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Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

the environmental assessment

process, or which will take place

subsequent to completion of the
assessment. For example, Denison
will be preparing important
documentation governing
environmental management of the

Project following the

Environmental Assessment. While

these are not currently available,

there is a need to engage with

BNDN to obtain input on these

documents as planning progresses.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN requests that Denison
consult with our staff
members and advisors on
important environmental
documentation/plans/license
s that are not available as part
of the EA process. This list
includes, but is not limited to:

o  Surface Water
Management
Program

o  Erosionand
Sediment Control
Plan

o  FishSalvage Plan

o  SpillResponse Plan

o  MDMER approvals
and EEM plans

o  Saskatchewan
Water Security
Agency permits for

o Agquatic habitat
protection

o  Operatinga
waterworks

community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in
an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as described
above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations
who may have interest in the Project. Denison does not
anticipate any funding to BNDN at this time.

BNDN will be informed throughout the monitoring
program design and implementation process. Monitoring
program design and implementation will be guided by the
following principles: meet regulatory requirements,
confirm the effectiveness of mitigation measures and
predictions made in the assessment, implementing
adaptive management (if/where applicable) to reduce
effects during the lifetime of the Project, and will ensure
that spatial boundaries are sufficiently extensive to
measure EIS predictions.

meaningful consultation and active
involvement on this Project.
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Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

o  Operating a sewage
works

o  Effluent Monitoring
Plan

o  Environmental
Monitoring Plan(s)

o  Decommissioning
and Reclamation
Plan

Engagement with BNDN on these
plans should occur through an
Environmental Committee or
similar oversight mechanism (see
above). The specific details of such
a committee can be developed
through consultation with BNDN
and must be formalized through a
BNDN- Denison project agreement
for the Wheeler River Project.
See Section 4.4 for additional
information on this topic (p. 48-
51).

54

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

8.4.3.1
Methodology
and Metrics

Comment #54: The collection of
sediment samples was completed
using cores and grab petit Ponar in
three upstream reference locations
(LA-7A, LA-8, and LA-9), Whitefish
Lake (LA-5 and LA-6), McGowan
Lake (LA-1), and Russell Lake (LAB-1
and LAB-2). Sediment quality
testing was conducted to
characterize COPC including
nutrients, metals, and
radionuclides.

Only the top 2 cm of cores of grab
samples were analyzed in the lab.
It is not clear in the methodology

Baseline sediment chemistry was conducted on the 0-2cm
horizon as this is the area in contact with surface water
and the zone inhabited by benthic invertebrates. It is also
the sediment layer in which changes in sediment chemistry
would be expected to change in response to Project-
related inputs and thus provides the most appropriate data
for comparison to follow-up monitoring.

As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves
and residential communities most proximal to the Project,
Denison has committed to collaborating with English River
First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring
regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part
of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous
community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in
an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data

Addressed.
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

the Proponent has elected not to
test sediments for it. BNDN
acknowledges that the mining
process does not use mercury and

Source . found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
why laboratory analysis was limited collected through such monitoring regimes as described
to the top 2 cm. above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations
Request/recommendation: who may have interest in the Project. Denison does not
anticipate any funding to BNDN at this time.
. BNDN requests additional
information on the rational BNDN will be informed throughout the monitoring
for only analyzing COPC program design and implementation process. Monitoring
within the top 2 cm of program design and implementation will be guided by the
sediment samples. This following principles: meet regulatory requirements,
should include information on confirm the effectiveness of mitigation measures and
whether this limited data will predictions made in the assessment, implementing
negatively affect the ability to adaptive management (if/where applicable) to reduce
evaluate potential impacts of effects during the lifetime of the Project, and will ensure
groundwater contamination that spatial boundaries are sufficiently extensive to
entering Whitefish Lake from measure EIS predictions.
below during operations, The details of monitoring and follow-up plans are being
decommissioning, and future developed to support the separate process of Project
centuries. licensing and permitting. The specific means by which
See Section 4.4 for additional provincial and federal authorities, and Indigenous Nations
information on this topic (p. 48- and communities will be engaged in developing the follow-
51). up and monitoring program, including the information-
sharing program, are currently under consideration with
the Denison project team. It is noted that Section 4.2.1 of
the draft EIS provides the variety of ways in which Denison
has engaged with Interested Parties to date and it is
assumed it would continue to use these means and others
that may be identified to fulfil its key corporate principals
for developing positive relationships (see draft EIS Section
4.2).
55 BNDN 8.4.3.2.3 Comment #55: Despite significant Denison will collect background information pertaining to Addressed.
(February | Metals concerns regarding the presence of sediment total and methyl mercury from LSA lakes and
28,2023) mercury in water and sediment, rivers prior to site development.
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No.

Ref.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

itis presentin low levels in the
background environment.
However, for the purposes of good
stewardship, communications, and
trust, having an assessment of the
background levels of mercury is
important to BNDN.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN requests that the
proponent sample sediments
for mercury to establish
background levels. This is
information that is culturally
important given the potential
harm and the psychological
toll of mercury in aquatic
ecosystems. Background
levels can then be compared
with ongoing monitoring
throughout the life of mine.

See Section 4.4 for additional

information on this topic (p. 48-

51).

56

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Table 8.5-2:
Baseline Fish
Tissue
Chemistry
Summary

Comment #56: In Section 8.5 Fish
Health, the Proponent has included
a summary table with information
on contaminants in fish tissue and
bone tissue. The information
provided does not include total
number of samples.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN requests table 8.5-2 be
updated with information on

The requested information is presented in Appendix 8-D in
the draft EIS.

Addressed — the information is found in
Table 3-10 of Appendix 8-D
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN recommends that, in
addition to using weed-free
certified seeds, consultation
occur with Indigenous
communities, including
BNDN, to select an
appropriate seed mix that
closely mimics the pre-
construction plant community
and includes plants of
medicinal and traditional
importance. This could be
done by either sourcing seed
mix from a local seed
distributor, or using wild seed
propagated from plants
collected from the Project
Area. In addition, the seed
mix should contain native
plant species only.

See Section 4.5 for additional

information on this topic (p. 59-
60).

preliminary decommissioning plan will be included with
licence application and reviewed and updated during
operations. Prior to executing Decommissioning activities,
Denison shall prepare and submit a detailed
decommissioning plan to regulators for acceptance, which
builds on the preliminary decommissioning plan.

Additionally, Denison has partnered with the University of
Saskatchewan and Northwest Communities Environmental
Services (an Indigenous-owned environmental company)
under the Developing Eco-Restoration Together (DERT)
program. This unique project aims to co-create ecological
restoration practices that centre Indigenous peoples,
worldviews, and values while also braiding knowledge
from the land, Indigenous knowledge, and western
science. The project is supported by the three partners but
is ultimately guided by the Indigenous Project Advisory
Board, and the Community Liaison/Education Coordinator.
Through restoration trials, community engagement, and
various planting techniques, Denison, with their partners
are seeking to return ecosystem functions in areas where
they have been previously disturbed (e.g., exploration
cutlines). Through collaboration with community
members, University of Saskatchewan, industry partners,
two graduate students, and local youth, this project is
expected to ultimately inform the creation of a framework

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
total number of fish (n)
samples for each location.
See Section 4.4 for additional
information on this topic (p. 48-
51).
57 BNDN 9.2.5.2 Comment #57: The Proponent has Specific details of the seed mixture and overall reclamation Addressed.
(February | Additional committed to using seed that is plan will be developed through updates to the
28,2023) | Vegetation- certified weed-free, with a valid Decommissioning Plan, on which Interested Parties will be
sp.e.cific. “Certificate of Seed Analysis” for provided opportunity for review and input. The
Mitigation the revegetation process. decommission plan in the EIS is a conceptual plan. A
Measures
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Reference to Comment Summary
X (all original submissions can be
Ref. EIS, appendix, . .
Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
. Assessment Registry reference:
documentation 80171)
for effective restoration practices in northern
Saskatchewan that centre on caribou and Indigenous
communities.
58 BNDN 9.3.4.2.1 Comment #58: The EIS uses a 500 It is Denison's and their terrestrial SME's opinion that the Not Addressed
(February | Alteration m buffer around the Project Area approach used to characterize moose habitat alteration The response does not adequately address
28,2023) and/.or Loss of to define indirect habitat alteration provided a sufficient basis for conducting the ungulate (VC) BNDN’s concern that the 500 m buffer
Habltat for moose (Figure 9.3-9). This moose (KI) effects assessment (draft EIS Section 9.3). The underestimates the extent of moose habitat
25;;:&;3_9 includes habitat alteration from Project Area had a 500 m buffer applied to account for alteration. BNDN reiterates the following
R sensory disturbance such as indirect effects/habitat alteration; this area is within the :
Habitat for o - o - o I points.
Moose anthropogenic noises, vehicle wildlife LSA. Availability of habitat is not a key limiting

traffic, aircraft traffic, and
increased predator access.
However, the EIS references
scientific research that states that
roads and vehicle traffic can affect
moose habitat selection, resulting
in habitat avoidance up to 1 km
from roads (Shanley and Pyare
2011).

Furthermore, the EIS acknowledges
uncertainty concerning the
available background and baseline
information used to identify
available moose habitat in this
assessment.

Without considering a larger
avoidance buffer (as demonstrated
in various research) around
proposed anthropogenic
disturbances, BNDN believe that
the EIS underestimates the
potential extent of moose habitat
alteration. To be more
conservative, a 1000 m buffer

factor for moose populations.

The selection of a 500 m buffer
appears arbitrary and is not
substantiated by peer-reviewed
literature. Research (Shanley and
Pyare 2011) indicates that moose
may avoid habitat up to 1 km
from roads and vehicle traffic.
Furthermore, the proponent cites
professional opinion as
justification for using a 500 m
buffer. However, BNDN requires
reassurances that are
substantiated by peer-reviewed
scientific literature rather than
subjective interpretation.

The EIS acknowledges uncertainty
in available moose habitat data,
yet the response does not clarify
how this uncertainty was factored
into the assessment or whether a
precautionary approach was
taken.
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

and Woodland Caribou includes
de-icing the Project roads for
winter traction, which will result in
fewer wildlife collisions.

Salt used for de-icing is likely to
attract ungulates, including moose,

practicable.

Source . found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
should be used surrounding the IR Habitat selection is not simply
Project area. based on availability but also on
Request/recommendation: predation avoidance. Moose tend
BNDN ds usi to avoid areas with increased risk
¢ recommends “5”‘? a of predation. Roads, trails, and
1000 m buffer surrounding . .
. clearings created by mining
the Project Area to measure - .
) facilitate wolf movement, making
the extent of moose habitat . -
; ) . predation more efficient and
alteration. BNDN believe this . .
bvsis will id therefore reducing the available
analysis will provide a more . )
¥ p . moose habitat. The proponent’s
accurate and conservative L L
) response minimizes this risk by
outcome with respect to . .
tential ot tst focusing only on habitat
potential project impacts to availability, failing to acknowledge
moose. .
that increased predator access
See Section 4.5 for additional and moose displacement
information on this topic (p. 59- fundamentally alter predation
60). dynamics.
BNDN reiterates our 1,000 m buffer be
considered to provide a more conservative
and ecologically relevant assessment of
moose habitat alteration. Without further
justification, the 500 m buffer appears
insufficient to capture the full extent of
indirect impacts.
59 BNDN 9.3.5.2.7 Comment #59: One of the Denison has committed to using alternative measures on Addressed.
(February | Mitigation mitigation measures implemented Project roads for de-icing and winter traction (e.g., sand,
28,2023) | Measures to protect ungulates, furbearers, gravel) or dust suppression (e.g., water) whenever
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Ref.
No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

to roadways to satisfy their mineral
requirements (Rea et al 2021).

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN requests that the
Proponent revise this
mitigation measure to
explicitly state that salt will
not be used for de-icing
Project roads to avoid
attracting ungulates to the
Project Area. This mitigation
measure can be found in
section 9.3.5.2.7 Road and
Traffic Management.

See Section 4.5 for additional

information on this topic (p. 59-
60).

60

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

9.3.6.4.1
Alteration
and/or Loss of
Habitat
Figure 9.3-14

Comment #60: The EIS uses a 500
m buffer around the Project Area
to define Woodland Caribou
habitat alteration from sensory
disturbance. However, scientific
research expects up to 5 km (or
greater) of Caribou avoidance
around mining Projects, and that
related semi- permeable barriers,
such as roads, likely exacerbate this
effective habitat loss [(Smith et al.
2000; Dyer et al. 2001; Courtois et
al. 2008; Vistnes and Nellemann
2008; Nagy 2011; Polfus et al.
2011; Leblond et al. 2011, 2013;
CPAWS Wildlands League 2013;
Johnson et al. 2015)].

It is Denison's and their terrestrial SME's opinion that the
approach used to characterize caribou habitat alteration
provided a sufficient basis for conducting the caribou
effects assessment (draft EIS Section 9.3).The Project Area
had a 500 m buffer applied to account for indirect
effects/habitat alteration; this area is within the wildlife
LSA (refer to Figure 9.3-9 for a map showing the spatial
areas). The 500 m buffer for habitat alteration was selected
in accordance with ECCC’s (2020) assessment of disturbed
areas, which buffered (500 m) anthropogenic disturbances
to evaluate the habitat. The alteration of available habitat
is quantified in this EIS by applying a buffer of 500 m
around the Project Area in which Project effects in the
form of sensory disturbance are likely to affect available
the habitat and make it functionally unavailable for use.

Following submission of the draft EIS in October 2022,
Denison has met with Saskatchewan Ministry of

Not Addressed.

The Environmental Assessment (EA) process
is meant to safeguard BNDN's lands, waters
and wildlife, yet it is fundamentally flawed in
its ability to prevent significant adverse
impacts on caribou. Despite decades of
policy and regulatory measures, caribou
populations continue to decline, highlighting
the failure of existing approaches to provide
effective protection. As Dene people, we
have long understood that the EA process is
insufficient to ensure the survival of caribou.
In recent years, emerging western scientific
research has confirmed this understanding,
reinforcing the need for stronger protections
(Collard et al., 2020; Cameron & Kennedy,
2023). The EA process often downplays the
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No.

Ref.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

Without considering a larger
avoidance buffer (as demonstrated
in various research) around
proposed anthropogenic
disturbances, we believe that the
EIS underestimates the potential
extent of Caribou habitat
alteration.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN requests that the
Proponent present the extent
of caribou habitat
alteration/loss from the
proposed Project within a
range of uncertainty informed
by scientific research.

Specifically, the percent alteration
of habitats must be presented
using a 500 m (low end) up to a
5,000 m (high end) buffer. BNDN
believe this analysis will provide a
more accurate range of outcomes
with respect to potential project
impacts to caribou.

See Section 4.5 for additional
information on this topic (p. 59-
60).

Environment (SK ENV) staff to develop a framework for
future woodland caribou offset. This information has been
presented to the provincial and federal review teams as
part of the response to federal information requirements
in August 2023 as the Conceptual Caribou Mitigation Plan.
The Conceptual Caribou Mitigation Plan (the Plan),
developed proactively by Denison, has a different objective
than the draft EIS. The Plan builds on the assessment of
potential Project effects and commitments to consider
additional mitigation (offset) to account for non-significant
residual effects highlighted in the draft EIS. The Plan is
expected to be advanced with ongoing consultation with
the SK ENV, as SK ENV finalize the caribou range plan for
SK1. The EIS is a conservative planning tool, whereas the
Plan is a practical, living document designed to define
management works associated with caribou. The Plan is
not a requirement for EA determination per se, but is
provided as a guidance document to help Denison
proactively describe and inform the development and
implementation of appropriate mitigation measures
related to caribou and their habitat. The Plan is an
evergreen document. It will be consistent with the
management goals of SK ENV for the SK-1 caribou
conservation unit (once available) and will be
developed/refined in consultation with local communities
including English River First Nation and Kineepik Métis
Local in Pinehouse and SK ENV. Denison is continuing to
work with SK ENV to estimate habitat offset scenarios
based on the current Project design which will be refined
as the Project advances. A boreal caribou habitat offset
calculator is under development by SK ENV and Denison is
collaborating with SK ENV to define key scenario attributes.

References:

Environment and Climate Change Canada (ECCC). 2020.
Amended Recovery Strategy for the Woodland Caribou

risks to caribou populations and
underestimates the true extent of impacts
(Collard et al., 2020; Cameron & Kennedy,
2023). The reliance on a 500-meter buffer as
the basis for assessing habitat alteration is a
clear example of this severe
underestimation.

Denison’s reliance on a 500-meter buffer to
assess caribou habitat alteration is
insufficient and does not align with the
broader scientific consensus on caribou
avoidance of industrial disturbances. While
ECCC (2020) recommends a 500-meter
buffer to assess habitat disturbance, this
buffer represents the low end of potential
impacts and is insufficient to fully account
for caribou avoidance behavior. Research
has shown that caribou avoidance behavior
extends significantly beyond this distance,
with many studies supporting avoidance
distances of up to 5 kilometers or greater
(Dyer et al. 2001; Courtois et al. 2008;
Vistnes and Nellemann 2008; Leblond et al.
2011, 2013; Johnson et al. 2015).

Furthermore, Other jurisdictions, such as
Ontario, apply much larger buffer distances,
with recommendations extending to 10
kilometers to better reflect the true impact
of sensory disturbances. This stark contrast
highlights the severe underestimation in the
EIS, where a 500-meter buffer fails to
account for the full extent of caribou
avoidance behavior.

BNDN requests that the percent alteration of
habitats be presented using a 500 m (low

87






Denison’s Responses to Comments from BNDN on the Wheeler River Project draft EIS
Denison Response — November 29, 2023

Ref.

No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

(Rangifer tarandus caribou), Boreal Population, in Canada.
Species at Risk Act Recovery Strategy Series. Environment
and Climate Change Canada, Ottawa. xiii + 143pp.

end) up to a 5,000 m (high end) buffer.
BNDN believes this analysis will provide a
more accurate range of outcomes with
respect to potential project impacts on
caribou.

Collard, R., Dempsey, J., & Holmberg, M. (2020).
Extirpation despite regulation? Environmental
assessment and caribou. Conservation Science
and Practice, 2(9).
https://doi.org/10.1111/csp2.166

Cameron, E., & Kennedy, S. (2023). Can
environmental assessment protect caribou?
Analysis of EA in Nunavut, Canada, 1999-2019.
Conservation and Society, 21(2), 121-132.
https://doi.org/10.4103/cs.cs 54 22

61

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

9.4.3.3 Bird
Species at Risk
Appendix 9-B

Comment #61: Incidental
observations of Barn Swallow
(Hirundo rustica) occurred during
baseline studies (Appendix 9- B).
This bird SAR was not included as a
Key Indicator for this Valued
Component. Instead, the EIS
represents the Barn Swallow using
two other SAR birds including the
Olive-sided Flycatcher (Contopus
cooperi), and Common Nighthawk
(Chordeiles minor). This does not
make ecological sense because
Barn Swallows use distinct habitat
and exhibit distinct breeding
behaviour from these other SAR.
Therefore, the barn swallow should
be its own key indicator because it

The process and rationale for selection of VCs and
establishment of Kls and associated MPs is described in
Section 5.3 in Section 5. Raptors, Migratory Breeding Birds,
and Bird Species at Risk VCs were selected based on their
likelihood of interaction with the Project, as well as their
contributing roles to biodiversity and ecosystem function.
The methodology for the habitat-based assessment
appropriately evaluated potential adverse effects on avian
species using the accepted VC and Kl approach for focus of
the assessment. As described in the EIS, the Common
Nighthawk (similar to the Barn Swallow) is an aerial
insectivore that uses a variety of habitats, including
anthropogenically disturbed and cleared areas (Section
9.4.3.3.1). As such, effects on these anthropogenically
disturbed areas were appropriately assessed in the habitat-
based EA methodology. Since Barn Swallows nest almost
exclusively on human-made structures, specific Barn
Swallow exclusion methods will be added as mitigation

Addressed.
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Ref.

No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

will have unique levels of habitat
alteration/loss and levels of
mortality than the other species.

In addition, Barn Swallows have a
higher likelihood of being impacted
by project activities than the other
representative SAR, because they
nest directly on artificial structures.
The EIS states that species that
nest on buildings are more
susceptible to entrapment in
Project components. This species is
listed as Threatened on SARA
Schedule 1. In Canada, the
Migratory Birds Convention Act,
1994 protects Barn Swallow, its
nests, and eggs.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests that the Barn
Swallow is included as its own key
indicator for the VC Bird SAR within
the EIS.

b) Additional surveys should be
conducted to confirm the presence
of any Barn Swallow nests on all
buildings in the Project Area prior
to commencement of construction.

c) If Barn Swallow nests are
located, contact the SK MOE for
regulatory advice on the

appropriate actions given the
specific situation.

d) The Proponent should
monitor all barn swallow nests

measures to the EIS (Section 9.4.5). If Barn Swallow nests
should be encountered, any subsequent activities would
be conducted in accordance with the 2022 Migratory Birds
Regulations. The habitat-based approach for the
assessment supports the use of surrogates that are known
to utilize the same habitat types. Habitat loss and
alteration were assessed for the Key Indicator species
included in this Valued Component. A conservative
approach of identifying available habitat for these species
was chosen to include habitat for those species not directly
assessed (i.e., Barn Swallow through Common Nighthawk
habitat).

Subsequent to filing the draft EIS, Denison has developed a
new Species at Risk appendix to Section 9 which will be
included in the final EIS and has been included in the
response to YNLR (a new SAR appendix (new Appendix 9-
D) will be added to Section 9 of the final EIS. It has been
included here as Attachment IR-131. This new EIS appendix
lists all SAR species potentially occurring in the Project
study areas, with links to applicable and appropriate
mitigation measures described in the draft EIS. The new
appendix also includes a summary of the life history
requirements, the expected Project effects, proposed
mitigation measures, and anticipated residual effects on
barn swallow.
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No.

Ref.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

found within the Project Area to
confirm their continued usage
throughout the lifecycle of the
mine. If avoidance of nests is
observed near Project activities,
the Proponent should adopt an
adaptive management approach
and provide additional nesting sites
elsewhere. Specifically, the
Proponent could consider installing
nesting structures in suitable areas
to provide alternative nesting
options for Barn Swallows.

e) Staff should be trained to
identify and report barn swallows
and their nests.

f)  Future monitoring programs
during the life of the project must
include the barn swallow.

See Section 4.5 for additional
information on this topic (p. 59-
60).

62

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

9.4.3.3 Bird
Species at Risk
Appendix 9-B

Comment #62: Incidental
observations of Horned Grebe
(Podiceps auratus) occurred during
baseline studies (Appendix 9- B).
This species is listed as Special
Concern on SARA Schedule

1. The Horned Grebe was not
included as a Key Indicator for this
Valued Component. Instead, the
EIS represents this species with
two other bird SAR, Yellow Rail
(Coturnicops noveboracensis), and

The process and rationale for selection of VCs and
establishment of KIs and associated MPs is described in
Section 5.3 in Section 5. Raptors, Migratory Breeding Birds,
and Bird Species at Risk VCs were selected based on their
likelihood of interaction with the Project, as well as their
contributing roles to biodiversity and ecosystem function.
While Horned Grebe was not included as a avian SAR in
the draft EIS, the EIS identified Yellow Rail and Rusty
Blackbird as a surrogate species. To focus the effects
assessment on key species, it was decided to use the
provincially listed Yellow Rail (and Rusty Blackbird) as
surrogates for Horned Grebe. Horned Grebe use similar
wetland habitat types for nesting, foraging and protective

Not Addressed

The Horned Grebe and Yellow Rail exhibit
some similar yet distinct habitat
characteristics. While both species rely on
wetlands with emergent vegetation, their
specific habitat requirements differ
significantly.

The Horned Grebe is dependent on aquatic
habitats year-round, requiring deeper
wetlands with open water. It nests along the
margins of ponds and marshes, anchoring its
floating nest to emergent vegetation
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Ref.
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Reference to
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or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

Rusty Blackbird (Euphagus
carolinus). The Horned Grebe uses
distinct habitat from these other
species. Therefore, the Horned
Grebe should be its own key
indicator because it will have
different levels of habitat
alteration/loss and levels of
mortality.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests that the
Horned Grebe is included as its
own Key Indicator for the VC Bird
SAR within the EIS.

b) b. Future monitoring
programs during the life of the
Project must include the Horned
Grebe.

See Section 4.5 for additional
information on this topic (p. 59-
60).

cover as Yellow Rail. The habitat-based approach for the
assessment supports the use of surrogates that are known
to utilize the same habitat types. Habitat loss and
alteration were assessed for the Key Indicator species
included in this Valued Component. A conservative
approach of identifying available habitat for these species
was chosen to include habitat for those species not directly
assessed (i.e., Horned Grebe through Yellow Rail and Rusty
Blackbird habitat). As such, potential effects on these
habitat types were assessed appropriately in the draft EIS.

Subsequent to filing the draft EIS, Denison has developed a
new Species at Risk appendix to Section 9 which will be
included in the final EIS and has been included in the
response to YNLR (a new SAR appendix (new Appendix 9-
D) will be added to Section 9 of the final EIS. It has been
included here as Attachment IR-131. This new EIS appendix
lists all SAR species potentially occurring in the Project
study areas, with links to applicable and appropriate
mitigation measures described in the draft EIS. The new
appendix also includes a summary of the life history
requirements, the expected Project effects, proposed
mitigation measures, and anticipated residual effects on
Horned Grebe.

As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves
and residential communities most proximal to the Project,
Denison has committed to collaborating with English River
First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring
regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part
of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous
community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in
an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as described
above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations
who may have interest in the Project.

(Kuczynski et al., 2012). In contrast, the
Yellow Rail prefers shallowly flooded
wetlands dominated by dense grasses or
sedges. These areas typically have minimal
open water and provide the thick ground
cover necessary for concealment (Austin &
Buhl, 2013).

Given these ecological differences, the
Horned Grebe should be assessed as its own
Key Indicator within the EIS to ensure that
its specific habitat needs and potential
project-related effects are properly
accounted for. Additionally, future
monitoring programs must include the
Horned Grebe to adequately assess its
population trends and response to
development activities.

Kuczynski, E. C., Paszkowski, C. A., & Gingras,
B. A. (2012). Horned grebe habitat use of
constructed wetlands in Alberta, Canada.
The Journal of Wildlife Management, 76(8),
1694-1702. doi:10.1002/jwmg.421

Austin, J. E., & Buhl, D. A. (2013). Relating
Yellow Rail (Coturnicops noveboracensis)
occupancy to habitat and landscape features
in the context of fire. Waterbirds, 36(2), 199-
213. https://doi.org/10.1675/063.036.0209
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63 BNDN 9.4.3.3 Bird Comment #63: The Bank Swallow The process and rationale for selection of VCs and Provisionally Addressed
(February | Species at Risk (Riparia riparia), a bird SAR may be establishment of KIs and associated MPs is described in Mitigation measures in Appendix 9-D should
28,2023) present within the terrestrial RSA. Section 5.3 in Section 5. Raptors, Migratory Breeding Birds,

This species was not included in
the EIS as a key indicator for bird
SAR. This species is listed as
Threatened on SARA Schedule 1.

The breeding range of the Bank
Swallow (Riparia riparia) overlaps
with the terrestrial RSA. Bank
swallows breed in varying natural
and artificial habitat with sand-silt
substrates including vertical banks,
riverbanks, bluffs, stockpiles,
aggregate pits, and roadcuts
(COSEWIC 2013). Suitable habitat
may be present because soil
surface textures across the RSA are
predominantly sand textured
(sand, loam sand/sandy loam and
silty sand). The creation of soil
stockpiles during construction may
create suitable breeding habitat for
this species.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests a justification
for excluding the Bank Swallow
from the EIS.

b) Ifavalidjustification does not
exist, BNDN requests this species
be added as a Key Indicator for bird
SAR unless it can be proven not
present in the RSA.

c)  Allsoil stockpiles should be
monitored for Bank Swallow

and Bird Species at Risk VCs were selected based on their
likelihood of interaction with the Project, as well as their
contributing roles to biodiversity and ecosystem function.
Subsequent to filing the draft EIS, Denison has developed a
new Species at Risk appendix to Section 9 which will be
included in the final EIS and has been included in the
response to YNLR (a new SAR appendix (new Appendix 9-
D) will be added to Section 9 of the final EIS. It has been
included here as Attachment IR-131. This new EIS appendix
lists all SAR species potentially occurring in the Project
study areas, with links to applicable and appropriate
mitigation measures described in the draft EIS. The new
appendix also includes a summary of the life history
requirements, the expected Project effects, proposed
mitigation measures, and anticipated residual effects on
bank swallow.

include monitoring of potential nesting sites,

particularly soil stockpiles, before
disturbance. If active nests are found,

appropriate avoidance measures should be

implemented, and consultation with

Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment (SK
MOE) should be required to determine

regulatory actions.
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ocumentation 80171)
nesting activity before the
stockpiles are disturbed when
needed for site reclamation.
d) If Bank Swallow nests are
located, contact the SK MOE for
regulatory advice on the
appropriate actions given the
specific situation.
See Section 4.5 for additional
information on this topic (p. 59-
60).
64 BNDN 9.43.3.2 Comment #64: The EIS states that The process and rationale for selection of VCs and Provisionally Addressed
(February | Information knowledge providers reported that establishment of KIs and associated MPs is described in The proponent should confirm whether the
28, 2023) from multiple Whooping Cranes (Grus Section 5.3 in Section 5. Raptors, Migratory Breeding Birds, | reference to Bank Swallow was a typo and
Indigenous americana) have been observed and Bird Species at Risk VCs were selected based on their clarify that the response is intended to
Knowledge, long the Wheeler River, M likelihood of i ion with the Proj Il as thei
Local along the Wheeler River, Moore ikelihood of interaction with the Project, as well as their address Whooping Crane. The response
Knowledge, Rlvert and along the Cr.ee River contributing rolesl to blodlve.rsny and ecos-ystem function. refers to residual effects, mitigation
and (outside of the terrestrial RSA) (19- The !ocal trapper. s observation 9f Whooping Crane was measures, and project effects for Bank
Engagement LK-ERFNTrap- 134.169) (19-LK- outside of the avian RSA. The rationale for the selection of Swallow instead of Whooping Crane, which

ERFNTrap-134.170). Whooping
Cranes are listed as Endangered on
SARA Schedule 1. The EIS does not
include this species as a key
indicator for SAR birds, nor does it
include an explanation why this
species was omitted despite being
reported by a knowledge provider
from English River First Nation.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests an explanation
for excluding this species despite

being reported by a Trapper from
English River First Nation. If a valid
justification does not exist, the

the SAR Key Indicators was provided in draft EIS Section
9.4.1. For these reasons, Whooping Crane was not
included as a SAR Key Indicator in the draft EIS. For further
reference as noted above subsequent to filing the draft
EIS, Denison has developed a new Species at Risk appendix
to Section 9 which will be included in the final EIS and has
been included in the response to YNLR (a new SAR
appendix (new Appendix 9-D) will be added to Section 9 of
the final EIS. It has been included here as Attachment IR-
131. This new EIS appendix lists all SAR species potentially
occurring in the Project study areas, with links to
applicable and appropriate mitigation measures described
in the draft EIS. The new appendix also includes a summary
of the life history requirements, the expected Project
effects, proposed mitigation measures, and anticipated
residual effects on bank swallow.

does not address the original comment
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Comment Summary
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Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
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documentation Assessment Registry reference:
ocumentatio 80171)
species Whooping Crane (Grus As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves
americana), should be included as and residential communities most proximal to the Project,
a key indicator for SAR birds. Denison has committed to collaborating with English River
b) Future monitoring programs First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring
during the life of the Project must regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part
include surveys for the Whooping of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous
Crane. community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in
. . an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
See Section 4.5 for additional o . .
X R ] ) collected through such monitoring regimes as described
information on this topic (p. 59- . .
60) above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations
’ who may have interest in the Project.
65 BNDN 9.4.3.3.3 Comment #65: Short-eared Owls The process and rationale for selection of VCs and Addressed.
(February | Baseline (Asio flammeus) were not establishment of KIs and associated MPs is described in
28,2023) | Studies observed during the baseline Section 5.3 in Section 5. Raptors, Migratory Breeding Birds,

surveys (Appendix 9-B). This is
likely because targeted surveys for
this species were not conducted.
The detection probability of Short-
eared Owls is very low at sunrise
when the breeding songbird point
count surveys were conducted.
Short-eared Owls are most
detectable from one hour before
sunset to half an hour after sunset.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests that short-
eared Owls continue to be
assumed present within suitable
habitat, unless proven otherwise
by a qualified biologist using the
Short-Eared Owl Survey Protocol
(Saskatchewan Ministry of
Environment 2015).

b)  Future monitoring programs
should utilize the protocol

and Bird Species at Risk VCs were selected based on their
likelihood of interaction with the Project, as well as their
contributing roles to biodiversity and ecosystem function.
Short-eared Owl were included as a Kl of the Bird SAR VC
in the EIS. A review of life history requirements and
discussion on effects assessment are included in the EIS
(Section 9.3). In the EIS, Short-eared Owl were assumed to
be present and breeding in the Project study areas. As
described in the EIS, pre-construction surveys will be
conducted prior to the commencement of any vegetation
clearing or soil disturbance. Avian species will also be
routinely monitored throughout the life of the Project.
Results from the surveys and monitoring activities are
expected to inform the adaptive management process to
update Project design and identify the need for additional
mitigation measures, if required.
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developed by the Saskatchewan
Ministry of Environment to better
(2015) understand whether this
species is present.
See Section 4.5 for additional
information on this topic (p. 59-
60).
66 BNDN 9.4.3.3.3 Comment #66: Yellow Rail The process and rationale for selection of VCs and Addressed.
(February | Baseline (Coturnicops noveboracensis) were establishment of KIs and associated MPs is described in
28,2023) | Studies not observed during the baseline Section 5.3 in Section 5. Raptors, Migratory Breeding Birds,

surveys (Appendix 9-B). This is
likely because targeted surveys for
this species were not conducted.
The Yellow Rail is nocturnal;
therefore, survey effort must take
place between 23:00-3:00.
Therefore, this species would not
have been observed when the
breeding songbird point count
surveys were conducted.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests that Yellow
Rail should continue to be assumed
present within suitable habitat,
unless proven otherwise by a
qualified biologist using the Yellow
Rail Survey Protocol (Saskatchewan
Ministry of Environment 2014).

b) Future monitoring programs
should utilize the protocol
developed by the Saskatchewan
Ministry of Environment (2014) to
better understand whether this
species is present.

and Bird Species at Risk VCs were selected based on their
likelihood of interaction with the Project, as well as their
contributing roles to biodiversity and ecosystem function.
Yellow Rail were included as a Kl of the Bird SAR VC in the
EIS. Areview of life history requirements and discussion on
effects assessment are included in the EIS (Section 9.3). In
the EIS, Yellow Rail were assumed to be present and
breeding in the Project study areas. As described in the
EIS, pre-construction surveys will be conducted prior to the
commencement of any vegetation clearing or soil
disturbance. Avian species will also be routinely monitored
throughout the life of the Project. Results from the surveys
and monitoring activities are expected to inform the
adaptive management process to update Project design
and identify the need for additional mitigation measures, if
required.
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See Section 4.5 for additional
information on this topic (p. 59-
60).
67 BNDN Appendix 9-B Comment #67: Two bat species, Subsequent to filing the draft EIS, Denison has developed a Addressed.
(February Little Brown Bat (Myotis lucifugus) new Species at Risk appendix to Section 9 which will be
28,2023) and Northern Myotis (Myotis included in the final EIS and has been included in the

septentrionalis) were detected
during passive acoustic surveys in
2019 (Appendix 9- b). These
species are listed as Endangered by
COSEWIC and SARA schedule.
Despite being present, bats were
completely excluded from the EIS.
Areas that will be cleared for mine
development and operations could
contain maternity roost trees.
Based on Appendix 9-b, this habitat
was not adequately evaluated
through field surveys.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests justification for
excluding bat species from the EIS
despite two Endangered species
confirmed present.

b) BNDN also request the
Proponent put protocols in place to
identify and assess bat maternity
roost trees prior to clearing and
employ mitigation measures such
as retaining maternity roost trees,
modifying the timing of clearing,
and offsetting for the destruction
of habitat for endangered species.

response to YNLR (a new SAR appendix (new Appendix 9-
D) will be added to Section 9 of the final EIS. It has been
included here as Attachment IR-131. This new EIS appendix
lists all SAR species potentially occurring in the Project
study areas, with links to applicable and appropriate
mitigation measures described in the draft EIS. The new
appendix also includes a summary of the life history
requirements, the expected Project effects, proposed
mitigation measures, and anticipated residual effects on
bats.
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Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN holds invaluable
indigenous knowledge related
to terrestrial ecology topics
including traditional and
medicinal plants, ungulates,
furbearers, game birds etc.
within the RSA. BNDN must
be meaningfully involved in
the development and
implementation of the various
management and monitoring
plans mentioned throughout
Chapter 9 of the EIS to ensure
that proposed impacts are
sufficiently reduced. These
plans include but are not
limited to the wildlife
monitoring plan, avian

BNDN will be informed throughout the monitoring
program design and implementation process. Monitoring
program design and implementation will be guided by the
following principles: meet regulatory requirements,
confirm the effectiveness of mitigation measures and
predictions made in the assessment, implementing
adaptive management (if/where applicable) to reduce
effects during the lifetime of the Project, and will ensure
that spatial boundaries are sufficiently extensive to
measure EIS predictions.

The details of monitoring and follow-up plans are being
developed to support the separate process of Project
licensing and permitting. The specific means by which
provincial and federal authorities, and Indigenous Nations
and communities will be engaged in developing the follow-
up and monitoring program, including the information-
sharing program, are currently under consideration with
the Denison project team. It is noted that Section 4.2.1 of
the draft EIS provides the variety of ways in which Denison
has engaged with Interested Parties to date and it is

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
See Section 4.5 for additional
information on this topic (p. 59-
60).
68 BNDN 9 Terrestrial Comment #68: Denison’s proposed As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves Not Addressed
(ZF;bzf;;;V SC{-":gy terrestrial ecology mitigations and residential communities most proximal to the Project, Denison has failed to acknowledge that the
] ) I\/.Io.nitoring o described :I:n.'e g:nell'gll\z;.d:n: Qenlsl\?n has co(rjnglltted.:(o ccrll.ab:)ratlmg with En-glls-h River Project is located within Birch Narrows Dene
Follow-up |conceptua |.n the E W ith the ‘ Flrs.t atlo.n and Kineepi Me.tI.S ocal on a monitoring Nation’s (BNDN) Treaty 10 territory. BNDN
928 .evel ofdet.all provided in the EIS, it regime, suited to each ofthelr interests ?nd needs. As part members exercise constitutionally protected
Monitoring and is not possible for BNDN to of these F)rograms, Denison anfi the Indl.gen.ous o rights and actively use the lands surrounding
Follow-up comment on the adequacy or community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in the Project for hunting, trapping, gathering,
9.3.8 effectiveness of the proposed an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data and other traditional practices that will be
Monitoringand | Mitigation measures or whether collected through such monitoring regimes as described directly impacted.
Follow-up proposed mitigations will above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations
9.4.8 meaningfully diminish Project who may have interest in the Project. Denison does not
Monitoringand | impacts on BNDN rights and anticipate any funding to BNDN at this time. BNDN holds rights and knowledge that must
Follow-up interests. be meaningfully considered in the

development and implementation of all
terrestrial ecology-related monitoring and
management plans, including the wildlife
monitoring plan, avian monitoring plan, and
Woodland Caribou Management Plan.
Denison’s current approach excludes BNDN
from participating in planning processes that
directly affect our rights and interests.
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found on Canadian Impact
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80171)

Denison Response

monitoring, and Woodland
Caribou Management Plan.
The role that BNDN will have
in developing management
and monitoring plans should
be defined within a project
agreement between BNDN
and Denison.

See Section 4.5 for additional
information on this topic (p. 59-
60).

assumed it would continue to use these means and others
that may be identified to fulfil its key corporate principals
for developing positive relationships (see draft EIS Section
4.2).

69

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Section 6.0

Comment #69: Denison’s air
dispersion model does not include
any receptor locations related to
BNDN traditional land and
resources use (TLRU) and
Indigenous Knowledge (IK) sites.
BNDN members use the lands and
waters in the Project area for TLRU
and ceremonial purposes.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN TLRU and IK sites
should be considered in
Denison’s air quality
assessment. The geographic
locations for TLRU and IK
should be inputted into the
air dispersion model as
special receptors. This will
provide site specific data for
BNDN land users who use the
LSA so they can effectively
assess the Project’s impact on
land use and rights.

Scoping of the air quality assessment followed a
conservative approach and described where modelled
concentrations returned to background levels. The air
quality assessment included human receptors in the
Project Area and Local Study Area (refer to draft EIS, Figure
6.1-3). These receptor locations are consistent with what
was presented in the ERA (Section 10.1 and Appendix 10-
A). See response to BNDN comment #1 for further details.

Not Addressed

The response does not adequately address
BNDN'’s concern that no BNDN Indigenous
Knowledge or land use locations were
included in the air dispersion model as
special receptors.
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Denison Response

See Section 4.6 for additional
information on this topic (p. 67-
71).

70

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Section 6.0

Comment #70: Denison states in
the EIS “the Cameco McArthur
River Operation and Key Lake sites
are currently in Care and
Maintenance mode; therefore,
there is currently no truck traffic
between the sites on Highway 914.
When these sites are to become
operational again, there is
potential for a cumulative effect at
sensitive locations near the
highway.” On November 28th,
2022, operations resumed at
Cameco’s McArthur River Uranium
Mine and Key Lake Mill.

Denison did not model Cameco
related air emissions in their air
dispersion model. The EIS model
does not account for any of
Cameco’s air emissions from the
mill, mine, and associated truck
traffic between sites. Without this
dataincluded in the model, the EIS
does not adequately account for
the cumulative effects of Cameco’s
McArthur River Mine and Key Lake
Mill on the atmospheric
environment.

Request/recommendation:

. Denison must redo air
dispersion modeling to
account for the Cameco

Please refer to Section 6.1.3.2 and 6.1.7. The regional SK
MOE data presented in Table 6.1-12 were conservatively
used to represent background concentrations of TSP,
PM10, PM2.5, CO, SO2, and NO2 for the Wheeler River
Project air quality assessment. While traffic associated
with Cameco Operations was not modelled, conservative
regional background concentrations from the
Saskatchewan Air Quality Modelling Guideline (SK MOE
2012a) and the La Loche monitoring station were used for
particulate matter, NO2,S02, and CO (see Section 6.1.3.2.5
and Appendix 6-A). The La Loche monitoring station is
located near anthropogenic sources, while the Project is in
a remote area removed from anthropogenic sources.
Accordingly, emissions to air from traffic associated with
Cameco’s operations are captured by the regional
background concentrations used in the air dispersion
model and are considered in the assessment of Project-
related effects discussed in Section 6.1.4. Model
predictions of COPC concentrations and depositions were
added to background levels and compared to the available
standards summarized in Table 6.1-5 at receptors located
outside the property boundary.

To confirm the residual effects of the Project on Air Quality
and demonstrate compliance with provincial ambient air
quality standards, an adaptive air quality management
program will be implemented. The air quality management
program will contain various plans which will be finalized
during permitting and licensing. The plans within the air
quality management program will incorporate monitoring
requirements directed by provincial and federal regulators
and by Indigenous groups and other Interested Parties as
requested.

Addressed.
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(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
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Denison Response

McArthur River Uranium Mine
and Key Lake Mill which have
resumed operations since the
EIS was released. Without this
data included in the model
the EIS does not accurately
capture baseline conditions or
cumulative effects on the
atmospheric environment.

Fugitive dust and uranium
emissions (and potentially other
contaminants) have increased
potential for exceedances with the
resumption of Cameco’s
operations, as exceedances are
already predicted with the Wheeler
River Project alone.

See Section 4.6 for additional
information on this topic (p. 67-
71).

71

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Section 6.0

Comment #71: The Project is
predicted to produce exceedances
for TSP of 313% over the regulatory
limit. 24-hour TSP concentrations
exceed the criterion 28% of the
time during Construction, 21% of
the time during Operations.

These exceedance conditions do
not include TSP emissions from
Cameco’s McArthur River Mine and
Key Lake Mill which have now
resumed operations. There is also
the potential for wildfire smoke to
further exacerbate dust emissions.

a) Achange in a measurable parameter is not a significant
effect, per the EA methodology outlined in Section 5. This
threshold approach is both transparent and reasonable
with the context of the assessment, though it is
acknowledged that some level of change in the VC (or
more precisely its measurable parameter) is deemed
acceptable on condition that the change is not of a
magnitude from which negative effects could accrue.
Denison directs BNDN to Table 6.1-19 to 6.1-21 for the
complete residual effect characterization for TSP
exceedances. This includes a consideration of the residual
effect related to TSP in the full context of direction,
magnitude, geographic extent, duration, frequency,
reversibility, context, and likelihood. In Section 10.1 of the
draft EIS, the SMEs concluded that while there were

Not addressed.

Denison makes no commitment to reduce
potential TSP exceedances related to the
Project.

Dension does not commit to collaborating
with BNDN in the design and
implementation of air quality monitoring.
Denison only commits to informing BNDN
which is totally unacceptable. Denison does
not specify how it will notify BNDN of
project-related air quality exceedances.

Denison mischaracterizes BNDN as not being
part of “Indigenous Communities of Interest
with reserves and residential communities
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Denison Response

TSP exceedances represent a
potential health risk for land users
and workers near the Project site.
Especially for at-risk groups such as
elders, youth, and people with
existing respiratory conditions.

Request/recommendation:

a) Denison must employ
additional mitigation measures to
reduce TSP emissions on site
including enhanced dust
suppression efforts.

b) Denison must remodel TSP to
include emissions from Cameco’s
McArthur River Mine and Key Lake
Mill.

c) Please provide information on
how TSP will be monitored during
the Project and how Denison will
know when exceedance conditions
are occurring.

d) Please provide information on
how adaptive management will be
used when a TSP exceedance is
discovered. Including discussion on
how the Project will be managed
during poor air quality events
caused by wildfire smoke.

e) Please provide information on
how exceedances conditions near
the Project site will be
communicated to the public.

predicted exceedances of air quality criteria for particulate
matter, they were not identified for further assessment in
the HHRA—these COPCs are unlikely to be associated with
a human health or environmental risk, and any exposures
to people at elevated concentrations would be infrequent,
short-term, and highly localized.

b) Please refer to Section 6.1.3.2. The regional SK MOE
data presented in Table 6.1-12 were conservatively used to
represent background concentrations of TSP, PM10,
PM2.5, CO, SO2, and NO2 for the Wheeler River Project air
quality assessment. While traffic associated with Cameco
Operations was not modelled, conservative regional
background concentrations from the Saskatchewan Air
Quality Modelling Guideline (SK MOE 2012a) and the La
Loche monitoring station were used for particulate matter,
NO2, SO2, and CO (see Section 6.1.3.2.5 and Appendix 6-
A). The La Loche monitoring station is located near
anthropogenic sources, while the Project is in a remote
area removed from anthropogenic sources. Accordingly,
emissions to air from traffic associated with Cameco’s
operations are captured by the regional background
concentrations used in the air dispersion model and are
considered in the assessment of Project-related effects
discussed in Section 6.1.4. Model predictions of COPC
concentrations and depositions were added to background
levels and compared to the available standards
summarized in Table 6.1-5 at receptors located outside the
property boundary.

c)and d) To confirm the residual effects of the Project on
Air Quality and demonstrate compliance with provincial
ambient air quality standards, an adaptive air quality
management program will be implemented. The air quality
management program will contain various plans which will
be finalized during permitting and licensing. The plans
within the air quality management program will

most proximal to the Project”. BNDN is
located closer (232 km) to the Project than
Kineepik Métis Local (235 km). Further, the
Project is located on BNDN’s Treaty Lands
(Treaty 10), whereas Kineepik Métis Local
has no Treaty lands or Treaty rights. As such,
BNDN must be treated as a Indigenous
Community of Interest with reserves and
residential communities most proximal to
the Project, not as some secondary
community. Denison’s position of BNDN
requiring consultation and accommodation
that is less meaningful than KML is
unacceptable and wrong.
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Denison Response

See Section 4.6 for additional
information on this topic (p. 67-
71).

incorporate monitoring requirements directed by
provincial and federal regulators and by Indigenous groups
and other Interested Parties as requested. In terms of
worker health and safety while forest fire smoke is present,
Denison will consider this through the Occupational Health
and Safety Program. Information on how the Project will
prepare for and addresses emergencies that may affect the
health and safety of persons, the environment, and the
protection of property related to forest fires will be
included in the Emergency Preparedness and Response
Program.

e) As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves
and residential communities most proximal to the Project,
Denison has committed to collaborating with English River
First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring
regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part
of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous
community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in
an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as described
above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations
who may have interest in the Project. Denison does not
anticipate any funding to BNDN at this time. BNDN will be
informed throughout the monitoring program design and
implementation process. Monitoring program design and
implementation will be guided by the following principles:
meet regulatory requirements, confirm the effectiveness of
mitigation measures and predictions made in the
assessment, implementing adaptive management
(if/where applicable) to reduce effects during the lifetime
of the Project, and will ensure that spatial boundaries are
sufficiently extensive to measure EIS predictions.

72

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Section 6.0

Comment #72: The Project is
predicted to produce exceedances
for PM10 of 232% over the

a) A change in a measurable parameter is not a significant
effect, per the EA methodology outlined in Section 5. This
threshold approach is both transparent and reasonable

Not Addressed.

BNDN disagrees with Denison’s assessment
and that particulate exceedances will not
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Denison Response

regulatory limit. 24- hour PM10
concentrations exceed the criterion
17% of the time during
Construction, 12% of the time
during Operations.

These exceedance conditions do
not include PM10 emissions from
Cameco’s McArthur River Mine and
Key Lake Mill which have now
resumed operations. There is also
the potential for wildfire smoke to
further exacerbate dust emissions.

PM10 exceedances represent a
potential health risk for land users
and workers near the Project site.
Especially for at-risk groups such as
elders, youth, and people with
existing respiratory conditions.

Request/recommendation:

a) Denison must employ
additional mitigation measures to
reduce PM10 emissions on site
including enhanced dust
suppression efforts.

b) Denison must remodel PM10
to include emissions from
Cameco’s McArthur River Mine and
Key Lake Mill.

c) Please provide information on
how PM10 will be monitored
during the Project and how
Denison will know when
exceedance conditions are
occurring.

with the context of the assessment, though it is
acknowledged that some level of change in the VC (or
more precisely its measurable parameter) is deemed
acceptable on condition that the change is not of a
magnitude from which negative effects could accrue.
Denison directs BNDN to Table 6.1-22 and 6.1-23 for the
complete residual effect characterization for PM10
exceedances. This includes a consideration of the residual
effect related to PM10 in the full context of direction,
magnitude, geographic extent, duration, frequency,
reversibility, context, and likelihood. In Section 10.1 of the
draft EIS, the SMEs concluded that while there were
predicted exceedances of air quality criteria for particulate
matter, they were not identified for further assessment in
the HHRA—these COPCs are unlikely to be associated with
a human health or environmental risk, and any exposures
to people at elevated concentrations would be infrequent,
short-term, and highly localized.

b) Please refer to Section 6.1.3.2. The regional SK MOE
data presented in Table 6.1-12 were conservatively used to
represent background concentrations of TSP, PM10,
PM2.5, CO, SO2, and NO2 for the Wheeler River Project air
quality assessment. While traffic associated with Cameco
Operations was not modelled, conservative regional
background concentrations from the Saskatchewan Air
Quality Modelling Guideline (SK MOE 2012a) and the La
Loche monitoring station were used for particulate matter,
NO2, SO2, and CO (see Section 6.1.3.2.5 and Appendix 6-
A). The La Loche monitoring station is located near
anthropogenic sources, while the Project is in a remote
area removed from anthropogenic sources. Accordingly,
emissions to air from traffic associated with Cameco’s
operations are captured by the regional background
concentrations used in the air dispersion model and are
considered in the assessment of Project-related effects
discussed in Section 6.1.4. Model predictions of COPC

have an impact on human health or the
environment. Regulatory standards are in
place for a reason (to protect human health
and the environment) and if Denison cannot
meet these standards they should not be
constructing or operating.

Denison mischaracterizes BNDN as not being
part of “Indigenous Communities of Interest
with reserves and residential communities
most proximal to the Project”. BNDN is
located closer (232 km) to the Project than
Kineepik Métis Local (235 km). Further, the
Project is located on BNDN’s Treaty Lands
(Treaty 10), whereas Kineepik Métis Local
has no Treaty lands or Treaty rights. As such,
BNDN must be treated as a Indigenous
Community of Interest with reserves and
residential communities most proximal to
the Project, not as some secondary
community. Denison’s position of BNDN
requiring consultation and accommodation
that is less meaningful than KML is
unacceptable and wrong.
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No.

Ref.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

d) Please provide information on
how adaptive management will be
used when a PM10 exceedance is
discovered. Including discussion on
how the Project will be managed
during poor air quality events
caused by wildfire smoke.

e) Please provide information on
how exceedances conditions near
the Project site will be
communicated to the public.

See Section 4.6 for additional

information on this topic (p. 67-
71).

concentrations and depositions were added to background
levels and compared to the available standards
summarized in Table 6.1-5 at receptors located outside the
property boundary.

c) and d) To confirm the residual effects of the Project on
Air Quality and demonstrate compliance with provincial
ambient air quality standards, an adaptive air quality
management program will be implemented. The air quality
management program will contain various plans which will
be finalized during permitting and licensing. The plans
within the air quality management program will
incorporate monitoring requirements directed by
provincial and federal regulators and by Indigenous groups
and other Interested Parties as requested. In terms of
worker health and safety while forest fire smoke is present,
Denison will consider this through the Occupational Health
and Safety Program. Information on how the Project will
prepare for and addresses emergencies that may affect the
health and safety of persons, the environment, and the
protection of property related to forest fires will be
included in the Emergency Preparedness and Response
Program.

e) As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves
and residential communities most proximal to the Project,
Denison has committed to collaborating with English River
First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring
regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part
of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous
community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in
an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as described
above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations
who may have interest in the Project. Denison does not
anticipate any funding to BNDN at this time. BNDN will be
informed throughout the monitoring program design and
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

regulatory limit.

These exceedance conditions do
not include uranium emissions
from Cameco’s McArthur

River Mine and Key Lake Mill which
have now resumed operations.

Uranium exceedances represent a
potential health risk for land users
and workers near the Project site.
Additionally, uranium deposition in
the aquatic and terrestrial
environment can cause effect
pathways to humans through the
food chain through the
consumption of edible/medicinal
plants, berries, fish, and wildlife.

Request/recommendation:

a) Denison must employ
additional mitigation measures to
reduce uranium emissions on site
including enhanced scrubber
systems and containment
measures.

with the context of the assessment, though it is
acknowledged that some level of change in the VC (or
more precisely its measurable parameter) is deemed
acceptable on condition that the change is not of a
magnitude from which negative effects could accrue.
Denison directs BNDN to Table 6.1-27: Air Quality -
Summary of the Characteristics Ratings for Residual Effect
9 (Operation, 24-hour Uranium Exceedances) for the
complete residual effect characterization. This includes a
consideration of the residual effect (24-hour U exceedance
during operation) in the full context of direction,
magnitude, geographic extent, duration, frequency,
reversibility, context, and likelihood. Further, in Section
10.1 of the draft EIS, all relevant radionuclides were
assessed in the HHRA in terms of their contribution to the
total radiological dose to human and ecological receptors
and COPCs identified for air were radionuclides (U-238, U-
234 and radon); refer to Table 10.1-7 for a summary of
human health exposure pathways. The HHRA estimated
dose and risk during all Project phases to the following
receptors: camp worker, seasonal resident, recreational
fisher/hunter, fisher/trapper. The incremental radiation
dose to all human receptors during all Project phases is
predicted to be below the regulatory public dose limit of 1
mSv/yr and the dose constraint of 0.3 mSv/yr during all

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
implementation process. Monitoring program design and
implementation will be guided by the following principles:
meet regulatory requirements, confirm the effectiveness of
mitigation measures and predictions made in the
assessment, implementing adaptive management
(if/where applicable) to reduce effects during the lifetime
of the Project, and will ensure that spatial boundaries are
sufficiently extensive to measure EIS predictions.
73 BNDN Section 6.0 Comment #73: The Project is a) Achange in a measurable parameter is not a significant Not Addressed.
(February predicted to produce exceedances effect, per the EA methodology outlined in Section 5. This BNDN disagrees with Denison’s assessment
28,2023) for uranium of 148% over of the threshold approach is both transparent and reasonable

and that uranium exceedances will not have
an impact on human health or the
environment. Regulatory standards are in
place for a reason (to protect human health
and the environment) and if Denison cannot
meet these standards they should not be
constructing or operating.

Denison mischaracterizes BNDN as not being
part of “Indigenous Communities of Interest
with reserves and residential communities
most proximal to the Project”. BNDN is
located closer (232 km) to the Project than
Kineepik Métis Local (235 km). Further, the
Project is located on BNDN’s Treaty Lands
(Treaty 10), whereas Kineepik Métis Local
has no Treaty lands or Treaty rights. As such,
BNDN must be treated as a Indigenous
Community of Interest with reserves and
residential communities most proximal to
the Project, not as some secondary
community. Denison’s position of BNDN
requiring consultation and accommodation
that is less meaningful than KML is
unacceptable and wrong.
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Ref.

No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

b) Denison must remodel
uranium to include emissions from
Cameco’s McArthur River

Mine and Key Lake Mill.

c) Please provide information on
how uranium emissions will be
monitored during the Project and
how Denison will know when
exceedance conditions are
occurring.

d) Please provide information on
how adaptive management will be
used when a uranium exceedance
is discovered.

e) Please provide information on
how exceedance conditions near
the Project site will be
communicated to the public.

See Section 4.6 for additional

information on this topic (p. 67-
71).

Project phases. Overall, since the radiation dose estimates
would be below the public dose limit, no discernable
health effects are anticipated due to exposure of these
receptors to radioactive releases from the Project.

b) Please refer to Section 6.1.3.2. The Key Lake data from
camp high volume air samplers from 2009 to 2018 (Table
6.1-13) were selected to represent background
concentrations of uranium, arsenic, and nickel for the
Wheeler River Project air quality assessment. Model
predictions of COPC concentrations and depositions were
added to background levels and compared to ambient air
quality standards and criteria.

c)and d) To confirm the residual effects of the Project on
Air Quality and demonstrate compliance with provincial
ambient air quality standards, an adaptive air quality
management program will be implemented. The air quality
management program will contain various plans which will
be finalized during permitting and licensing. The plans
within the air quality management program will
incorporate monitoring requirements directed by
provincial and federal regulators and by Indigenous groups
and other Interested Parties as requested.

e) As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves
and residential communities most proximal to the Project,
Denison has committed to collaborating with English River
First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring
regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part
of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous
community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in
an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as described
above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations
who may have interest in the Project. Denison does not
anticipate any funding to BNDN at this time. BNDN will be
informed throughout the monitoring program design and
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Comment Summary

American Meteorological
Society/Environmental Protection
Agency Regulatory Model
(AERMOD) should be used for
assessments in Saskatchewan.
Denison opted to use the
CLAMET/CALPUFF dispersion
model for the EIS.

Request/recommendation:

. Please provide additional
rationale for the selection of
the CALPUFF model over the
provincially recommended
AERMOD.

See Section 4.6 for additional

information on this topic (p. 67-
71).

development of the CALMET meteorological data set,
beginning in 2019. The CALMET consultation included an
initial discussion about the general approach, and once the
CALMET runs were completed, two technical memos were
produced and reviewed by Ministry staff including: 1) a
memo completed in March 2020 summarizing the general
CALMET approach and results (e.g., wind roses,
temperature data, precipitation data); and 2) a follow-up
memo completed in May 2021, which answered specific
questions posed by Ministry staff. Ministry staff also
completed a review and provided feedback on the
CALPUFF model setup in August 2021. The specific
rationale for the use of CALPUFF in lieu of AEROMOD as
documented in the March 2020 memo was as follows: the
domain size needed to generate inputs for the human
health and ecological risk assessment (HHERA) is estimated
to be 60 km by 60 km. The Saskatchewan Air Modelling
Guide recommends CALPUFF for long-range transport (i.e.,
>50km); CALPUFF includes wet and dry removal processes
and chemical transformation algorithms that are needed
to generate inputs for the HHERA and the terrestrial and
aquatic assessments; and the approach is consistent with
other uranium mines in the area.

Reference to . . ..
X (all original submissions can be
Ref. EIS, appendix, . .
Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
d tati Assessment Registry reference:
ocumentation 80171)
implementation process. Monitoring program design and
implementation will be guided by the following principles:
meet regulatory requirements, confirm the effectiveness of
mitigation measures and predictions made in the
assessment, implementing adaptive management
(if/where applicable) to reduce effects during the lifetime
of the Project, and will ensure that spatial boundaries are
sufficiently extensive to measure EIS predictions.
74 BNDN Section 6.0 Comment #74: The Saskatchewan As described in Section B.1 of Appendix 6-A, staff at the Addressed.
(February MOE Air Quality Modelling Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment (Air Quality Branch)
28,2023) Guidelines specifies that the were consulted on the selection of CALPUFF and
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

through GHG emissions but does
not outline a plan to offset GHG
emissions. Other mines in Canada,
including the Canadian Malartic
Mine in Quebec have GHG offset
plans in which carbon emissions
are tracked and offsetting activities
are developed in collaboration with

Canadian Environmental Protection Act. In order to meet
these reporting requirement, Denison will be tracking
Scope 1 and 2 GHG emissions. Options to offset the
Project's GHG emissions will be considered as the Project
advances. In draft EIS Section 2.5 Greenhouse Gas
Emissions Denison has committed to looking for
opportunities to optimize energy management and

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response

No. or supporting .

documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

75 BNDN Appendix 6-C Comment #75: Carbon dioxide Assessment of upstream or Scope 3 GHGs under Addressed.
(February | Climate emissions related to air travel for Environment and Climate Change Canada's Strategic
28,2023) | Baselineand Project personnel were not Assessment of Climate Change guide are only required for

Greenh9u§e included in the GHG emissions projects that are likely to exceed the upstream threshold of
Gas Emissions calculations. Project related 500 kt of CO2e per year. The upstream GHG emissions for
Report emissions from air travel would be the Project are expected to be well below this threshold
significant source due to the (draft EIS Section 2.5) and in the range of 25 to 31 kt of
remote nature of the site. The GHG CO2e.
emission estimate included in EIS
Appendix 6-C does not provide a
fulsome representation of Project
related GHG emissions.
Request/recommendation:
. Denison must include
emissions from air travel for
project personnel in the GHG
emissions calculations. This
will provide a more accurate
representation of project-
related GHG emissions.
See Section 4.6 for additional
information on this topic (p. 67-
71).

76 BNDN Section 6.0 Comment #76: Denison Denison anticipates being subject to ECCC's reporting Addressed.
(February acknowledges the Project’s requirements for emitters over 10,000 tonnes CO2e and
28,2023) contribution to climate change the information is collected under section 26 of the
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
local First Nations (Canadian improve the energy intensity of the Project where
Malartic, 2014). practical.
Request/recommendation:
. Denison must develop a
GHG/Carbon offsetting plan
to mitigate potential impacts
of the Project to climate
change. Denison could work
with BNDN and other local
First Nations on initiatives
that help to offset the
Project’s GHG emissions (e.g.,
tree planting, wetland
restoration, carbon offsets).
This would demonstrate a
commitment to corporate
social responsibility, climate
stewardship and
reconciliation on Denison’s
behalf.
See Section 4.6 for additional
information on this topic (p. 67-
71).
77 BNDN Section 6.0 Comment #77: The Project is Thank you for the comment. The EIS is a planning tool and Addressed.
(February reliant on burning diesel for the details of Project design including use of fuels will be
28,2023) construction, supplementary evaluated by Denison as the Project advances. However,

power generation, mine processing
activities, and mine equipment.
The GHG intensive nature of the
Project’s construction and
operation phases are a concern for
BNDN and not consistent with
federal or provincial directives to
reduce GHGs. Cleaner technology
and fuel sources are available to

we note that in Section 2.5 Greenhouse Gas Emissions of
the draft EIS that Denison will look for opportunities to
optimize energy management and improve the energy
intensity of the Project where practical.

In terms of EIS scoping for the basis of effects assessments,
Denison took a conservative approach to estimating
combustion products use by assuming back-up diesel
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Ref.

No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

reduce the Project’s GHG
emissions. For a project based
around supplying fuel for the
energy transition, a more
progressive approach that utilizes
Best Available Technology is
required in order to reduce GHG
emissions.

Request/recommendation:

. Where feasible Denison must
implement the use of low
carbon technology and fuels
in the final Project design to
reduce GHG emissions.
Specifically, Denison should
redesign the Project to:

o  Replaceall diesel
electricity
generation with
LNG/CNG
generators (and
add in renewables
where feasible) for
construction phase.

o  Replace all diesel
powered mine
equipment and
vehicles with
electricor
LNG/CNG models.

o  Userenewable
energy sources for
electricity
generation (e.g.,
wind, solar) as early

generators were running continually (worst-case scenario).
This is expected to bound actual Project fuel use.
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Reference to Comn:ne.nt Summ'an{
Ref. IS, appendix, (all original subn-nsswns can be )
No. Source T found on Canad‘lan Impact Denison Response
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
inthe project
lifecycle as
possible.
See Section 4.6 for additional
information on this topic (p. 67-
71).

78 BNDN Section 6.0 Comment #78: Denison does not To confirm the residual effects of the Project on Air Quality Not Addressed.
(February specify how it will monitor air and demonstrate compliance with provincial ambient air
28,2023) contaminant concentrations during quality standards, an adaptive air quality management

all phases of the Project. program will be implemented. The air quality management
Continuous on-site ambient air program will contain various plans which will be finalized
monitoring for all COPCs (including during permitting and licensing. The plans within the air
particulates, metals, and radon) is quality management program will incorporate monitoring
the only way to truly assess the requirements directed by provincial and federal regulators
Project’s impact on air quality and and by Indigenous groups and other Interested Parties as
compliance with government requested.
standards.
Request/recommendation:
. Denison must conduct

continuous on-site monitoring

for all contaminants of

concern (including

particulates, metals, and

radon) in order to assure

regulatory compliance and

verify the accuracy of air

dispersion models and EIS

predictions.
See Section 4.6 for additional
information on this topic (p. 67-
71).

79 BNDN Section 6.0 Comment #79: Denison does not As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves Not Addressed.
(February specify how BNDN will be involved and residential communities most proximal to the Project, The response does not adequately address
28,2023) in air quality monitoring during Denison has committed to collaborating with English River

BNDN’s concern around the lack of BNDN
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Ref.

No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

construction, operations and
decommissioning phases of the
Project.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests the
implementation of robust and
long-term environmental
monitoring to verify protection of
the environment, including
community-led monitoring during
Construction and Operations of the
Project.

b) Denison must develop specific
roles and responsibilities to BNDN
members in relation to air quality
monitoring and site wide
environmental monitoring. This
should include, at a minimum, one
environmental monitor position for
BNDN. This would provide
increased transparency and
confidence to Denison’s
environmental management
practices and performance.

See Section 4.6 for additional

information on this topic (p. 67-
71).

First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring
regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part
of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous
community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in
an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as described
above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations
who may have interest in the Project. Denison does not
anticipate any funding to BNDN at this time.

BNDN will be informed throughout the monitoring
program design and implementation process. Monitoring
program design and implementation will be guided by the
following principles: programs will meet regulatory
requirements, programs will confirm the effectiveness of
mitigation measures and predictions made in the
assessment, programs will be implemented in an adaptive
management framework (if/where applicable) to reduce
effects during the lifetime of the Project, and programs will
have spatial boundaries that are sufficiently extensive to
measure EIS predictions.

The details of monitoring and follow-up plans are being
developed to support the separate process of Project
licensing and permitting. The specific means by which
provincial and federal authorities, and Indigenous Nations
and communities will be engaged in developing the follow-
up and monitoring program, including the information-
sharing program, are currently under consideration with
the Denison project team. It is noted that Section 4.2.1 of
the draft EIS provides the variety of ways in which Denison
has engaged with Interested Parties to date and it is
assumed it would continue to use these means and others
that may be identified to fulfil its key corporate principals
for developing positive relationships (see draft EIS Section
4.2).

involvement in the design and
implementation Denison’s air quality
monitoring program. Denison does not
specify how BNDN will be involved in air
quality monitoring during construction,
operations and decommissioning phases of
the Project. Nor does Denison make any
commitments for BNDN involvement in
Denison’s environmental monitoring
programs including air quality monitoring.
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
80 BNDN Section Comment #80: The Proponent It is important to note that Denison is completing a Not Addressed.
(February | 2.2.2.2.2 states that the UBS holding area sequential EA and licensing process for the Project (see If Denison intends to defer the answering of
e s e | o ort st o e
Solution o k e phase of the Project, BNDN requires a
Holding Area running under the pond. potentle.ll effects of the PrOJ.ect in a careful and commitment to negotiate a Project
Request/recommendation: precautionary manner and integrates results of Agreement to formalize a process for
9 o e | TETIO OIS v v
on the leak detection system used support licensing and will be included in Management BNDN con(.:erns on.these matte.rs. BNon
for all ponds shown in Figure 2.2- . . requires this commitment for this concern to
18, System programs / plans including for example the be addressed.
Groundwater Monitoring Plan and the Emergency
b)  BNDN requests that Denison Response and Preparedness Plan.
respond to all the following
questions in writing:
. Is the pipe connected to an
automated sensing system?
. If not, how frequently is the
system monitored?
e What chemical or physical
indicator(s) are used to detect
aleak?
. What are the detection
limits/thresholds for each
indicator?
e Whatis the precision of each
indicator?
. Who is notified, and how
quickly would a response be
mobilized?
See Section 4.7 for additional
information on this topic (p. 77).
81 BNDN Section Comment #81: The Proponent It is important to note that Denison is completing a Not addressed.
(February | 2.2.2.2.2 states that the UBS holding area sequential EA and licensing process for the Project (see BNDN sees it as a reasonable and necessary
28, 2023) Uran.ium will have leak detection (Figure 2.2- | draft EIS Section 1).Denison considers the EA to be a precaution to provide additional information
Bearing planning and decision-making tool that assesses the

on this matter. If Denison wishes to defer

113






Denison’s Responses to Comments from BNDN on the Wheeler River Project draft EIS
Denison Response — November 29, 2023

Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

that options to use tanks instead of
holding area will be evaluated as
engineering advances.
Request/recommendation:

. BNDN requests that Denison
undertake a risk assessment
for the design of the UBS
holding area. BNDN
recommends the safer, less
environmentally risky option
be selected and that BNDN
can review and provide input
into the decision that Denison
makes.

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
ocumentatio 80171)
Solution 18). The system is shown as a pipe potential effects of the Project in a careful and this to the licensing phase our Nation
Holding Area running under the pond. precautionary manner and integrates results of requires a commitment to negotiate a
Section 2.2.4.5 Request/recommendation: engagement with Indigenous nations and communities. Project Agreement with our Nation now to
Proc.es.s BNDN ) A The details requested by BNDN will be developed to have certainty that this will be addressed in
Precipitate ¢ . 'requests toknow what support licensing and will be included in the Project's a manner that mitigates our Nations
Pond specific . .
. . future Management System documents including for concerns.
containment/restoration o
. ) example the Groundwater Monitoring Plan and the
methods will be used in the
) Emergency Response and Preparedness Plan.
event that a leak is detected,
and how quickly they would
be implemented. This applies
to both the UBS holding area
and process precipitate pond.
See Section 4.7 for additional
information on this topic (p. 77).
82 BNDN Section Comment #82: The Proponent Please see Denison's response to BNDN comment #33. Not addressed.
(ZF;bgg;;y L2J'2'2"2.2 st.ates that.the UBS holding area BNDN sees it as a reasonable and necessary
’ ) Berzr:il:gm will be designed as a pond precaution to undertake a risk assessment
Solution contained by a double composite for this particularly important and risky
Holding Area liner system (Figure 2.2- 18), and aspect of the overall operation. BNDN

reiterates the request and reminds Denison
that this concern would be best addressed
through a formalized process for
engagement defined in a project agreement
between BNDN and Denison for the
Wheeler River Project.
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
See Section 4.7 for additional
information on this topic (p. 77).
83 BNDN Section Comment #83: The Proponent Wellfield piping system will transport the mining solution Not Addressed.
(February | 2.2.1.4.5 states that the wellfield pipelines to and from the processing plant. The flow rates and If Denison intends to defer the answering of
28, 2023) will be designed to have secondary pressures of the individual well lines will be monitored in

containment or catchment and
have leak detection systems in
place at key locations.

BNDN requests more details on the
leak detection system used for
wellfield lines. Specifically, BNDN
requests that Denison respond to
the following questions:

e Isanautomated sensing
system used?

e  Will automated controls shut
off pressure in the event of a
significant leak?

. If no automation is used, how
frequently is the system
monitored?

e What chemical or physical
indicator(s) are used to detect
aleak?

. What are the detection
limits/thresholds for each
indicator?

e Whatis the precision of each
indicator?

. Who is notified, and how
quickly would a response be
mobilized?

See Section 4.7 for additional
information on this topic (p. 77).

the pumphouses. This data will be transmitted to the
processing plant for remote monitoring through a master
control system. Through the master control system,
operators will be capable of controlling pumphouse
production lines remotely.

The specific details requested by BNDN in this comment
are not available at this time and will be developed as part
of detailed design to support Project licensing and
permitting. Denison considers the EA to be a planning and
decision-making tool that assesses the potential effects of
the Project in a careful and precautionary manner and
integrates results of engagement with Indigenous nations
and communities. Denison views the EIS as an important
planning tool that will be used to support future activities
and represents one stage in the rigorous overall approvals
process for a uranium mining facility in Canada. Denison
completed feasibility designs for the Project in 2023. The
engineering design of the wellfield pipelines including
control measures to monitor and respond to leaks will be
included in the detailed design information provided to the
CNSC during Project licensing.

these important questions to the licensing
phase of the Project, BNDN requires a
commitment to negotiate a Project
Agreement to formalize a process for
engagement with BNDN and responding to
BNDN concerns on these matters. BNDN
requires this commitment for this concern to
be addressed.
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Reference to

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

Ref. EIS, appendix . .

Source » PP C found on Canadian Impact Denison Response

No. or supporting .

documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

84 BNDN Section Comment #84: The Proponent The well designs and operational monitoring of the Addressed.
(February | 2.2.1.4.5 states that the well designs and wellfield will mitigate accidental release of mining solution
28,2023) | Primary operational monitoring of the or UBS in the sandstone above the mining area. Each well

Co.nFamment of | wellfield will mitigate accidental will have double containment: mining solution will travel
Mlnln.g release of mining solution or UBS inside an inner casing with the outer casing acting as
Solution - . . . L . .
Wells in the sandstone above the mining secondary containment for the mining fluids. Wells will be
area. continually monitored for operational parameters such as
Request/recommendation: injection pressures, injection flow rates, and recovery flow
rates. This data will be transmitted to the processing plant
. BNDN requests to know how -
] ) ) for remote monitoring through a master control system.
Denison will monitor the .
. . . Through the master control system, operators will be
integrity of wells once in . L
uction. Will tests b capable of controlling pumphouse production lines
production. Wil tests be remotely. Wellfield monitoring will facilitate detection of
conducted at regular . . L
) any issues with the injection and recovery wells.
intervals?
. . A network of monitoring wells installed within the freeze
See Section 4.7 for additional . . . . .
inf i this toi 77 wall area will be equipped with pressure instrumentation
information on this topic (p. 77). for the determination of the vertical strain/stresses placed
on the formation to do mining zone space creation. This
monitoring network is designed to detect if these strains
may be approaching their acceptable levels prior to failure.
The injection and recovery wells will also be equipped with
devices for pressure and temperature that can detect a
breach in the well casing if one were to occur. As a
preventative measure, annual mechanical integrity testing
is conducted on the wells to ensure their containment and
compliancy.
Active monitoring will allow for operational shutdown if a
scenario is approaching a failure mode.

85 BNDN Section Comment #85: The Proponent Details on when Denison will construct the permanent fuel Addressed.
(February | 2.2.1.4.5 Fuel states that fuels will be stored in storage facility or precisely where temporary fuel storage
28,2023) | Storageand approved, above-ground, 25,000 L tanks will be located are not available at this phase of the

Dlsplensmg double-walled storage tank(s) Project and these details are not required to support EIS
Facility

equipped with secondary
containment in accordance with

review. However, at the EIS stage it is important to note
that Denison is committed to construction and operating
all fuel storage and distribution infrastructure in
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
ocumentatio 80171)
provincial regulations and accordance with applicable legislative requirements. Fuels
standards. will be stored in approved, above-ground, double-walled
Request/recommendation: storage tank(s) equipped with secondary containment in
. accordance with provincial regulations and standards. In
. BNDN requests to confirm s
Saskatchewan, the permitting process for hazardous
when the permanent fuel . .
- . substances including above ground storage tanks for
storage facility will be . .
tructed. [ft fuel diesel, propane, gas, and jet fuel are governed by The
cons rucfe ) empo'rary' ue Hazardous Substances and Waste Dangerous Goods
stora.ged o.r ;?ns;trr‘ctlon 'S h Regulations; Environmental Code Chapter E-10.2 Reg 3
Leqw.re {I:nb icate ;)W rzuc ! (HSWDG). Denison will need to apply for an Approval to
d.ow it Wld € Ztor:e an Construct, Install, Alter and Expand a Storage Facility and
Ispensed, an. s F’W ona Store Hazardous Substances and/or Waste Dangerous
sketch where it will be .
) Goods and secure an approval from the Ministry of
located. Construction fuel . )
) s for sit Environment pursuant to The Environmental Management
(rjeqwlremen > tor 5|be and Protection Act, 2010, and The Hazardous Substances
.th.ef.oprT;ent may be and Waste Dangerous Goods Regulations. Denison will
signiticant. have to adhere to the Terms and Conditions of the
See Section 4.7 for additional approval, complete regular inspections of the facilities, and
information on this topic (p. 77). maintain an Emergency Response Contingency Plan. The
Ministry of Environment staff also conduct regular
inspections to ensure the conditions of the approval are
being followed.

86 BNDN Section 2.2.4.5 Comment #86: The Proponent The precipitate pond is proposed as a lined area with Addressed.
(February | Process states that process precipitates berms (as shown in Section 2, Figure 2.2-18) and may be
28,2023) | Precipitate may be stored in totes inside the more clearly described as being a lined pad. As such,

Pond

process precipitate pond.
Request/recommendation:

. BNDN requests details on the
procedures for placement and
handling of precipitate totes
within the pond. Care should
be taken to ensure that
equipment and totes do not
compromise the pond lining.
Totes should be sealed and

process precipitates can be placed into totes, which can be
placed on the lined area ('pond') for containment during
storage. Details on the plans for precipitate management,
placement and handling will be developed to support
Project licensing and permitting. Denison agrees the
integrity of the liner and totes are important
considerations which will be factors in the plans. We also
refer BNDN to the following draft EIS sections and
comments responses:
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Ref.

No.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

transport of totes from the
plant to the pond should be
carefully planned to minimize
the risk of a spill, and in the
event of a spill ensure that

runoff is captured on the site.

See Section 4.7 for additional
information on this topic (p. 77).

. Waste Management: Waste management is
described in Section 2.2.4 of the draft EIS and
includes discussion of all waste types that will be
generated by Project-related activities. The following
is noted in Section 2.2.4 for reference, "Conventional
waste, radiologically contaminated waste, and
hazardous waste will be managed at the Project.
Denison is committed to conducting stringent waste
characterization throughout the life of the Project.
This includes physical, radiological, and chemical
characterization to maintain accurate waste
inventories and determine how wastes will be
dispositioned through either re-use, recycling,
temporary storage, or permanent disposal (on or off
site). This includes clearance of material that meets
unconditional release requirements and can be safely
removed from site. A waste management program
will be developed for the Project to support licensing
and permitting. The waste management program and
associated plans developed to support licensing will
be based on the 4 R’s: Reduce, Reuse, Recycle, and
Recover, and will detail how each type of waste
generated on site will be managed. Resources used to
develop the waste management program will include,
but are not limited to, the CNSC’s REGDOC-2.11
series, related Canadian Standards Association (CSA)
standards, and the Hazardous Substances and Waste
Dangerous Goods Regulations (Government of
Saskatchewan 2000)."

. Water Management: Water management is described
in Section 2.2.3 of the draft EIS and includes
Denison's commitment to capturing any contact
water. Clean, non-contact runoff will be diverted
around Project components where possible. Contact
water, including, for example, runoff from the
wellfield and around the processing plant, will be
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Ref.

Reference to
EIS, appendix,

Comment Summary
(all original submissions can be

hazardous substances on site and
will maintain Safety Data Sheets
and appropriate procedures for

spill management, handling, and
clean upinanaccessible location.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN requests a description
of the safety and spill
response training programs
that employees will undergo.
What is the duration of each
training program and how
often will retraining be
conducted?

. BNDN requests to know what
resources will be kept on site
for management and clean-
up of spills, for example spill
kits, absorbents,
neutralization agents, vacuum
trucks, PPE, hand tools, etc.

See Section 4.7 for additional
information on this topic (p. 77).

provide an assessment of the potential Project effects on
the human and biophysical environment; at the EIS stage a
detailed Management System is not required.

A brief description of the Emergency Preparedness and
Response Plan is provided in the draft EIS, Section
2.9.1.3.5: and included below for reference. Please also
refer to draft EIS, Section 14 Accidents and Malfunctions
for an assessment of the potential accidents and
malfunctions that could occur in association with the
Project and a description of the potential effects on human
health or the biophysical environment, considering
environmental design features and mitigation measures
that would be implemented to reduce such effects.

2.9.1.3.5 Emergency Preparedness and Response Program

The Emergency Preparedness and Response Program
would identify how the Project will prepare for and
addresses emergencies that may affect the health and
safety of persons, the environment, and the protection of
property. The objectives of the program would include the
following:

« identification of accidents and emergencies and the
actions and responsibilities in the event of an emergency;

Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response
No. or supporting .
documentation Assessment Registry reference:
80171)
collected in various ponds and eventually routed
through the IWWTP for treatment prior to release to
Whitefish Lake. Refer to Figure 2.2-17 for runoff
collection assumptions.
° Emergency Preparedness and Response Program:
Please also see Denison's response to BNDN
comments 87 and 88 below for information on the
Emergency Preparedness and Response Program.
87 BNDN Section 2.8 Comments #87 and 88: Denison The details requested related to the Emergency Addressed.
(February | Project Design states that they will maintain an Preparedness and Response Program are being developed
28,2023) | Features up-to-date record of the various to support licensing efforts. The EIS is a planning tool to
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No.

Ref.

Source

Reference to
EIS, appendix,
or supporting
documentation

Comment Summary

(all original submissions can be
found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference:
80171)

Denison Response

¢ Project requirements for emergency response equipment
and personnel;

¢ internal incident command structure to effectively
manage complex, lengthy, and large-scale emergencies;

¢ required communications with external emergency
services, statutory bodies, and public, Indigenous groups,
and regulatory agencies;

¢ development of appropriate emergency procedures; and
¢ assurance of availability of vital information during an
emergency.

Emergency Preparedness and Response Program would be
developed consistent with guidance provided by CNSC in
REGDOC-2.10.1, Nuclear Emergency Preparedness and
Response.

88

BNDN
(February
28, 2023)

Section
22224
Yellowcake
drying and
packaging

Comment #89: The Proponent
describes various measures used to
mitigate yellowcake dust
emissions: the yellowcake drying
and packaging area will be
outfitted with hygiene systems to
capture dust generated during the
material handling of the yellowcake
product and sent to either the
dryer or calciner venturi scrubbers.
All equipment located after the
dewatering of the yellowcake will
be selected to provide minimal
dust generation and outfitted with
dust collection systems where
required. The ventilation system in
this area of the processing plant
will also be adequately designed to
provide safety of workers and
control fugitive dust emissions.

Should dust collection systems in the yellowcake drying

and packaging area fail and generate a hazard for the
workers, the plant will be shut down until repairs are
completed. A redundant hygiene system is not economical
to implement. Hygiene scrubbers are typically very reliable
and can be repaired in short time frames.

Addressed.
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Comment Summary

workers and wildlife. Fences will be
monitored and maintained.

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN requests to know the
size and type of fence
considered for each project
area.

. Confirm if the wellfields will
be fenced. Show all fences on
a site layout drawing like
Figure 2.2-1.

See Section 4.7 for additional
information on this topic (p. 77).

2.2.4.3.1) and having a fenced storage area near the
operations centre. Details on the size and type of fencing
are not defined at this stage of the Project, but will meet
the criteria outlined in the EIS. The wellfield is not
proposed to be fenced. For the wildlife-specific mitigation
measures, refer to Section 9.3.5.2.5 Wildlife Deterrence
and Prevention of Wildlife Entrapment and Section
9.3.5.2.8 Waste and Hazardous Materials Management.

Reference to . . ..
X (all original submissions can be

Ref. EIS, appendix, . .
Source X found on Canadian Impact Denison Response

No. or supporting .

documentation Assessment Registry reference:
ocumentatio 80171)

Request/recommendation:

. BNDN recommends
redundant hygiene systems
be installed (n+1 units) to
ensure continuity of air
filtration in the event of
equipment failure.

See Section 4.7 for additional

information on this topic (p. 77).

89 BNDN Draft EIS Comment #90: The Proponent Access to the property will be controlled by both a north Addressed.
(February | 9.3.5.1Project states that all contaminated areas and south security gate. In the draft EIS, Denison has
28,2023) | Design will be fenced to avoid contact with | committed to fencing the domestic landfill (Section

Measures
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From: Carolanne Inglis-McQuay
To: Chief
Cc: Janna Switzer; David Cates; Way, Jessica; McKeown, Justin; Dereniwski, Jeff ENV
Subject: Correspondence from Denison in response to letter from Birch Narrows First Nation on May 26, 2025
Date: Thursday, July 3, 2025 12:54:00 PM
Attachments: 20250703-LTR-DEN BNDN-Response Corr20250526.pdf
20250312-LTR-DEN BNDN-CorrMarch3 25.pdf
Importance: High

Dear Chief Sylvestre:

On behalf of Janna Switzer, Denison’s Vice President, Environment, Sustainability & Regulatory,
please find attached correspondence in response to your letter dated May 26, 2025 to the Canadian
Nuclear Safety Commission, and copied to Denison. Also attached is the correspondence sent to
Birch Narrows First Nation from Denison on March 12, 2025 as referenced in this correspondence.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,
Carolanne

Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

t: 306-652-8200 x 128 | f: 306-652-8202

345 4t Avenue South
Saskatoon, SK, Canada, S7K 1N3

TSX: DML | NYSE MKT: DNN
www.denisonmines.com

This e-mail is intended for exclusive use of the person(s) mentioned as the recipient(s). This message and any
attached files with it are confidential and may contain privileged or proprietary information. If you are not the
intended recipient(s) please delete this message and notify the sender. You may not use, distribute print or copy
this message if you are not the intended recipient(s).


mailto:cinglismcquay@denisonmines.com
mailto:chief1@birchnarrows.ca
mailto:jswitzer@denisonmines.com
mailto:dcates@denisonmines.com
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July 7, 2025

Chief Jonathon Sylvestre
Birch Narrows Dene Nation
Turnor Lake, Saskatchewan SOM 3EOQ

Sent via email: chiefl @birchnarrows.ca

Re: Response to Letter from Birch Narrow Dene Nation dated May 26, 2025
Dear Chief Sylvestre:

On behalf of Denison Mines Corp. (“Denison”), I write in response to your letter dated May 26,
2025 addressed to the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission (“CNSC”) and copied to Denison
regarding Birch Narrow Dene Nation’s (“BNDN”) change in position regarding the Wheeler
River Project (the “Project”).

We write to address the key issues raised by your letter.

1. Further Technical Concerns

We are in receipt of Appendix A to your letter, which provides BNDN’s further comments on the
Project Technical Review Table. We are pleased that Denison has fully, provisionally or partially
addressed 42 of those comments. Our technical team is actively reviewing and working to
respond to your comments and will provide those responses as soon as practicable.

2. Assessment Record Should Reflect Change in Position

On January 18, 2024, BNDN sent correspondence to Denison advising that Denison’s detailed
technical responses to BNDN’s public comments on the draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) were adequate. Since that time, Denison has worked to ensure that BNDN is informed
about the progress of the Project. Until your recent correspondence, Denison had not received
any comments on the Project from BNDN since that date.

On March 3, 2025, Denison was advised that BNDN had unresolved environmental concerns
with respect to the Project. Denison responded to your letter on March 12, 2025 and requested an
opportunity to meet with you to understand the details of your concerns and to identify ways they
can be addressed as the Project moves forward. We have enclosed copies of this correspondence





for reference.! We have not yet received a response from you to this March 12, 2025 offer to
meet to discuss BNDN’s interests in respect of the Project.

Your May 26, 2025 letter requests that CNSC remove any past correspondence indicating BNDN
support for the Project from the public registry. We are not aware of any CNSC policy or
direction which would permit comments submitted as part of the environmental assessment of a
project to be removed from the record. The Impact Assessment Agency is required to maintain
the Canadian Impact Assessment Registry and to facilitate timely access to project files and
records, including “any public comments received during the impact assessment,”? while CNSC
is obligated to keep a record of all documentary evidence and written submissions filed.* These
statutory obligations are reflected in CNSC’s Indigenous Engagement guidance document, which
directs proponents to “document all Indigenous engagement activities.”* In light of these
obligations, it would be inappropriate for BNDN’s previous correspondence to be removed from
the registry or the Indigenous Engagement Record.

We note that your letter specifically disclaims “letters submitted by the Birch Narrows Dene
Development Inc. (BNDDI), which were issued without undergoing any process that
appropriately considered the concerns and interests of BNDN members.” As far as Denison is
aware, no comments or letters have been submitted by BNDDI as part of the environmental
assessment. All correspondence written on behalf of BNDN and addressed to Denison has been
received from Chief or council members and Denison has not described that correspondence as
indicating support for the Project in any of the EIS materials.

While we are disappointed that BNDN has reversed its earlier position on Denison’s responses to
BNDN’s technical comments, Denison acknowledges and respects BNDN’s governance
structures and that perspectives within the BNDN community in respect of the Project have
shifted. Denison is committed to continuing its ongoing engagement with BNDN and our team
remains available to meet with you at a mutually agreeable time to better understand your
concerns.

3. Denison’s Approach to Indigenous Engagement

We understand that BNDN is concerned that it has not been identified as an Indigenous
Community of Interest in respect of the Project. By way of background, Denison has been the
operator of the Wheeler River property since 2004, and its predecessors have been in the area
since the 1980s. Denison followed a systematic and comprehensive process to identify
Indigenous communities who may be impacted by the Project, informed by a wide variety of
information, such as the wildlife and fur block management administration areas, existing
traditional land use information (particularly information made available through the Key Lake
and McArthur River public review processes), access restrictions on Highway 914 north of Key
Lake, anticipated impacts to water, anticipated transportation routes, and publicly available

' We understand this correspondence was intended to be attached to your letter of May 26, 2025, but it does not appear
those attachments were included.

2 Impact Assessment Act, S.C. 2019, c. 28, s. 1 (Sections 104, Section 112(1)(f)).
3 Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission Rules of Procedure, SOR/2000-211, s. 15.
4 Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission, REGDOC-3.2.2, Indigenous Engagement, s. 4.2.2.
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descriptions of Indigenous Nations’ traditional territories, including that of BNDN. Our approach
was further informed by our discussions with those Indigenous Nations with the potential to be
adversely by Project activities and supported by information from and interactions with
representatives of the Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment and CNSC.

All of this information, along with our long experience in the region, has informed our approach,
to identifying Indigenous communities to whom a level of deep consultation or engagement is
owed. This approach has been confirmed by both regulators.

This approach does not, and has not, precluded Denison from engaging and sharing information
with Indigenous Nations. Denison has continued to engage with all interested Indigenous
Nations and to tailor our approach to engagement based on new or updated information
regarding the potential for adverse impacts to the Indigenous and Treaty rights of Indigenous
communities.

Denison remains committed to advancing the Project in a manner respectful of BNDN, its
relationship with its traditional lands and the environment, and its governance structures. We are
working to understand BNDN’s new concerns based on your recent comments on the Project
Technical Review Table and look forward to providing BNDN with our responses in the near
future.

Sincerely,

/

Janna Switzer
Vice President, Environment, Sustainability & Regulatory

cc: David Cates, President & Chief Executive Officer, Denison Mines Corp.
Carolanne Inglis-McQuay, Director, Corporate Social Responsibility, Denison Mines Corp.
Jessica Way, Environmental Review Specialist, Environmental Review Division, Canadian Nuclear Safety
Commission
Justin McKeown, Senior Advisor, Indigenous Consultation, Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission
Jeff Dereniwski, Senior Environmental Assessment Administrator, Environmental Assessment and
Stewardship Branch, Ministry of Environment

Attach: Correspondence BNDN to DEN: March 3, 2025
Correspondence DEN to BNDN: May 12, 2025
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March 12, 2025
Chief Jonathon Sylvestre
Birch Narrows Dene Nation

Turnor Lake, Saskatchewan SOM 3EOQ

Sent via email: chiefl (@birchnarrows.ca

Re: Letter from Birch Narrow Dene Nation dated March 3, 2025
Dear Chief Sylvestre:

On behalf of Denison Mines Corp. (“Denison”), I write in response to your letter dated March 3,
2025 regarding Birch Narrow Dene Nation’s (“BNDN”) reversal of its previous position as set
out in your January 16, 2024 letter. While BNDN’s change of position is unfortunate, Denison
remains committed to continuing its ongoing engagement with BNDN to understand its concerns
and incorporating its input in the development of the Project.

Denison respects the relationship BNDN maintains with its traditional lands and the
environment, and has prioritized understanding this relationship since the parties began engaging
in respect of the Wheeler River Project (the “Project”) in 2019. Throughout this engagement,
Denison has included BNDN in engagement processes for the Project and has met with
representatives of BNDN on multiple occasions to share information and create meaningful
dialogue about the Project.

We have consistently sought to address BNDN concerns and incorporate feedback into the
Project’s development. To this end, after BNDN submitted 89 technical comments on February
28, 2023 for the Project’s draft Environmental Impact Statement (“EIS”), the Chief Executive
Officer of Denison met with you on July 31, 2023 to understand BNDN’s concerns and identify
opportunities to meaningfully incorporate its feedback. Following this meeting, Denison
responded to all of the comments submit by BNDN and took action to address its concerns. For
example, in response to BNDN’s concern about methyl mercury, Denison revised the EIS and
committed to collecting background information pertaining to total sediment and methyl mercury
from lakes and rivers near the Project. Further, Denison provided a written summary for BNDN
members that outlined the actions Denison was taking to protect traditional lands and the
environment.

We understood our responses and actions addressed BNDN’s concerns. In your January 16"
letter, you wrote that BNDN was satisfied with Denison’s responses and encouraged engagement
to continue as the Project progressed. Your March 3™ letter now refers to, but does not specify,
unresolved environmental concerns on the part of BNDN. Consistent with our past conduct, we
would value an opportunity to meet with BNDN in the near future to understand the details of
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these outstanding concerns and to identify ways they can be addressed as the Project moves
forward.

We remain committed to advancing the Project in a manner respectful of BNDN and its
relationship with its traditional lands and the environment. We look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,

j;é;”ﬁt%&&

Janna Switzer

Vice President, Environment, Sustainability & Regulatory

Cc:

John Glover (Tamarack Environmental)
Andrew Bubar (Tamarack Environmental)
Keegan McGrath (Tamarack Environmental)
Ryan Smith (Tamarack Environmental)
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From: Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

To: Ted Merasty

Cc: Chani Campbell; Millen, Roy; Janna Switzer; David Cates

Subject: Correspondence from Denison on PBCN Technical Comments in respect of the Wheeler River Project
Date: Monday, August 11, 2025 1:03:00 PM

Attachments: 20250811-L TR-DEN PBCN-Technical Comments.pdf

Dear Ted:

Please find attached correspondence from Ms. Janna Switzer, Vice President Environment
Sustainability & Regulatory at Denison Mines, in respect of Peter Ballantyne Cree Nation’s Technical
Comments on the Wheeler River Project.

Have a good day,
Carolanne

Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

t: 306-652-8200 x 128 | f: 306-652-8202

345 4t Avenue South
Saskatoon, SK, Canada, S7K 1N3

TSX: DML | NYSE MKT: DNN
www.denisonmines.com

This e-mail is intended for exclusive use of the person(s) mentioned as the recipient(s). This message and any
attached files with it are confidential and may contain privileged or proprietary information. If you are not the
intended recipient(s) please delete this message and notify the sender. You may not use, distribute print or copy
this message if you are not the intended recipient(s).
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August 11, 2025

Ted Merasty

Peter Ballantyne Cree Nation
Chief Joseph Custer Reserve
#2300 — 10™ Avenue West
PO Box 2320

Prince Albert, SK S6V 671

Re:  Peter Ballantyne Cree Nation Preliminary Comments on Technical Comments
Dear Mr. Merasty,

We write in response to the document titled “PBCN Preliminary Comments on Technical
Comments” which legal counsel for Peter Ballantyne Cree Nation (“PBCN”) delivered to
Denison Mine Corp.’s (“Denison”) legal counsel on May 27", 2025 (the “PBCN Mitigation
Strategies”). The PBCN Mitigation Strategies set out PBCN’s remaining concerns regarding
potential impacts of the Wheeler River Project (the “Project”) on PBCN’s traditional land and
resource use and identified strategies to resolve such concerns. In particular, PBCN requested (i)
capacity funding from Denison to carry out environmental monitoring activities within its
traditional territory, and (ii) the opportunity to receive information and provide input on certain
environmental monitoring programs related to the Project.

We have reviewed the PBCN Mitigation Strategies and prepared responses to PBCN’s technical
comments, which are attached as Appendix A. Further, we are pleased that Denison and PBCN
have continued to discuss processes which accommodate the concerns and interests expressed by
PBCN to date. Based on these discussions, from our perspective, Denison and PBCN have
mutually defined a process to support PBCN with undertaking environmental monitoring
activities throughout its traditional territory. The scope of this process and the support provided
by Denison directly respond to the concerns and interests enumerated in the PBCN Mitigation
Strategies.

Denison is also committed to facilitating opportunities regarding PBCN’s participation in
environmental monitoring programs related to the Project. In connection with the topics of
interest identified in the PBCN Mitigation Strategies, Denison will ensure that PBCN is provided
with the opportunity to review and provide comments on certain environmental monitoring
programs relevant to the areas of identified interest by PBCN, which are the following: (1)
groundwater monitoring program, (ii) monitoring programs for water and sediment quality,
benthic invertebrates, and fish and fish habitat, and (iii) the mitigation and offset plan for
caribou. Please confirm these as appropriate and provide Denison with PBCN’s preference
regarding next steps.
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Denison will continue to share information with PBCN by providing an annual summary of the
results of these environmental monitoring programs throughout the life of the Project.

From our perspective, the process Denison and PBCN have mutually defined regarding PBCN’s
environmental monitoring activities, together with PBCN’s participation in the Project’s
environmental monitoring programs, address PBCN’s interests in the Project.

Denison looks forward to continuing its collaboration with PBCN in respect of both the Project

and PBCN’s broader environmental monitoring activities.

Sincerely,

ek

Janna Switzer
Vice President, Environment, Sustainability & Regulatory

Cc: Chani Campbell, Aldridge + Rosling LLP
David Cates, President and Chief Executive Officer, Denison
Carolanne Inglis-McQuay, Director, Corporate Social Responsibility, Denison
Roy Millen & Matthew Vreugde, Blake, Cassels & Graydon LLP
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APPENDIX A
Denison’s Responses to PBCN’s Comments as provided in the Specified Mitigation Strategies

Topic of Concern / Interest

PBCN Comment

Denison Response

Water Quality and Freshwater Resources | a.

PBCN is particularly concerned
about the proposed use of freshwater
resources for mining operations and
the release of treated effluent into
Whitefish Lake. PBCN has
specifically identified that PBCN
members do fish the lakes
surrounding the Proposed Project.
PBCN does not see any assurances
in the Technical Comments or
regulatory documents that the water
quality downstream, including water
accessed by PBCN communities,
will not be compromised. Stringent
guidelines must be added as
conditions to any environmental
regulatory approval, certificate,
permit, or licence granted. PBCN
would like to review the language of
all conditions prior to the province
settling these terms with Denison.

PBCN would like to co-develop a
water quality monitoring program
downstream of Whitefish Lake.
Additionally, PBCN would like to
receive regular copies of water
quality monitoring reports moving
forward.

In response to comment (a), the potential effects from the Project on
water quality were assessed in Section 8.2 of the Environmental
Impact Statement (“EIS”), and the assessment directly evaluated
discharge of effluent from the site using predictive modeling. The
predictive modeling showed that constituent concentrations including
radionuclides would be below water quality objectives for the
protection of aquatic life (i.e., no effects would be expected) at the
outlet of Whitefish Lake well upstream of the outflow of the Icelander
River to Russell Lake. Since no impacts are expected to occur in these
areas close to the Project, it can also be concluded that no effects
would accrue in areas further downstream in the watershed where
contributing sub watersheds are many-times the size of the sub
watersheds near the Project site. Additionally, the Human Health Risk
Assessment concluded that there would be no human health risks
related to the Project for traditional food users in consideration of
traditional food uses in relatively close proximity to the Project site.
Similar to the above, Project effects were not considered a risk to
human health at those areas close to the Project site, so human health
in areas significantly downstream of the Project pose even less risk
than those areas closest to it, such as Kinoosao, Southend and Sandy
Bay.

Denison trusts that the process we have mutually defined in respect of
water quality monitoring satisfies the request in comment (b).
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Environmental Monitoring and a.
Participation

PBCN is concerned about the
quality and quantity of resources
that PBCN members rely on for
subsistence, including wildlife,
vegetation, and water.

Given that PBCN members actively
fish, hunt, trap and harvest for
medicinal and sacred purposes in
and around the Proposed Project,
and three of our communities are
downstream of the Proposed Project,
PBCN requests that water quality
monitoring stations be set up at
Kinoosao, Southend, and Sandy Bay
to ensure accurate data is collected.
PBCN understands that there is
already a commitment to implement
a groundwater protection and
monitoring plan, including
development of a groundwater
monitoring well network, and PBCN
would like this protection and
monitoring plan extended to
incorporate the three additional
water quality stations at Kinoosao,
Southend, and Sandy Bay.

Denison trusts that the process we have mutually defined regarding the
topics in comments (a) to (f) address PBCN’s concerns.

For additional context regarding comment (f), as the Project advances
and operational monitoring is underway, Denison will assess health
risks from fish consumption by comparing fish tissue data collected
during operation from the monitoring program against Health
Canada's mercury guideline of 0.5 ug/g wet weight. This is a human
health risk-based maximum permissible concentration. Mercury data
presented throughout the EIS represents total mercury. Denison will
include methylmercury as part of the constituents monitored in fish
throughout all Project phases. Engagement on licensing requirements,
such as the development of the environmental monitoring program
and the associated monitoring regime, will occur to support Project
permitting and licensing efforts.
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c. PBCN would like capacity funding
to monitor these stations
independently.

d. PBCN is also interested in
participating in the environmental
committee overseeing this project as
well as the BATEA (Best Available
Technology Economically
Achievable) study.

e. PBCN also wishes to be kept
informed of any spills and be
included in all spill contingency
planning and responses.

f.  PBCN notes that the potential
residual effect on human health
from exposure to selenium has been
identified by Denison but there is no
commitment to any monitoring of
selenium or any other contaminants
of potential concern (COPC)
including, but not limited to,
uranium, arsenic, cadmium other
heavy metals or chemicals in the
accumulation in fish and mammals
or the bioaccumulation in plants,
berries or fungus. PBCN members
derive large portions of their diet
from country food. To ensure the
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safety and well-being of PBCN
members who rely on the
surrounding ecosystem for
subsistence harvesting, it is essential
to establish a comprehensive tissue
sampling program to monitor COPC

downstream of the Proposed Project.

PBCN requests Denison commit to
long-term monitoring and co-
development of the program with
the PBCN Lands and Resources
Department. The long term tissue
sampling program would focus on
edible parts of fish and mammals
and bioaccumulation in leaf, root
and fungal tissue of medicinal
plants, berries and fungus which
PBCN members collect, harvest, use
and ingest.

Cultural and Environmental Impacts

The development of the Proposed
Project site could significantly
impact culturally important species,
including caribou. Changes to air
and noise quality may disrupt
wildlife in the area up to
considerable distances away from
the Proposed Project. PBCN
requests an opportunity to review
and comment on all caribou
mitigation and offsetting plans to

In response to comment (a), Denison is committed to the development
of a caribou mitigation and offset plan for the Project. A draft plan
will be developed ahead of construction and independent of the
development of the Project’s detailed decommissioning plan. Denison
commits to sharing the caribou mitigation plan with PBCN for review
and comment. Decommissioning plans at this stage are conceptual as
outlined in the EIS and will continue to be refined through each phase
of the Project as it progresses.

In response to comment (b), Section 11 of the EIS provides the
assessment of potential Project effects on Indigenous Land and
Resource Use (Section 11.1) and Other Land and Resource Use
(Section 11.2). The mitigation measures proposed in the aquatic and
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ensure the disruption to the exercise
of PBCN’s aboriginal rights to hunt
caribou is minimized.

PBCN has already advised the
province that PBCN members
historically and currently use the
areas in and around the Proposed
Project to gather medicinal plants
and fungus, and to hunt moose,
caribou, duck and geese, and trap
lynx, beaver and muskrat.

PBCN is concerned about the
contamination of vegetation, fish,
wildlife, water and soil, which
would affect the traditional foods
and livelihoods of our people.
PBCN has advised you that PBCN
members hunt, fish and trap areas in
and around the Proposed Project as
well as dry traditional foods and
store such food in and around the
Proposed Project area. PBCN’s
experience on other natural resource
development projects is that tainting
or perceived diminishment of the
quality of the land and resources
around the Proposed Project will
result in avoidance of harvesting of
country foods by PBCN members.

terrestrial assessments translated into undetectable changes in resource
availability to existing and future users and rightsholders. The
assessment does not take a distinctions based approach (i.e., the
potential impact on each Indigenous community is not evaluated
separately), but rather focuses on the key indicators and associated
measurable parameters. Mitigation to eliminate, reduce, or control
potential adverse effects of the Project on Indigenous Land and
Resource Use would apply to any uses proximal to the Project. Given
proven mitigation is to be applied to traffic disturbances, noise, air
quality, and increased competition for resources, the effects are
expected to be minimal.

In response to comment (c), Denison trusts that the process we have
mutually defined in respect of these topics addresses PBCN’s
concerns.
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Ongoing monitoring of country
foods is critical to establish a
scientific baseline of contaminants
in traditional foods and build the
confidence of PBCN members to
facilitate the continued exercise of
PBCN’s Aboriginal rights to hunt,
harvest, fish and gather. PBCN
would like to co- develop a country
foods monitoring plan, participate in
such monitoring and receive the
results in accordance with the
preliminary framework attached at
Appendix “A” (as set out in the

Specified Mitigation Strategies).
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August 22, 2025

Ted Merasty

Peter Ballantyne Cree Nation

Chief Joseph Custer Reserve

#2300 — 10" Avenue West

PO Box 2320 Prince Albert, SK S6V 6Z1

Re:  Peter Ballantyne Cree Nation and Denison Mines Corp.’s Environmental
Monitoring and Engagement Agreement

Dear Mr. Merasty,

I am writing to you to express Denison’s appreciation to Peter Ballantye Cree Nation (“PBCN”)
and your team in terms of finalizing our Environmental Monitoring and Engagement Agreement.
It was important for us to understand the areas of significant interest to PBCN in relation to the
Wheeler River Project, to collaborate on an approach that would work to mitigate those areas of
interest, and formally agree on next steps between us.

As | noted in my last letter on August 11, 2025, we are committed to continuing engagement on
the Wheeler River Project with PBCN, and at your convenience would welcome the opportunity
to meet with your team to confirm our responses to other technical issues PBCN has raised over
the past few months. Please let me know if this is of interest to you, and | will have my staff
coordinate with you.

Finally, consistent with our Environmental Monitoring and Engagement Agreement, | note that
Denison will provide PBCN with the funding committed to within 30 days of the effective date.
To ensure timely payment, please confirm with Carolanne Inglis-McQuay, Denison’s Director of
Sustainability (cinglismcquay@denisonmines.com) the preferred details for payment (i.e.
electronic transfer, cheque, etc) and the entity to whom payment will be made.



ROC 1253
Denison Mines Corp.
345 4™ Avenue South
Saskatoon, SK S7K 1N3
T: 306-652-8200

www.denisonmines.com

On behalf of the team that has worked with you over the years, | wish to express my gratitude to
PBCN for your engagement with Denison on the Wheeler River Project, and your willingness to
identify key areas of interest for Denison to meaningfully respond to in a manner acceptable to
PBCN.

I wish you an excellent remainder of the summer and look forward to hearing from you at your
convenience.

Sincerely,

Janna Switzer
Vice President, Environment, Sustainability & Regulatory

Cc: Chani Campbell, Aldridge + Rosling LLP
David Cates, President and Chief Executive Officer, Denison
Carolanne Inglis-McQuay, Director, Corporate Social Responsibility, Denison
Roy Millen & Matthew Vreugde, Blake, Cassels & Graydon LLP
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October 9, 2025

Chief Jonathon Sylvestre
Birch Narrows Dene Nation
Turnor Lake, Saskatchewan SOM 3EO

Re: Denison Mines Wheeler River Project
Dear Chief Jonathon Sylvestre:

Thank you for your letter dated August 29t, 2025 regarding the Denison Mines
Corporation (Denison) Wheeler River Project (the project).

The Government of Saskatchewan’s implementation of the duty to consult is outlined
in the First Nation and Métis Consultation Policy Framework, 2023 (the framework).
The framework states that the province will consult with and accommodate, as
appropriate, First Nations and rights-bearing Métis communities in advance of actions
or decisions which may adversely impact Aboriginal or Treaty rights.

The duty to consult for the project was assessed under the province’s framework in
March 2019 after Denison self-declared the project as a development under The
Environmental Assessment Act (the Act), therefore requiring an environmental impact
assessment. An initial list of First Nation and Métis communities to be consulted for
the project was identified based on government’s understanding of traditional
territories that coincided with the geographic area of the project.

Throughout the assessment process, the ministry considered any new information
brought forward regarding the potential for adverse impacts to Treaty and Aboriginal
rights. The ministry did not receive specific information regarding Birch Narrow Dene
Nation’s (BNDN) land use and exercise of rights in the proposed project area while the
assessment was underway. The ministry understands that Denison engaged with
BNDN during the assessment and worked to address concerns identified by your
community.
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On July 31, 2025, the Minister of Environment granted Denison approval to proceed
with the project, subject to the terms and conditions which form part of the
Ministerial Approval. As outlined in the environmental impact statement for the
project, Denison will be required to conduct environmental monitoring to ensure
effects to air, vegetation, water, and wildlife meet regulatory requirements. Denison
will also be required to provide a summary of monitoring and follow up program
results to interested Indigenous and non-Indigenous communities on an annual basis
or as otherwise agreed upon by the proponent and communities.

Although the project has been approved by the Minister under The Environmental
Assessment Act, the project is required to proceed through subsequent licensing and
permitting phases before beginning construction. This includes negotiating a mineral
surface lease agreement (MSLA) with the ministries of Environment and Government
Relations. The MSLA aims to help residents of Saskatchewan’s north benefit from
mining operations in their region.

Duty to consult obligations will continue to be assessed throughout subsequent
permitting processes. Questions related to provincial project permitting can be
directed to Collin McGuire at (306) 221-8208 or collin.mcguire@gov.sk.ca.

If you have questions or require any additional clarification, please contact Jeff
Dereniwski at (306) 787-5971 or jeff.dereniwski@gov.sk.ca.

Sincerely,
for:

Jeff Dereniwski
Senior Environmental Assessment Administrator

Enclosure: Ministerial Decision
Reasons for Decision

cc: John Glover, Tamarack Environmental
Jes Way, Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission
Janna Switzer, Denison Mines
Collin McGuire, Environmental Protection, Ministry of Environment
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PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN
MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT
NOTICE OF MINISTERIAL DECISION
PURSUANT TO SECTION 15
THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ACT

DENISON IMINES CORPORATION
WHEELER RIVER PROJECT

WHEREAS:

A

Pursuant to subsection 8(1) of The Environmental Assessment Act (the Act),
Denison Mines Corporation (the proponent) applied for ministerial approval to
construct, operate and decommission a new uranium mine and processing plant in
the eastern Athabasca Basin on Crown land approximately 35 kilometres northeast
of the existing Key Lake Operation in northern Saskatchewan.

Pursuant to section 10 of the Act, the Minister of Environment (the Minister) gave
notice of the assessment to be conducted.

Pursuant to clause 9(1)(b) of the Act, an environmental impact statement,
consisting of a document entitled “Wheeler River Project Final Environmental
Impact Statement” dated October 2024 (the statement), was submitted to the
Minister.

Pursuant to section 11 of the Act, the Minister has reviewed the statement and has
made the statement and review available for public inspection.

The Minister is satisfied that all the requirements of the Act have been met,
including those required of the proponent, and has concluded that the
development ought to be approved subject to terms and conditions.

Now THEREFORE TAKE NOTICE THAT, pursuant to clause 15(1)(a) of the Act, Ministerial
Approval is hereby given to the proponent to proceed with the development subject to the
following terms and conditions:

1.

The proponent shall proceed with the development in the manner described in the
statement except where alterations are required by the subsequent terms and
conditions of this approval.

The proponent shall inform the Minister, in the manner described in subsection
16(1) of the Act, of any change to the development that does not conform to the
terms and conditions of this approval.

Denison Mines Corporation Wheeler River Project
Section 15(1)(a) — Notice of Decision Page 10of3
EASB# 2019-005
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3. The proponent shall follow the requirements of the laws and regulations of the
Province of Saskatchewan, respecting the design, construction, operation,
maintenance and decommissioning of the development.

4. This approval is not an environmental approval with respect to any ancillary feature
of this development, for example, but not limited to power transmission lines,
natural gas pipelines and water supply lines and provincial or rural municipality
roads, that is the responsibility of a party other than the proponent. If required,
such features will be considered under separate application to be submitted by the
responsible party.

5. Where there is discrepancy between a condition of this approval and any document
submitted by the proponent, the condition of this approval shall take precedence.

6. The development must commence within five years of the issuance date of this
approval. If it has not commenced within five years of the issuance date of this
approval, the Minister shall give the proponent 30 days to rectify the breach or to
make representations as to why an extension of the five-year time period is
warranted. If the breach is not rectified and an extension of time is not granted by
the Minister, this approval expires.

7. The proponent shall submit a woodland caribou mitigation and offset plan that
utilizes site-specific information to evaluate effects to woodland caribou and
includes a plan for habitat offsetting. The plan shall be submitted to the Ministry of
Environment, Environmental Assessment and Stewardship Branch (ministry) for
approval prior to construction of the project. The plan must ensure that measures
are taken to avoid or lessen any adverse effects to woodland caribou and monitor
those effects. The plan shall be consistent with the recovery strategy for woodland
caribou as well as the provincial woodland caribou range planning process and
offsetting policies.

8. The proponent shall submit an updated traffic impact assessment to the Ministry of
Highways (Highways) utilizing current traffic volume information to assess impacts
to Highway 914 for all stages of the project life. The assessment shall be approved
by Highways and submitted to the ministry prior to initiating construction of the
project.

9. The proponent shall develop a road maintenance and upgrade cost-sharing
agreement in collaboration with Highways. The agreement shall be approved by
Highways and submitted to the ministry prior to initiating construction of the
project.

10. The proponent shall provide an opportunity for First Nation and Métis communities
notified of the provincial duty to consult to review and provide input on the
monitoring and follow up programs described in the statement. The proponent
shall identify to notified First Nation and Métis communities how their input was
considered in program design and provide this information to the ministry for

Denison Mines Corporation Wheeler River Project
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review.

11. A summary of monitoring and follow up program results shall be provided to
interested Indigenous and non-Indigenous communities on an annual basis or as
otherwise agreed upon by the proponent and communities. The proponent shall
submit a copy of the report(s) provided to communities as well as a summary of
ongoing engagement activities and community involvement as part of the annual
reporting submitted to the ministry for the life of the project.

12. This Ministerial Approval takes effect on the date of signing.

Dated at Regina, Saskatchewan this 3!__ day of U(U\\-A) , 2025
original signed by
ISSUED BY:
Travis Keisig

Minister of Environment

Denison Mines Corporation Wheeler River Project
Section 15(1)(a) — Notice of Decision Page 3 0f3
EASB# 2019-005
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REASONS FOR DECISION
IMIINISTERIAL APPROVAL
PURSUANT TO SECTION 15
THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ACT

DeNISON MINES CORPORATION
WHEELER RIVER PROJECT

Introduction

In February 2019, Denison Mines Corporation (Denison, the proponent) submitted
an application for the Wheeler River Project (the project). Denison self-declared the
project a “development” under The Environmental Assessment Act (the Act) and
requested a ministerial decision under section 15 of the Act. Prior to receiving a
decision, the project is required to undergo an environmental impact assessment
(assessment). The assessment provides information needed by the Minister of
Environment (the Minister) to determine if adequate environmental safeguards are
in place for the proposed project to proceed and, if so, under what conditions.

Denison is proposing to construct, operate and decommission a new uranium mine
and processing plant in the eastern Athabasca Basin. The project would be located
approximately 35 kilometres (km) northeast of the existing Cameco Key Lake
Operation in northern Saskatchewan. The project would use an in-situ recovery
method with injection and recovery wells and an on-site processing plant. The
project would also include access roads, an air strip, accommodation complex,
waste and water management infrastructure and supporting facilities.

Application of The Environmental Assessment Act

Under subsection 8(1) of the Act, a person shall not proceed with a “development”
until ministerial approval has been received. The Act further sets out process
requirements for the undertaking of the assessment.

In February 2019, Denison submitted a technical proposal, self-declared the project
to be a development and requested approval under section 15 of the Act. Pursuant
to section 10 of the Act, public notice of the assessment was shared in local
newspapers and on social media channels in June 2019. The project is also subject
to a federal impact assessment led by the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission
(CNSC).

A terms of reference for the assessment was approved in May 2019. A draft
environmental impact statement (statement) was received in October 2022.
Technical review of this document identified environmental and technical issues
that required revisions and additional clarification before the assessment process
could proceed. Between June and September 2023, Denison provided additional

Denison Mines Corporation Wheeler River Project
Section 15(1){a) — Reasons for Decision
EASB# 2019-005 Page 10of 9
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information to address technical reviewer comments. On July 31, 2024, Denison
submitted a statement that was determined to contain adequate information to
proceed with public review. Comments received during the technical and public
review of the statement allow for an informed decision regarding the technical
merits and potential environmental impacts of the project.

On December 4, 2024, Denison submitted an updated statement to the CNSC in
support of the federal assessment. This statement was accepted by the CNSC on
December 24, 2025. The ministry has reviewed this statement and concluded that
revisions made to the statement as part of the federal process have not altered the
conclusions or expected impacts of the project.

Ministerial decision options under subsection 15(1) of the Act are:

(a) Give approval to proceed with the development and impose any terms and
conditions considered necessary or advisable; or
(b) Refuse to approve the development.

The Ministry of Environment (ministry) conducted a detailed analysis of all
information presented in the statement. | have carefully considered this analysis
and information in the course of reaching my decision on the project.

Duty to Consult

The project triggered a duty to consult with First Nation and Métis communities due
to potential impacts to Crown lands and the resources required to hunt, fish and
trap for food and carry out traditional uses. Potentially impacted First Nation and
Métis communities were identified and notified by the ministry that an assessment
was required for the project, consistent with Saskatchewan’s First Nation and Métis
Consultation Policy Framework, 2023 (framework).

Denison was assigned procedural aspects of consultation including working with
communities to gather information on the potentiai for adverse impacts to Treaty
and Aboriginal rights and traditional use of lands and resources (rights). Denison
was required to consult with English River First Nation (ERFN), Ya’thi Néné Land and
Resource Office (YNLR) on behalf of Hatchet Lake First Nation and Black Lake
Denesuline First Nation, Kineepik Métis Local 9 (KML), and Métis-Nation
Saskatchewan (MN-S) on behalf of Patuanak Métis Local 82. Peter Ballantyne Cree
Nation (PBCN) provided information to the ministry in October and November 2024
regarding the potential impacts to their rights from the project. On November 8,
2024, PBCN was notified by the ministry of the duty to consult and provided an
opportunity to review the statement and provide information on potential impacts
to their rights. :

Denison Mines Corporation Wheeler River Project
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Denison consulted with communities where procedural aspects had been assigned
between March 2019 and November 2024. Denison worked with communities to
share information and provided opportunities for communities to be involved and
engaged throughout the assessment. Denison maintained communication with the
communities through in-person and remote meetings, workshops and information
sessions, emails, letters, surveys and site tours. ERFN, YNLR, KML, and MN-S
completed traditional land use studies and this information was utilized to inform
the assessment. Denison also engaged with PBCN during this time period to share
information on the project.

The review period for the statement provided an opportunity for First Nation and
Métis communities to review the statement and consultation record and identify
any concerns. KML did not provide a response during the review period but
provided a letter of support to the ministry in June 2024. ERFN provided a letter
that outlined their satisfaction with the consultation and indicated their support for
the project, subject to Denison fulfilling its commitments to the community. ERFN
indicated their expectation that engagement with Denison would continue through
the life of the project, including on environmental effects monitoring programs.

YNLR provided a response indicating their preference for a more collaborative
approach to consultation but did not identify specific concerns with the
consultation record. YNLR also identified their disagreement with some of the
conclusions of the statement regarding woodland caribou, cumulative effects, and
baseline data collection. YNLR identified an interest in continued involvement in
environmental monitoring programs, including woodland caribou and water quality.

MN-S provided a response in December 2024 outlining their concerns regarding the
consultation record, inclusion of Métis knowledge in the statement, and the
potential environmental and socio-economic effects of the project. MN-S requested
involvement in the development and implementation of environmental monitoring
programs. In February, April, and June 2025, MN-S provided further
correspondence, including information on the use of the area by Métis traditional
land users. In July 2025, Denison provided a letter indicating agreement between
Denison and MN-S to continue to work together collaboratively.

PBCN provided a response outlining their concerns regarding the consultation
completed to date with their community. PBCN also identified concerns regarding
potential environmental and socio-economic impacts of the project. PBCN
identified that their community uses the general project area for fishing (e.g.,
Wollaston Lake) and general subsistence and harvesting activities and requested to
be involved in environmental monitoring programs for the project.

As a condition of this approval, Denison will be required to provide First Nation and
Métis communities notified of the duty to consult an opportunity to review and
provide input on the project-specific environmental monitoring and follow up

Denison Mines Corporation Wheeler River Project
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programs outlined in the statement. Annual summaries of monitoring and follow up
program results will also be provided by Denison to interested Indigenous and non-
Indigenous communities.

The ministry considered the incremental contribution of the project to cumulative
impacts on rights from the taking up of Crown lands. Medium to long-term losses of
Crown lands were assessed within 100 km of the project using available information
on existing Crown land leases, active forestry operations, public roadways, and
reasonably foreseeable projects, including the Key Lake mill and McArthur River
uranium mine. Within this boundary, approximately 0.03 per cent of land is
currently unavailable for the exercise of rights. The project footprint, as proposed,
will represent a minor contribution of an additional 0.005 per cent. The ministry
acknowledges that Crown work authorizations are not included in this estimate;
however, regulatory permitting requirements are expected to avoid or result in
short-term limitations to right of access. The project will not result in significant
adverse cumulative effects to the exercise of rights.

Based on the commitments in the statement, information provided by First Nations
and Métis communities, and the conditions outlined in the Ministerial Approval, |
am satisfied that the Government of Saskatchewan has fulfilled its duty to consult
and accommodate. Any information received by communities after this decision will
be considered by downstream permitting agencies.

Engagement and Public Review

Denison engaged with Indigenous and non-Indigenous communities, land users,
organizations, and the public beginning in 2016. Public engagement primarily
focused on communities located near existing transportation infrastructure that will
be used by the project including the northern villages of Pinehouse Lake
(Pinehouse) and Beauval as well as the Northern Hamlet of Patuanak. The Northern
Village of Tle-a-la-Crosse, the Northern Hamlet of Stony Rapids, and the northern
settlements of Uranium City, Camsell Portage, and Wollaston Lake were also
engaged.

Key areas of interest identified during the engagement activities included interest in
the mining technology being proposed, economic opportunities, transportation
routes and traffic impacts, potential impacts to surface and groundwater and
nearby waterbodies, impacts to wildlife, cumulative effects, and transparency of
environmental monitoring data. The interests, issues, and concerns shared during
engagement activities were used to inform the project and assessment. In June
2024, Pinehouse provided a letter of support for the project to the ministry. One
comment was received by the ministry from the public regarding the use of a rail
line for the project. Denison has committed to continuing engagement throughout
the life of the project.

Denison Mines Corporation Wheeler River Project
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Reasons for Decision

| am satisfied that Denison has met all the requirements of the Act, thereby
requiring a decision to be made pursuant to section 15 of the Act. Having made my
decision to issue a Ministerial Approval, the Act requires me, pursuant to subsection
15(2), to state the reasons for the decision.

The statement submitted by Denison describes the project and the potential
adverse impacts on the environment. Potential impacts considered and discussed in
the statement included impacts to the terrestrial, aquatic, atmospheric and
acoustic, heritage and socio-economic environments.

Terrestrial Environment

The direct project footprint is expected to be 75 hectares (ha) in size. A maximum
project area of 170 ha was assessed to provide a buffer around the anticipated
footprint. This maximum disturbance area contains 144.4 ha of upland forest
habitat and 0.45 ha of lowland and waterbody habitat. Approximately 24.8 ha of
the maximum disturbance area is made up of anthropogenically disturbed land.
Denison will undertake progressive reclamation and revegetation of disturbed areas
and once operations cease, all areas will be reclaimed. Denison will implement an
invasive plant monitoring and management program to minimize effects to
vegetation.

Provincially tracked and federally listed species of conservation concern (SOCC)
were observed in the project study area. Wildlife habitat, including for woodland
caribou and other SOCC, will be lost or altered from the project. Wildlife mortality
rates, from interactions such as vehicle-wildlife collisions, are also expected to
increase from the project but are anticipated to remain within the range of natural
variability. Denison has minimized project effects by reducing the footprint and
placing infrastructure on previously disturbed areas. Further mitigations, including
development of a wildlife management plan, implementation of the Activity
Restriction Guidelines for Sensitive Species, and implementation of a traffic/access
plan will further reduce effects to wildlife. As condition of this approval, Denison
will be required to submit a caribou mitigation and offsetting plan prior to
construction. The plan shall utilize quantitative, site-specific information that
considers the effects of all project components and includes:

e A description of how the mitigation hierarchy was applied for the project,
including measures that will be taken to avoid and/or minimize effects to
woodland caribou and their habitat, including restoration of disturbed areas
on-site;

o characterization of the residual effects of the project on woodland caribou
and their habitat and identification of plans to monitor these residual
project effects; and

Denison Mines Corporation Wheeler River Project
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e a plan for completion of measures that will offset residual adverse effects to
woodland caribou and their habitat.

Water and Aquatic Environment

Groundwater discharge to Whitefish Lake will be reduced by project activities but is
not anticipated to impact water levels. The project will also change groundwater
quality within the mining area. During operation, a water-based acidic mining
solution will be injected into the uranium deposit mining area. This solution will be
contained in the mining area by the design and operation of the wellfield, as well as
a freeze wall that extends into the basement rock.

Prior to decommissioning the freeze wall, Denison will treat the groundwater in the
mining area until acceptable decommissioning levels are met. Based on
groundwater flow and geochemical modelling, contaminants of potential concern
(COPCs) will migrate from the mining area toward Whitefish Lake once the freeze
wall is removed. Some COPCs are anticipated to reach Whitefish Lake within 400
years but concentrations were predicted to remain at levels that would not result in
environmental risk. Denison will be required to implement a groundwater
monitoring program to ensure impacts to groundwater remain within expected
ranges as well as develop contingency plans in case of unexpected releases.

As a result of reduced drainage and water withdrawal from Whitefish Lake, Denison
has predicted that water flow and levels within the area local to the project will be
reduced; however, changes are predicted to be negligible and below natural
fluctuations in lake water levels. Effects would be reversible following
decommissioning and Denison will implement mitigation measures, including the
recycling and reuse of process and site contact water, to minimize effects to surface
water.

The project will discharge treated effluent to Whitefish Lake via a diffuser. Surface
water constituents in Whitefish Lake will change from effluent release; however,
there would be no exceedances of water and sediment quality guidelines in
Whitefish Lake outside the mixing zone. Effluent will be required to meet the
federal Metal and Diamond Mining Effluent Regulations and provincial Mineral
Industry Environmental Protection Regulations. Areas downstream of Whitefish
Lake are expected to meet appropriate benchmarks for the protection of aquatic
life.

Minor loss of aquatic habitat will occur in Whitefish Lake from installation of a
discharge pipeline and diffuser. Implementation of mitigation measures, including
avoiding sensitive timing windows for fish as well as the use of clear span bridges
for the two road crossings will minimize impacts to fish and fish habitat. With the
implementation of mitigation measures, no significant adverse effects on aquatic
populations or communities from project releases were predicted. Denison will be

Denison Mines Corporation Wheeler River Project
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required to complete monitoring programs for water and sediment quality, benthic
invertebrates, and fish and fish habitat for the project.

Atmospheric and Acoustic Environment

The project will result in reduced air quality from existing conditions; however,
most criteria air contaminants are predicted to comply with the Saskatchewan
Ambient Air Quality Standards during all project phases. Infrequent exceedances of
24-hour total suspended particulates and 1-hour NO; are predicted beyond the
project boundary in all project phases. Infrequent exceedances of 24-hour PM1o
were identified for construction and operation. During the operational phase, 24-
hour uranium exceedances are expected to be infrequent (less than 0.5 per cent of
the time) and limited to within 400 m of the project.

Mitigations that will be utilized to minimize air emissions include application of
suppressants to limit dust emissions and use of pollution control technology on
process plant exhaust stacks. Denison will also conduct ambient air monitoring and
reporting as part of an approved environmental protection plan pursuant to the
Industrial Source (Air Quality) chapter of the Saskatchewan Environmental Code.

The project will generate greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions during all phases. During
operation the project is anticipated to emit approximately 12,000 tonnes of carbon
dioxide equivalent (CO.e) per year. Facilities that emit more than 10,000 tonnes
COze per year are subject to provincial and federal reporting requirements. The
Government of Saskatchewan has also developed GHG performance standards for
facilities that emit more than 25,000 tonnes of COze per year. Facilities with annual
emissions under this threshold may be voluntarily registered. Provincial regulations
subject facilities operating in mining sectors to a 15 per cent emissions intensity
reduction by 2030.

Noise emissions would increase during construction, operations, and active closure
from heavy equipment, site infrastructure such as generators, vehicles and aircraft,
cranes and hoists, and conveyors. No exceedances of permissible sound levels are
expected at any receptor location included in the assessment; however, daytime
sound levels are expected to increase by 5.1 dBA at a seasonal cabin located near
highway 914.

Heritage and Socio-Economic Environment

Two heritage resource impact assessments were conducted in 2017 and 2019. Two
archaeological sites, consisting of single artifacts, were identified in the project
area. The Heritage Conservation Branch (HCB) within the Ministry of Parks, Culture
and Sport determined that the sites were of low interpretive value and no further
work was required. Denison will implement a heritage resources management plan
for the life of the project, which outlines the steps that Denison would take if

Denison Mines Corporation Wheeler River Project
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additional archaeological sites are identified. These steps include having the
archaeological site assessed by a qualified archaeologist, holding discussions with
local indigenous leadership, and implementing mitigation measures as directed by
the HCB.

Denison completed a human health risk assessment to evaluate the potential for
adverse effects to human health from the release of air and water emissions and
potential exposure to project facilities. Incremental cancer risk was not predicted to
exceed the Health Canada threshold of 1 in 100,000 and incremental radiation dose
was predicted to be below the regulatory public dose limit of 1 mSv/yr. Based on
the modelling completed there is a residual effect on human health from exposure
to selenium from ingestion of fish at Russell Lake; however, Denison has indicated
that a significantly above average amount of fish would need to be consumed (183
kg/year) for this effect to occur. Surface water and fish tissue concentrations in
Russell Lake were predicted to remain within acceptable ranges.

On the Key Lake Road north of the Key Lake gatehouse, traffic is expected to
increase 23 to 30 per cent (approximately 14 to 18 additional trucks per day).
Further south on Highway 914 between the Key Lake gatehouse and Pinehouse,
traffic is expected to increase 16 to 40 per cent (14 to 18 trucks per day). As a
condition of this approval, Denison is required to complete an updated traffic
assessment incorporating current traffic volume information prior to the start of
construction. Denison is also required to work with the Ministry of Highways on a
road upgrade and maintenance cost-sharing agreement.

The project would generate up to 300 employment opportunities during
construction and up to 180 during operations. The province and regional area will
benefit from increased employment and business opportunities and taxes
generated. Denison has committed to prioritizing local study area residents for
employment and developing culturally sensitive employment policies. Denison will
also be required to negotiate with the province to develop a surface lease
agreement and a human resource development agreement, which would include
socio-economic considerations.

Decommissioning, Reclamation and Closure Plan

Decommissioning and reclamation will occur following the 15-year project lifespan.
The objectives of decommissioning and reclamation will be to establish a stable
landscape capable of supporting a functioning, self-sustaining ecosystem that is safe
for human use.

Decommissioning activities will include the remediation of the wellfield area to
meet the mining area decommissioning objectives, removal of the freeze wall and
re-establishment of the pre-operational groundwater flow regime, removal of
process precipitates and decommissioning of the precipitate pond,

Denison Mines Corporation Wheeler River Project
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decommissioning of injection and recovery wells, removal and disposal of all
buildings and structures, closure and decommissioning of the industrial landfill, and
removal of all water management infrastructure. The site will then be cleared,
leveled, and revegetated. An appropriate financial assurance will be required from
Denison to ensure funds are available to carry out decommissioning and
reclamation activities.

Conclusion

The ministry and technical reviewers are satisfied the overall environmental
impacts of the project are well understood, and that if the mitigations and
environmental protection measures outlined in the statement are implemented,
and terms and conditions are imposed as presented in my approval, adverse effects
can be minimized, and benefits enhanced.

This conclusion is based on the proponent's adherence to the commitments as
documented in the statement, on my ability as the Minister of Environment to
impose specific conditions at this time, and on the knowledge that additional
environmental protection requirements can be imposed through terms and
conditions forming parts of permits and licences required by provincial and federal
legislation.

The Ministerial Approval for the development includes terms and conditions
designed to promote the elimination and control of adverse environmental effects
associated with the development. Included are requirements that Denison:

(a) Proceed with the development in accordance with the statement;
(b) Provide notification of any change; and
(c) Follow the requirements of other applicable laws and regulations.

These conditions, plus the measures proposed in the statement, and the regulatory
framework applicable to the project, now and in the future, are adequate to
address all issues related to the project.

Dated at Regina, Saskatchewan this_31 day of __July , 2025
original signed b
ISSUED BY: g g Y
Travis Keisig

Minister of Environment

Denison Mines Corporation Wheeler River Project
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From: Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

To: John Glover

Ce: + Janna Switzer;

Subject: RE: [**]Shapefiles for Land and Resource Use Buffers
Date: Monday, October 20, 2025 2:21:00 PM

20251020-Nenison - RNDN NDA (Fxecution Versian) ndf
image002.ong

20251020-Denison - BNDN NDA - TrackedChanges.ndf
20251020-DenisonBNDN-Clean.docx

HiJohn,

We are pleased to hear BNDN is working with the CNSC to establish a process for sharing existing information held by BNDN. As you know, Denison has not been provided with substantive information
regarding BNDN land use in the area of the Wheeler River Project despite requesting such information multiple times previously.

While BNDN may take the position that evidence of potential impacts to Aboriginal rights should not be a prerequisite, the consultation process requires such information to identify appropriate mitigation
and, if appropriate, accommodation measures. Denison’s requests for BNDN to share this information is based on our desire to understand potential impacts of the Project on BNDN’s Aboriginal and Treaty
rights. Denison is not and has never been dismissive of the rights or interests of BNDN or any other Indigenous peoples. We have consistently and respectfully engaged with BNDN in accordance with

direction from the CNSC and Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment, and consistent with our Indigenous Peoples Policy.

As you will see, we have accepted all of your edits other than the removal of section 2.3(c). That deletion would prevent Denison from sharing information with regulators (such as the CNSC), which is
contrary to the purpose of the NDA and the consultation process.

Attached is the NDA for execution. Provided this is satisfactory to BNDN, please sign and return the NDA at your earliest convenience.

Carolanne

Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

t:306-652-8200 x 128 | f: 306-652-8202
345 4™ Avenue South
Saskatoon, SK, Canada, S7K IN3

TSX: DML | NYSE MKT: DNN
www.denisonmines.com

This e-mail is intended for exclusive use of the person(s) mentioned as the recipient(s). This message and any attached files with it are confidential and may contain privileged or proprietary information. If you are not the intended
recipient(s) please delete this message and notify the sender. You may not use, distribute print or copy this message if you are not the intended recipient(s)

From: John Glover <john@tamarackenvironmental.ca>

Sent: October 7, 2025 12:00 PM

To: Carolanne Inglis-McQuay <cinglismcquay@denisonmines.com>

Cc: Chief Jonathon P Sylvestre <chiefl@birchnarrows.ca>; Janna Switzer <jswitzer@denisonmines.com>; McKeown, Justin <justin.mckeown@cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca>
Subject: RE: [**]Shapefiles for Land and Resource Use Buffers

Hi Carolanne,

We are currently working with the CNSC—specifically Justin McKeown who is cc’d—on a process for sharing Indigenous Knowledge (IK) related to the Wheeler River Project. The objective is to support CNSC's
understanding of potential impacts to BNDN's Aboriginal and Treaty rights. CNSC has indicated that a certain level of information sharing with Denison may also be required as part of this process.

BNDN's position remains that the sharing of Indigenous Knowledge should not be a prerequisite, as the Nation holds established rights under the Constitution and Treaty 10. Further, both CNSC and Denison have
already been informed of BNDN's land use and interests in the Project area. It is also important to note that Denison did not fund the Indigenous Knowledge work undertaken and has historically been dismissive of
BNDN'’s rights and interests, this raises concerns about disclosing sensitive/sacred information.

Despite this, BNDN remains committed to working in good faith with all parties to ensure the Crown’s Duty to Consult and Accommodate is meaningfully fulfilled. In that spirit, we have provided edits to the NDA
previously shared by Denison. This NDA could serve as the basis for any potential future sharing of Indigenous Knowledge, should BNDN choose to proceed.

Thanks,
John

John Glover

Director

Tamarack Environmental Associates Inc.
(519) 272-3498
john@tamarackenvironmental.ca

From: Carolanne Inglis-McQuay <cinglismcquay@denisonmines.com>

Sent: September 15, 2025 5:27 PM

To: John Glover <john@tamarackenvironmental.ca>

Cc: Chief Jonathon P Sylvestre <chiefl @birchnarrows.ca>; Janna Switzer <jswitzer@denisonmines.com>
Subject: RE: [**]Shapefiles for Land and Resource Use Buffers

HiJohn —
Thanks for your note.
| will look to get these shape files pulled together and sent to you as soon as possible on our side, which may take a few days.

Sincerely,
Carolanne

Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

t: 306-652-8200 x 128 | f: 306-652-8202
345 4™ Avenue South
Saskatoon, SK, Canada, S7K 1N3

TSX: DML | NYSE MKT: DNN
www.denisonmines.com

This e-mail is intended for exclusive use of the person(s) mentioned as the recipient(s). This message and any attached files with it are confidential and may contain privileged or proprietary information. If you are not the intended
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CONFIDENTIALITY AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT dated and effective as of October__, 2025 (the “Effective Date”)

BETWEEN:
Birch Narrows Dene Nation, a band within the meaning of the Indian Act, R.S.C. 1985,
c. I-5, as represented by the Chief and Council of Birch Narrows Dene Nation
(“BNDN”)
AND:
Denison Mines Corp., a company incorporated under the laws of
Ontario and having its head office at 1100 — 40 University Avenue,
Toronto, ON M5J 1T1
(“Denison”)

WHEREAS:

A. BNDN is a signatory of Treaty 10 and holds and exercises Treaty and Aboriginal rights
throughout its Ancestral Lands;

B. BNDN is an Indigenous people pursuant to section 35 of the Constitution Act, 1982 and
Article 32 of the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous People;

C. Denison is proposing the construction and development of the Wheeler River Project (the
“Project”);

D. BNDN has a map of its Ancestral Lands and holds information regarding the exercise of
BNDN'’s Treaty and Aboriginal Rights which is proprietary to BNDN and its members and
over which BNDN has copyright and intellectual property rights (collectively, “Indigenous
Information”);

E. The Indigenous Information contains information pertaining to Indigenous knowledge of
BNDN Members including, history and culture, biological resources, archaeology,
ethnography, resource harvesting, mineral use, and place names;

F. Denison wishes to receive and review, and BNDN is prepared to share with Denison (on the
terms set out herein), Indigenous Information relating to the area around the Project, for the
purpose of identifying potential adverse impacts of the Project on the Indigenous rights,
culture, traditional and land resource use, and community interests of BNDN;

G. The Parties wish to enter into this Agreement to enhance their existing relationship and to
collaborate in an authentic, cooperative, and respectful way; and

H. The Parties agree that the disclosure of Indigenous Information to Denison will be subject to

the restrictions and conditions set forth below.

NOW THEREFORE in consideration of the promises, covenants and agreements of the Parties set
out herein and other good and valuable consideration, the Parties agree as follows:
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DEFINITIONS

1.1 Definitions. The following capitalized terms, wherever used in this Agreement, mean:

(a)

(9)

1384-0621-8502.1

“Affiliate” means with respect to any person any other person that, directly or
indirectly, through one or more intermediaries, controls, is controlled by, or is under
common control with, such person. For the purposes of this definition, “control”
means, when used with respect to any person, the power, directly or indirectly, to
direct or cause the direction of the management and policies of such person, whether
through the ownership of voting securities, by contract, or otherwise, and the terms
“controlling” and “controlled” have correlative meanings.

“Agreement” means this Confidentiality Agreement.

‘BNDN Members” means those persons recognized at Law as being members of
BNDN, including Elders and youths.

“CNSC” means the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission.

“Confidential Information” means all information (including information in writing or
transmitted or acquired orally, electronically, visually, or by other means) which is
disclosed to the Recipient Party by the Disclosing Party in connection with the Project,
including any information concerning or relating to the Indigenous Information or the
business affairs, property, undertaking, or other matters of the Disclosing Party, but
shall not include:

(i) information which is or becomes available to the public, other than as a result
of disclosure by the Recipient Party in breach of this Agreement;

(i) information which the Recipient Party can prove, by written evidence, was, at
the time of disclosure, already in possession of the Recipient Party on a non-
confidential and lawful basis;

(iii) information that the Recipient Party can demonstrate was independently
developed by it or for it, and that was not obtained, in whole or in part, from
the Disclosing Party; or

(iv) information that becomes available to the Recipient Party on a non-
confidential basis from a source other than the Disclosing Party if such source
was not to the knowledge of the Recipient Party subject to any prohibition
against transmitting the information to the Recipient Party and was not to the
knowledge of the Recipient Party bound by a confidentiality agreement with
the Disclosing Party.

“‘Disclosing Party” means the Party that has provided the particular Confidential
Information to the Recipient Party and that Party’s Affiliates, officials, directors,
officers, employees, agents, advisors, consultants, and other representatives, as
applicable.

“Effective Date” has the meaning set out in the preamble.





2.1

2.2

2.3

-3-

(h) “Indigenous Information” has the meaning set out in Recital D.

(i) “Law” or “Laws” means all valid applicable common law, federal, and provincial laws
collectively, orders, rules, regulations and decisions of Regulators, including health
regulations, occupational health and safety, fire, employment insurance, workers’
compensation, hazardous substance, transportation of dangerous goods and
handling, environmental protection legislation, building codes and other
governmental requirements, work practices and procedures prescribed by law.

1), “Party” means BNDN or Denison (collectively the “Parties”).
(k) “Project’ has the meaning set out in Recital C.

()] “‘Recipient Party” means the Party that has received the particular Confidential
Information from the Disclosing Party.

(m)  “Regulator’ means any court or tribunal in any jurisdiction or any federal, provincial,
municipal or local government or other governmental body, agency, authority,
department, commission, board, bureau, instrumentality, arbitrator or arbitral body
that has jurisdiction over the Project and specifically includes the federal Governor in
Council and any department or agency of the Government of Canada, including the
CNSC and Natural Resources Canada, and any Saskatchewan government
department, agency or other entity, including the Saskatchewan Executive Council
and Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment.

CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION

Provision of Confidential Information. Each Party may provide Confidential Information to the
other Party in connection with the Project.

Obligations of the Recipient Party. The Recipient Party shall take all precautions necessary
to prevent any unauthorized use, disclosure, or dissemination of the Confidential Information.

Disclosure of Confidential Information. Each Party will ensure that all Confidential Information
of the Disclosing Party will be treated as confidential and will not be disclosed by the
Recipient Party to any person or entity except:

(a) with the Disclosing Party’s prior written consent;

(b) to the Recipient Party’s directors, officers (for BNDN, this includes its elected
representatives) and employees who require access to the Confidential Information;

(c) to such contractors, legal counsel, and contracted advisors and consultants of the
Recipient Party provided that:

(1) the Recipient Party has informed such personnel of the confidential nature of
the Confidential Information;

(i) such personnel agree to be legally bound to the same burdens of
confidentiality and non-use as the Recipient Party;
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(iii) the Recipient Party agrees to take all the necessary steps to ensure that the
terms of this Agreement are not violated by such personnel; and

(iv) the Recipient Party agrees to be responsible for and indemnify the Disclosing
Party for any breach of this Agreement by their personnel,

(d) by BNDN to BNDN Members upon request, provided that BNDN informs such BNDN
Members that the information being provided is confidential and is not permitted to
be disclosed to any person that is not a BNDN Member;

(e) to a Regulator as part of a regulatory or assessment process in connection with the
Project;

() as may be required by Law or court order, including the rules of any stock exchange
and relevant foreign and domestic anti-bribery and anti-corruption Laws;

(9) to any potential or existing direct or indirect purchaser, lender, or financier of some or
all of the Project, Denison or any of its Affiliates, as well as any of their advisors and
consultants, provided in each case such third party has entered into a confidentiality
agreement in respect of such disclosure; or

(h) as otherwise expressly contemplated under this Agreement.

Disclosure Required by Law. To the extent a Party is required by Law to disclose information
about its obligations hereunder, or otherwise comply with related legal obligations, the Party
will make commercially reasonable efforts to notify the other Party prior to making such
disclosure. The Parties acknowledge that the reporting of such information or other
compliance with such legislation will not constitute a breach of this Agreement.

Further Actions. Should either Party wish to further protect Confidential Information which is
made available to Regulators, the Party may utilize any regulatory provisions that limit access
to or allow for the filing of confidential or sensitive information.

USE AND TRANSMISSION OF CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION

Ownership of Confidential Information. The Recipient Party agrees that any Confidential
Information provided by the Disclosing Party to the Recipient Party will remain the property
of the Disclosing Party and that delivery or disclosure of Confidential Information does not
give the Recipient Party any right or interest in the Confidential Information. Denison
acknowledges and agrees that the copyright and intellectual property rights in and to the
Indigenous Information belongs to BNDN.

Use of Indigenous Information. Notwithstanding section 2.2, Confidential Information,
including Indigenous Information made available by BNDN, may be used for the purpose of
informing the engagement, impact assessment, regulatory review, and permitting processes
of the Project.

RETURN OF CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION

Procedure for Return of Confidential Information. At the request of the Disclosing Party, the
Recipient Party agrees to return all Confidential Information within a reasonable time after its
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review of the Confidential Information, provided that the Recipient Party may retain such
records as is deemed necessary for accounting or regulatory records. At the request of the
Disclosing Party, the Recipient Party shall provide written confirmation that it has returned or
destroyed all Confidential Information in its possession.

GENERAL PROVISIONS

Term and Expiry. This Agreement will commence on the Effective Date and will remain in
effect for a period of two (2) years unless terminated earlier by written agreement of the
Parties. All obligations of either Party with respect to Confidential Information received during
the term of this Agreement shall survive termination and remain in full force and effect unless
otherwise agreed in writing by the Parties.

Denison Representations. Denison hereby represents and warrants to BNDN that it has the
legal power, capacity and authority and has taken all necessary actions and obtained all
necessary approvals to enter into this Agreement and to carry out its obligations under this
Agreement.

BNDN Representations. BNDN hereby represents and warrants to Denison that:

(a) BNDN has the legal power, capacity, and authority and has taken all necessary
actions and obtained all necessary approvals to enter into this Agreement and to carry
out its obligations under this Agreement; and

(b) this Agreement was approved pursuant to a duly authorized band council resolution
which authorizes the signatory for BNDN to execute this Agreement in the name of
and on behalf of BNDN, a copy of which has been provided to Denison.

Recitals. The recitals of this Agreement form part of and are incorporated into the body of
this Agreement.

Notice. Notices pursuant to this Agreement may be delivered by personal delivery or email
to the locations noted below and shall be deemed to have been received, if by personal
delivery, on the date of the delivery, and if by email, then on the next business day after
confirmed sending of the email.

(a) If to BNDN:

Birch Narrows Dene Nation

Box 40

Turnor Lake, SK, SOM 3EO
Attention: Chief Jonathon Sylvestre
Email: chief1@birchnarrows.ca

(b) If to Denison:

Denison Mines Corp.

345 4™ Avenue South

Saskatoon, SK, S7K 1N3

Attention: President & CEO David Cates
Email: dcates@denisonmines.com
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Amendments. This Agreement shall not be varied, altered, or amended except by a
document in writing signed by the Parties.

Governing Law. This Agreement will be governed by and construed in accordance with the
Laws of the Province of Saskatchewan.

Recitals. The recitals of this Agreement form part of and are incorporated into the body of
this Agreement.

Severability If any particular provision or provisions of this Agreement is held to be invalid,
illegal, void, voidable, or unenforceable for any reason whatsoever, then the particular
provision will be deemed severed from the remainder of this Agreement. The remainder of
this Agreement will not be affected by the severance and will remain in full force and effect.

BNDN Assignment. BNDN is not permitted to transfer or otherwise assign this Agreement or
any of its rights or obligations under this Agreement to any other person or entity.

Denison Assignment. The rights and obligations of this Agreement may be assigned by
Denison to an acquirer of all or a majority interest in the Project, in proportion to the interests
assigned, and Denison will be relieved of any obligations and rights so assigned. This section
does not affect or preclude the assignment of the Project to a lender as security, or to the
granting of a royalty or other like interest in the Project.

Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in one or more counterparts, in writing or
digitally, each of which shall be deemed an original and all such counterparts together
constitute one and the same agreement. Delivery of an executed copy of this Agreement by
electronic transmission will be as effective as delivery of a manually executed copy of this
Agreement by a Party.

[REMAINDER OF THIS PAGE LEFT INTENTIONALLY BLANK]
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF the Parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of the date above

DENISON MINES CORP.

Per:

David Cates, President & CEO

BIRCH NARROWS DENE NATION

Per:

Chief Jonathon Sylvestre

1384-0621-8502.1
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CONFIDENTIALITY AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT dated and effective as of ——October , 2025 (the “Effective Date”)

BETWEEN:
Birch Narrows Dene Nation, a band within the meaning of the Indian Act, R.S.C.
1985, c. I-5, as represented by the Chief and Council of Birch Narrows Dene Nation
(“BNDN”)
AND:
Denison Mines Corp., a company incorporated under the laws of
Ontario and having its head office at 5§95-Bay—-Street1100 — 40
University Avenue, Toronto, ON M5G2C2J 1T1
(“Denison”)
WHEREAS:

A. BNDN is a signatory of Treaty 10 and holds and exercises Treaty and Aboriginal rights
throughout its Ancestral Lands;

B. BNDN is an Indigenous people pursuant to section 35 of the Constitution Act, 1982 and
Article 32 of the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous People;

C. Denison is proposing the construction and development of the Wheeler River Project (the
“‘Project”);
D. BNDN has a map of its Ancestral Lands and holds information regarding the exercise of

BNDN'’s Treaty and Aboriginal Rights which is proprietary to BNDN and its members and
over which BNDN has copyright and intellectual property rights (collectively, “Indigenous
Information”);

E. The Indigenous Information contains information pertaining to Indigenous knowledge of
BNDN Members including, history and culture, biological resources, archaeology,
ethnography, resource harvesting, mineral use, and place names;

F. Denison wishes to receive and review, and BNDN is prepared to share with Denison (on
the terms set out herein), Indigenous Information relating to the area around the Project,
for the purpose of identifying potential adverse impacts of the Project on the Indigenous
rights, culture, traditional and land resource use, and community interests of BNDN;

G. The Parties wish to enter into this Agreement to enhance their existing relationship and to
collaborate in an authentic, cooperative, and respectful way; and

H. The Parties agree that the disclosure of Indigenous Information to Denison will be subject
to the restrictions and conditions set forth below.
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NOW THEREFORE in consideration of the promises, covenants and agreements of the Parties
set out herein and other good and valuable consideration, the Parties agree as follows:

1. DEFINITIONS

1.1 Definitions. The following capitalized terms, wherever used in this Agreement, mean:

(@)

“Affiliate” means with respect to any person any other person that, directly or
indirectly, through one or more intermediaries, controls, is controlled by, or is under
common control with, such person. For the purposes of this definition, “control”
means, when used with respect to any person, the power, directly or indirectly, to
direct or cause the direction of the management and policies of such person,
whether through the ownership of voting securities, by contract, or otherwise, and
the terms “controlling” and “controlled” have correlative meanings.

“Agreement” means this Confidentiality Agreement.

‘BNDN Members” means those persons recognized at Law as being members of
BNDN, including Elders and youths.

“CNSC” means the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission.

“Confidential Information” means all information (including information in writing
or transmitted or acquired orally, electronically, visually, or by other means) which is
disclosed to the Recipient Party by the Disclosing Party in connection with the
Project, including any information concerning or relating to the Indigenous
Information or the business affairs, property, undertaking, or other matters of the
Disclosing Party, but shall not include:

(i) information which is or becomes available to the public, other than as a
result of disclosure by the Recipient Party in breach of this Agreement;

(i) information which the Recipient Party can prove, by written evidence, was,
at the time of disclosure, already in possession of the Recipient Party on a
non-confidential and lawful basis;

(iii) information that the Recipient Party can demonstrate was independently
developed by it or for it, and that was not obtained, in whole or in part, from
the Disclosing Party; or

(iv) information that becomes available to the Recipient Party on a
non-confidential basis from a source other than the Disclosing Party if such
source was not to the knowledge of the Recipient Party subject to any
prohibition against transmitting the information to the Recipient Party and
was not to the knowledge of the Recipient Party bound by a confidentiality
agreement with the Disclosing Party.

“Disclosing Party” means the Party that has provided the particular Confidential
Information to the Recipient Party and that Party’s Affiliates, officials, directors,
officers, employees, agents, advisors, consultants, and other representatives, as
applicable.
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-3-

(9) “Effective Date” has the meaning set out in the preamble.
(h) ‘Indigenous Information” has the meaning set out in Recital D.
(i) “‘Law” or “Laws” means all valid applicable common law, federal, and provincial

laws collectively, orders, rules, regulations and decisions of Regulators, including
health regulations, occupational health and safety, fire, employment insurance,
workers’ compensation, hazardous substance, transportation of dangerous goods
and handling, environmental protection legislation, building codes and other
governmental requirements, work practices and procedures prescribed by law.

() “Party” means BNDN or Denison (collectively the “Parties”).
(k) “Project” has the meaning set out in Recital C.

(N “‘Recipient Party” means the Party that has received the particular Confidential
Information from the Disclosing Party.

(m)  “Regulator” means any court or tribunal in any jurisdiction or any federal,
provincial, municipal or local government or other governmental body, agency,
authority, department, commission, board, bureau, instrumentality, arbitrator or
arbitral body that has jurisdiction over the Project and specifically includes the
federal Governor in Council and any department or agency of the Government of
Canada, including the CNSC and Natural Resources Canada, and any
Saskatchewan government department, agency or other entity, including the
Saskatchewan Executive Council and Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment.

2, CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION

2.1 Provision of Confidential Information. Each Party may provide Confidential Information to
the other Party in connection with the Project.

2.2 Obligations of the Recipient Party. The Recipient Party shall take all precautions necessary
to prevent any unauthorized use, disclosure, or dissemination of the Confidential
Information.

2.3 Disclosure of Confidential Information. Each Party will ensure that all Confidential
Information of the Disclosing Party will be treated as confidential and will not be disclosed
by the Recipient Party to any person or entity except:

(a) with the Disclosing Party’s prior written consent;

(b) to the Recipient Party’s directors, officers (for BNDN, this includes its elected
representatives) and employees who require access to the Confidential Information;

(c) to such contractors, legal counsel, and contracted advisors and consultants of the
Recipient Party provided that:

(i) the CeontractorRecipient Party has informed such personnel of the
confidential nature of the Confidential Information;
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(i) such personnel agree to be legally bound to the same burdens of
confidentiality and non-use as the Recipient Party;

(iii) the Recipient Party agrees to take all the necessary steps to ensure that the
terms of this Agreement are not violated by such personnel; and

(iv) the Recipient Party agrees to be responsible for and indemnify the
Disclosing Party for any breach of this Agreement by their personnel;

(d) by BNDN to BNDN Members upon request, provided that BNDN informs such
BNDN Members that the information being provided is confidential and is not
permitted to be disclosed to any person that is not a BNDN Member;

to a Regulator as part of a requlatory or assessment process in connection with the
Project;

@
N

—~
—
N

{e}-as may be required by Law or court order, including the rules of any stock
exchange and relevant foreign and domestic anti-bribery and anti-corruption Laws;

—~
~

{-to any potential or existing direct or indirect purchaser, lender, or financier of
some or all of the Project, Denison or any of its Affiliates, as well as any of their
advisors and consultants, provided in each case such third party has entered into a
confidentiality agreement in respect of such disclosure; or

h

—
~—

{g)as otherwise expressly contemplated under this Agreement.

Disclosure Required by Law. To the extent a Party is required by Law to disclose
information about its obligations hereunder, or otherwise comply with related legal
obligations, the Party will make commercially reasonable efforts to notify the other Party
prior to making such disclosure. The Parties acknowledge that the reporting of such
information or other compliance with such legislation will not constitute a breach of this
Agreement.

Further Actions. Should either Party wish to further protect Confidential Information which
is made available to Regulators, the Party may utilize any regulatory provisions that limit
access to or allow for the filing of confidential or sensitive information.

USE AND TRANSMISSION OF CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION

Ownership of Confidential Information. The Recipient Party agrees that any Confidential
Information provided by the Disclosing Party to the Recipient Party will remain the property
of the Disclosing Party and that delivery or disclosure of Confidential Information does not
give the Recipient Party any right or interest in the Confidential Information. Denison
acknowledges and agrees that the copyright and intellectual property rights in and to the
Indigenous Information belongs to BNDN.

Use of Indigenous Information. Notwithstanding section 2.2, Confidential Information,
including Indigenous Information made available by BNDN, may be used for the purpose of
informing the engagement, impact assessment, regulatory review, and permitting
processes of the Project .
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RETURN OF CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION

Procedure for Return of Confidential Information. At the request of the Disclosing Party,
the Recipient Party agrees to return all Confidential Information within a reasonable time
after its review of the Confidential Information, provided that the Recipient Party may retain
such records as is deemed necessary for accounting or regulatory records. At the request
of the Disclosing Party, the Recipient Party shall provide written confirmation that it has
returned or destroyed all Confidential Information in its possession.

GENERAL PROVISIONS

Term and Expiry. This Agreement will commence on the Effective Date and will remain in
effect for a period of two (2) years unless terminated earlier by written agreement of the
Parties. All obligations of either Party with respect to Confidential Information received
during the term of this Agreement shall survive termination and remain in full force and
effect unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Parties.

Denison Representations. Denison hereby represents and warrants to BNDN that it has the
legal power, capacity and authority and has taken all necessary actions and obtained all
necessary approvals to enter into this Agreement and to carry out its obligations under this
Agreement.

BNDN Representations. BNDN hereby represents and warrants to Denison that:

(a) BNDN has the legal power, capacity, and authority and has taken all necessary
actions and obtained all necessary approvals to enter into this Agreement and to
carry out its obligations under this Agreement; and

(b) this Agreement was approved pursuant to a duly authorized band council resolution
which authorizes the signatory for BNDN to execute this Agreement in the name of
and on behalf of BNDN, a copy of which has been provided to Denison.

Recitals. The recitals of this Agreement form part of and are incorporated into the body of
this Agreement.

Notice. Notices pursuant to this Agreement may be delivered by personal delivery or email
to the locations noted below and shall be deemed to have been received, if by personal
delivery, on the date of the delivery, and if by email, then on the next business day after
confirmed sending of the email.

(a) If to BNDN:

Birch Narrows Dene Nation

Box 40

Turnor Lake, SK, SOM 3EO
Attention: Chief Jonathon Sylvestre
Email: chief1@birchnarrows.ca

(b) If to Denison:
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Denison Mines Corp.

345 4™ Avenue South

Saskatoon, SK, S7K 1N3

Attention: President & CEO David Cates
Email: dcates@denisonmines.com

Amendments. This Agreement shall not be varied, altered, or amended except by a
document in writing signed by the Parties.

Governing Law. This Agreement will be governed by and construed in accordance with the
Laws of the Province of Saskatchewan.

Recitals. The recitals of this Agreement form part of and are incorporated into the body of
this Agreement.

Severability If any particular provision or provisions of this Agreement is held to be invalid,
illegal, void, voidable, or unenforceable for any reason whatsoever, then the particular
provision will be deemed severed from the remainder of this Agreement. The remainder of
this Agreement will not be affected by the severance and will remain in full force and effect.

BNDN Assignment. BNDN is not permitted to transfer or otherwise assign this Agreement
or any of its rights or obligations under this Agreement to any other person or entity.

Denison Assignment. The rights and obligations of this Agreement may be assigned by
Denison to an acquirer of all or a majority interest in the Project, in proportion to the
interests assigned, and Denison will be relieved of any obligations and rights so assigned.
This section does not affect or preclude the assignment of the Project to a lender as
security, or to the granting of a royalty or other like interest in the Project.

Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in one or more counterparts, in writing or
digitally, each of which shall be deemed an original and all such counterparts together
constitute one and the same agreement. Delivery of an executed copy of this Agreement
by electronic transmission will be as effective as delivery of a manually executed copy of
this Agreement by a Party.

[REMAINDER OF THIS PAGE LEFT INTENTIONALLY BLANK]
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF the Parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of the date above

DENISON MINES CORP.

Per:

David Cates, President & CEO

BIRCH NARROWS DENE NATION

Per:

Chief Jonathon Sylvestre
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[bookmark: _Hlk132226766]CONFIDENTIALITY AGREEMENT

[bookmark: _9kR3WTr1454899ABF]THIS AGREEMENT dated and effective as of October__, 2025 (the “Effective Date”)

BETWEEN:

Birch Narrows Dene Nation, a band within the meaning of the Indian Act, R.S.C. 1985, c. I-5, as represented by the Chief and Council of Birch Narrows Dene Nation

(“BNDN”)

AND:

[bookmark: _9kR3WTr12348AL6nsy51aQyv1aRDF]Denison Mines Corp., a company incorporated under the laws of Ontario and having its head office at 1100 – 40 University Avenue, Toronto, ON M5J 1T1

[bookmark: _9kR3WTr12348BM6nsy51][bookmark: _9kR3WTr3CB48CN6nsy51](“Denison”)

WHEREAS:

[bookmark: _9kR3WTr26645EiZrbrGyosG9uB6wx5yx]BNDN is a signatory of Treaty 10 and holds and exercises Treaty and Aboriginal rights throughout its Ancestral Lands;

[bookmark: _9kR3WTr26645FYKmimjr2AF][bookmark: _9kR3WTr14548DCIQK][bookmark: _9kR3WTr12348EgWryvgQIv406B][bookmark: _9kR3WTr266467bWryvgQIv406BcJpxw347GCI][bookmark: _9kR3WTr266468ZOkkyA6uPSuqurzAINta6IG6]BNDN is an Indigenous people pursuant to section 35 of the Constitution Act, 1982 and Article 32 of the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous People;

[bookmark: _9kMHG5YVt3456ADO8pu073][bookmark: _9kMHG5YVt5ED6AEP8pu073][bookmark: _9kR3WTr3CB48FjShfnov][bookmark: _9kR3WTr266469fShfnovjV630mhD6xr7][bookmark: _9kR3WTr19A46AZV1ulfv]Denison is proposing the construction and development of the Wheeler River Project (the “Project”);

[bookmark: _9kR3WTr26646BeZrbrGyosG9uB6wx5yxph33HT][bookmark: _9kR3WTr19A46CUKmimjr2AFeUy0DCw4D9F]BNDN has a map of its Ancestral Lands and holds information regarding the exercise of BNDN’s Treaty and Aboriginal Rights which is proprietary to BNDN and its members and over which BNDN has copyright and intellectual property rights (collectively, “Indigenous Information”);

[bookmark: _9kMHG5YVt48867HaMokolt4CH]The Indigenous Information contains information pertaining to Indigenous knowledge of BNDN Members including, history and culture, biological resources, archaeology, ethnography, resource harvesting, mineral use, and place names;

[bookmark: _9kMIH5YVt3456ADO8pu073][bookmark: _9kMIH5YVt5ED6AEP8pu073][bookmark: _9kMJI5YVt3456ADO8pu073][bookmark: _9kMJI5YVt5ED6AEP8pu073][bookmark: _9kMIH5YVt48867HaMokolt4CH]Denison wishes to receive and review, and BNDN is prepared to share with Denison (on the terms set out herein), Indigenous Information relating to the area around the Project, for the purpose of identifying potential adverse impacts of the Project on the Indigenous rights, culture, traditional and land resource use, and community interests of BNDN; 

The Parties wish to enter into this Agreement to enhance their existing relationship and to collaborate in an authentic, cooperative, and respectful way; and

[bookmark: _9kMKJ5YVt3456ADO8pu073][bookmark: _9kMKJ5YVt5ED6AEP8pu073]The Parties agree that the disclosure of Indigenous Information to Denison will be subject to the restrictions and conditions set forth below.

[bookmark: _9kMHG5YVt46669AJ7vuirsuA]NOW THEREFORE in consideration of the promises, covenants and agreements of the Parties set out herein and other good and valuable consideration, the Parties agree as follows:

1. Definitions

0. [bookmark: _9kR3WTr19A46DN5tsgpqs8][bookmark: _9kR3WTr244478H5tsgpqs8]Definitions. The following capitalized terms, wherever used in this Agreement, mean:

0. [bookmark: _9kR3WTr23347Allx384z]“Affiliate” means with respect to any person any other person that, directly or indirectly, through one or more intermediaries, controls, is controlled by, or is under common control with, such person. For the purposes of this definition, “control” means, when used with respect to any person, the power, directly or indirectly, to direct or cause the direction of the management and policies of such person, whether through the ownership of voting securities, by contract, or otherwise, and the terms “controlling” and “controlled” have correlative meanings.

0. [bookmark: _9kMHG5YVt3BC68FP7vuirsuA]“Agreement” means this Confidentiality Agreement.

0. [bookmark: _9kR3WTr12348GSEket8]“BNDN Members” means those persons recognized at Law as being members of BNDN, including Elders and youths.

0. [bookmark: _9kR3WTr46447BM1jkbkioce0svlzsWqvAVpaHGD]“CNSC” means the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission.

0. “Confidential Information” means all information (including information in writing or transmitted or acquired orally, electronically, visually, or by other means) which is disclosed to the Recipient Party by the Disclosing Party in connection with the Project, including any information concerning or relating to the Indigenous Information or the business affairs, property, undertaking, or other matters of the Disclosing Party, but shall not include:

4. information which is or becomes available to the public, other than as a result of disclosure by the Recipient Party in breach of this Agreement;

4. information which the Recipient Party can prove, by written evidence, was, at the time of disclosure, already in possession of the Recipient Party on a non-confidential and lawful basis;

4. information that the Recipient Party can demonstrate was independently developed by it or for it, and that was not obtained, in whole or in part, from the Disclosing Party; or

4. [bookmark: _9kMIH5YVt46669AJ7vuirsuA]information that becomes available to the Recipient Party on a non-confidential basis from a source other than the Disclosing Party if such source was not to the knowledge of the Recipient Party subject to any prohibition against transmitting the information to the Recipient Party and was not to the knowledge of the Recipient Party bound by a confidentiality agreement with the Disclosing Party.

0. “Disclosing Party” means the Party that has provided the particular Confidential Information to the Recipient Party and that Party’s Affiliates, officials, directors, officers, employees, agents, advisors, consultants, and other representatives, as applicable.

0. “Effective Date” has the meaning set out in the preamble.

0. [bookmark: _9kMHG5YVt3BC68EWMokolt4CHgW02FEy6FBH]“Indigenous Information” has the meaning set out in Recital D.

0. [bookmark: _9kR3WTr4CA47Cqedetql]“Law” or “Laws” means all valid applicable common law, federal, and provincial laws collectively, orders, rules, regulations and decisions of Regulators, including health regulations, occupational health and safety, fire, employment insurance, workers’ compensation, hazardous substance, transportation of dangerous goods and handling, environmental protection legislation, building codes and other governmental requirements, work practices and procedures prescribed by law.

0. [bookmark: _9kR3WTr244479XEn7F][bookmark: _9kMLK5YVt3456ADO8pu073][bookmark: _9kMLK5YVt5ED6AEP8pu073]“Party” means BNDN or Denison (collectively the “Parties”).

0. [bookmark: _9kMHG5YVt3BC68CbX3wnhx]“Project” has the meaning set out in Recital C.

0. “Recipient Party” means the Party that has received the particular Confidential Information from the Disclosing Party.

0. [bookmark: _9kMHG5YVt6EC69Esgfgvsn][bookmark: _9kMIH5YVt6EC69Esgfgvsn][bookmark: _9kR3WTr3DC48HVJ5wt3161yTPEExt3][bookmark: _9kR3WTr26646EUJ5wt3zrt9ByNDvwno][bookmark: _9kR3WTr3CB48IS1jkbc][bookmark: _9kR3WTr46447DZCpA9qldRzADH0o5eHz0rs][bookmark: _9kR3WTr3CB49AZHozisvkn30s][bookmark: _9kMHG5YVt5ED6BCbJq1kuxmp52u][bookmark: _9kR3WTr26646FhHozisvkn30sXc9p6ODGDVaPP8][bookmark: _9kMIH5YVt5ED6BCbJq1kuxmp52u][bookmark: _9kR3WTr26646GiHozisvkn30sfV34AMMSQ8ZcQM]“Regulator” means any court or tribunal in any jurisdiction or any federal, provincial, municipal or local government or other governmental body, agency, authority, department, commission, board, bureau, instrumentality, arbitrator or arbitral body that has jurisdiction over the Project and specifically includes the federal Governor in Council and any department or agency of the Government of Canada, including the CNSC and Natural Resources Canada, and any Saskatchewan government department, agency or other entity, including the Saskatchewan Executive Council and Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment.

1. [bookmark: _Ref132198800]CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION

Provision of Confidential Information. Each Party may provide Confidential Information to the other Party in connection with the Project.

[bookmark: _Toc447819][bookmark: _Toc1925617][bookmark: _Ref16082791][bookmark: _Ref448047][bookmark: _Ref16144966][bookmark: _Ref16146355][bookmark: _Ref16146362][bookmark: _Ref16146501][bookmark: _Ref37845906]Obligations of the Recipient Party. The Recipient Party shall take all precautions necessary to prevent any unauthorized use, disclosure, or dissemination of the Confidential Information.

Disclosure of Confidential Information. Each Party will ensure that all Confidential Information of the Disclosing Party will be treated as confidential and will not be disclosed by the Recipient Party to any person or entity except:

[bookmark: _Toc447820][bookmark: _Toc1925618][bookmark: _Ref16082792][bookmark: _Ref16144967]with the Disclosing Party’s prior written consent;

to the Recipient Party’s directors, officers (for BNDN, this includes its elected representatives) and employees who require access to the Confidential Information;  

to such contractors, legal counsel, and contracted advisors and consultants of the Recipient Party provided that:

the Recipient Party has informed such personnel of the confidential nature of the Confidential Information; 

such personnel agree to be legally bound to the same burdens of confidentiality and non-use as the Recipient Party; 

the Recipient Party agrees to take all the necessary steps to ensure that the terms of this Agreement are not violated by such personnel; and 

the Recipient Party agrees to be responsible for and indemnify the Disclosing Party for any breach of this Agreement by their personnel; 

[bookmark: _Toc1925619][bookmark: _Ref16082793][bookmark: _Ref16144968][bookmark: _Toc447821]by BNDN to BNDN Members upon request, provided that BNDN informs such BNDN Members that the information being provided is confidential and is not permitted to be disclosed to any person that is not a BNDN Member;

[bookmark: _Toc447822][bookmark: _Toc1925621][bookmark: _Ref16082795][bookmark: _Ref16144970]to a Regulator as part of a regulatory or assessment process in connection with the Project; 

as may be required by Law or court order, including the rules of any stock exchange and relevant foreign and domestic anti-bribery and anti-corruption Laws;

[bookmark: _Toc447824][bookmark: _Toc1925623][bookmark: _Ref16082797][bookmark: _Ref16144972][bookmark: _9kMML5YVt3456ADO8pu073][bookmark: _9kMML5YVt5ED6AEP8pu073][bookmark: _9kMLK5YVt46667FfGp9H][bookmark: _9kMHG5YVt46669BZGp9H][bookmark: _9kMJI5YVt46669AJ7vuirsuA]to any potential or existing direct or indirect purchaser, lender, or financier of some or all of the Project, Denison or any of its Affiliates, as well as any of their advisors and consultants, provided in each case such third party has entered into a confidentiality agreement in respect of such disclosure; or

[bookmark: _Toc447826][bookmark: _Toc1925625][bookmark: _Ref16082799][bookmark: _Ref16144974]as otherwise expressly contemplated under this Agreement.

Disclosure Required by Law. To the extent a Party is required by Law to disclose information about its obligations hereunder, or otherwise comply with related legal obligations, the Party will make commercially reasonable efforts to notify the other Party prior to making such disclosure. The Parties acknowledge that the reporting of such information or other compliance with such legislation will not constitute a breach of this Agreement.

[bookmark: _Ref_ContractCompanion_9kb9Ur026]Further Actions. Should either Party wish to further protect Confidential Information which is made available to Regulators, the Party may utilize any regulatory provisions that limit access to or allow for the filing of confidential or sensitive information.

USE AND TRANSMISSION OF CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION

[bookmark: _9kMNM5YVt3456ADO8pu073][bookmark: _9kMNM5YVt5ED6AEP8pu073]Ownership of Confidential Information. The Recipient Party agrees that any Confidential Information provided by the Disclosing Party to the Recipient Party will remain the property of the Disclosing Party and that delivery or disclosure of Confidential Information does not give the Recipient Party any right or interest in the Confidential Information. Denison acknowledges and agrees that the copyright and intellectual property rights in and to the Indigenous Information belongs to BNDN.

[bookmark: _Ref39487236]Use of Indigenous Information. Notwithstanding section 2.2, Confidential Information, including Indigenous Information made available by BNDN, may be used for the purpose of informing the engagement, impact assessment, regulatory review, and permitting processes of the Project.

RETURN OF CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION

Procedure for Return of Confidential Information. At the request of the Disclosing Party, the Recipient Party agrees to return all Confidential Information within a reasonable time after its review of the Confidential Information, provided that the Recipient Party may retain such records as is deemed necessary for accounting or regulatory records. At the request of the Disclosing Party, the Recipient Party shall provide written confirmation that it has returned or destroyed all Confidential Information in its possession.

GENERAL PROVISIONS

[bookmark: _9kR3WTr14549B1A6DB1esB][bookmark: _9kMKJ5YVt46669AJ7vuirsuA]Term and Expiry. This Agreement will commence on the Effective Date and will remain in effect for a period of two (2) years unless terminated earlier by written agreement of the Parties. All obligations of either Party with respect to Confidential Information received during the term of this Agreement shall survive termination and remain in full force and effect unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Parties.

[bookmark: _9kMON5YVt3456ADO8pu073][bookmark: _9kMON5YVt5ED6AEP8pu073][bookmark: _9kMPO5YVt3456ADO8pu073][bookmark: _9kMPO5YVt5ED6AEP8pu073]Denison Representations. Denison hereby represents and warrants to BNDN that it has the legal power, capacity and authority and has taken all necessary actions and obtained all necessary approvals to enter into this Agreement and to carry out its obligations under this Agreement.

[bookmark: _9kMHzG6ZWu4567BEP9qv184][bookmark: _9kMHzG6ZWu6FE7BFQ9qv184]BNDN Representations. BNDN hereby represents and warrants to Denison that:

[bookmark: _Toc447839][bookmark: _Toc1925638][bookmark: _Ref16082812][bookmark: _Ref16144988]BNDN has the legal power, capacity, and authority and has taken all necessary actions and obtained all necessary approvals to enter into this Agreement and to carry out its obligations under this Agreement; and

[bookmark: _9kMH0H6ZWu4567BEP9qv184][bookmark: _9kMH0H6ZWu6FE7BFQ9qv184]this Agreement was approved pursuant to a duly authorized band council resolution which authorizes the signatory for BNDN to execute this Agreement in the name of and on behalf of BNDN, a copy of which has been provided to Denison.

Recitals. The recitals of this Agreement form part of and are incorporated into the body of this Agreement.

[bookmark: _9kR3WTr14549CwmxDsuC1xu0F1k6]Notice. Notices pursuant to this Agreement may be delivered by personal delivery or email to the locations noted below and shall be deemed to have been received, if by personal delivery, on the date of the delivery, and if by email, then on the next business day after confirmed sending of the email.

If to BNDN:

Birch Narrows Dene Nation 

Box 40

[bookmark: _9kR3WTr3CB49Ddc71z4cGmr]Turnor Lake, SK, S0M 3E0

[bookmark: _9kR3WTr16749EUMxkrzv2hnDB53JJ5]Attention: Chief Jonathon Sylvestre

[bookmark: _9kR3WTr59649Foeljh5pk1wnztyGEKP6p]Email: chief1@birchnarrows.ca



[bookmark: _9kMH1I6ZWu4567BEP9qv184][bookmark: _9kMH1I6ZWu6FE7BFQ9qv184]If to Denison:



[bookmark: _9kMHG5YVt3456ACN8pu073cS0x3cTFH][bookmark: _9kR3WTr79447FR6nsy51aQyv1aRDFSVYZOFXgHA][bookmark: _9kR3WTr15649GGFIJ8zHQ1uB3chGMAkY5Gz9OKK]Denison Mines Corp.
345 4th Avenue South

[bookmark: _9kR3WTr79447GhHozis733iABzlnkubZPB6MIEK][bookmark: _9kR3WTr3DC49HdVrtykhs8][bookmark: _9kR3WTr3DC49IRfs][bookmark: _9kR3WTr16749JT2r0jE6uzz]Saskatoon, SK, S7K 1N3
Attention: President & CEO David Cates

[bookmark: _9kR3WTr5964ABkaYqvvvity4B76241763E]Email: dcates@denisonmines.com

Amendments. This Agreement shall not be varied, altered, or amended except by a document in writing signed by the Parties. 

[bookmark: _9kR3WTr3CB4ACXV161uphuwbRy9s25uxDA2]Governing Law. This Agreement will be governed by and construed in accordance with the Laws of the Province of Saskatchewan.

Recitals. The recitals of this Agreement form part of and are incorporated into the body of this Agreement.

Severability If any particular provision or provisions of this Agreement is held to be invalid, illegal, void, voidable, or unenforceable for any reason whatsoever, then the particular provision will be deemed severed from the remainder of this Agreement. The remainder of this Agreement will not be affected by the severance and will remain in full force and effect.

BNDN Assignment. BNDN is not permitted to transfer or otherwise assign this Agreement or any of its rights or obligations under this Agreement to any other person or entity.

[bookmark: _9kMH2J6ZWu4567BEP9qv184][bookmark: _9kMH2J6ZWu6FE7BFQ9qv184][bookmark: _9kMH3K6ZWu4567BEP9qv184][bookmark: _9kMH3K6ZWu6FE7BFQ9qv184][bookmark: _9kMH4L6ZWu4567BEP9qv184][bookmark: _9kMH4L6ZWu6FE7BFQ9qv184]Denison Assignment. The rights and obligations of this Agreement may be assigned by Denison to an acquirer of all or a majority interest in the Project, in proportion to the interests assigned, and Denison will be relieved of any obligations and rights so assigned. This section does not affect or preclude the assignment of the Project to a lender as security, or to the granting of a royalty or other like interest in the Project.

[bookmark: _9kMLK5YVt46669AJ7vuirsuA]Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in one or more counterparts, in writing or digitally, each of which shall be deemed an original and all such counterparts together constitute one and the same agreement. Delivery of an executed copy of this Agreement by electronic transmission will be as effective as delivery of a manually executed copy of this Agreement by a Party.

[bookmark: _9kR3WTr6GC47Hhuqnkyum1C17A0C][REMAINDER OF THIS PAGE LEFT INTENTIONALLY BLANK]


IN WITNESS WHEREOF the Parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of the date above

[bookmark: _9kR3WTr1234ADMgrw295402z541HJ]DENISON MINES CORP.





Per:		

[bookmark: _9kMHG5YVt3896BLV4t2lG8w11][bookmark: _9kMHG5YVt5FE6BJfXtv0mjuA][bookmark: _9kMHG5YVt5FE6BKThu]	David Cates, President & CEO



BIRCH NARROWS DENE NATION



Per:		

	Chief Jonathon Sylvestre
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recipient(s) please delete this message and notify the sender. You may not use, distribute print or copy this message if you are not the intended recipient(s)

From: John Glover <john@tamarackenvironmental.ca>

Sent: September 15, 2025 1:40 PM

To: Carolanne Inglis-McQuay <cinglismcguay@denisonmines.com>

Cc: Chief Jonathon P Sylvestre <chiefl@birchnarrows.ca>; Janna Switzer <jswitzer@denisonmines.com>
Subject: [**]Shapefiles for Land and Resource Use Buffers

‘CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello Carolanne,

We are completing some Dene Knowledge and Land Use work for BNDN. We would like to mirror the Study Areas that Denison used in the Indigenous Land and Resource Use section of the Wheeler River EIS
(Section 11 — see map below).

Could you please send us the shapefiles for the ILRU Section:
1. Project Area
2. Local Study Area
3. Regional Study Area

Thank you,
John

John Glover
Director
Tamarack Environmental Associates Inc.
(519) 272-3498
hn marackenvironmental.


mailto:john@tamarackenvironmental.ca
mailto:cinglismcquay@denisonmines.com
mailto:chief1@birchnarrows.ca
mailto:jswitzer@denisonmines.com
mailto:john@tamarackenvironmental.ca

ROC 1273

From: Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

To: Chief Jonathon P Sylvestre

Cc: Way, Jessica (CNSC/CCSN); McKeown, Justin (CNSC/CCSN); David Cates; Janna Switzer; Dereniwski, Jeff ENV
Subject: Denison Response to Further Technical Comments from Birch Narrows Dene Nation on the Wheeler River Project
Date: Friday, October 24, 2025 11:25:00 AM

Attachments: 20251024-L TR-DEN BNDN-FutherResponse CommentResponse F.pdf

Importance: High

Dear Chief Sylvestre:

On behalf of Janna Switzer, please find attached correspondence and technical responses from
Denison to Birch Narrows in regard to further technical comments provided by Birch Narrows to
Denison in May, 2025 on the Wheeler River Project.

Sincerely,
Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

t: 306-652-8200 x 128 | f: 306-652-8202

345 4t Avenue South
Saskatoon, SK, Canada, S7K 1N3

TSX: DML | NYSE MKT: DNN
www.denisonmines.com

This e-mail is intended for exclusive use of the person(s) mentioned as the recipient(s). This message and any
attached files with it are confidential and may contain privileged or proprietary information. If you are not the
intended recipient(s) please delete this message and notify the sender. You may not use, distribute print or copy
this message if you are not the intended recipient(s).


mailto:cinglismcquay@denisonmines.com
mailto:chief1@birchnarrows.ca
mailto:jessica.way@cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca
mailto:justin.mckeown@cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca
mailto:dcates@denisonmines.com
mailto:jswitzer@denisonmines.com
mailto:jeff.dereniwski@gov.sk.ca
http://www.denisonmines.com/

) . Denison Mines Corp.
Lenison Mines 5 henuesout
T: 306-652-8200

www.denisonmines.com

October 24, 2025

Chief Jonathon Sylvestre
Birch Narrows Dene Nation
Turnor Lake, Saskatchewan SOM 3E0

Sent via email: chiefl @birchnarrows.ca

Re:  Further response to Letters from Birch Narrow Dene Nation dated May 26, 2025 and
August 29, 2025

Dear Chief Sylvestre:

On behalf of Denison Mines Corp. (“Denison”), I write further to our letter of July 3, 2025, which
contained our initial response to your letter dated May 26, 2025 addressed to the Canadian Nuclear
Safety Commission (“CNSC”) and copied to Denison regarding Birch Narrow Dene Nation’s
(“BNDN”) change in position regarding the Wheeler River Project (the “Project”). I also write in
response to BNDN’s letter dated August 29, 2025 addressed to Denison, CNSC and the
Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment (“SK MoE”), regarding the assertion that the Crown’s
duty to consult and accommodate BNDN in respect of the Project remains unfulfilled.

As described in our prior letter, Denison’s technical team has been reviewing and working to
respond to BNDN’s further comments on the Project Technical Review Table. Please find
enclosed Denison’s detailed responses to your concerns.

We understand BNDN’s principal concern to be that it has not been identified as an Indigenous
Community of Interest in respect of the Project, and that Denison has not entered into an impact
benefit or project agreement with BNDN which provides for BNDN’s active involvement in the
construction, operation, and decommissioning of the Project.

Denison does not determine which Indigenous Nations the Crown is obligated to consult with.
That obligation is fulfilled by the relevant Crown authority. For the Project, each of the SK MoE
and CNSC identified Indigenous Nations with the potential to experience appreciable adverse
impacts to their Aboriginal rights from the Project. Denison has carried out engagement activities
and assisted in fulfilling the procedural aspects of the Crown’s duty to consult with the Indigenous
Nations identified by the CNSC and SK MokE.



mailto:chief1@birchnarrows.ca



We described Denison’s approach to Indigenous engagement in our prior letter. Our approach has
been informed by our work in the region and discussions with those Indigenous Nations with the
potential to be adversely affected by Project activities, and responsive to direction from the SK
MoE and CNSC. We have adjusted this approach as necessary to account for new or updated
information regarding the potential for adverse impacts to the Indigenous and Treaty rights of
Indigenous communities.

CNSC identified BNDN as potentially interested in the Project in 2019, and since that time,
Denison has made repeated requests for details regarding BNDN’s land-use activities near the
Project. This information is required so we can better understand the potential for adverse impacts
to BNDN. In 2023, BNDN informed us they had land-use information which demonstrated the
Project is in their traditional territory. At the request of BNDN, we provided a confidentiality
agreement to facilitate the transmission of that information. The confidentiality agreement was
never executed and such land-use information was never shared with Denison or, as far as we are
aware, with a regulator.

At present, our understanding is limited to BNDN’s statement that the Project is located within its
traditional territory. We have not received any material information from BNDN to demonstrate
impacts on their Aboriginal rights have not been adequately addressed by Denison.

During the environmental assessment process, Denison worked closely with the two communities
located closest to the site (English River First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local)! and with other
Indigenous communities with an interest in the Project to better understand and mitigate potential
impacts of the Project on the most intensive resource users. Indigenous Land and Resource Use
was identified as a stand alone Valued Component, with resource abundance, access to traditional
lands and waters, and perceived suitability of land and resources therein used as key indicators. As
a result of proven controls on traffic, noise, air and water emissions, any residual effects on
Indigenous land users are expected to be minimal.

The SK MoE has issued its approval for the Project. The CNSC has accepted the Project’s final
Environmental Impact Statement and hearings are scheduled for December 2025. However, further
Project planning and detailed engineering will be needed to advance the Project and to support
licensing and subsequent regulatory processes. Going forward, Denison will continue to work with
Indigenous communities of interest on environmental management and monitoring programs,
including planning for decommissioning.

!'In terms of travel distance by existing transportation routes, BNDN is located 570 km away from the Project. For comparison,
Kineepik Métis Local is 270 km away (by existing transportation routes) and English River First Nation has a reserve approximately
16 km away.

2 Lenison





We anticipate that the data collected through monitoring programs and refinements to
decommission planning will be relevant to all land users and to all Indigenous Nations that have
expressed interest in the Project. This information will be shared through subsequent regulatory
processes and as directed by regulators. As a result, Denison has not entered into separate process
agreements in respect of these matters.

As reflected in our Indigenous Peoples Policy, Denison is committed to respecting Indigenous
knowledge and values regarding environmental stewardship and Indigenous peoples’ connection
to the land, and to minimize potential effects, wherever possible. Our team recently delivered a
revised confidentiality agreement which we hope can be used to facilitate Denison’s understanding
of BNDN’s interest in respect of the Project. Denison remains interested in engaging with BNDN
in respect of the current Project and in the next phases of Project approval.

Sincerely,

e

Janna Switzer
Vice President, Environment, Sustainability & Regulatory

cc: David Cates: President & Chief Executive Officer, Denison Mines Corp.
Carolanne Inglis-McQuay: Director, Corporate Social Responsibility, Denison Mines Corp.
Jessica Way: Environmental Review Specialist, Environmental Review Division, Canadian Nuclear Safety
Commission
Justin McKeown: Senior Advisor, Indigenous Consultation, Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission
Jeff Dereniwski: Senior Environmental Assessment Administrator, Environmental Assessment and
Stewardship Branch, Ministry of Environment

Attach: Denison Response to BNDN’s Further Comments on the Project Technical Review Table.

3 Lenison





Denison’s Further Responses to Comment from Birch Narrows Dene Nation (May 26, 2025)
for the Wheeler River Project Environmental Impact Statement

Reference to EIS,
appendix, or

Birch Narrows Dene Nation Comments |

Birch Narrows Dene Nation Comments Il

Birch Narrows Dene Nation Comments Ill (May

Ref. No. Source . all original submissions can be found on Canadian Impact Denison Response | (November 29, 2023 Denison Response Il (October 24, 2025
u supporting ( 6 . = : P (o ) (January 16, 2024) 26, 2025) ! P ( )
. Assessment Registry reference: 80171)
documentation
1
2 Birch Narrows Section 5.7; Comment #1: The Project is located within the treaty and Denison’s engagement with BNDN is consistent with Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed. Denison has continuously sought details
Dene Nation 5.8.1 ancestral lands of BNDN and maintains both current and the identification of BNDN as an Indigenous While the proponent has requested Indigenous regarding BNDN'’s land-use activities near
(BNDN) historical significance to the community. BNDN Indigenous | Community who has expressed an interest in the Knowledge from BNDN, they have not made any the Project so it can better understand
(February 28, Knowledge, Land Use and Occupancy are not currently Project. However, Denison acknowledges and resources available for ;BNDN to collect it. nor has the potential for adverse impacts to BNDN
2023) considered within the EIS. Should the Project proceed understands this information from BNDN. As such, ’ and, where needed, incorporate that

without the consideration of BNDN’s Knowledge, Land Use
and Occupancy, it may cause irreparable loss of culturally
significant sites and access to resources that the
community depends upon. It may also contribute to a loss
in cultural transmission.

Request/recommendation:

Denison should provide BNDN with funds to conduct a
community-led Indigenous Knowledge, Land Use and
Occupancy Study for consideration within the EIS process.
At minimum, the Study should consider BNDN'’s Indigenous
Ecological Knowledge, commercial and non-commercial
harvesting practices, and cultural occupation of the region
(including historical sites). The Study should also consider
cultural transmission, information about the history of the
area and BNDN community members’ perspectives on the
Project.

a) The community-led Indigenous Knowledge, Land Use
and Occupancy Study should be a component of a
broader process agreement between BNDN and
Denison that serves as a pathway for obtaining
BNDN'’s consent for the Project.

b) Denison should work with BNDN to consider the
appropriate integration of the results into all aspects
of the EIS and management/monitoring plans, as well
as any additional appropriate mitigation and/or
accommodation measures.

c) See Section 4.1 for additional information on this
topic.

over the past year(s), Denison has met with BNDN
and has respectfully requested further information
from BNDN in respect to the land use activities
occurring in and around the Project in order to more
meaningfully understand the potential for adverse
impacts to BNDN and therefore consider the
potential for further studies and/or integration into
the EIS of such information. Denison remains of the
perspective that receipt of this information from
BNDN is a necessary first step in this process, and
has not received information in this regard to date.

Project effects have been mitigated for the most
intensive resource user(s), irrespective of affiliation.

Denison continues to work with its Indigenous
Communities of Interest with reserves and
residential communities most proximal to the
Project, Denison has committed to collaborating with
English River First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local
on a community specific monitoring regime, suited
to each of their interests and needs, in an agreed-
upon fashion. Denison is committed to continual
improvement in relation to such collaborative
monitoring programs, in order to adapt to areas of
interest which can change over time. It is expected
that the data collected through such monitoring
regimes would also be relevant to other Indigenous
nations who may have interest in the Project.
Therefore, Denison does not anticipate separate
funding for BNDN at this time.

Further, the assessment has been completed based
on Valued Components (VCs), including the VC of
Indigenous Land and Resource Use. Key indicators for
Indigenous Land and Resource Use include:

e  resource availability for harvesting subsistence
resources (distribution and abundance of
animals, plants, and wildlife for harvest and
suitability of animals, plants, and wildlife for
consumption);

e land/water availability to practice traditional
land use (TLU); and

e perceived suitability of lands and resources
therein.

Measurable parameters are identified for each of the
key indicators, as presented in Table 11.1-1 of the
EIS.

the company engaged in any efforts to sign any
agreements that provide assurances around
confidentiality. BNDN lacks capacity and requires
such resources and assurances to be able to
provide Indigenous Knowledge; further, it is
standard procedure for proponents to provide
such financial capacity.

The project is located in a critically important
area for BNDN; Cree Lake and surrounding areas
fosters important caribou habitat that BNDN
members rely on. BNDN carries out rights
protected activities throughout the project
location, which falls within BNDN’s treaty and
ancestral lands. BNDN’s rights and interests will
be impacted by the project if it is approved.

1) BNDN requires capacity funding from
the proponent to conduct a
community-led and project-specific
Indigenous Knowledge study so BNDN
can evaluate the impacts the project
will have on BNDN and so the results of
the study may inform the project and
its evaluation.

I)  BNDN requires the EIS to be updated
based on the results of BNDN’s
Indigenous Knowledge Study. BNDN
must be engaged on how its results are
used to update the EIS.

information into the EIS. Denison remains
of the perspective that receipt of this
information from BNDN is a necessary
next step to progress the assessment. No
information has been provided to change
our assessment of the potential for the
Project to impact BNDN rights.

Denison has expressed a willingness to
enter into a confidentiality agreement
with BNDN since February 2023, and
provided a draft confidentiality agreement
to BNDN in April 2023.

As previously described, Denison has
mitigated impacts for the most intensive
resource users and is collaborating with
English River First Nation and Kineepik
Métis Local on tailored monitoring
programs whose data will be relevant to
all lands users in the Project area.
Therefore Denison did not anticipate
separate funding for BNDN in November
2023.

The environmental assessment focuses on
Valued Components - particularly
Indigenous Land and Resource Use -using
indicators such as resource abundance,
access to traditional lands and waters,
and perceived suitability. Proven controls
on traffic, noise, air emissions and land
resource competition mean any residual
effects on BNDN are expected to be
minimal. Guided by its Indigenous Peoples
Policy, Denison remains committed to
incorporating Indigenous knowledge and
continuously refining these collaborative
measures.






Ref. No.

Source

Reference to EIS,
appendix, or
supporting
documentation

(all original submissions can be found on Canadian Impact

Birch Narrows Dene Nation Comments |

Assessment Registry reference: 80171)

Denison Response | (November 29, 2023)

Birch Narrows Dene Nation Comments Il
(January 16, 2024)

Birch Narrows Dene Nation Comments Ill (May
26, 2025)

Denison Response Il (October 24, 2025)

The assessment does not take a distinctions based
approach (i.e., the potential impact on each
Indigenous community is not evaluated separately),
but rather on the key indicators and associated
measurable parameters.

Mitigation to eliminate, reduce, or control potential
adverse effects of the Project on Indigenous Land
and Resource Use would apply to any BNDN uses
proximal to the Project. Given proven mitigation is to
be applied to traffic disturbances, noise, air quality,
and increased competition for resources, the effects
are expected to be minimal.

As outlined in Denison’s Indigenous Peoples Policy,
Denison is committed to respecting Indigenous
knowledge and values regarding environmental
stewardship and Indigenous peoples’ connection to
the land, and to minimize potential effects, wherever
possible.

BNDN

(February 28,

2023)

Heritage Baseline
Study 2017 (Golder);
Heritage Resource
Impact Assessment
2020 (Golder);
Heritage Resources
Management Plan
2022 (Canada North)

Comment #2: Archaeology as a profession has been
dominated in North America by non-Indigenous
researchers, despite most sites being Indigenous in origin.
It is positive that Golder Associates made efforts to engage
and involve Indigenous communities (by including an ERFN
representative in fieldwork and by considering ERFN and
Pinehouse Kineepik Metis land use maps) in their 2017
heritage baseline study and 2020 heritage resource impact
assessment.

Notwithstanding, the proposed Project area is within
BNDN'’s treaty and ancestral lands and there may be
heritage sites that the community is aware of. BNDN was
not involved in either of these studies and BNDN may have
Indigenous Knowledge of important heritage sites within
the Study Area that should be considered.

Request/recommendation:

a)

b)

c)

Denison should provide BNDN with funds to conduct
a community-led Indigenous Knowledge, Land Use
and Occupancy Study for consideration within the EIS
process.

The Heritage Resources Management Plan should be
updated following the consideration of Indigenous
Knowledge, Land Use and Occupancy provided by
BNDN. This may result in the requirement for further
assessment and/or mitigation measures, which should
be developed in consultation with BNDN.

Denison should facilitate BNDN involvement in any
additional archaeological fieldwork that takes place,
including providing BNDN with capacity funding for
members who participate. Terms to facilitate BNDN
involvement in future archaeological work should be a
component of a broader process agreement between
BNDN and Denison.

See Section 4.1 for additional information on this topic
(p. 12-14).

Denison’s engagement with BNDN is consistent with
the identification of BNDN as an Indigenous
Community who has expressed an interest in the
Project. However, Denison understands this
information from BNDN. As such, over the past
year(s), Denison has met with BNDN and has
respectfully requested further information from
BNDN in respect to the land use activities to
occurring in and around the Project, in order to more
meaningfully understand the potential for adverse
impacts to BNDN and therefore consider the
potential for further studies and/ or integration into
the EIS of such information. Denison remains of the
perspective that receipt of this information from
BNDN is a necessary first step in this process, and
has not received information in this regard to date.

Project effects have been mitigated for the most
intensive resource user(s), irrespective of affiliation.

Denison continues to work with its Indigenous
Communities of Interest with reserves and
residential communities most proximal to the
Project, Denison has committed to collaborating with
English River First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local
on a community specific monitoring regime, suited
to each of their interests and needs, in an agreed-
upon fashion. Denison is committed to continual
improvement in relation to such collaborative
monitoring programs, in order to adapt to areas of
interest which can change over time. It is expected
that the data collected through such monitoring
regimes would also be relevant to other Indigenous
nations who may have interest in the Project.
Therefore, Denison does not anticipate separate
funding for BNDN at this time.

Following the implementation of the mitigation
measures outlined in the Heritage Resource
Management Plan (HRMP), the likelihood of residual
effects is considered low and residual effects on
Heritage Resources will occur infrequently and can
be mitigated with the HRMP. Known archaeological
resources identified in the Project Area were

Adequately Addressed.

Not Addressed.

While the proponent has requested Indigenous
Knowledge from BNDN, they have not made any
resources available for BNDN to collect it, nor has
the company engaged in any efforts to sign any
agreements that provide assurances around
confidentiality. BNDN lacks capacity and requires
such resources and assurances to be able to
provide Indigenous Knowledge; further, it is
standard procedure for proponents to provide
such financial capacity. Proposed mitigation
measures for project effects are inadequate to
BNDN and have been developed without
consideration of BNDN land use and knowledge;
the proponents’ suggestion that the mitigation
measures are adequate for impacts to BNDN that
have not been assessed is deficient.

The project is located within BNDN'’s treaty and
ancestral lands where members have deep
ancestral ties and continue to exercise rights to
this day. Most archaeological material in Canada
is Indigenous in origin; there is a significant
chance that any archaeological material found on
site derives from BNDN ancestors. BNDN has
inherent rights to its cultural heritage, as
affirmed by UNDRIP.

1) BNDN requires capacity funding from
the proponent to conduct a
community-led and project-specific
Indigenous Knowledge study so BNDN
can evaluate the impacts the project
will have on BNDN and so the results of
the study may inform the project and
its evaluation.

I)  The Heritage Resources Management
Plan should be updated following the
consideration of BNDN’s Indigenous
Knowledge study.

IIl) The proponent must engage with
BNDN to discuss opportunities for

Please see response to Comment #2 and
Comment #13 for Denison’s response on
BNDN Indigenous knowledge and capacity
funding

The Heritage Resource Management Plan
keeps residual effects on archaeological
resources low: known sites require no
further action, and any newly discovered
resources will be protected or assessed
under The Heritage Property Act. With
only two identified sites, both near
existing trails and away from primary
developments, the risk of heritage loss is
considered negligible.






Ref. No.

Source

Reference to EIS,
appendix, or
supporting
documentation

Birch Narrows Dene Nation Comments |
(all original submissions can be found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference: 80171)

Denison Response | (November 29, 2023)

Birch Narrows Dene Nation Comments Il
(January 16, 2024)

Birch Narrows Dene Nation Comments Ill (May
26, 2025)

Denison Response Il (October 24, 2025)

deemed to have low potential for archaeological
interpretation and additional work or mitigation
measures were not required for the sites; the
Heritage Conservation Branch had no further
concerns with these sites and work could proceed as
planned. Should unknown archaeological and
cultural resources be identified during the Project,
effects will be mitigated using the HRMP. While
effects to archaeological resources are irreversible,
they can be mitigated by following the HRMP, by
either avoiding additional damage to the resource by
creating a buffer zone around the site, or by
assessing the resource according to The Heritage
Property Act to enable the full interpretation of the
site before continuing with work.

Furthermore, based on the low occurrence of known
Heritage Resources in the Project Area (two), and the
location of the Heritage Resources (near
waterbodies, along an existing trail and away from
the main developments), there is a low potential for
the identification or disturbance of previously
unknown archaeological sites throughout the life of
the Project.

Therefore, any residual effects (i.e., destruction of
Heritage Resources) is considered to be negligible.
Further, HRMP includes feedback from Indigenous
nations with demonstrated significant land use
activities in and around the Project.

As outlined in Denison’s Indigenous Peoples Policy,
Denison is committed to respecting Indigenous
knowledge and values regarding environmental
stewardship and Indigenous peoples’ connection to
the land, and to minimize potential effects, wherever
possible.

Please see Section 11.3.2 Influence of Indigenous
Knowledge, Local Knowledge, and Engagement on
the Assessment for Heritage Resources. The Section
describes how field assistants from local Indigenous
communities were involved with the HRIA baseline
studies, allowing for in-field consultation during the
assessment to make sure that areas deemed to have
potential by the land users were surveyed.

BNDN to participate in archaeological
work moving forward.

BNDN

(February 28,

2023)

Heritage Baseline
Study 2017 (Golder) —
methods; Heritage
Resource Impact
Assessment 2020
(Golder) — methods

Comment #3: The methodology within both the 2017 and
2020 heritage studies included ‘judgmental’ shovel probing
and initial troweling through soil to identify cultural
heritage material. While the discretion of a professional
archaeologist needs to be taken into account, relying
subjectively on which areas to shovel test and not
employing a systematic approach is not reproduceable and
may result in sites being missed; this is of particular
concern given that large sections of the areas retaining
potential were not subject to shovel testing. Further,
troweling through soil rather than subjecting all excavated
soil to sifting through 6mm mesh means that
artifacts/ecofacts may easily be overlooked. Given that the
north of Saskatchewan has not been thoroughly
investigated archaeologically and given that 76 sites and
nine find areas were recorded just 35 km south of the
Project area as part of Dr. David Meyer’s multi-year

The 2017 and 2020 heritage studies were reviewed
by the Heritage Conservation Branch. The HRIA was
completed using standard pedestrian reconnaissance
and visual inspection field techniques, complimented
by the excavation of shovel probes and shovel tests
and it was determined the site has limited
interpretive potential. Please see Section 11.3.2
Influence of Indigenous Knowledge, Local
Knowledge, and Engagement on the Assessment for
Heritage Resources. The Section describes how field
assistants from local Indigenous communities were
involved with the HRIA baseline studies, allowing for
in-field consultation during the assessment to make
sure that areas deemed to have potential by the land
users were surveyed. The details of monitoring and
follow-up plans are being developed to support the
separate process of Project licensing and permitting.

Adequately Addressed.

Not Addressed.

BNDN will not retain confidence in the results of
the heritage assessments until the nation is able
to complete an Indigenous Knowledge Study and
the results are incorporated into the EIS.

The project is located within BNDN'’s treaty and
ancestral lands where members have deep
ancestral ties and continue to exercise rights to
this day. Most archaeological material in Canada
is Indigenous in origin; there is a significant
chance that any archaeological material found on
site derives from BNDN ancestors. BNDN has
inherent rights to its cultural heritage, as
affirmed by UNDRIP.

1) BNDN requires capacity funding from
the proponent to conduct a

Please see response to Comment #2 and
Comment #13 for Denison’s response on
BNDN Indigenous knowledge and capacity
funding.
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archaeological investigation, the results of these The specific means by which provincial and federal community-led and project-specific
assessments do not seem rigorous. authorities, and Indigenous Nations and Indigenous Knowledge study so BNDN
Request/recommendation: communities will be engaged in developing the can evaluate the impacts the project
follow-up and monitoring program, including the will have on BNDN and so the results of
a) BNDN recommends that Denison undertake further information-sharing program, are currently under the study may inform the project and
archaeological investigat.ions based on the results of consideration with the Denison project team. It is its evaluation.
g;zjzgl,)N TKLU study prior to construction of the C;thizctj th?t Sech.on 4h2§ of the draft EIS prowdes_ the ) BNDN requires the EIS to be updated
y of ways in which Denison has engaged with based on the results of BNDN’s
b)  Future archaeological assessment programs should be | Interested Parties to date and it is assumed it would Indigenous Knowledge Study. BNDN
designed collaboratively with BNDN and other continue to use these means and others that may be must be engaged on how its results are
Impacted Indigenous Nations. identified to fulfill its key corporate principals for used to update the EIS.
See Section 4.1 for additional information on this topic g:;l:npzi)r.)osmve relationships (see draft EIS Ill)  The proponent must commit to
(p. 12-14). . ) o . engaging Indigenous Nations, including
Denison continues to work with its Indigenous BNDN in decision making related to
Communities of Interest with reserves and Indigenous archaeological material and
reS|.dent'|a| c9mmun|t|es mc?st proximal to the. . sites rather than merely informing
Project, Denison has committed to collaborating with these nations.
English River First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local
on a community specific monitoring regime, suited
to each of their interests and needs, in an agreed-
upon fashion. Denison is committed to continual
improvement in relation to such collaborative
monitoring programs, in order to adapt to areas of
interest which can change over time. It is expected
that the data collected through such monitoring
regimes would also be relevant to other Indigenous
nations who may have interest in the Project.
Therefore, Denison does not anticipate separate
funding for BNDN at this time. Please see
Section 11.3.2 Influence of Indigenous Knowledge,
Local Knowledge, and Engagement on the
Assessment for Heritage Resources. The Section
describes how field assistants from local Indigenous
communities were involved with the HRIA baseline
studies, allowing for in-field consultation during the
assessment to make sure that areas deemed to have
potential by the land users were surveyed.
5 BNDN Heritage Baseline Comment #4: The presence of strandlines are noted as Strandlines, like other linear landforms, do increase Adequately Addressed. Addressed.
(February 28, Study 2017 (Golder) — | being an indicator of archaeological potential; however, it archaeological potential, however heritage resources
2023) methods; Heritage is unclear within the reports whether any strandlines are are only directly effected by Project activities and
Resource Impact present within the Study Area. Most of the investigations there are no strandlines located in the Phoenix Site
Assessment 2020 and shovel probes that took place were around existing area (Government of Saskatchewan. N.d. 250K
(Golder) — methods waterbodies. Surficial Geology Linear Landforms. Available at:
Request/recommendation: https://geohub..sgskatchewar\.ca/datasets/saskatche
wan::250k-surficial-geology-linear-
Please indicate whether strandlines are present anywhere landforms/explore?location=57.247957%2C-
in the Study Area. 106.370278%2C6.33 [Accessed November 29,
See Section 4.1 for additional information on this topic 2023]).
(p. 12-14).
6 BNDN Heritage Baseline Comment #5: It is unclear whether the locations identified Please see Section 11.3.2 Influence of Indigenous Adequately Addressed. Addressed.

(February 28,

2023)

Study 2017 (Golder) —
methods; Heritage
Resource Impact
Assessment 2020
(Golder) — methods

by other Indigenous communities in their Land Use maps
were investigated archaeologically and subject where
appropriate to shovel testing. Knowing this will give
confidence to BNDN that areas they may identify as
retaining potential may undergo further assessment if
necessary.

Request/recommendation:

Knowledge, Local Knowledge, and Engagement on
the Assessment for Heritage Resources. The Section
describes how field assistants from local Indigenous
communities were involved with the HRIA baseline
studies, allowing for in-field consultation during the
assessment to make sure that areas deemed to have
potential by the land users were surveyed.




https://geohub.saskatchewan.ca/datasets/saskatchewan::

https://geohub.saskatchewan.ca/datasets/saskatchewan::
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Please indicate whether the areas identified by other
Indigenous communities in their Land Use maps were
investigated archaeologically.

See Section 4.1 for additional information on this topic
(p. 12-14).

BNDN

(February 28,

2023)

Heritage Resources
Management Plan
2022 (Canada
North) - 4.0

Comment #6: The archaeological context provided is very
Western/Scientific. Denison must also include
historical/pre-historical accounts of Indigenous
communities to provide an appropriate and
comprehensive assessment of the archaeological context
of the region.

Request/recommendation:

Denison must include a write-up of Indigenous historical
and prehistorical accounts in consultation with relevant
Indigenous communities. This write up must include
historic context provided through oral history interviews as
part of BNDN’s community-led Indigenous Knowledge,
Land Use and Occupancy Study for the Project. See
Section 4.1 for additional information on this topic (p. 12-
14).

Denison’s engagement with BNDN is consistent with
the identification of BNDN as an Indigenous
Community who has expressed an interest in the
Project. However, Denison understands this
information from BNDN. As such, over the past
year(s), Denison has met with BNDN and has
respectfully requested further information from
BNDN in respect to the land use activities to
occurring in and around the Project, in order to more
meaningfully understand the potential for adverse
impacts to BNDN and therefore consider the
potential for further studies and/ or integration into
the EIS of such information. Denison remains of the
perspective that receipt of this information from
BNDN is a necessary first step in this process, and
has not received information in this regard to date.

Project effects have been mitigated for the most
intensive resource user(s), irrespective of affiliation.

Denison continues to work with its Indigenous
Communities of Interest with reserves and
residential communities most proximal to the
Project, Denison has committed to collaborating with
English River First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local
on a community specific monitoring regime, suited
to each of their interests and needs, in an agreed-
upon fashion. Denison is committed to continual
improvement in relation to such collaborative
monitoring programs, in order to adapt to areas of
interest which can change over time. It is expected
that the data collected through such monitoring
regimes would also be relevant to other Indigenous
nations who may have interest in the Project.

Following the implementation of the mitigation
measures outlined in the Heritage Resource
Management Plan (HRMP), the likelihood of residual
effects is considered low and residual effects on
Heritage Resources will occur infrequently and can
be mitigated with the HRMP. Known archaeological
resources identified in the Project Area were
deemed to have low potential for archaeological
interpretation and additional work or mitigation
measures were not required for the sites; the
Heritage Conservation Branch had no further
concerns with these sites and work could proceed as
planned. Should unknown archaeological and
cultural resources be identified during the Project,
effects will be mitigated using the HRMP. While
effects to archaeological resources are irreversible,
they can be mitigated by following the HRMP, by
either avoiding additional damage to the resource by
creating a buffer zone around the site, or by
assessing the resource according to The Heritage
Property Act to enable the full interpretation of the
site before continuing with work.

Adequately Addressed.

Not Addressed.

Denison’s response does not address the
recommendation posed by BNDN regarding the
revision of the archaeological context to include
a write-up of Indigenous historical and
prehistorical accounts, in consultation with
impacted Indigenous communities.

Further, while the proponent has requested
Indigenous Knowledge from BNDN, they have
not made any resources available for BNDN to
collect it, nor has the company engaged in any
efforts to sign any agreements that provide
assurances around confidentiality. BNDN lacks
capacity and requires such resources and
assurances to be able to provide Indigenous
Knowledge; further, it is standard procedure for
proponents to provide such financial capacity.
Proposed mitigation measures for project effects
are inadequate to BNDN and have been
developed without consideration of BNDN land
use and knowledge; the proponents’ suggestion
that the mitigation measures are adequate for
impacts to BNDN that have not been assessed is
deficient.

I)  BNDN requires capacity funding from
the proponent to conduct a
community-led and project-specific
Indigenous Knowledge study so BNDN
can evaluate the impacts the project
will have on BNDN and so the results of
the study may inform the project and
its evaluation.

I)  BNDN requires all documents,
including the HRMP to be updated
based on the results of BNDN’s
Indigenous Knowledge Study. BNDN
must be engaged on how its results are
used to update the HRMP.

Please see response to Comment #2 and
Comment #13 for Denison’s response on
BNDN Indigenous knowledge and capacity
funding.

The Heritage Resource Management Plan
keeps residual effects on archaeological
resources low: known sites require no
further action, and any newly discovered
resources will be protected or assessed
under The Heritage Property Act. With
only two identified sites, both near
existing trails and away from primary
developments, the risk of heritage loss is
considered negligible. Field assistants
from local Indigenous communities were
involved with the HRIA baseline studies,
allowing for in-field consultation during
the assessment to make sure that areas
deemed to have potential by the land
users were surveyed.
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Furthermore, based on the low occurrence of known
Heritage Resources in the Project Area (two), and the
location of the Heritage Resources (near
waterbodies, along an existing trail and away from
the main developments), there is a low potential for
the identification or disturbance of previously
unknown archaeological sites throughout the life of
the Project.
Therefore, any residual effects (i.e., destruction of
Heritage Resources) is considered to be negligible.
Further, HRMP includes feedback from Indigenous
nations with demonstrated significant land use
activities in and around the Project.
As outlined in Denison’s Indigenous Peoples Policy,
Denison is committed to respecting Indigenous
knowledge and values regarding environmental
stewardship and Indigenous peoples’ connection to
the land, and to minimize potential effects, wherever
possible.
Please see Section 11.3.2 Influence of Indigenous
Knowledge, Local Knowledge, and Engagement on
the Assessment for Heritage Resources. The Section
describes how field assistants from local Indigenous
communities were involved with the HRIA baseline
studies, allowing for in-field consultation during the
assessment to make sure that areas deemed to have
potential by the land users were surveyed.

8 BNDN Heritage Resources Comment #7: BNDN notes that there has been limited Please see Section 11.3.2 Influence of Indigenous Adequately Addressed. Not addressed. Please see response to Comment #2 and
(February 28, Management Plan engagement of our Nation as part of the archaeological Knowledge, Local Knowledge, and Engagement on Denison’s engagement efforts related to Comment #13 for Denison’s response on
2023) 2022 (Canada baseline studies undertaken at the site. The Wheeler River | the Assessment for Heritage Resources. The Section archaeology have been deficient. No BNDN Indigenous knowledge and capacity

North) — 5.1 1le & 1f Project is within our Treaty and Ancestral Lands where our | describes how field assistants from local Indigenous representatives from BNDN were involved in field funding.
mem.bers have.deep ancestral ties and continu.e to e.xercise communities Yvere in.vol\./ed with the HRIA ba.seline assessments nor has BNDN Indigenous The Heritage Resource Management Plan
F)ur r|ghts.tc|) thE:a}/(.jAs st?\éva::s_roftthe Ia(rjldAzmc.e.tlrr;e studies, alli)\;vmg fck)rln-1"|e'|c<r:l1 ctcmsultactj'lon du;:g;he Knowledge been considered. includes feedback from Indigenous
immemorial and holders of both Treaty an origina assessment to make sure that areas deemed to have . : ‘e
rights in the Project area, Denison must engage with usas | potential by the land users were surveyed. The project is located within BNDN's treaty and rant:jons Wlt: (i.teimc).:st;a;ei S|gr]n(:||fliant
partners on their activities on our lands. This includes their | ¢ . t th h investigati t ancestral lands where members have deep ; . uie activities In and arou ¢
planning and decision-making related to archaeological .c;/enﬁf ¢ :’lnos h Orloug- ||nvest & | o,:: ;nay n<t)) ancestral ties and continue to exercise rights to roject.
materials to which our members have ancestral and centity 8l archaco ogical Materials fat may be this day. Most archaeological material in Canada
o . present. Denison advises that if unanticipated is Indigenous in origin; there is a significant

spiritual ties. archaeological materials or features are encountered chance that any archaleological material found on
Request/recommendation: as a result of construction or reclamation activities, site derives from BNDN ancestors. BNDN has
e Indigenous communities should be consulted and all v§/ork in the |mm.ed|ate area should cease an.d. the inherent rights to its cultural heritage, as

engaged in decision making rather than merely Herltage Conservation Branch and local authorities affirmed by UNDRIP.

informed if the archaeological material is expected to (if applicable) contacted. The proponent must commit to engaging

be Indigenous in origin. Indigenous Nations, including BNDN in decision
See Section 4.1 for additional information on this topic making related to Indigenous archaeological
(p. 12-14). material and sites rather than merely informing

these nations.

9 BNDN Heritage Resources Comment #8: Given the Ancestral and Treaty ties our Denison’s engagement with BNDN is consistent with Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed. Please see response to Comment #2 and
(February 28, Management Plan members have to the project area, our members have the identification of BNDN as an Indigenous Denison’s response does not address the request Comment #13 for Denison’s response on
2023) 2022 (Canada valuable knowledge and context to inform the Heritage Community who has expressed an interest in the BNDN Indigenous knowledge and capacity

North) -5.17

Resource Impact Assessment (HRIA) for the Project that
must be considered prior to being reviewed or approved
by any regulatory body.

Request/recommendation:

e  The draft HRIA should be reviewed by BNDN and
other impacted Indigenous Nations prior to being
submitted for regulatory approval.

Project. However, Denison understands this
information from BNDN. As such, over the past
year(s), Denison has met with BNDN and has
respectfully requested further information from
BNDN in respect to the land use activities to
occurring in and around the Project, in order to more
meaningfully understand the potential for adverse
impacts to BNDN and therefore consider the

put forward by BNDN to be given an opportunity
to review the draft HRIA.

Further, while the proponent has requested
Indigenous Knowledge from BNDN, they have
not made any resources available for BNDN to
collect it, nor has the company engaged in any
efforts to sign any agreements that provide
assurances around confidentiality. BNDN lacks

funding.
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See Section 4.1 for additional information on this topic
(p. 12-14).

potential for further studies and/ or integration into
the EIS of such information. Denison remains of the
perspective that receipt of this information from
BNDN is a necessary first step in this process, and
has not received information in this regard to date.

Project effects have been mitigated for the most
intensive resource user(s), irrespective of affiliation.

Denison continues to work with its Indigenous
Communities of Interest with reserves and
residential communities most proximal to the
Project, Denison has committed to collaborating with
English River First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local
on a community specific monitoring regime, suited
to each of their interests and needs, in an agreed-
upon fashion. Denison is committed to continual
improvement in relation to such collaborative
monitoring programs, in order to adapt to areas of
interest which can change over time. It is expected
that the data collected through such monitoring
regimes would also be relevant to other Indigenous
nations who may have interest in the Project.

Following the implementation of the mitigation
measures outlined in the Heritage Resource
Management Plan (HRMP), the likelihood of residual
effects is considered low and residual effects on
Heritage Resources will occur infrequently and can
be mitigated with the HRMP. Known archaeological
resources identified in the Project Area were
deemed to have low potential for archaeological
interpretation and additional work or mitigation
measures were not required for the sites; the
Heritage Conservation Branch had no further
concerns with these sites and work could proceed as
planned. Should unknown archaeological and
cultural resources be identified during the Project,
effects will be mitigated using the HRMP. While
effects to archaeological resources are irreversible,
they can be mitigated by following the HRMP, by
either avoiding additional damage to the resource by
creating a buffer zone around the site, or by
assessing the resource according to The Heritage
Property Act to enable the full interpretation of the
site before continuing with work.

Furthermore, based on the low occurrence of known
Heritage Resources in the Project Area (two), and the
location of the Heritage Resources (near
waterbodies, along an existing trail and away from
the main developments), there is a low potential for
the identification or disturbance of previously
unknown archaeological sites throughout the life of
the Project.

Therefore, any residual effects (i.e., destruction of
Heritage Resources) is considered to be negligible.
Further, HRMP includes feedback from Indigenous
nations with demonstrated significant land use
activities in and around the Project.

As outlined in Denison’s Indigenous Peoples Policy,
Denison is committed to respecting Indigenous
knowledge and values regarding environmental
stewardship and Indigenous peoples’ connection to

capacity and requires such resources and
assurances to be able to provide Indigenous
Knowledge; further, it is standard procedure for
proponents to provide such financial capacity.

1) The draft HRIA should be reviewed by
BNDN and other impacted Indigenous
Nations prior to being submitted for
regulatory approval.

I)  BNDN requires capacity funding from
the proponent to conduct a
community-led and project-specific
Indigenous Knowledge study so BNDN
can evaluate the impacts the project
will have on BNDN and so the results of
the study may inform the project and
its evaluation.

7
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the land, and to minimize potential effects, wherever
possible.
Please see Section 11.3.2 Influence of Indigenous
Knowledge, Local Knowledge, and Engagement on
the Assessment for Heritage Resources. The Section
describes how field assistants from local Indigenous
communities were involved with the HRIA baseline
studies, allowing for in-field consultation during the
assessment to make sure that areas deemed to have
potential by the land users were surveyed.

10 BNDN Heritage Resources Comment #9: Discerning archaeological artifacts/ecofacts Section 5.1.1 describes how all staff working on the Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed. An archaeological component will be
(February 28, Management Plan is difficult at times even to the trained eye; consequently, it | Project should be informed of the possibility that Stronger language must be used to ensure provided in staff orientation such that all
2023) 2022 (Canada is important to undergo training to understand what you they could encounter archaeological resources archaeological education does occur as part of personnel understand the possibility of

North)-5.11 could be looking for. during their work or leisure time, which will include staff orientation. The proponent must commit to chance findings and the steps to follow; if
Request/recommendation: t:e prop;ie:jpr_r%c.edurﬁ;%foflon;{tintt:ebcase ﬁfat the requirement that staff undergo training by a a ﬁr}iiisddeer:ed Tn §rtc:hae(1logical sitte, a
chance find. This could be facilitate a shor o - - ualified archaeologist must carry out an
a) Staff should undergo training regarding the cultural archaeological education section in thg employee quillﬁ.eclitirchaeologlst regtardmlfllthe culfcural :RIA. Denison will \;gvork with Indiygenous
material they may encounter while on site orientation, outlining the types of sites and artifacts ;na:ite;asta;\érrir:\i:;;gun erwhiie on site as COls to determine their level of interest in
b) BNDN and other Indigenous communities should be that could be encountered in the area, as well as ' relation to archaeological training.
invited to attend this training what to do when a potential artifact or site is found. BNDN requires confirmation that BNDN and Furthermore. any discovery will be
. . ) ) ) ) If the chance find is deemed to be an archaeological other impacted Indigenous Nations will be , any giscovery .
See Section 4.1 for additional information on this topic . ; . . - : L P assessed by a professional archaeologist
site, then an HRIA is required and a qualified invited to attend this training. The project is ) dth b id
(p. 12-14). archaeologist must complete the assessment. located in BNDN’s treaty and ancestral lands; and managed through avoidance,
given that no Indigenous Knowledge research graduated shovel testing, excavation, or
Section 11.3.5 Mitigation Measures describes the has been completed to date for this project by construction monitoring, with Indigenous
management of archaeological resources and BNDN, there is significant concern that ancestral engagement and cultural protocols
includes the assessment of the discovery by a materials will be encountered but not identified, governed by the HRMP.
9“3“ﬁ_ed archaeologist and miﬁgaﬁon mea.sures leading to irreparable damage. As outlined in Denison’s Indigenous
|nclud|ng.av0|dz?mce of the site, shO\{eI testing, . Peoples Policy, Denison is committed to
systematic and |n.ten5|ve .shoyel testing, excavatl.on, respecting Indigenous knowledge and
and/or c.onstructlon. monitoring. The HRMP out.Ilnes values regarding environmental
mechanlsms_f{)r Indlggnous engage_ment |nc|ud|n,_g stewardship and Indigenous peoples’
the communities and implementation of appropriate connection to the land, and to minimize
cultural protocols. potential effects, wherever possible.

11 BNDN Heritage Resources Comment #10: In numerous instances the Heritage The Heritage Resources Management Plan will be Adequately Addressed. Partially addressed. Denison updated the HRMP in a manner
(February 28, Management Plan Resources Management Plan (HRMP), Denison has used revisited for use of language ‘should’ to ‘will’ where The proponent should report back to BNDN as committed to. A revised HRMP has
2023) 2022 (Canada noncommittal language to describe future Indigenous appropriate. regarding how the language was updated and been filed with the regulators.

North) - 5.3 engagement related to heritage resources. BNDN notes whether there were any instances the proponent
that engagement of impacted Nations is essential for did not update the language from ‘should’ to
proper heritage resource management and as such the ‘will’; justification should be provided in these
language in the HRMP should reflect the necessity of this instances.
engagement.

Request/recommendation:

e  Throughout the HRMP, Denison must change the
language of “should” to “will” where appropriate. For
example: management options will be presented to
the applicable Indigenous communities for feedback
and will include consultation.

See Section 4.1 for additional information on this topic

(p. 12-14).

12 BNDN Heritage Resources Comment #11: BNDN notes that Section 5.3.1 does not As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with Adequately Addressed. Not addressed. Please see response to Comment #2 and
(February 28, Management Plan confirm that impacted Indigenous Nations will have the reserves and residential communities most proximal The project is located within BNDN’s treaty and Comment #13 for Denison’s response on
2023) 2022 (Canada opportunity to participate in future archaeological to the Project, Denison has committed to BNDN Indigenous knowledge and capacity

North) - 5.3.1

fieldwork. While BNDN understands that many impacted
Nations will have arrangements directly with Denison to
facilitate member participation, this should additionally be
made available to all impacted Indigenous Nations as part
of best practices at the Project.

collaborating with English River First Nation and
Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring regime, suited
to each of their interests and needs. As part of these
programs, Denison and the Indigenous community of
ERFN and KML will be sharing information in an

ancestral lands where members have deep
ancestral ties and continue to exercise rights to
this day. Most archaeological material in Canada
is Indigenous in origin; there is a significant
chance that any archaeological material found on
site derives from BNDN ancestors. BNDN has

funding.

With the HRMP in force, including the
mitigation / management measures
identified therein, effects on heritage
resources are not expected. The known
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Request/recommendation: agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data inherent rights to its cultural heritage, as archaeological sites in the Project area
e Inaddition to any provisions developed in a Project coIIec_ted through such monitoring regimes as affirmed by UNDRIP. hav? limited interpretive value, and the
Agreement between BNDN and Denison for the des_crlbed abov_e would also be relt?vant to _other The proponent must engage with BNDN to Her'tage Conservatpn Branch has
Wheeler River Project, Denison should include a Indligenous n.atlons who may ha.ve interest in the discuss opportunities for BNDN to participate in au.t.horl.zed work Vf“thOUt further .
clause that confirms that all impacted Indigenous PrOJFth' Denison does rllot.anhapate separate archaeological work moving forward. mitigation. If previously fmkr?own al.'tlfacts
communities will be invited to have monitors funding for BNDN at this time. emerge., the H.RMP reqwres_ immediate
participate in any additional fieldwork and that BNDN will be informed throughout the monitoring protection—either by creating a I:?uffer or
Denison will provide capacity funding for Nations that | program design and implementation process. by full assessment under The Heritage
wish to participate. Monitoring program design and implementation will Property Act be.fore work |tes.umes. .
See Section 4.1 for additional information on this topic be guided by the following principles: meet Alt.hough any disturbance is |rrev_er5|b|e,
(;.e12-14). ' P regulatory requirements, confirm the effectiveness th;lecctt:'tRoN;Pr:ir:i(rir?Srl;res keep residual
of mitigation measures and predictions made in the :
assessment, implementing adaptive management
(if/where applicable) to reduce effects during the
lifetime of the Project, and will ensure that spatial
boundaries are sufficiently extensive to measure EIS
predictions.
13 BNDN Section 13.0 Comments #12, 14 and 15: BNDN is not included as a Local | Spatial boundaries for the Economy VC were Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed. Denison acknowledges BNDN’s interest in
(February 28, Study Area (LSA) Community despite being closer to the selected to reflect the geographic areas where a process or impact benefit agreement

2023)

Project than other LSA Communities. The Project is
situated on BNDN’s ancestral lands. BNDN members
currently and historically use the LSA for harvesting
(commercial and personal) and ceremonial purposes.

Without the LSA Community designation, BNDN members
are less likely to be employed or trained through the
Project. BNDN members are not entitled to priority
training and employment provisions from Denison on the
Project. Further, BNDN businesses and partnerships are
not entitled to priority procurement provisions from
Denison on the Project.

Request/recommendation:

e  BNDN must be identified as a LSA Community. BNDN
members and businesses must be eligible for LSA
priority status for employment, training, and
contracting opportunities. The EIS should be revised
accordingly.

e Aformal agreement between BNDN and Denison is
required to outline socioeconomic offsetting
measures and benefits should the Project move
forward. This must include ways for BNDN businesses
and member owned businesses to participate in the
Project.

Denison references a Human Resource Development Plan
(HRDP) as a mitigation measure to ensure local and
regional community members are hired in priority.
However, Denison does not provide sufficient details to
allow Birch to assess the adequacy of the HRDP.

Request/recommendation:

e  BNDN requests the ability to review and comment on
Denison’s Human Resource Development Plan to
provide input and recommendations to encourage
community participation and employment in the
Project.

See Section 4.2 for additional information on this topic
(p. 19-23).

economic impacts from the Project are likely to be
detectable and measurable. These impacts are
expected to be driven primarily by the relationship
and interactions between the Project and the COI.
Economic benefits surrounding Project employment
(including income and training) are likely to be
targeted toward the communities identified within
the spatial boundaries. Economic impacts extending
beyond the LSA are likely to be diffused and
undetectable within the broader economy. The
spatial boundaries were selected based on the
consideration of communities where Project
recruitment is likely to be prioritized, consideration
of previous EAs conducted in the region, and
consideration of information shared through key
persons in the interview program. The LSA for the
assessment of the economy includes the following
communities: ERFN (including Indian Reserve
Wapachewunak 192D and Indian Reserve La Plonge
192) and Patuanak, Northern Hamlet (Patuanak);
Pinehouse Lake, Northern Village; and Beauval,
Northern Village.

Denison, through a Human Resource Development
Plan, will initially prioritize Indigenous and non-
Indigenous communities in the LSA in terms of
employment and training opportunities (anticipated
to be in institutions in northern Saskatchewan) and
will work with the leadership of these communities
to assist in determining hiring and training practices
during all phases of the Project, which could include
such items as on-the-job training and career
counselling to help with advancement from
foundational positions, advance sharing of job
qualification requirements, clearly identifying
training requirements and working with various
training institutions to make sure such appropriate
training is available, and creation of scholarship and
support programs. Priority for employment and
training will then focus on Indigenous and non-
Indigenous residents of the RSA and then beyond the
RSA.

BNDN is still not being considered a Local Study
Area (LSA) community despite being closer to the
Project than other LSA communities. Without the
LSA Community designation, BNDN members are
less likely to be employed or trained through the
Project. BNDN members are not entitled to
priority training and employment provisions
from Denison on the Project. Further, BNDN
businesses and partnerships are not entitled to
priority procurement provisions from Denison on
the Project. This is unacceptable. Denison and
BNDN must work together to develop an
Accommodation Agreement (e.g. Impact Benefit
Agreement or Mutual Benefit Agreement) in
order to accommodate for the impacts of the
Project on BNDNSs rights, interests, and the
environment.

with Denison.

Denison has utilized a principled approach
to identifying and engaging with
Indigenous communities of interest and
LSA communities with respect to the
Project. That assessment been responsive
to directions from provincial and federal
regulators, and has been refined based on
new or updated information regarding the
potential for adverse impacts to the
Indigenous and Treaty rights of
Indigenous communities.

Denison has continuously sought details
regarding BNDN'’s land-use activities near
the Project so it can better understand
the potential for adverse impacts to BNDN
and, where needed, incorporate that
information into the EIS. Denison remains
of the perspective that receipt of this
information from BNDN is a necessary
next step to progress the assessment.

Denison has expressed a willingness to
enter into a confidentiality agreement
with BNDN since February 2023, and
provided a draft confidentiality agreement
to BNDN in April 2023. Despite this
commitment, no such information has
been supplied by BNDN to Denison.

Denison will prioritize employment and
training of Indigenous and non-
Indigenous residents of the RSA over
residents beyond the RSA.
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14 BNDN Section 12.0 Comment #13: There is no BNDN specific Indigenous Denison’s engagement with BNDN is consistent with | Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed. Please see response to Comment #2 and
(February 28, and 13.0 Knowledge or socioeconomic data presented in the EIS. the identification of BNDN as an Indigenous Comment #13 for Denison’s response on

2023)

Request/recommendation:

Denison must conduct Indigenous Knowledge and
Community well-being Study (or similar) to gather BNDN
specific information. These studies will allow for a more
fulsome assessment of the Project on BNDN rights and
interests. Additionally, BNDN specific data will enhance
Denison’s baseline data and help to inform mitigation and
monitoring measures. See Section 4.2 for additional
information on this topic (p. 19-22).

Community who has expressed an interest in the
Project. However, Denison understands this
information from BNDN. As such, over the past
year(s), Denison has met with BNDN and has
respectfully requested further information from
BNDN in respect to the land use activities to
occurring in and around the Project, in order to more
meaningfully understand the potential for adverse
impacts to BNDN and therefore consider the
potential for further studies and/or integration into
the EIS of such information. Denison remains of the
perspective that receipt of this information from
BNDN is a necessary first step in this process, and
has not received information in this regard to date.

Spatial boundaries for the Economy VC were
selected to reflect the geographic areas where
economic impacts from the Project are likely to be
detectable and measurable. These impacts are
expected to be driven primarily by the relationship
and interactions between the Project and the COI.
Economic benefits surrounding Project employment
(including income and training) are likely to be
targeted toward the communities identified within
the spatial boundaries. Economic impacts extending
beyond the LSA are likely to be diffused and
undetectable within the broader economy. The
spatial boundaries were selected based on the
consideration of communities where Project
recruitment is likely to be prioritized, consideration
of previous EAs conducted in the region, and
consideration of information shared through key
persons in the interview program. The LSA for the
assessment of the economy includes the following
communities: ERFN (including Indian Reserve
Wapachewunak 192D and Indian Reserve La Plonge
192) and Patuanak, Northern Hamlet (Patuanak);
Pinehouse Lake, Northern Village; and Beauval,
Northern Village.

The spatial boundaries selected for Community Well-
being were chosen because they permit baseline
characterization in sufficient detail to enable
potential interactions between the Project and the
well-being of the community. These boundaries were
developed in consideration of where interactions are
likely to occur. The spatial boundaries were derived
based on the consideration of communities where
Project recruitment is likely to be prioritized,
consideration of previous EAs conducted in the
region, and consideration of information shared
through key persons in the interview program. The
LSA for the Community Well-being VC includes ERFN
(including Indian Reserves Wapachewunak 192D and
La Plonge 192) and Patuanak, Northern Hamlet;
Pinehouse Lake, Northern Village; and Beauval,
Northern Village.

While the proponent has requested Indigenous
Knowledge from BNDN, they have not made any
resources available for BNDN to collect it, nor has
the company engaged in any efforts to sign any
agreements that provide assurances around
confidentiality. BNDN lacks capacity and requires
such resources and assurances to be able to
provide Indigenous Knowledge; further, it is
standard procedure for proponents to provide
such financial capacity.

The project is located in a critically important
area for BNDN; Cree Lake and surrounding areas
fosters important caribou habitat that BNDN
members rely on; impacts to these animals and
areas will undoubtedly impact BNDN’s well-
being. However, this and related issues have not
been considered in the project. Further, BNDN
carries out economic activities in within the
study area; however, the economic impacts of
the project on BNDN has not been assessed.

1) BNDN requires capacity funding from
the proponent to conduct a
community-led and project-specific
Indigenous Knowledge study so BNDN
can evaluate the impacts the project
will have on BNDN and so the results of
the study may inform the project and
its evaluation.

1)  BNDN requires the EIS to be updated
based on the results of BNDN’s
Indigenous Knowledge study —
including the sections on economy and
community well-being VCs. BNDN must
be engaged on how its results are used
to update the EIS.

BNDN Indigenous knowledge and capacity
funding.

Denison notes that effects of the Project
on traditional land and resources uses
(including that related to country food
harvesting including of caribou) were
assessed in Section 11 of the EIS. Specific
to the BNDN’s comment, this assessment,
as it related to caribou, considered
information provided by COls as available
to the Denison team, information derived
from baseline surveys and other available
sources. This assessment was further
informed by other aspects of the EIS, such
as the assessment of effects on the
terrestrial environment (Section 9) and
human health (Section 10). Denison
understands the important of the country
food economy to local resource users and
provided a thoughtful assessment of
potential project and cumulative effects in
the EIS. As it concerns caribou specifically
the EIS concluded that the potential loss
of opportunity for caribou harvest would
be negligible and that continued dietary
intake of caribou and other country foods
would not negatively affect human health.
Additionally, it was concluded that the
effects on caribou habitats and caribou
population sustainability would not be
significantly adversely affected. Despite
the finding of non-significant effects
Denison committed to working with the
Province on caribou management and has
worked with the Province since the draft
EIS (October 2022) was submitted to
develop a Caribou Mitigation and Offset
Plan that is supported by the Province ad
was recently submitted to CNSC. It is
expected that the plan will evolve further
as the SK-1 range plan is developed and
with input from COls.
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15 BNDN Section 12.0 Comment #16: While EIS does consider the effects of Both the construction and operation camps will Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed. While Denison acknowledges the
(February 28, populatl.o.n changes related tq the Project qn so.ual operate o.n.a ﬂy—|r.|/out ba-5|s, meaning the Fly-in/fly-out (FIFO) work camps for mining comn.lents prOV|§Ied. by BNDN and does
2023) adaptability, demand for serwcets a.nd housing, |tldoes nf)t opportunities for |.nteract'|ons betwggn the o operations in Canada do not eliminate not dispute the f"mdlngs.of the‘ study
addres_s the fullk:cange of pq;ientlal |mpacths ra‘|sso|:)uated with workforce an_d Indigenous commun.me_s are limited interactions between the workforce and refer.enced, Der1|son. be!leves |t.has
a transient workforce. Signi hcant resgarc_ as eefn a_s workers will be transport?d by air dlrgctly to the Indigenous communities and the social problems considered Fhe lmpllcat!ons of its planned
conducted to demonstrate the rTegatlve impacts o remote Slt.e.. Sgctlon 12.24.2.1 prow.des the thons to . that arise as a result. The FIFO approach may FIFO oper‘atlon approprlf':\tely. Both the
wquers and work.camps.on Indigenous women and girls. mlnlm.lze the e.xtent the P.rOJect.contrlbutes to in-and create new issues. The discussion and mitigation construction and FJpera‘non cz?\mps will F)e
This must be considered in the EIS. out-migration in the LSA, including: measures the proponent proposes does not operated as a‘ﬂ.y-ln/ﬂy-out ml.ne, meaning
The EIS must include an e Denison will initially prioritize the COI in terms include a fulsome analysis of all the potential t)h'i opportthunltleskior |nterzc::|c;rlls
o . . . etween the workforce and Indigenous
assessment of all potential effects of a transient workforce of employment opportunities and will work effects .of transient workforce and pop‘ula.tlon communities are limited as Workers will
; e ; with the leadership of these communities to dynamics, and understates the potential impacts
and changes to population dynamics, including those ) ) be transported by air directly to the site
di : ; ; assist in determining hiring practices during all on community well-being. The proponent’s )
isproportionately experienced by Indigenous women and ) The proposed camp or accommodations
; ; ; phases of the Project. Priority for hiring will response furthermore does not discuss nor
girls, and other segments of the population. This must . i facility is anticipated to be a turnkey
incor S, : then focus on Indigenous and non-Indigenous address BNDN’s concern regarding the impacts of
porate findings of research like the 2017 study ’ ” . building manufactured off site and
: . oAl ) residents of the RSA and then beyond the RSA. the project on Indigenous women and girls, and
completed by Lake Babine Nation and Nak’azdli Whut’en assembled and commissioned on site
- s - . . other segments of the population. :
(Indigenous Commumhes and Industrial Camps), and/or e  Employees will not be permitted to commute to . Other measures to protect community
related research in the context of the LSA. the site by any means other than the fly-in/fly- N PNDN requires the proponent to well-being of people employed on the site
See Section 4.2 for additional information on this topic out worker rotation systems (i.e., they cannot |nc|ud§ a fulsome assessment of the include health and wellness
(p. 19-21). drive to the site). potential impacts of transient programming, life skills programming,
kf he FIF h . .
e Pick-up and drop-off points are being planned at n:zlr eitssa::n:nleunih'c;:?r?;?uaclcin Ogn employee and family assistance
two locally central points in communities within Indigenous women and ’irls and ogther programming, implementing a no drug
the LSA, at one additional site in Saskatchewan g s of th | t|g and alcohol policy on site, and offering
(i.e., Saskatoon), and potentially at other segments of the population. culturally sensitive employment policies
locations. 1)  The EIS must incorporate the findings available to all employees. On-site staff
e Housing f K b ided at th of research like the 2017 study will not have access to personal (or
ousing .Ohr ]\c/vor ers wi (EcjerJVI e j el completed by Lake Babine Nation and | company) vehicles and will largely be
camps with free accommodations and meals. NaK‘azdli Whut'en (Indigenous "confined" to the camp and work areas
Although difficult to predict, communities in the LSA Communities and Industrial Camps), during their shifts.
are not expected to experience any substantial and/or related research in the context
population growth or change in demographics as a of the LSA.
result of the Project, particularly with mitigation
measures identified. Although the potential exists for
some individuals to return to the COI, it is
anticipated that this would be difficult to discern
from existing in-/out-migration rates. As population
and demographics are not expected to experience
any change as a result of the Project, this pathway
will not be carried forward to the residual effects
assessment.
16 BNDN Section 12.0 Comment #17: BNDN notes that no specific management As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed. Please see response to Comment #2 and
(February 28, and 13.0 or monitoring plan has been included in the EIS reserves and residential communities most proximal Comment #13 for Denison’s response to

2023)

documentation related to the verification of residual socio-
economic impacts, both positive and negative, for the local
economy.

Request/recommendation:

a) Denison must develop a Socio-Economic Monitoring
Plan for the life of the Project to verify the effects
assessment included in the EIS and to be included in
the Project’s approach to adaptive management. This
Plan would include an approach, co-developed with
Indigenous groups in the LSA (including BNDN), to
monitoring the realization of the benefits and impacts
of the Project (e.g., employment and procurement
targets, training and capacity building, community
investments, etc.) as mitigation and enhancement
measures are implemented. Monitoring and
subsequent regular evaluation would allow for the
real-time adjustment of targets and/or an approach to

to the Project, Denison has committed to
collaborating with English River First Nation and
Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring regime, suited
to each of their interests and needs. As part of these
programs, Denison and the Indigenous community of
ERFN and KML will be sharing information in an
agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as
described above would also be relevant to other
Indigenous nations who may have interest in the
Project. Denison does not anticipate separate
funding for BNDN at this time.

BNDN will be informed throughout the monitoring
program design and implementation process.
Monitoring program design and implementation will
be guided by the following principles: meet
regulatory requirements, confirm the effectiveness
of mitigation measures and predictions made in the

Denison does not commit to monitoring BNDN
specific socio-economic indicators as part of the
Project and continues to exclude BNDN from
fulsome consultation and engagement in favour
of other Indigenous groups.

Denison mischaracterizes BNDN as not being
part of “Indigenous Communities of Interest with
reserves and residential communities most
proximal to the Project”. BNDN is located closer
(232 km) to the Project than Kineepik Métis Local
(235 km). Further, the Project is located on
BNDN'’s Treaty Lands (Treaty 10), whereas
Kineepik Métis Local has no Treaty lands or
Treaty rights. As such, BNDN must be treated as a
Indigenous Community of Interest with reserves
and residential communities most proximal to
the Project, not as some secondary community.
Denison’s position of BNDN requiring

the request for a project or mutual
benefits agreement.

11
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adjusting enhancement measures or identifying assessment, implementing adaptive management consultation and accommodation that is less
offsetting benefits where targets are not met. (if/where applicable) to reduce effects during the meaningful than KML is unacceptable and wrong.
See Section 4.2 for additional information on this topic lifetime ?f the PrOchF, and will en.sure that spatial Denison and BNDN must work together to
(p. 19-21). boudn_d;rles are sufficiently extensive to measure EIS develop an Accommodation Agreement
predictions. .
[Additional questions on this topic directed to regulators or (e-g. Impact Benefit Agreement or Mutual
government entities are included in the CNSC table] Ben.eﬁt Agreement) |n.order to accommodate for
the impacts of the Project on BNDNs rights,
interests, and the environment. This will include
provisions to monitor socioeconomic indicators.

17 BNDN Section 12.0 Comment #17: BNDN notes that no specific management As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed. Please see response to Comment #2 and
(February 28, and 13.0 or monitoring plan has been included in the EIS reserves and residential communities most proximal Denison does not commit to monitoring BNDN Comment #13 for Denison’s response to
2023) documentation related to the verification of residual to the Project, Denison has committed to specific socio-economic indicators as part of the the request for a project or mutual

socio-economic impacts, both positive and negative, for collaborating with English River First Nation and Project and continues to exclude BNDN from benefits agreement.

the local economy. Kineepik Mejs I..ocal on a monitoring regime, suited fulsome consultation and engagement in favour Additionally, it is noted that the original

Request/recommendation: to each of 'gwelr mtere.;ti:n:i E?Eds' As part of thtesef of other Indigenous groups. review comment was related to an

programs, Denison and the Indigenous community o . .

a) The Crown must include the development of a Socio- ERFN and KML will be sharing information in an Denison mischaracterizes BNDN as not being actlc.mable item for the Crowr.1 anc! as such
Economic Monitoring Plan as a condition of approval agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data part of ”Indigenc?us Cf)mmuniﬁes'qf Interest with Enzr;f;r’n defers to the Crown in this
for the Project. collected through such monitoring regimes as reserves and remde@al commu'nmes most

See Section 4.2 for additional information on this topic described above would also be relevant to other proximal to the Project”. BNDN s located closer

(p. 19-21). Indigenous nations who may have interest in the (232 km) to the Project th:“‘n Kllneep|k Métis Local

[Additional questions on this topic directed to the Project. Denison does not anticipate separate (235 k:m)' Further, the Project s lacated an

: ) funding for BNDN at this time. BNDN'’s Treaty Lands (Treaty 10), whereas
proponent are included in the CNSC table] o o Kineepik Métis Local has no Treaty lands or
BNDN will be informed throughout the monitoring Treaty rights. As such, BNDN must be treated as a
progl.“am. design and |mpl.ementa.t|on process.. ) Indigenous Community of Interest with reserves
Monitoring program design and implementation will and residential communities most proximal to
be guided by th? following pr'f’c'plesz meet_ the Project, not as some secondary community.
regul.a.torY requirements, conﬁrm the effechvgness Denison’s position of BNDN requiring
of mitigation measures and predictions made in the consultation and accommodation that is less
a.ssessment, |rr.1plemen1:|ng adaptive management meaningful than KML is unacceptable and wrong.
(if/where applicable) to reduce effects during the '
lifetime of the Project, and will ensure that spatial Denison and BNDN must .work together to
boundaries are sufficiently extensive to measure EIS develop an Accommodation Agreement
predictions. (e.g. Impact Benefit Agreement or Mutual
Benefit Agreement) in order to accommodate for
the impacts of the Project on BNDNs rights,
interests, and the environment. This will include
provisions to monitor socioeconomic indicators.

18 BNDN Appendix 9B Comment #18: In several instances in the draft EIS Denison | Although baseline concentrations of total mercury in | Adequately Addressed. a. Partially Addressed a. To reiterate, EIS Section 8.4.6.1 finds

(February 28, Section 2.5.1 has noted that Indigenous Nations are concerned with the sediment were not collected during the baseline mercury is not identified as uniquely

2023)

Appendix 8E Table 4

possibility of mercury contamination from mining
operations. BNDN shares these concerns with other
Indigenous Nations. Due to the very low concentrations of
mercury present in the Phoenix deposit, Denison has not
meaningfully studied the potential impacts the Project may
have on altering mercury biogeochemistry in the
downstream environment.

BNDN notes that background mercury concentrations can
be elevated in many unexpected and remote locations due
to atmospheric deposition (often due to coal plants)
(Jackson, 1997). BNDN is very concerned that Denison has
not analyzed for mercury as part of their baseline soil
geochemistry assessments for the Project, especially in
wetlands downstream of the Project.

Mercury concentrations in wetland soils are sensitive to
changes in water chemistry that can lead to increased
mercury methylation.

This is especially acute from increases in nutrients and
sulphates which can active sulfate reducing

program, Denison will collect background
information pertaining to sediment total and methyl
mercury from LSA lakes and rivers prior to site
development.

As indicated in draft EIS Section 8.4.6.1, Residual
Effects Characterization, mercury is not associated
with the local geology and is not expected to be
released in the effluent at measurable levels and was
therefore not identified as a COPC. Denison notes
that there is potential for increased methylmercury
production in the receiving environment under a
certain combination of factors to which the Project
may contribute; however, prediction of
methylmercury production is not practical. Denison
commits to monitoring mercury and methylmercury
in the aquatic environment over the life of the
Project to determine the potential changes in
mercury concentrations in fish tissue over time. As
the Project advances and operational monitoring is

BNDN notes that Denison has committed to
monitoring total and methyl mercury in lakes and
rivers in the LSA prior to site development and
over the life of the Project. However, as stated in
the original comment, monitoring of wetlands is
of high importance for BNDN. Wetlands are a
well-known source of mercury accumulation,
with conditions that favour the development of
methylmercury (Zhang et al., 2023). Where
developments cause changes to these wetlands,
such as altered water levels, it can precipitate
changes that cause increases in the discharge of
mercury to downstream environments (Ullrich,
Tanton, & Abdrashitova, 2001). For this reason,
omitting wetlands from mercury monitoring is a
glaring gap that must be addressed.

Ullrich, S. M., Tanton, T. W., & Abdrashitova, S. A.
(2001). Mercury in the aquatic environment: a
review of factors affecting methylation. Critical
reviews in environmental science and technology,

being associated with the local geology
and was not identified as a project
specific issue based on mining and milling
methods. Despite that Denison has
acknowledged that specific environmental
conditions could still promote
methylmercury formation. Accordingly,
Denison will track mercury and
methylmercury in water, sediment and
fish throughout the Project. Mercury will
also be considered, as will other
constituents of potential concern, within
routine updates of the Environmental Risk
Assessment to confirm protection of
ecological and human receptors.

With specific reference to wetlands the
following is noted. Project emissions are
not anticipated to interact with discrete
wetlands. Areas characterized as wetlands

12
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microorganisms that methylate mercury (Liu, Li, & Cai, underway, Denison will assess health risks from fish 31(3), 241-293. Zhang, J., Li, C., Tang, W., Wu, M., | according to provincial data in the EIS are
2012). Table 4 of Appendix 8e shows that the effluent consumption by comparing fish tissue data collected Chen, M., He, H., ... & Zhong, H. (2023). Mercury | actually more correctly / precisely
discharged to Whitefish Lake will have mercury during operation from the monitoring program in wetlands over 60 years: research progress and | described as littoral zones of lakes in the
concentrations almost 5,700 times background against Health Canada’s mercury guideline of 0.5 emerging trends. Science of the Total LSA that contain emergent and
concentrations. This dramatic increase in sulfate loading to | ug/g wet weight. Environment, 869, 161862. submergent vegetation and are
Wftut(_etﬁsfllfL;kte mayglot ef);cgedtv:ater quallt\f/ (IJIbJeEtlves This is a human health risk-based maximum b. Not Addressed contiguous w.ﬁhbthe Iak?s.dThese |t|tt?rte:
unto itself but may be sufficient to meaningfully change o . zones area will be sampled as part of the
permissible concentration. Mercury data presented -
mercury biogeochemistry in downstream wetlands. throughout the draft EIS represents total mercur Comments for regulators will be addressed planned aquatic monitoring programs.
. . ) g ’ P V- through future engagement with the appropriate
BNDN is very concerned with the complete lack of Denison agrees to include methylmercury as part of regulator.
assessmenF and analysis of bas_ellne mercury the.constltuents monitored in fish throughout all Not Add g b. Comment for regulators.
concentrations and the potential changes to mercury project phases. ¢. No ressed.
cycling that could be induced by the Project. Engagement on licensing requirements, such as the BNDN require.s ac.tive involvemen.t in the
Request/recommendation: development of the environmental monitoring mercury monitoring program design and c. Please see response to Comment #2
. . ; itori ; ; implementation. BNDN’s involvement must be and Comment #13 for Denison’s response
a) BNDN requests that Denison undertake baseline program and the associated monitoring regime will : : . -
; o ; ; formalized in a mutual benefits agreement to the request for a project or mutual
studies of mercury concentrations in soils, with a occur to support Project permitting and licensing
cury ) y efforts between Denison and BNDN for the Wheeler benefits agreement.
focus on baseline concentrations of mercury in : - -
. ) . River Project.
organic wetland soils downstream of the project. Note
that mercury sampling should sample total mercury
and methylmercury in all analyses, as well as
porewater total mercury and methylmercury. The
study design and implementation should be
undertaken collaboratively with BNDN.
b) BNDN recommends that the CNSC requires Denison to
undertake a baseline assessment of mercury in soils
(with a focus on wetlands) prior to construction of the
Project. This may be established as a condition of
approval for the Project.
c¢) Depending on the findings of the baseline mercury in
soils and wetlands studies, the CNSC should include a
condition of approval on the Project that requires
Denison to monitor mercury biogeochemistry in the
receiving environment over the life of mine.
See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic
(p. 25-28).
[Additional questions on this topic directed to regulators or
government entities are included in the CNSC table]
19 BNDN Appendix 7C Comment #19: Figure 7.6-10 and 7.6-11 of the draft EIS Denison’s engagement with BNDN is consistent with Adequately Addressed. a. Not Addressed — Denison mischaracterizes a. Please see response to Comment #2

(February 28,

2023)

Section 3.5.6.2.1
Figures 7.6-10 and
7.6-11

show the results of Denison’s modelling of uranium
mobility and adsorption from the ore body following the
decommissioning of the mine. The figures show that the
model indicates that all dissolved uranium will be
effectively removed from solution within a short distance
of the orebody via adsorption to clays present in the
bedrock. In Section 3.5.6.2.1 of Appendix 7c of the draft EIS
Denison notes that there is very limited literature available
on uranium fate and transport, especially in similar
environments to the Wheeler River Project. Denison’s
uranium speciation model relies almost entirely on a single
academic article studying the partitioning of uranium in
the alteration halo surrounding the Cigar Lake uranium
deposit. Of very important note is that this paper is
focused on the pre-mining environment at Cigar Lake and
does not examine how uranium partitioning may be
dramatically altered by ISR mining. Health Canada
published a document on uranium in drinking water in
2017 literature review of uranium mobility, complexation
and chemistry in groundwater which documents the
widely varying behaviour of uranium in groundwater

the identification of BNDN as an Indigenous
Community who has expressed an interest in the
Project. As the Indigenous Communities of Interest
with reserves and residential communities most
proximal to the Project, Denison has committed to
collaborating with English River First Nation (ERFN)
and Kineepik Métis Local (KML) on details and
updates to the decommissioning plan which includes
mining area remediation plans and associated post-
decommissioning modelling of groundwater from
the remediated mining area, suited to each of their
interests and needs. As part of these updates,
Denison and the Indigenous community of ERFN and
KML will be sharing information in an agreed-upon
fashion. It is expected that updates to the
decommissioning plan and groundwater modelling
would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations
who may have an interest in the Project. As such,
Denison will not be developing a process agreement
with the BNDN to address concerns raised about
pertaining to long-term groundwater quality for the

BNDN as not being part of “Indigenous
Communities of Interest with reserves and
residential communities most proximal to the
Project”. BNDN is located closer (232 km) to the
Project than Kineepik Métis Local (235 km).
Further, the Project is located on BNDN'’s Treaty
Lands (Treaty 10), whereas Kineepik Métis Local
has no Treaty lands or Treaty rights. As such,
BNDN must be treated as a Indigenous
Community of Interest with reserves and
residential communities most proximal to the
Project, not as some secondary community.
Denison’s position of BNDN requiring
consultation and accommodation that is less
meaningful than KML is unacceptable and wrong.

Denison and BNDN must work together to
develop an Accommodation Agreement

(e.g. Impact Benefit Agreement or Mutual
Benefit Agreement) in order to accommodate for
the impacts of the Project on BNDNs rights,
interests, and the environment. This will include

and Comment #13 for Denison’s response
to the request for a project or mutual
benefits agreement.

b. For reference, Denison notes that the
modelling work undertaken to support
the Project has undergone a great deal of
review and scrutiny by various subject
matter experts; notwithstanding the
statement by BNDN that their review has
been limited. The modelling as detailed in
the associated documentation was
transparent, conservative in nature,
highlighted uncertainties where such
existed and tested the uncertainties with
sensitivity analyses. Denison responded to
dozens of IRs in related topics, completed
additional analyses in relation to the IRs
and the model outcomes have been
deemed appropriate and supportive of
the EIS conclusions.
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depending on redox conditions, pH, pressure, and other
ions available for complexation which may increase or
decrease uranium mobility (Health Canada, 2017).

Uranium will be present in extremely high concentrations
(100 mg/I1) in the restoration solution. Many other anions
and cations which uranium is known to form complexes
with will also be present in the solution at very high
concentrations. The limited literature upon which Denison
has developed their models to predict uranium mobility
post- decommissioning is insufficient to confidently assert
that the very concentrated restoration solution will behave
as predicted. Uranium is a common groundwater
contaminant around the world and is known to be stable in
dissolved forms in groundwater in many locations.
Furthermore, some studies have indicated that the
effectiveness of adsorption as a mechanism for attenuation
of uranium in solution is significantly overstated, especially
in environments where there is competition from other
ions, as there will be in the restoration solution (Gandhi,
Sampath, & Maliyekkal, 2022).

BNDN is very concerned that Denison has portrayed their
groundwater contamination model in Appendix 7c with an
inappropriate level of confidence given the level of
uncertainty reasonably inferred from the lack of
foundational literature relevant to the circumstances at
Wheeler River and the well-understood complexity of
uranium fate and transport in groundwater.

It is not impossible to imagine that surface water
contamination could eventually occur, especially given the
exceptionally high concentrations of uranium in the
restoration solution. By consenting to the Wheeler River
Project,

BNDN is supporting a process that will be irreversible once
it commences and may be very difficult to manage should
the underlying modeling assumption prove to be
inaccurate by a significant margin. As a Nation whose
members put a very high emphasis on the protection of
groundwater resources, BNDN requires substantially
greater reassurance through dialogue with Denison and
further studies to have confidence that the Project will not
irreparably degrade the natural environment in our
Ancestral Lands.

Request/recommendation:

e Denison must develop a process agreement with
BNDN to work through our concerns related to long-
term groundwater contamination from the Project.
This process agreement would lay out the pathway to
obtaining BNDN consent for the Project through
providing our Nation with confidence that the
groundwater and surface water near to the project
will not be irreparably contaminated. The process
agreement will include additional studies and
consultation activities with BNDN that Denison must
undertake. The satisfaction of all terms in the process
agreement would be defined by the signing of a
Project

Agreement between Denison and BNDN.

e  BNDN recommends that Denison commit to funding
bench-scale studies to validate the outputs from their

Wheeler River Project. This comment is also
applicable to other comments where the same
request was made by the BNDN. The balance of this
response pertains to groundwater quality and the
numerical groundwater model presented in draft EIS
will focus on the technical content of the concerns
raised.

Denison’s groundwater SME and author of the
modelling report (Appendix 7C) acknowledges that
the modelling report did not include a lengthy
discussion of uranium speciation and mobility.
However, the reactive transport modelling done
using the PHREEC geochemical code was carefully
informed by relevant literature, and was certainly
not restricted to consideration of one study (Cigar
Lake). In Section 3.5.3 of Appendix 7C we reference
important studies pertaining to uranium
complexation in solution by carbonate species
(Guillaumont et al. 2003; Gorman-Lewis et al., 2008;
Grenthe et al., 2020) and ternary complexes of
uranium with calcium and magnesium and
carbonates in solution (Dong and Brooks, 2006).
These complexation reactions were added into the
Project-specific PHREEQC database developed as
part of the work presented in Appendix 7C. The
database was updated to include solution-phase
complexes of uranium in Guillaumont, 2003, which is
a comprehensive summary of known reaction
constants for uranium with dissolved-phase ligands.
Further, the consideration of sorption of uranium-
carbonate complexes to quartz, geothite and illite is
shown in Appendix E of Appendix 7C, and relies on
information from multiple publications. The reactive
transport modelling was done using piChem (FELOW
+ PHREEQC) because of the ability of that approach
to carefully consider speciation of uranium, and the
potential interactions of uranium with other species
in solution.

The comment to which the BNDN refer in

Section 3.5.6.2.1 of Appendix 7C is: “[t]o the best of
our knowledge, there is very little information
published about the solid-phase speciation of
uranium and other constituents associated with ore
bodies and the overlying and underlying rocks in the
Athabasca basin”. This is not speaking specifically to
the speciation of uranium in the solid phase.
Experimental work that provide information on solid-
phase speciation include sequential extraction
schemes and spectroscopic studies, such as recent
work by Bayle et al., 2023
(https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/37417589/).
Research on the solid-phase speciation of uranium is
not addressed in Health Canada (2017). As indicated,
we were not able to find research pertaining to
sequential extractions of spectroscopic studies of
uranium in the solid phase for relevant
materials/conditions. It is for this reason that we
presented results of solid-phase uranium speciation
in the available study by Percival 1989. It is
acknowledged that this study was for Cigar Lake. The

provisions to monitor groundwater and surface
water; and to keep consult with BNDN as an
impacted First Nation.

b. Not Addressed — BNDN notes that Denison did
not agree to bench scale testing as requested.
BNDN further notes that the position Denison
has taken around the appropriateness of water
quality modelling has to be taken at Denison’s
word. BNDN requires an opportunity to review
the effluent quality models input and outputs,
followed by a discussion between BNDN,
Denison and the CNSC to have confidence that
the modelling has been done in a manner that
BNDN can trust that the findings are a
reasonable forecast of what will occur when the
mine operates. Future discussions on this matter
should occur within the framework of a BNDN-
Denison process agreement for the Project.
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FEFLOW and PHREEQC modelling. The bench-scale relevance of the work for the Wheeler River Project
studies should be undertaken by an independent is high.
academic.

See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic

(p. 25-28).

20 BNDN Section 7.6.2.1 Comment #20: In Section 7.6.2.1 of the draft EIS, Denison Groundwater modelling and flow path analysis Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed. Please see response to Comment #2 and
(February 28, Appt_endix 7C r_m.athions that they anticipate the outwarq migration of calibr.ated Fo ﬁgld conditions have evaluated upward BNDN notes that the Proponent has not provided Comment #13 for De.nison’s response to
2023) Section 4.6 I|X|V|.ant asis observe.d at other ISR operahgns globally and solupon mlgr.atlon and. cllemonstrzfted t.hat t.he any reason that the flare is reasonably estimated the reguest for a project or mutual

has incorporated their assumed concentrations of metals maximum height that injected ﬂU|ds VYI|| mllgr.ate. to migrate 11 — 13m upwards. This number benefits agreement.
and th<.e extent o.f area affected by.ﬂare from the ISR prwards from the ore zone dur|.ng active mining is appears to be arbitrarily selected from BNDN’s Denison disagrees with the
opera_tlons. Section 4.6 of Appendix 7c states that the flare | likely betweer.1 11to 13 m (Se(?tlon 2 of the draft EIS). perspective. BNDN requests that the Proponent characterization of the prediction of
zqne is expected t_o extend 11 to 13 m but have modelled For co'nservatlsm, a 50-m vertical zpne apove the provide case studies from comparable sites (or potential mining solution migration as
with a “conservative 50 m flare zone. de.p.05|t wa.s .a.ssumed.to be pot.e.ntlally disturbed by other evidence) that justifies their estimated being arbitrary. The estimate is based on
It is not clear how Denison derived their assessment that mining activities. Den|s9n speufled >0m ﬂare? . flare distance. Future discussions on this matter predictive modelling calibrated to field
the flare zone would extend 11 to 13 m and that a 50 m Tchreshold basefi on thelr comm|tment_to malntam should occur within the framework of a BNDN- conditions, which have been
flare zone is considered conservative for the purposes of inward hydraulic grad@nFs, and or adding extraction Denison process agreement for the Project. characterized extensively, evidence of
modelling. BNDN requires further information to have wells as necessary to limit the migration of the flare. which has been provided in the Final EIS.
confidence that the design is as conservative as the With the engineered controls described above, flare
Proponent has suggested. is not anticipated above 11-13 m. However, the
Request/recommendation: decision was made to assume 50% of the restored
solution uniformly between 15 and 50 m above the
*  BNDN requests that Denison provide further mineralized zone because there will be a natural
information on how the size of the area above the gradient from 100% restored solution to 0% restored
deposit affected by flare was calculated and how they | so|ution (i.e., baseline conditions) over this distance.
determined that 50% restoration solution was The uncertainty associated with this decision was
determined as the appropriate concentration to base | 3qdressed in the uncertainty analysis presented in
water quality modelling. Section 4.7 of Appendix 7C, where 100% restored
This item would be best addressed and resolved with solution was assumed to be present over the entire
BNDN through the process agreement to address BNDN’s 50 m height above the ore zone. The results of the
concerns related to long term groundwater contamination | model under both scenarios was consistent: no
from the Project. water quality effects above groundwater screening
See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic crlterlla_x, apa'rt from those that reflect natural
conditions, in Whitefish Lake.
(p. 25-28).
Over the life of the Project, groundwater quantity
and quality monitoring activities will be completed to
assess the performance of various components of
the Project associated with engineering mining
designs and performance and infrastructure designs
to protect groundwater. A detailed Groundwater
Monitoring Plan (GWMP) will be prepared to support
licensing. The GWMP will include an Excursion
Contingency Plan, and measures for adaptive
management. The GWMP will be informed by the
understanding of existing groundwater conditions at
the Project Area (Appendix 7-A), the reactive
transport modelling of groundwater COPCs
associated with the restored mining area
(Appendix 7-C), and the commitments made within
the Geology and Groundwater section of the EIS.
Please refer to the first part of Denison’s response to
BNDN comment #19 in regard to BNDN'’s suggestion
of a process agreement.
21 BNDN Appendix 7C Comment #21: Section 3.2.2.1 of Appendix 7C of the draft Solution-phase concentrations of metals and Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed. Please see response to Comment #2 and

(February 28,

2023)

Section 3.2.2.1

EIS describes the natural redox conditions in the ore zone
as naturally reducing. The operation of the wellfield will
result in the groundwater in the ore zone becoming
oxidizing. Post decommissioning, the groundwater in the

uranium are what influence the desorption of these
elements from clays over time; but the BNDN is
correct that there may be hysteresis, or a kinetic
component to desorption to equilibrium conditions.
Re-establishment of reducing redox conditions —
primarily through scavenging of residual oxidant with

Similar to comment 19b, BNDN requests the
opportunity to review the modelling work
completed by Denison prior to considering this
comment satisfactorily addressed. This comment
can be addressed simultaneously with comment

Comment #13 for Denison’s response to
the request for a project or mutual
benefits agreement.
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ore zone can be reasonably anticipated to return to pyrite — with progressive movement of natural 19b. This discussion should occur within the
baseline (reducing) redox conditions. groundwater through the mining area in the framework of a BNDN-Denison process
BNDN notes that as redox conditions becoming Decomm|s§|on|ng period is anhupgted to resuI.t in agreement for the Project.
increasingly reducing post closure, adsorption kinetics of conc?r)tratlons of metals and ur.amum at baseline
contaminants adsorbed to clays could shift so that conditions because the same mineral phases a.s.are
contaminants desorb from clays and are remobilized into present now are expected to cpntrol the s.olub|||ty of
solution. It is not clear to BNDN that the evolution of redox those elem_ents. Secondary minerals may |n.ﬂuence
geochemistry and its implication on adsorption kinetics has concentrations for a.smaII number of constltu.ents. In
been adequately considered by Denison. all cases. concentratlon§ of these elements will not
exceed those assumed in the model.
Request/recommendation: .
) _ In the model as presented, desorption from clays
° ?NDN r_equests further information on h_o.w was taken into account for protons that had sorbed
mcreasmle re.ducmg g.roundwater corjndmo.ns F.’°5t to chlorite in the mining area as a sensitivity analysis.
decommissioning may impact adsorption kinetics of The desorption of protons did not have an adverse
contaminants expected to adsorb to clays. effect on the water quality in Whitefish Lake. See
This item would be best addressed and resolved with draft EIS Appendix 7-C Sections 3.5.6.4 and 4.7.
BNDN through the process agreement to address BNDN's Please refer to the first part of Denison’s response to
concerns related to long term groundwater contamination BNDN comment #19 in regard to BNDN’s suggestion
from the Project. of a process agreement.
See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic
(p. 25-28).
22 BNDN Appendix 7C Comment #22: In Section 3.4 of Appendix 7C Denison The authors acknowledged in Appendix 7C the Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed To clarify, the reason the potential impact
(February 28, Section 3.4 reports that they have excluded colloids from their post- potential for transport of COPCs in association with BNDN sees the lack of assessment of the risks of colloids was excluded from the
2023) decommissioning geochemical modelling. Denison has also | colloids was possible, and used previous research in modelling was not because it is difficult as

noted that colloids would serve to enhance mobility of
contaminants and they could precipitate out of solution.

BNDN is concerned that by excluding the precipitation of
colloids with adsorbed contaminants as a pathway for
contaminant transport, Denison has significantly
underestimated the mobility of contaminants and the
consequent risks to the receiving environment.

Request/recommendation:

e BNDN requests that Denison prepare an additional
geochemical model that considers the roles that
colloids could potentially contribute to contaminant
transport. The findings of this additional model (along
with the other models) should be reviewed with
BNDN.

This item would be best addressed and resolved with
BNDN through the process agreement to address BNDN’s
concerns related to long term groundwater contamination
from the Project.

See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic
(p. 25-28).

a highly relevant system (Cigar Lake) to make the
professional judgement that this process would not
significantly alter the results of the numerical model.
Colloid transport is not included routinely in reactive
transport modelling because of the difficulty in

a) accurately measuring the colloidal fraction in
groundwater under existing conditions as the basis
for the numerous assumptions that would need to
made to include them in numerical modelling and
b) the challenges with applying modelling
approaches that have been developed at the scale of
regional models (e.g., Molnar et al.,
https://www.pure.ed.ac.uk/ws/portalfiles/portal/10
92613 15/109261203._Molnar._PFV.pdf).
Refinement of the mining area decommissioning
objectives and associated modelling will be done as
the Project progresses through updates to the
Decommissioning Plan; nevertheless, the objectives
as they may evolve will be bound by the objectives
evaluated in the EIS, which as shown are protective
of aquatic biota in Whitefish Lake. The final
acceptable mining area decommissioning objectives
will be developed prior to initiation of groundwater
remediation, as part of the Detailed
Decommissioning Plan (DDP). Prior to executing
decommissioning activities, Denison shall prepare
and submit the DDP to regulators for acceptance. In
this case the DDP would reflect input that will be
solicited from Indigenous Nations and communities
and others prior to its submission and would also be
informed by conditions on the ground at the site at
that time, operational experience that has been
gained and the regulatory landscape at that time. As
is highlighted above, the decommissioning plan will
evolve over time and the plan will become more
refined as the Project advances.

from colloids as a significant gap in the modelling
for the Project. The fact that it is difficult to
model the impacts of colloids does not diminish
the need to assess their potential impacts when
they are a known risk to the receiving
environment.

It is essential that Denison work with our Nation
within the context of a process agreement to
develop mutually agreeable mitigation measures
to monitor this risk to the receiving environment.

has been suggested. As noted in the
original response, its exclusion was a
science-based decision made by subject
matter experts based on research
conducted at a nearby site. Upon review
of this relevant research, it was deemed
that inclusion of colloids as a specific
consideration for modelling would not be
material to the modelling outcomes.

Please see response to Comment #2 and
Comment #13 for Denison’s response to
the request for a project or mutual
benefits agreement.
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Please refer to the first part of Denison’s response to
BNDN comment #19 in regard to BNDN’s suggestion
of a process agreement.

23 BNDN Appendix 7C Comment #23: In Section 4.0 of Appendix 7c of the draft Further information on how the chemistry in Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed. Please see response to Comment #2 and
(February 28, Section 4.0 EIS, I?emson reports th.at the co.mposmon of rfestoratlon res.toration sol.uFions #1‘and #2 were derived and BNDN requires discussion with Denison and their Comment #13 for De‘nison s response to
2023) solution 1 and res.toratlon solution 2 were derived from evnde.n.ce providing conﬁdenc.e that th.e .reﬂect . SMEs to better understand their findings, the re.quest for a project or mutual

metallurgical testing. condltllon.s that are ex.pt.ected in 'Fhe mn:nng érea with especially the replicability and clarification on benefits agreement.
While this is likely the best, BNDN notes that the initial remediation of the mining area is provided in the the suitability of the methodology chosen. This
solution used in the geochemical modelling is enormously Denison Feasibility Report (2923), and a summary is discussion should occur within the framework of
consequential in the accuracy of the modelling and require attached he.re as part OT Denison’s respc?nse to . a BNDN-Denison process agreement for the
further confirmation and confidence that the restoration Fede.ral Indigenous Review Team (FIRT) information Project.
solutions are accurate to within a reasonable margin of requirement #67.
error for the geochemical modelling. Please refer to the first part of Denison’s response to
Request/recommendation: BNDN comment #19 in regard to BNDN'’s suggestion
of a process agreement.

e BNDN requests that Denison provide further

information on how the chemistry in restoration

solution 1 and restoration solution 2 were derived and

any evidence they can provide that gives them

confidence that these solutions are an accurate

reflection of what will be observed in the wellfield.
This item would be best addressed and resolved with
BNDN through the process agreement to address BNDN’s
concerns related to long term groundwater contamination
from the Project.
See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic
(p. 25-28).

24 BNDN Appendix 7C Comment #24: BNDN notes that Denison has not provided In the modelling presented in Appendix 7-C, the Adequately Addressed. Provisionally Addressed. Please see response to Comment #2 and
(February 28, any d.iscussion on the extent to.which the lixiviant and t.he mining area is assumed to span the e.nti.rety of the BNDN understands the modelling assumptions Comment #13 for De.nison’s response to
2023) solution used to flush the wellfield at the end of operations | depth of the paleoweathered zone within the area of the request for a project or mutual

will interact with the underlying paleo weathered bedrock.
BNDN notes that is it possible that there are mineral
phases within the paleo weathered bedrock that are also
readily soluble when exposed to the lixiviant. While BNDN
recognizes that the paleo weathered bedrock has a low
permeability, it is unclear to BNDN as to whether the
lixiviant will contribute to mobilization of contaminants
from the paleo weathered bedrock that requires
consideration in the post- decommissioning groundwater
model.

Request/recommendation:

e  BNDN requests that Denison provide any available
information on how the bedrock may be altered
(through dissolution of soluble mineral phases) by the
lixiviant and the flushing of the wellfield during
decommissioning, and whether this has been factored
into their post-decommissioning groundwater model.

This item would be best addressed and resolved with
BNDN through the process agreement to address BNDN'’s
concerns related to long term groundwater contamination
from the Project.

See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic
(p. 25-28).

the freeze wall, as described in Section 4.6. Thus, in
the Decommissioning period, the water quality in
that entire portion of the paleoweathered zone was
assumed to be equivalent to that of the “restored
solution”. This reflects, as the BNDN notes, the
dissolution of soluble minerals associated with the
paleoweathered zone due to interaction with the
mining solutions. This assumption is conservative
because the whole of the paleoweathered zone does
not have the uranium mineralization of the ore zone,
nor the concentrations of other COPC-containing
mineral phases. Some alteration of the clays is
expected, as is some bleaching (loss of iron-rich
minerals); however, there is uncertainty with respect
to the specific changes in the nature of the
paleoweathered zone that have continued to be
explored by Denison through
experimental/metallurgical work. The decision was
made in the numeric modelling to treat the portion
of the paleoweathered zone within the freeze as
geochemically unreactive — meaning that no sorption
to clays or desorption from clays (with the exception
of chlorite in the “pH tail” scenario (Section 3.5.6.4)
was assumed for this zone. Thus, sorption of COPCs
to clays in the paleoweathered zone within the
numeric model occurred only outside of the freeze
wall footprint, where the minerals will not have been
exposed to mining solutions and will not have been
altered.

and would accept them assuming that the other
unaddressed comments regarding modeling
assumptions are addressed.

Note that this does not address the need for a
process agreement for the entirety of the
Wheeler River Project with our Nation.

benefits agreement.
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Please refer to the first part of Denison’s response to
BNDN comment #19 in regard to BNDN’s suggestion
of a process agreement.
25 BNDN Appendix 7C Comment #25: In section 5.2.2 of Appendix 7c of the draft We note the uncertainty assessment in the draft EIS Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed The comment is noted and it is Denison's
(February 28, Section 5.2.2 EIS Denison reports the assumptions built into their post- tests conditions where less sorption sites are intent to continue to evaluate what is

2023)

decommissioning groundwater modelling. BNDN notes
that Denison has assumed that adsorption reaction sites
are assumed to be available uniformly throughout the
subsurface parameter zones. The presence of sufficient
adsorption sites is a primary variable which determines the
outcomes of the groundwater modelling, as adsorption of
ions out of solution is the primary means by which
contaminant transport is attenuated in Denison’s
modelling. BNDN is concerned that the presence of a
variable that is so consequential to the findings of the
model is based primarily on assumptions with limited
information to base the assumptions upon.

Request/recommendation:

BNDN requests that Denison provide justification for the
assumption that adsorption sites will be uniformly
available throughout the sub-surface parameter zones.
BNDN requests that Denison provide information on how
they estimated the extent to which adsorption sites are
already saturated prior to mining.

This item would be best addressed and resolved with
BNDN through the process agreement to address BNDN'’s
concerns related to long term groundwater contamination
from the Project.

See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic
(p. 25-28).

available (1/10th of the characterized amount).
Further, refinement of the mining area
decommissioning objectives and associated
modelling will be done as the Project progresses
through updates to the Decommissioning Plan;
nevertheless, the objectives as they may evolve will
be bound by the objectives evaluated in the EIS,
which as shown are protective of aquatic biota in
Whitefish Lake. The final acceptable mining area
decommissioning objectives will be developed prior
to initiation of groundwater remediation, as part of
the Detailed Decommissioning Plan (DDP). Prior to
executing decommissioning activities, Denison shall
prepare and submit the DDP to regulators for
acceptance. In this case the DDP would reflect input
that will be solicited from Indigenous Nations and
communities and others prior to its submission and
would also be informed by conditions on the ground
at the site at that time, operational experience that
has been gained and the regulatory landscape at that
time. As is highlighted above, the decommissioning
plan will evolve over time and the plan will become
more refined as the Project advances. Denison is
committed to continue to engage with Indigenous
Nations and communities to solicit input.

Please refer to the first part of Denison’s response to
BNDN comment #19 in regard to BNDN'’s suggestion
of a process agreement.

BNDN notes that should the assumptions turn
out to be incorrect (for example, contaminants in
solution are not effectively removed from
solution via adsorption), then it will be extremely
challenging for Denison to prevent the migration
of contaminants in the restored solution. BNDN
requires additional understanding of the
modelling assumptions (as discussed above) and
agreement on potential mitigation measures
should attenuation of contaminants through
adsorption occur at much lower rates than
anticipated.

reasonably achievable with respect to
remediation of the mining zone water
quality prior to discontinuation of
containment measures. Based on routine
and ongoing monitoring throughout the
life of the mine, Denison will be in a
better position to update predictions and
have enhanced confidence in the
predictive modelling. Flushing of the
source zone is part of the planned
remediation and would only be stopped
once the target level of remediation has
been achieved. Beyond that flushing
period (which may take years), if
conditions indicate additional long-term
source control is required, then Denison
may have to do that, but our current
understanding suggests long-term source
control is not needed so long as the
flushing is able to reduce source
concentrations to the target
concentrations. Lab testing suggests the
proposed flushing will be effective at
reducing concentrations to the target
values.

Additionally, we note that refinement of
the mining area decommissioning
objectives and associated modelling will
be done as the Project progresses through
updates to the Decommissioning Plan;
nevertheless, the objectives as they may
evolve will be bound by the objectives
evaluated in the EIS. The final acceptable
mining area decommissioning objectives
will be developed prior to initiation of
groundwater remediation, as part of the
Detailed Decommissioning Plan (DDP).
Prior to executing decommissioning
activities, Denison shall prepare and
submit the DDP to regulators for
acceptance. In this case the DDP would
reflect input that will be solicited from
Indigenous Nations and communities and
others prior to its submission and would
also be informed by conditions on the
ground at the site at that time,
operational experience that has been
gained and the regulatory landscape at
that time. As is highlighted above, the
decommissioning plan will evolve over
time and the plan will become more
refined as the Project.
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26 BNDN Appendix 7C Table 3- Comment #26: Table 3-10 of Appendix 7c of the draft EIS Please see Denison’s response above to BNDN Adequately Addressed. Provisionally Addressed. A highlighted above, Denison notes that
(February 28, 10 shows the expected adsorbing mineral properties of the Comment #24. Sorbing phases including clays were BNDN understands the modelling assumptions the modelling work undertaken to
2023) mineral phases to which contaminants are expected to excluded from the mining area in the numeric and would accept them assuming that the other support the Project has undergone and
adsorb out of solution. BNDN notes that the lixiviant and model. Sorption occurs only to materials outside of unaddressed comments regarding modeling great a deal of review and scrutiny by
restoration solution could affect the ability of adsorption. the mining area that are not exposed to, and thus no assumptions are addressed various subject matter experts;
In particular, the clays immediately surrounding the altered by interaction with the mining solutions. notwithstanding the statement by BNDN
it ; ; Note that this does not address the need for a ; ; e
orebody are W|th|.n .the free.ze wall an(.j will be.dlrectly Please refer to the first part of Denison’s response to + for th drety of th that thfelr review has b.een ||m|ted: The
exposed to the lixiviant during operations, which may BNDN comment #19 in resard to BNDN's suggestion process agreement for theé entirety of the modelling as detailed in the associated
impact the clay’s ability to adsorb contaminants out of & &8 Wheeler River Project with our Nation. documentation was transparent
) of a process agreement. L R
solution. conservative in nature, highlighted
BNDN notes that the clays immediately surrounding the uncertainties wher.e S.UCh gmsted ?n.d.
orebody may be soluble in the presence of the lixiviant or tested the unc.ertalnhes with sensitivity
may be altered to have a lower capacity to adsorb metals. ana.Iyses. Denlsorf responded to dozf’-ﬁs of
BNDN requires further information from Denison to have IRs in rele?ted toplcs, completed additional
confidence that the clay phases which play a crucial role in analyses in relation to the IRs and the
contaminant attenuation will not have their adsorptive model o.utcomes have bgen deemed
capacity impacted by the operation of the wellfield. approprlate and supportive of EIS
conclusions.
Request/recommendation:
Please see response to Comment #2 and
. BNDN requests that Denison provide available Comment #13 for Denison’s response to
information on whether clay mineral phases are the request for a project or mutual
anticipated to dissolve through the ISR mining benefits agreement.
process, and whether the restoration solution will
impact the ability of clays to effectively adsorb
contaminants.
This item would be best addressed and resolved with
BNDN through the process agreement to address BNDN’s
concerns related to long term groundwater contamination
from the Project.
See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic
(p. 25-28).
27 BNDN Section 1.1.1 Comment #26: In Section 1.1.1 of the Draft EIS, Denison Denison acknowledges that, if development of the Adequately Addressed. Addressed

(February 28,

2023)

notes that “the Gryphon deposit is not amenable to ISR
mining and, accordingly, is not included in the EIS”.
Denison has previously reported that the Gryphon deposit
has nearly as much uranium as the Phoenix deposit. While
the Gryphon deposit is not amenable to ISR, it is
potentially still an economic resource which Denison may
wish to mine.

While the Gryphon deposit is not in scope for this
environmental assessment, BNDN expects to be kept
informed of future potential mining activities on the
Wheeler River Project which Denison may be considering,
including additional exploration on the Property, as future
activities on the Property will also have impacts on our
Treaty and aboriginal rights and interests.

Request/recommendation:

e  Given the potential longer term mining activities at
the Wheeler River project beyond the Phoenix
deposit, BNDN requests that any project agreement
between BNDN and Denison include terms for
ongoing dialogue related to future exploration and
project development activities at the Wheeler River
Project and at all Denison Projects on BNDN Ancestral
Lands.

See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic
(p. 25-28).

Gryphon deposit as an underground mine is
proposed in the future, this would require additional
regulatory review and approval as well as
engagement with Indigenous Communities of
Interest. Please also refer to the first part of
Denison’s response to BNDN comment #19 in regard
to BNDN'’s suggestion of a process agreement.

BNDN notes that the acknowledgement
addressed the concern specific to this comment
but does not address the need for a process
agreement for the entirety of the Wheeler River
Project with our Nation.
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28 BNDN Section 2.3.3.1.3 Comment #28: In Section 2.3.3.1.3 of the draft EIS Denison | The freeze holes will be decommissioned in the same | Adequately Addressed. Addressed, pending future engagement on
(February 28, describes the proposed decontamination, demolition and manner as the ISR wellfield injection and recovery environmental matters with BNDN through a
2023) disposal activities at the Project. BNDN notes that Denison | wells. All wells once decommissioned will undergo a process agreement and eventual mutual benefits

has described a detailed process for decommissioning the mechanical integrity and leak off test prior to being agreement.
injection and recovery wells but has not described how the | grouted and sealed internally preventing interaction
freeze wells will be decommissioned. BNDN notes that the | of surface water from the underlying aquifer at the
freeze well holes may serve as preferential pathways for mineralized depth. The freeze pipes, which will be
contaminated groundwater movement. Given the located inside the freeze holes, will simply be
proximity of freeze wells to the orebody and the number of | unthreaded and removed from site after the freeze
freeze wells proposed to be drilled, proper closure of wall is no longer required.
freeze wells is also important for protection water quality
long term.
Request/recommendation:
a) BNDN request that Denison clarify the process by

which they will decommission the freeze wells.
b) BNDN requests that Denison decommission the freeze

wells using the same process as is proposed for the

decommissioning of the injection and recovery wells.
See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic
(p. 25-28).

29 BNDN Section 2.3.3.1.3 Comment #29: Denison describes the thawing of the Please refer to Attachment IR-10 for information on Adequately Addressed. Addressed, pending future engagement on
(February 28, freeze wall as part of the decommissioning of the mine. the freeze wall integrity and basis for the design, environmental matters with BNDN through a
2023) BNDN notes that water expands when frozen and could which relies on site field data and lived experience process agreement and eventual mutual benefits

potentially be capable of expanding pre-existing joints and | from several existing Saskatchewan mining agreement.
fractures within the host rock. BNDN is concerned that the | operations.
thawing of the freeze wall could lead to expanded joints
and fractures which would allow for far more rapid
contaminant transport away from the ore body and
restoration solution than is modelled in the post-
decommissioning groundwater model.
Request/recommendation:
e  BNDN request that Denison provide evidence from
academic literature or other mine sites employing
freeze wall technology to determine the extent the
freeze wall could expands joints and fractures within
the rock once thawed, including at unconformities or
other pre-existing structural weaknesses within the
host rock.
See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic
(p. 25-28).

30 BNDN Figure 2.2-15 Comment #30: Denison notes that they have made the The EIS carried forward two options for the source of | Adequately Addressed. Addressed, pending future engagement on
(February 28, Section 2.2.3 conservative assumption that no water would be recycled freshwater: 1) surface water and 2) groundwater. environmental matters with BNDN through a
2023) as mining solution as part of their water balance This freshwater will meet all Project needs for process agreement and eventual mutual benefits

calculations. BNDN agrees that this conservative
assumption is appropriate for assessment of potential
impacts of the Project. While this assumption is
appropriate for the environmental assessment, BNDN
wishes to understand the proportion of industrial
wastewater that may be recycled on site and any
commitments Denison is willing to make regarding
continual refinement of the water treatment process to
increase the proportion of water that is recycled.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests that Denison commit to continual
refinement of the Industrial Wastewater Treatment

potable water, drilling, and process water and allow
Denison to obtain the water from groundwater wells
or from the surface water (Whitefish lake). The
effluent quality and volume predictions in the EIS
provide a bounding scenario of the basis of the
assessment of Project effects. Denison is undertaking
a sequential EA and licensing process under the
Nuclear Safety and Control Act. For context, the EA
process for a Project under CEAA 2012 and the
Saskatchewan Environmental Assessment Act is long
and complex. As such, the inputs and outputs
(including IWWTP water recycle volumes and
effluent quality) developed for the IWWTP were
necessary and determined by Denison’s Project

agreement.

Comments for regulators are not addressed and
will be addressed through future engagement
with the appropriate regulator.
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Plant (IWWTP) treatment process to maximize the engineers early in the EA process to allow for the EIS
amount of water that is recycled to the deposit. biophysical and human assessments to advance.
b) BNDN recommends that the Crown include a Detailed design information on the IWWTP, including
condition of approval for the project regarding recycle vqumes,.were? not available, whic.h is
continual improvement of water treatment to standard for engineering and EA sequencing for
maximize recycling. major projects. Denison intends to continue to refine
effluent quality and volume predictions as part of the
c) BNDN requests that Denison share available BATEA assessment and licensing phase of the
information on the proportion of water that they Project. The predictions provided in the EIS will
currently anticipate being able to recycle. continue to bound the assessment and provide a
See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic conservative representation of risk to human health
(p. 25-28). and the environment. Further, more detailed
[Additional questions on this topic directed to regulators or information regarding the design a”d, operation of
government entities are included in the CNSC table] the lWWTP .and water management infrastructure
(including discharge rates, recycle rates among many
other things), as informed in part by the BATEA
assessment, will be included with Denison’s
application for the license to operate which will
provide opportunity for review and comment by
Interested Parties. For reference, the IWWTP would
be commissioned prior to the Operation phase as no
discharge of treated effluent would occur until that
time.
31 BNDN Figure 2.2-15 Comment #31: In Section 2.2.3.2 and Figure 2.2-15 of the a) Based on Denison’s site-specific drilling, Adequately Addressed. a. Addressed d. At this time, and based on the results of
(February 28, Section 2.2.3.2 draft EIS, Denison describes their water balance for the development, and pumping requirements over b. Addressed, pending future engagement on both predictive modelling and in-field
2023) project and anticipated water needs to operate the ISR several years of exploration activities, the testing Denison does not see the need to

wellfield.

BNDN notes that the EIS does not describe how Denison
derived their estimate for the quantity of water required to
operate the ISR wellfield. BNDN is concerned that the
volume of water required to operate the wellfield may be
substantially greater than is estimated in the draft EIS.
Utilizing greater volumes of water in the wellfield would
have cascading effects throughout the water balance,
including greater demand on the IWWTP, greater storage
volumes required in the process water storage pond,
greater UBS holding pond capacity and greater volumes of
effluent discharge to Whitefish Lake. BNDN is concerned
with the potential cascading risks associated with an
inaccurate assessment of the volume of water required to
operate the ISR wellfield.

BNDN also wishes to understand whether it is possible that
Denison will be required to operate the wellfields at a
higher pressure, even if only temporarily. BNDN notes that
operating wells at higher pressure come with additional
workplace and environmental hazards, especially when
dealing with a strongly acidic lixiviant.

Request/recommendation:

a) To demonstrate that Denison has not significantly
underestimated the volume of water required to
operate the wellfield, BNDN requests that Denison
provide evidence that the volume of water required
to operate the wellfield is accurate. This should
include an assessment of their level of confidence
they have in their estimated water consumption.

b) BNDN requests that Denison provide BNDN with
information on potential contingency measures (such
as constructing additional process water pond
capacity) should their estimated water consumption

b)

d)

wellfield drilling water estimates presented in
the EIS water balances are achievable. Denison’s
recently released feasibility study reaffirms the
EIS assumptions related to water use and water
recycle abilities.

A key aspect of Denison’s management system
will be ongoing evaluation of the Project’s
performance compared to EIS predictions as
well as continual improvement and adaptive
management, as required. Should water
consumption needs fall below those outlined in
the EIS, Denison will follow all required
permitting, licensing, and engagement with
Indigenous nations and communities to
describe and assess what those continency
measures would be.

The near-field analysis (Section 8.2.4.2.3)
identified that under all flow regime scenarios
(i.e., 7Q10, monthly low, and monthly average),
constituents are expected to be well mixed
within Whitefish Lake (LA-5) and below the
most restrictive criteria for the protection of
aquatic life (Table 8.2-10; Appendix 8-C and
Appendix 8-D). Additionally, the extent of the
mixing zone in Whitefish Lake is estimated to be
less than 5 m under all flow scenarios assessed
(Table 8.2-11). Denison will comply with the
Water Security Agency’s Guidelines for Effluent
Mixing Zones and Denison would update
modeling if the base assumptions associated
with the discharge of treated effluent to
Whitefish Lake were changed, as needed.

Wellfield pressures were described in the draft
EIS, Sections 2.2.1.4.2 and 2.2.1.4.3. In terms of

environmental matters with BNDN through a
process agreement and eventual mutual benefits
agreement.

c. Addressed, pending future engagement on
environmental matters with BNDN through a
process agreement and eventual mutual benefits
agreement.

d. Not Addressed. Denison has not provided
information on the implications of operating the
wellfield at substantially higher pressures than
currently anticipated. This is important as ISR
technology for ore extraction is novel in the
Athabasca Basin and higher pressures than
currently modeled may be required to achieve
the uranium recovery rates anticipated by the
Proponent.

Further discussions on this matter should be
done within the terms set out in a process
agreement between Denison and BNDN for the
Wheeler River Project.

operate the wellfield at “ substantially
higher pressures than currently
anticipated” and sees no need or value in
evaluating that scenario.

Please see response to Comment #2 and
Comment #13 for Denison’s response to
the request for a project or mutual
benefits agreement.
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be underestimated Denison must commit to updating pressures, ISR mining is planned at nominal
their mixing zone assessment should they find it pressures of 100 psi and intermittent pressures
necessary to discharge greater quantities of effluent of up 250 psi.
to Whitefish Lake than is estimated in the draft EIS.
Denison must document the implications of operating
the wellfield at a substantially higher pressure than
currently expected.
See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic
(p. 25-28).
32 BNDN Table 2.3-3 Comment #32: Table 2.3-3 of the draft EIS shows Denison’s | Groundwater remediation targets provided in the Adequately Addressed. a. Not Addressed. BNDN does not see it as a. Denison has committed to meeting the
(February 28, proposed mining area decommissioning objectives, which draft EIS were from derived from metallurgical test acceptable to postpone the commitment to mining area decommissioning objectives

2023)

are the groundwater quality objectives for the residual
water in the ore zone following the flushing of the system
during mine decommissioning. BNDN is surprised to see
that relatively high concentrations of metals are expected
to remain in the restoration solution as a final objective,
such as 100 mg/l uranium and 2 mg/| cobalt, amongst
many other metals.

BNDN notes that potential risks to groundwater and
surface water could be dramatically reduced through more
stringent mining area decommissioning objectives. It is
also feasible that processing efficiencies and high uranium
prices may allow for substantially lower concentrations of
uranium to be mined economically. The long- term
contamination of groundwater from the high
concentration of metals in the restoration solution is one
of BNDN'’s primary concerns with the Wheeler River
Project, and BNDN would strongly prefer that Denison
strive to minimize the residual contamination remaining in
groundwater following decommissioning to the greatest
extent possible.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests that Denison provide documentation
that estimates the time, efforts and costs associated
with reducing concentrations of metals in the
restoration solution by 1 order of magnitude and 2
orders of magnitude. Note that these calculations
should include costs that could be recovered by
processing subeconomic UBS.

b) BNDN requests that Denison work with BNDN through
terms defined in a BNDN project agreement to
establish achievable decommissioning objectives that
would be satisfactory to BNDN.

c) BNDN requests that the Crown place a condition of
approval upon the Wheeler River Project that Denison
is required to work with BNDN to establish mutually
agreeable mining area decommissioning objectives.

d) BNDN requests that Denison undertake a study of ISR
operations elsewhere in the world to determine the
lowest concentrations of UBS that could be processed
economically utilizing industry best practices and
commit to exceeding global standards.

See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic
(p. 25-28).

[Additional questions on this topic directed to regulators or
government entities are included in the CNSC table]

results completed from 2017 to 2021 with over 125
kg of material recovered from Phoenix deposit that
underwent leaching and neutralization test work
(see response to IR-67). In 2022 and 2023,
metallurgical test work continued to further optimize
remediation and strategies and confirm test work
results presented in the draft EIS. It is expected that
metallurgical test work will continue in the future to
further optimize remediation targets, and this will be
advanced through updates to the Decommissioning
Plan. The Feasibility Field Test (FFT) provided
additional confirmation that pH target and
remediation targets could be met. Data gathered
during the neutralization phase of the FFT provide
confidence that groundwater targets proposed in the
draft EIS can be met technically and economically.
Based on laboratory testing and the results of the
2022 field testing, subsurface remediation is planned
to consist of rinsing the ore zone with 35 pore
volumes of fresh water, slowly raising the pH and
then pumping about 75 pore volumes of basic
solution through the same portion of the ore zone.
This basic solution will in effect further raise the pH
to a level that impedes further leaching of the
deposit and reduces aqueous concentrations of
contaminants of concern to below their
environmental target levels.

Refinement of the mining area decommissioning
objectives and associated modelling will be done as
the Project progresses through updates to the
Decommissioning Plan; nevertheless, the objectives
as they may evolve will be bound by the objectives
evaluated in the EIS, which as shown are protective
of aquatic biota in Whitefish Lake. The final mining
area decommissioning objectives will be developed
prior to initiation of groundwater remediation as
part of the Detailed Decommissioning Plan (DDP).
Prior to executing decommissioning activities,
Denison shall prepare and submit the DDP to
regulators for approval. The DDP would reflect input
that will be solicited from Indigenous Nations and
communities and others prior to its submission and
would also be informed by conditions on the ground
at the site at that time, operational experience that
has been gained and the regulatory landscape at that
time. As is highlighted above, the decommissioning
plan will evolve over time and the plan will become
more refined as the Project advances.

more stringent residual water in the ore zone to
later permitting stages. Denison did not respond
to our request for additional contextual
information on the additional costs to further
reduce metals concentrations in the residual
solution. BNDN reiterates this request and
recommends that it be addressed within the
protocols established in a process agreement
between Denison and BNDN.

b. Not Addressed. BNDN reiterates our request
to address these concerns through a process
agreement and eventual mutual benefits
agreement for the Project.

c. Not Addressed. BNDN intends to work with
the Crown on this condition of approval.

d. Not Addressed. BNDN reiterates the request
for the comparative analysis of reasonably
achievable concentrations of uranium in the
residual water.

Comments for regulators are not addressed and
will be addressed through future engagement
with the appropriate regulator.

presented in the draft EIS (Table 2.3-3).
These were modelled in draft EIS Section
7 with recharge to Whitefish Lake.
Refinement of mining area
decommissioning objectives is expected
as part of updates to the
decommissioning plan, which forms the
basis of the decommissioning cost
estimate and associated financial
assurance. The conceptual
decommissioning plan (CDP) included in
the draft EIS (Section 2.3.3) contains the
appropriate level of detail for this stage of
the Project and recognizes that the details
of the decommissioning plan and the
elements thereof (including remediation
and restoration targets and monitoring)
will evolve and become more detailed and
specific as the Project advances.

b. Please see response to Comment #2
and Comment #13 for Denison’s response
to the request for a project or mutual
benefits agreement.

c. Not an actional item for Denison.

d. It is unclear from the additional
comment what information is being
sought — the initial comment was in
regard to UBS while the May 26 comment
was in regard to reasonably achievable
concentrations of uranium in the residual
water.
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As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with
reserves and residential communities most proximal
to the Project, Denison has committed to
collaborating with English River First Nation and
Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring regime, suited
to each of their interests and needs. As part of these
programs, Denison and the Indigenous community of
ERFN and KML will be sharing information in an
agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as
described above would also be relevant to other
Indigenous nations who may have interest in the
Project. Denison does not anticipate separate
funding for BNDN at this time.

33 BNDN Section 2.2.2.2.2 Comment #33: In Figure 2.2-18 of the draft EIS, Denison As outlined in draft EIS Section 2.2.2.2.2, Denison will | Adequately Addressed. a. Not Addressed. BNDN sees it as a reasonable a. Denison plans to store UBS in open
(February 28, Figure 2.2-18 shows the proposed design of the double composite liner evaluate options to use tanks instead of holding area and necessary precaution to store UBS in tanks ponds. The ponds are doubled lined with
2023) system for the ponds on site and the uranium bearing as engineering advances. It is also important to note instead of open air storage. BNDN reiterates this integrated leak detection. This design

solution (UBS) holding area. BNDN notes that the risks that Denison is completing a sequential EA and request and recommends that it be addressed provides an appropriate level of risk
associated with temporary storage of UBS is much greater licensing process for the Project (see draft EIS within the protocols established in a process mitigation. Worker exposure risks
than other contact water on site which is proposed to be Section 1). Denison considers the EA to be a planning agreement between Denison and BNDN. associated with the UBS ponds were
stored in a similar mear.15. As such, BNDN is concerned that | and decision-mak.ing 'Fool that assesses the ps)tential b. Not Addressed. BNDN sees it as a reasonable assessed as part of the Worker Dose
the proposgd Ul_3$ holding ar_efa does. not havg adequ_ate effects of thg Project in a careful and precautlon'ary and necessary precaution to incorporate a leak Assessm.ent (Appendix 10-C of the EIS)
leak detthon given the addmonall risk associated with the ma.nner and |nt.egrates results of.e.ngagement v.wth detection system into UBS storage. BNDN ..amd no risk t.o worker health W?S
UBS rellat'lve to contact water on site. I.3NDN .als.o notes that | Indigenous nations an.d communities. The details reiterates this request and recommends that it identified. Risks from a potential release
ppen alr storage of_UB_S presents the rlsk. of incidental r'eque'sted by BNDN \{wll be deyeloped to support be addressed within the protocols established in of leachate from the UBS po'nds was
interactions with wildlife near to the project (such as licensing and will be included in Management a process agreement between Denison and evaluated as part of the Accident and
birds), which would potentially be acutely toxic. System programs / plans including for example the BNDN. Malfunction Assessment (Appendix 14A
BNDN is also concerned that there is no leak detection Groundwater Monitoring Plan and the Emergency to the EI.S) z.;md the environmental risk of
system below the secondary HDPE geomembrane and Response and Preparedness Plan. such an.lf\udent was deemed Fo have
geosynthetic clay liner. Should the secondary containment been mitigated t? a level that is as low as
layers also become compromised, Denison does not have a reasonably practicable (ALARP).
system planned to detect this. b. See above.
Request/recommendation: Please see response to Comment #2 and
a) BNDN requests that Denison commit to storing UBS in Comment #13 for De‘nison's response to

appropriate tanks as opposed to open air storage. the request for a project or mutual

benefits agreement.

b) BNDN requests that Denison include a leak detection

pipe in the prepared subgrade below the secondary

containment as well as between the primary and

secondary containment layers. BNDN also requests

that the prepared subgrade be engineered to facilitate

maximum utility of the leak detection below the

secondary containment.
See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic
(p. 25-28).

34 BNDN Figure 2.3-1 Comment #34: Denison shows an additional ore body to a) and b) The small deposit to the SW of Phase 5is | Adequately Addressed. Addressed
(February 28, the Southwest of Phase 5. Denison has not included this amendable to ISR but is of lower grade than the
2023) additional ore body in the mine plan in the draft EIS and areas targeted in mining phases 1 through 5 and

has not discussed whether they have intentions to mine
this ore body or undertaking a project change at a later
date to include this additional ore body.

It is unclear whether this additional ore body has any
implications for the long-term groundwater quality
modelling either through the additional orebody altering
anticipated groundwater chemistry, or the restoration
solution dissolving metals in the additional orebody
increasing overall metal loading. Given the probable
difference in groundwater and mineral geochemistry in the
additional orebody relative to the overlying sandstone and

mining of that low grade areas is not being
considered at this time. It is noted that The
Project mining and milling capacity will be
bound by the assumptions in the EIS, which
includes a production rate higher than the
current reserves. The Project would be
reviewed to determine what if any changes to
the design basis would be anticipated and then
what permitting would be required, should
additional mining beyond what is contemplate
by the EA be considered in the future.
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underlying basement rock, there is likely to be interaction c) The additional modelling recommended by the

between the restored solution and the additional orebody review comment is unnecessary at this time.
post-closure. The low grade area is not considered in the

Request/recommendation: mine plan at this tlmt?. Should that cha.nge, as

) ) noted above, the Project would be reviewed to

a) BNDN requests that Denison clarify whether they are determine what if any changes to the design
considering adding the additional orebody to the basis would be anticipated and then what
southwest of Phase 5 into the mine plan, including permitting would be required. Such modeling as
clarifying whether the additional ore body is envisioned by the review comment would be
amenable to ISR mining. done that time as may be required.

b) BNDN requests that Denison clarify what the Hydrogeological investigations have been
anticipated permitting associated with the additional ongoing in the field and in laboratories since
ore body would be. 2014. Packer, open hole, and cross hole tests

c) BNDN requests that the post-decommissioning have be(.en completed in conjunction with

. L exploration drilling programs. As well,
groundwater modelling for the Project include o
. . . permeability tests have been completed on
interactions between the additional ore body and the . - o
. . . sections of available competent core within the
restoration solution to understand if the ore body . .
. . . Phoenix deposit. Open hole water level surveys
poses a risk of additional metal loading to o
roundwater have been completed across the site in 2015,
& ' 2017, 2021 and 2022. Data gathered during the

See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic field tests have been utilized for both the EA

(p. 25-28). groundwater model as well as the mining

model. The primary direction of groundwater
flow at depth is to the north east, which means
restored solutions will move away from the
small deposit to the SW. Additionally, as noted
in the response to BNDN Comment #32, the
restored solution will be basic and will further
raise the pH to a level that impedes further
leaching of the deposit and reduces aqueous
concentrations of contaminants of concern to
below their environmental target levels.

35 BNDN Section 2.2.1.3 Comment #35: Denison intends to use a freeze wall as a) Please refer to Attachment IR-10 for information | Adequately Addressed. a. Addressed, pending future engagement on c. Please see response to Comment #2
(February 28, Section 7.6.2.1 tertiary containment for the operation of the wellfield on the freeze wall integrity and basis for the environmental matters with BNDN through a and Comment #13 for Denison’s response
2023) during operations. In general, BNDN is supportive of this design, which relies on site field data and lived process agreement and eventual mutual benefits | to the request for a project or mutual

containment measure but requires further information to experience from several existing Saskatchewan agreement. benefits agreement.

hav.e confidence .that the freeze walls will operate as mining operations. b. Addressed, pending future engagement on

designed. In particular, BNDN notes that while the freeze b) The following explains how the continuous environmental matters with BNDN through a

wall will be continuous from the ground surface all the way
into the basement rocks underlying the orebody, the freeze
wall is by far the most consequential immediately around
the ore body itself. The orebody is approximately 400 m
below the ground surface (where the earth would be
significantly warmer) and the lixiviant is expected to be at
least 10 degrees warmer than the surrounding
groundwater would be. Considering that the cold brine will
need to be injected nearly half a kilometer into the earth
where warm lixiviant will be injected into the wellfield,
BNDN is concerned that the freeze wall may be ineffective
in and around the ore body where it is required.
Furthermore, BNDN is concerned that the monitoring
system for assessing the stability of the freeze wall may not
adequately detect the continuity of the freeze wall at
depth. As such, BNDN is concerned that the freeze wall
may be ineffective and in fact obscure our ability to
recognize contamination of the surrounding groundwater
from the freeze wall operating ineffectively.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests that Denison provide information to
demonstrate that the freeze wall will in fact be frozen

freeze wall will be monitored. The alignment of
the freeze wall is located 25 m offset from the
lateral extent of the recoverable ore and the
freeze wall will grow in thickness both towards
the ore and away from the ore. The freeze wall
will solidify all liquid porewater and develop
into a contiguous impermeable barrier many
metres thick. Ground temperature monitoring
will be installed through a series of continuous
fiberoptic temperature and pressure wells from
surface to the depth of impermeable basement
rock below the unconformity. Such monitoring
wells/systems will be installed on both the ore
(inside) and non-ore (outside) sides of the
freeze wall to confirm the thickness of frozen
ground. There will be sufficient operational
controls in place to verify that the freeze plant is
operating, to measure the temperature in the
ore zone, and to measure the temperature on
opposite sides (inside and outside) of the freeze
wall so that early detection of any upset
conditions can be identified and addressed.
Options for addressing issues include: lowering

process agreement and eventual mutual benefits
agreement.

c. Not Addressed, BNDN requires a commitment
from Denison to include BNDN into the
development and implementation of the
monitoring plan, which should be formalized in a
BNDN-Denison process agreement and eventual
Mutual Benefits Agreement.

d. Not Addressed, BNDN requires a commitment
from Denison to include BNDN into the
development and implementation of the
monitoring plan, which should be formalized in a
BNDN-Denison process agreement and eventual
Mutual Benefits Agreement.
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in and around the ore body. If there is any doubt that the temperature of the freeze system to draw
the freeze wall will indeed be frozen around the ore more heat out; increasing the freeze coolant
body, Denison should describe further measures they flow rates in freeze wells nearer to active ISR
can undertake to ensure that the freeze wall is frozen cells; and/or to adaptively manage the lixiviant
as intended around the ore body. injection and recovery rates in cells located

b) Denison must provide BNDN with further information nearest to the freeze wall.
on how they will monitor the performance and c) Regarding the monitoring program: A
continuity of the freeze wall. framework for the groundwater monitoring plan

c) BNDN requests further information on the proposed was _provided in Section_7.8.2 of the draft EIS
groundwater monitoring program around the and is commensurate with the level of
wellfield. development of the Project. Further details

regarding the Environmental Management

d)  BNDN requests the opportunity to review the Program and its associated plans (of which the

groundwater monitoring plan and to review groundwater monitoring plan is one) will be
groundwater monitoring data as part of a BNDN- developed later in 2023 and 2024 as part of the
Denison environmental committee developed through licensing process. Engagement on licensing

a BNDN-Denison project agreement. requirements, including on program and plan

See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic documentation will occur at that time.

(p. 25-28). d) Asthe Indigenous Communities of Interest with
reserves and residential communities most
proximal to the Project, Denison has committed
to collaborating with English River First Nation
and Kineepik Métis Local on monitoring
regimes, suited to each of their interests and
needs. As part of these programs, Denison and
the Indigenous community of ERFN and KML
will be sharing information in an agreed-upon
fashion. It is expected that the data collected
through such monitoring regimes as described
above would also be relevant to other
Indigenous nations who may have interest in
the Project, such as BNDN. Denison does not
anticipate separate funding for BNDN at this
time.

36 BNDN (February Section 2.9.1.3.1 Comment #36: Denison documents their conceptual level As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with Adequately Addressed. a. Not Addressed. BNDN requires a commitment | a. Please see response to Comment #2

28, 2023)

environmental protection program, including several
proposed management and monitoring plans which they
will develop to manage operations on site.

The environmental protection measures which Denison
undertakes at the Project site are highly consequential to
BNDN, and BNDN requires the opportunity to provide our
knowledge and input into environmental protection
measures developed for activities within our Ancestral
Lands.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests that Denison commit to involving
BNDN in the development, review and approval of all
environmental monitoring plans developed for the
Project. Details of BNDN involvement in the
development of environmental monitoring plans
should be undertaken within an Environmental
Committee, with specific terms defined within a
BNDN-Denison Project Agreement for the Wheeler
River Project

b) BNDN requests that the CNSC impose a condition of
approval on the project which states the requirement
for Denison to consult with BNDN on all

reserves and residential communities most proximal

to the Project, Denison has committed to

collaborating with English River First Nation and
Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring regime, suited

to each of their interests and needs. As part of these

programs, Denison and the Indigenous community of
ERFN and KML will be sharing information in an
agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as
described above would also be relevant to other
Indigenous nations who may have interest in the
Project. Denison does not anticipate separate

funding for BNDN at this time.

BNDN will be informed throughout the monitoring
program design and implementation process.
Monitoring program design and implementation will
be guided by the following principles: meet
regulatory requirements, confirm the effectiveness
of mitigation measures and predictions made in the
assessment, implementing adaptive management
(if/where applicable) to reduce effects during the
lifetime of the Project, and will ensure that spatial
boundaries are sufficiently extensive to measure EIS
predictions.

from Denison to include BNDN into the
development and implementation of all project
environmental management and monitoring
plans, which should be formalized in a BNDN-
Denison process agreement and eventual Mutual
Benefits Agreement.

b. Not Addressed, Comments for regulators are
not addressed and will be addressed through
future engagement with the appropriate
regulator.

and Comment #13 for Denison’s response
to the request for a project or mutual
benefits agreement.
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environmental management and monitoring plans for | The details of monitoring and follow-up plans are
the project. being developed to support the separate process of

See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic Projec_t Iicensir\g fmd permitting. The SF"?CiﬁC means

(p. 25-28). by which provincial and federal authorities, and
Indigenous Nations and communities will be engaged

[Additional questions on this topic directed to regulators or | i, developing the follow-up and monitoring program,

government entities are included in the CNSC table] including the information-sharing program, are
currently under consideration with the Denison
project team. It is noted that Section 4.2.1 of the
draft EIS provides the variety of ways in which
Denison has engaged with Interested Parties to date
and it is assumed it would continue to use these
means and others that may be identified to fulfil its
key corporate principals for developing positive
relationships (see draft EIS Section 4.2).

37 BNDN Section 7.6.2.3 Comment #37: In Section 7.6.2.3 of the draft EIS and the The Groundwater Quality VC was carried through the | Adequately Addressed. a. Not Addressed. a/b. Denison acknowledges that
(February 28, geology and groundwater summary table in Appendix 16A, | EIS as an intermediate VC. The shallow and deeper BNDN reiterates our request to carry through maintaining groundwater quality and
2023) Denison states that they expect no residual effects to groundwaters are not considered to be a potable quantity is important for maintenance of

groundwater quality during the operations,
decommissioning or future centuries period of the Project.
Denison has also not placed a significance determination
on the impacts to groundwater quality based on the
findings of the draft EIS due to groundwater being
considered an intermediate VC.

BNDN disagrees with both the residual effects assessment
and the fact that groundwater quality has been assessed
solely as an intermediate VC. The protection of
groundwater resources is highly important to BNDN. Our
members place immense value on clean spring water and
the protection of groundwater more generally. The
advancement of the Wheeler River Project will
permanently impair groundwater resources in and around
the Wheeler River Project.

The contamination of groundwater at the Project will have
a significant impact on our members’ connection to the
land and ability to exercise our Treaty and Aboriginal
rights. BNDN see the limited interpretation of residual
effects and the lack of inclusion of groundwater quality as
a receptor VC as a significant oversight in the assessment
of impacts of the Project on the environment and BNDN
Treaty and Aboriginal rights. This must be corrected to
properly assess the Project and thus ensure that project
impacts are appropriately mitigated and accommodated.
Request/recommendation:

a) Denison must apply a significant determination to
groundwater quality and quantity for all projects
phases, including the future centuries period. The
significance determination must be developed
following consultation and engagement with BNDN.

b) Denison must re-evaluate the residual effects of the
project on groundwater quality including the future
centuries period. This re-evaluation must be following
consultation and engagement with BNDN.

c) BNDN requests that the CNSC work with our Nation to
understand the significant impacts that the
permanent contamination of groundwater caused by
the project will have on our Treaty and Aboriginal
rights.

water source currently nor in the future within the
LSA (defined in Section 7.1.3.1), as detailed in
Section 7.1.1.1.Within the LSA, the Groundwater VC
was considered an intermediate VC as it is a pathway
to the aquatic environment and considered in the
future centuries period in Section 8. It is also
important to note that the mining area is 400 m
below surface and the existing/baseline groundwater
quality in the ore zone area is poor (e.g., high in iron
and uranium compared to shallower groundwater;
Figure 7.3-11). Section 7.6 describes the residual
effects evaluation for geology and groundwater,
including for the life of mine (0 to 38 years) and the
future centuries period. It is Denison’s opinion that
the approach associated with evaluating Project
effects to groundwater quality is appropriate and
reasonable for the reasons presented in the draft EIS.

Denison continues to work with its Indigenous
Communities of Interest with reserves and
residential communities most proximal to the
Project, Denison has committed to collaborating with
English River First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local
on a community specific monitoring regime, suited
to each of their interests and needs, in an agreed-
upon fashion. One of the key goals of such
collaboration with each Indigenous nation will be to
provide the information necessary to the
communities such that it provides confidence to
community members regarding the impacts from the
Project to the aspects of the environment which
matter the most to them. Denison is committed to
continual improvement in relation to such
collaborative monitoring programs, in order to adapt
to areas of interest which can change over time. It is
expected that the data collected through such
monitoring regimes would also be relevant to other
Indigenous First Nations who may have interest in
the Project. The details of monitoring and follow-up
plans are being developed to support the separate
process of Project licensing and permitting. The
specific means by which provincial and federal
authorities, and Indigenous Nations and
communities will be engaged in developing the

groundwater as a receptor VC, as groundwater
resources are highly culturally and spiritually
important to our Nation.

b. Not Addressed.

BNDN reiterates our request to carry through
groundwater as a receptor VC into the future
centuries period, as groundwater resources are
highly culturally and spiritually important to our
Nation.

c. Not Addressed. Comments for regulators are
not addressed and will be addressed through
future engagement with the appropriate
regulator.

surface water quality and health and the
shared value of water and its life-
sustaining properties. In Denison’s view,
the approach associated with evaluating
Project effects to groundwater quality
remains appropriate and reasonable for
the reasons presented in the EIS and
consistent with typical ESA practice. The
groundwater pathway has been fully
integrated into the assessment of
potential project and cumulative effects
on receptor VCs and in Denison’s view the
assessment has been completed in a
comprehensive manner.
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See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic follow- up and monitoring program, including the

(p. 25-28). information- sharing program, are currently under

[Additional questions on this topic directed to regulators or consideration V‘{ith the Denison project team_. Itis

government entities are included in the CNSC table] noted that Section 4.2.1 of the draft EIS provides the
variety of ways in which Denison has engaged with
Interested Parties to date and it is assumed it would
continue to use these means and others that may be
identified to fulfil its key corporate principals for
developing positive relationships (see draft EIS
Section 4.2).

38 BNDN Section 7.8.2 Comment #38: Section 7.8.2 of the draft EIS documents Denison agrees with BNDN’s comment that Adequately Addressed. a. Not Addressed. a. Please see response to Comment #2
(February 28, the_ _gr.oundwater monitoring proposed for the s.urface groundwater monitori.ng will .be an important BNDN requires Denison to commit to ongoing and Comment #13 for D'enison's response
2023 facilities and the I?R recov_ery area. It also desFrlbes ? component of the Project as it advances. engagement with our Nation on groundwater to the‘ request for a project or mutual

conceptual EXCUFS.IOH contingency plarm wh.erem Denison As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with monitoring through a process should be benefits agreement.
has proposed their pI.ans.to manage situations where reserves and residential communities most proximal formalized in a BNDN-Denison process b. Not an action for Denison
grour\dwa'.cer contamination occurs beVO”‘? what is to the Project, Denison has committed to agreement and eventual Mutual Benefits
PrEd'Cteq in the EIS: BNDN notes that §ect|on 7'8'% lacks collaborating with English River First Nation and Agreement.
information on the mvolvem_ent.of Indigenous Nations Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring regime, suited b, Not Add q c. Not an action for Denison
related to groundwater monitoring. to each of their interests and needs. As part of these -Ne ressed.
As stated previously, BNDN is highly concerned with the programs, Denison and the Indigenous community of BNDN intends to work with the Crown on this
level of impact the Project will have on groundwater ERFN and KML will be sharing information in an condition of approval.
resources. As such BNDN requires Denison to agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data c. Not Addressed. Comments for regulators are
communicate excursions of groundwater and the collected through such monitoring regimes as not addressed and will be addressed through
consequent management of excursions to our Nation. described above would also be relevant to other future engagement with the appropriate
Request/recommendation: Indigenous nations who may have interest in the regulator.
Project. BNDN will be informed throughout the
a) BNDN requests that Denison revise Section 7.8.2 to monitoring program design and implementation
include Indigenous engagement and input for process. Monitoring program design and
groundwater monitoring results and the management implementation will be guided by the following
of observed groundwater excursions. The manner in principles: meet regulatory requirements, confirm
which Denison engages BNDN on groundwater the effectiveness of mitigation measures and
monitoring and management will likely occur through predictions made in the assessment, implementing
an Environmental Committee, which should be adaptive management (if/where applicable) to
defined in a BNDN-Denison Project Agreement. reduce effects during the lifetime of the Project, and
b) BNDN requests that the CNSC impose a condition of will ensure that spatial boundaries are sufficiently
approval on the Project that clarifies that Denison is extensive to measure EIS predictions.
required to engage with impacted Indigenous Nations | The details of monitoring and follow-up plans are
such as BNDN on groundwater monitoring and being developed to support the separate process of
management. Project licensing and permitting. The specific means
See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic by which provincial and federal authorities, and
(p. 25-28). Indigenous Nations and communities will be engaged
[Additional questions on this topic directed to regulators or !n devglopmg'the foIonv—up an,d monitoring program,
government entities are included in the CNSC table] including the mforme?tlon—s.harln.g program,.are
currently under consideration with the Denison
project team. It is noted that Section 4.2.1 of the
draft EIS provides the variety of ways in which
Denison has engaged with Interested Parties to date
and it is assumed it would continue to use these
means and others that may be identified to fulfil its
key corporate principals for developing positive
relationships (see draft EIS Section 4.2).
39 BNDN Appendix 8D Comment #39: In Appendix 8d, Denison documents their Denison appreciates and acknowledges the Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed Please see response to Comment #2 and

(February 28,

2023)

baseline aquatics studies undertaken for the Wheeler River
EIS. Denison has included some lakes and rivers upstream
of the Project as background sites for understanding
project impacts to the aquatic environment. BNDN notes
that there are many additional sites throughout our
Ancestral Lands which would benefit from ongoing aquatic

recommendation. At this time Denison believes
suitable candidate references areas are available
upstream of the Project site in areas located in the
same drainage system / watershed. While proximity
to the Project is only one of many considerations for
suitable reference area selection in this case the
ability to be able to compare relevant measurement

BNDN has reasonably requested that Denison
work with our Nation in identifying background
sampling sites. It is expected that such sites
could be chosen in such a way that aligns with
Denison’s goals of obtaining reference
information and implementing a BACI design for
ongoing monitoring. The outright refusal of even

Comment #13 for Denison’s response to
the request for a project or mutual
benefits agreement.
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monitoring and would be potentially suitable for the endpoints between “reference” vs “potentially discussing such a possibility with BNDN is not
Project as background sampling sites. influence” sampling locations where the primary reflective of the need for meaningful
Request/recommendation: d!fference.between I.ocatlo.ns is the po_lr.1t source consultation on this Project.
discharge is compelling rationale. Additionally, data
e  BNDN requests that Denison work with our Nation to that have been collected from upstream areas as
i<.jentifY pf)tential additional background s.ampling part of baseline programs provides the opportunity
S|tes.W|t.h|n our Anc.estral Lar?ds for aquatic to implement aquatic monitoring according to a BACI
monitoring for the life of Project. The details of such design which is a powerful means by which to assess
should be defined in the BNDN-Denison project and isolate potential mine related effects from
agreement. natural environmental change. Given the above,
See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic Denison does not see that there is rationale for
(p. 25-28). investigating lakes over a regional extent to establish
reference areas for aquatic monitoring as is
suggested.
40 BNDN Section 2.2.1.4.2 Comment #40: In Section 2.2.1.4.2 of the Draft EIS Denison | a) It is important to note that Denison is Adequately Addressed. a. Not Addressed. a. Due to the propriety nature of these
(February 28, discusses the operation of the wellfield during the completing a sequential EA and licensing reports, Denison is not able to disclose

2023)

operations phase of the mine. BNDN notes that many of
the details in this section are conceptual in nature and thus
could require significant refinements in design to achieve
the desired recovery consistently throughout the life of
mine. Amongst other concerns related to operations of the
ISR wellfield, BNDN is concerned that Denison may alter
the chemical composition of the lixiviant used in the ISR
wellfield which could cause inadequately understood
changes in potential effects of the Project to the
environment. These effects could include significant
changes to the final restorative solution at the end of mine
life or significant changes in the treatment requirements
for the IWWTP that impact the ability of Denison to
achieve effluent quality criteria for significant periods of
time.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests that Denison provide information on:

e  The likelihood of the chemical composition of the
lixiviant changing throughout the life of project

e Potential changes to the lixiviant composition

e  The implications for long term groundwater quality
and effluent treatment from changes in lixiviant
chemistry

b) BNDN requests that Denison commit to ongoing
communications and engagement with BNDN
regarding changes to the wellfield operation
throughout the life of mine. The terms of engagement
should be defined in a BNDN-Denison project
Agreement.

See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic
(p. 25-28).

process for the Project (see draft EIS Section 1).
Detailed ISR mining-related information needed
to support licensing and permitting has not
been included in the EIS; it will be provided to
regulators as part of permitting and licensing.
For the EIS, an initial understanding of the mine
plan and mining area remediation was needed
to initiate the assessment of migration of
constituents of potential concern in
groundwater out of this area in the post-
decommissioning period. The findings and
conclusions of the EIS were also used, in turn, to
inform and bound the engineering and
feasibility work. As part of the metallurgical test
program, over 125kg of core from the Phoenix
deposit has been leached in a variety of
settings, including bottle rolls, column tests, and
intact core tests. This has helped to predict
concentrations of both the lixiviant as well as
the production solutions. The lixiviant (mining
solution) concentrations will vary depending on
each individual well production profile. To
ensure reagent consumption is effective and
efficient it will be varied during the life of each
well dependent on its characteristics. The initial
acidification of the well requires a lower acid
content to ensure the formation does not plug
due to precipitation, whereas during periods of
high production the well can accept a higher
acid concentration. Towards the end of the
recovery curve, the uranium is more difficult to
access and therefore the strength of the acid or
the flow rate to the well need to be optimized
to ensure efficient use of reagents. It is
expected that the lixiviant concentrations will
vary between 0-60 g/L H2S04, and 0-20g/L
H202 and will be situationally dependent. There
is also the capability to add Fe2(S04)3, however
it is not expected that this will be required in
significant concentration due to the natural
abundance of iron in the deposit.

b) Please see response to Comment #19 for
Denison’s response on a Project agreement.

BNDN note that Denison has not provided BNDN
with the information that the Nation requested
regarding changes in chemical composition of
the lixiviant (other than changes in acid
concentrations). BNDN reiterates the request for
additional information.

b. Not Addressed.

Denison has thus far denied BNDN’s reasonable
request for a process agreement and eventual
project agreement despite the projects impacts
to our Nations rights and interests; BNDN
reiterates our request.

the 2018 third-party peer-review studies
or reports as these were prepared for
Denison in support of the Prefeasibility
Study and Feasibility Study; a requirement
for a National Instrument 43-101 report.

As stated on page 2-24 of the Wheeler
River EIS, the mining solution is an acidic
solution prepared on site by adding
reagents, such as sulphuric acid, hydrogen
peroxide, and ferric sulphate, to water.

b. Please see response to Comment #2
and Comment #13 for Denison’s response
to the request for a project or mutual
benefits agreement.
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41 BNDN Appendix 8E Table 4 Comment #41: Table 4 of Appendix 8e of the draft EIS a) Denison is undertaking a sequential EA and Adequately Addressed. a. Not Addressed. a. As noted in the original response,
(February 28, shows the predicted sitg discharge concentrations of the licensing process under .the NSCA. For context, BNDN notes that Denison has not made the detailed erﬁgineering. continues, with a
contaminants of potential concern s). notes e EA process for a Project under . - review, to refine the . The
2023) t ts of potential (COPCs). BNDN not the EA fi P t under CEAA 2012 requested commitment around achieving BATEA BATEA t fine the IWWTP. Th
that the concentrations of a number of COPCs do not and the Saskatchewan Environmental final effluent discharge quality
for all effluent COPCs
achieve water quality objectives that is the best available Assessment Act is long and complex. As such, ’ characteristics will be submitted with
technology economically achievable (BATEA). Example the inputs and outputs (e.g., effluent quality) b. Not Addressed. Denison’s operating licence application to
COPCs include copper, molybdenum, selenium, uranium, needed for the EIS were developed by Denison’s BNDN requires Denison to commit to ongoing the CNSC for their approval.
vanadium, zinc and ammonia. Project engineers early in the EA process to engagement with our Nation on determining
. . llow for the biophysical and human suitable effluent discharge criteria for the
BNDN requires proponents operating on our Ancestral a g
Lands to, at a minimum, achieve BATEA standards for assessments to advance. An example of one of IWWTP. The engagement process should be b. Please see response to C_oml'nent #2
effluent treatment and discharge. This takes reasonable these outputs is the IWWTP effluent quality. formalized in a BNDN-Denison process and Comment #13 for Denison’s response
and appropriate precaution without imposing The effluent quality predictions in the EIS agreement and eventual Mutual Benefits to the. request for a project or mutual
unreasonable costs on the operation provide a bounding scenario of the basis of the Agreement. benefits agreement.
' assessment of Project effects. As stated in the c. Not an action for Denison
i on- Comments for regulators are not addressed and ’
Request/recommendation: Draft REGDOC 2.9.2 Denison understands that a . &
. . . . will be addressed through future engagement
a) BNDN requests that Denison commit to achieving BATEA assessment be conducted to determine . .
o . . . . . with the appropriate regulator.
BATEA criteria for all COPCs in their effluent. the predicted design release characteristics as
b)  Denison must work with BNDN to identify mutually part of Fhe Ilcen'ce application for a new facility
. . o or activity. Outside of the EIS process, the
agreeable and appropriate effluent discharge criteria . ] ) o .
for their effluent. BNDN expects that identifying Project detailed engineering is progressing,
suitable effluent discharge criteria will be undertaken |nc|ud‘|r'1cg(§hef<i:le5|gn Otf t?e;ﬂWWIP anﬁt
through an Environmental Committee with a terms of assoc':lave re ne'men' ore u'en quality
reference defined in a BNDN-Denison project predictions. Denison is following Draft REGDOC
agreement 2.9.2 to arrive at a treatment option that
’ remains within the bounds of the EA, which
c) BNDN requests that the CNSC impose a condition of ultimately predicts no significant impacts to the
approval on the Project that BNDN is engaged. receiving environment. The maximum design
See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic release characteristics for the IWWTP will be
(p. 25-28). provided as part of Denison’s licence application
o . . - to the CNSC.
[Additional questions on this topic directed to regulators or
government entities are included in the CNSC table] b) Asthe Indigenous Communities of Interest with
reserves and residential communities most
proximal to the Project, Denison has committed
to engagement with English River First Nation
and Kineepik Métis Local as it relates to effluent
discharge criteria, suited to each of their
interests and needs. Denison does not
anticipate working closely with BNDN on this
topic.
42 BNDN Appendix 8E Table 7 Comment #42: Table 7 of draft EIS Appendix 8e shows the The prediction uncertainty analysis (i.e., “sensitivity Adequately Addressed. Addressed.

(February 28,

2023)

anticipated size of the mixing zone under 3 different flow
conditions, including the calculated 7Q10 flow. While
BNDN understands that Denison expects to discharge
relatively small volumes of effluent to Whitefish Lake
compared to a conventional open pit or underground
mining operation, BNDN is concerned that the mixing zone
assessment underestimates the magnitude of impact that
the project will have on Whitefish Lake.

Request/recommendation:

e  BNDN requests that Denison undertake a plume
delineation study and provide BNDN the opportunity
to review the findings of the study through the BNDN-
Denison Environmental Committee for the Wheeler
River Project.

See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic
(p. 25-28).

analysis”) presented in Appendix 7-C included an
evaluation of the change in the model prediction

(i.e., plume migration) with respect to changes in the

conductivity of materials along the flow path to the
receptor, Whitefish Lake (i.e., Scenarios 4, 5, and 6)

as well as regarding the hydraulic conductivity of the

mined-out ore zone. As such we feel that the work
requested by the reviewer has already been

completed and reported upon within the draft EIS. In

addition, the uncertainty of the Intermediate
Sandstone Aquifer was evaluated (see IR55), where

higher hydraulic conductivity within the Intermediate

Sandstone Aquifer were found to reduce the
proportion of water from the ore zone reaching
Whitefish Lake, which would have the effect of
further reducing (i.e., diluting) concentrations
simulated and presented in the EIS documentation.

As such, the conditions documented in the draft EIS

are already conservative with respect to the
uncertainty in these parameters. The near-field
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analysis (Section 8.2.4.2.3) identified that under all
flow regime scenarios (i.e., 7Q10, monthly low, and
monthly average), constituents are expected to be
well mixed within Whitefish Lake (LA-5) and below
the most restrictive criteria for the protection of
aquatic life (Table 8.2-10; Appendix 8-C and
Appendix 8-D). Additionally, the extent of the mixing
zone in Whitefish Lake is estimated to be less than
5 m under all flow scenarios assessed (Table 8.2-11).
Denison will comply with the Water Security
Agency’s Guidelines for Effluent Mixing Zones.
The above notwithstanding in-field confirmation of
the extent of the effluent mixing zone is anticipated
following commissioning of the IWWTP and effluent
discharge system during the Operation phase of the
Project.

43 BNDN Appendix 10A Comment #43: BNDN notes that the environmental risk Although baseline concentrations of total mercury in | Adequately Addressed. Partially addressed. Please see response to Comment #2 and
(February 28, assessment (draft EIS Appendix 10a) makes no mention of sediment have not been collected during baseline BNDN requires Denison to commit to ongoing Comment #13 for Denison’s response to
2023) potential impacts the project may have on mercury sampling to date, Denison will collect background involvement of our Nation in mercury monitoring the request for a project or mutual

biogeochemical cycling and the consequent risks to the information pertaining to sediment total and methyl on site. The engagement process should be benefits agreement.
environment and human health. This is unsurprising given mercury from LSA lakes and rivers prior to site formalized in a BNDN-Denison process
tht_e lack of t_)aseline samplir.\g of mercury in sediments and development. agreement and eventual Mutual Benefits
soils, especially wetland soils. As indicated in EIS Section 8.4.6.1, Residual Effects Agreement.
The lack of baseline mercury sampling is a significant Characterization, mercury is not associated with the
oversight given the significant impact that mining local geology and is not expected to be released in
operations can have on mercury biogeochemistry, the effluent at measurable levels and was therefore
including mercury methylation, and mobility of mercury not identified as a COPC. Denison notes that there is
species within the environment. potential for increased methylmercury production in
BNDN is very concerned with the complete lack of the re.cei\{ing environment uerer a certa?in
assessment of this important consideration for the project comb.lna‘non of factors to Yvh'Ch the Project may
and the consequent inability for our members to contrlbu.te; !'lowever, predlctlon. of methylmercury
adequately understand the potential risks to our Treaty prod_uctllon is not practical. Denison comr.‘mts to
and Aboriginal rights from these risks. Note that the momt_ormg _mercury and methy_lmercury In t_he
absence of baseline information gathered can be aquatlc.enwronment gver the Ilfe.of the Project to
reasonably considered an impact on our Treaty and determine .the r:»ot(.entlall changes |r.1 mercury
Aboriginal rights as our members will avoid exercising our concentrations in fish tissue over time.
rights if BNDN lack the information to have confidence that | As the Project advances and operational monitoring
it is safe to do so. is underway, Denison will assess health risks from
fish consumption by comparing fish tissue data
collected during operation from the monitoring
program against Health Canada’s mercury guideline
of 0.5 ug/g wet weight. This is a human health risk-
based maximum permissible concentration. Mercury
data presented throughout the draft EIS represents
total mercury. Denison agrees to included
methylmercury as part of the constituents monitored
in fish throughout all project phases.

44 BNDN Table 2.2-4 Comment #44: In Table 2.2-4 of the Draft EIS, Denison Refinement of the mining area decommissioning Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed. Please see response to Comment #2 and
(February 28, documents their planned chemical used for the project. objectives and associated modelling will be done BNDN requires a commitment from Denison Comment #13 for Denison’s response to
2023) BNDN notes that Denison intends to use zero-valent iron through updates to the Decommissioning Plan, and the request for a project or mutual

(zV1) in the IWWTP, but not as part of the remediation
solution for the mine. BNDN notes that ZVI is used to treat
contaminants in groundwater around the world. Denison
has not discussed whether they have investigated the
possibility of utilizing ZVI to remediate the wellfield during
decommissioning.

Protection of groundwater is of exceptional importance to
BNDN. BNDN is concerned that Denison has not made a
complete or comprehensive effort to understand how to

will be bounded by the objectives evaluated in the
EIS. The use of zero-valent iron will be evaluated, as
applicable.

around groundwater remediation. If Denison
wishes to defer certain aspects of BNDN’s
requests to the Decommissioning Plan, BNDN
requires a commitment from Denison negotiate
a Project Agreement with our Nation to give
confidence that these matters will be addressed
in a manner that mitigates impacts to our rights.

benefits agreement.
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minimize negative impacts to groundwater from the
project using proven technologies that may be suitable for
remediating the restoration solution in the wellfield during
the decommissioning phase of the mine.
Request/recommendation:
e  BNDN requests that Denison investigate the suitability
of using zero-valent iron to remediate the
groundwater within the wellfield as part of the
decommissioning process.
See Section 4.3 for additional information on this topic
(p. 25-28).

45 BNDN 8.2.4.1.1 Site Water Comment #45: BNDN is concerned that the small volume a) During Construction, no effluent is expected to Adequately Addressed. a. Not Addressed. a. Denison has ensured that construction
(February 28, Management of Effluent Monitoring and Release Ponds may create a lack be released to the aquatic environment. BNDN notes that the Proponent has not of Project components will proceed in a
2023) of operational flexibility. For example, in the EIS, it is stated Contact vyater stored ir.‘n the Flean Waste R.ock addressed the fact that this is a concern for the logical order. Der.1ison’s priority will be to

that: Pon.d during Con.struct'lon will be held onsite operational phase of the mine site and is specific constrL{ct a wellfield runoff pond capabI.e
“Treated water from the IWWTP will be pumped to the until the I.ndustrlal. Wastewater Trea.tment Plant to the efficacy of the effluent treatment plant. of h°"1'“g 38,200 ma 'f’f water. Ponds will
three Effluent Monitoring and Release Ponds (each 3,300 (IWWTP) is commissioned. At that time the BNDN reiterates the request for the Proponent be designed to maintain a minimum
m3). These ponds will be designed to hold effluent for 72 water from the pond would be convgyeq to the to design the effluent monitoring and release freet.)oard of at I.eas't 1.0 m to allow for
hours for testing before discharge to the environment.” — IWWTP, t.reatfed, and rele.ased to Whitefish Lake ponds to be increased in capacity to have at least cont.mued func.tlc.)nlr?g during a probable
EIS, pp 723 If water quality in these ponds exceeds per permit / license req.wremein.t?. The. . 3 weeks of storage capacity. mamrnum precipitation (PMP) event. The
discharge criteria, then there may be a need to store water sequence for Construction activities will occur in b. Not Add g wellfield runoff pond may serve as a
so that additional treatment and monitoring can occur a logical manner based on Project execution - Not ressed. contingency and provide additional water
prior to discharge. However, only having capacity for three plans. For exar.nple, co.ns.tr.uction °f the wellfield BNDN intends to work with the Crown on this storage capacity, if m.eeded. If water .
days of storage means it is unlikely the Proponent would runoff pond will t?e prlorljuzet.j during the early condition of approval. volu.n.1es surpas.s onsite sto.rage cap.aaty,
be able to adequately treat water prior to reaching storage part of Construction an_d it WI|| abl_e to hold Comments for regulators are not addressed and additional contingency ophgns arein
capacity, resulting in a need for emergency release of poor- 38,290 m3 of water. TP_us will provide will be addressed through future engagement place — for example, deploying a' hydrovac
quality water. contmgepcy and additional water storage with the appropriate regulator. tc'> remove ex;ess wate'r for off-site '
capacity if contact water produced exceeds disposal. Denison considers the planning

Request/recommendation: estimates or the volume available in the Clean for pond design to be adequate at this
a) BNDN requests that additional storage capacity be Waste Rock Pond. Other secondary contingency time.

included as part of the design for water management measures are also available should the volume b. Not an action for Denison

system. This must include adequate storage capacity of water requiring management exceed site

to ensure Denison has the ability to retain water for infrastructure storage volume. This could

sufficient time to allow treatment, in the event that include use a hydrovac for offsite disposal.

exceedances of water quality discharge criteria occur. Section 2 Project Description, Section 2.2.3.9

Alternatively, Denison can commit to halting discharge Treated Effluent Monitoring and Release Ponds

(and operations if required) should water quality of the draft EIS outlines Denison’s commitment

exceed discharge criteria. Discharge into Whitefish to test effluent prior to discharge to Whitefish

Lake would resume once water quality in the Effluent Lake, to ensure it meets federal and provincial

Monitoring and Release Ponds has been returned to discharge limits. Any pond not meeting the

below discharge criteria. criteria will be recycled back to the Industrial
b) BNDN requests that the CNSC impose a condition of Wastewater Treatment Plant via the process

approval for the Project that requires Denison to must water pond.

meet effluent discharge criteria prior to discharge and b) Denison expects the Provincial Approval to

must halt operations if treated effluent in the Operate a Pollutant Control Facility will contain

monitoring and release ponds does not meet effluent specific effluent quality limits and monitoring to

discharge criteria. confirm effluent quality meets the approved
See Section 4.4 for additional information on this topic limits. Denison will also be required to meet
(p. 48-51). conditions in CNSC licensing documentation, as
[Additional questions on this topic directed to regulators or well as MDMER effluent discharge criteria.
government entities are included in the CNSC table]

46 BNDN Appendix 8D Aquatic Comment #46: Fish community sampling is an important It is Denison’s and their aquatic SME’s opinion that Adequately Addressed. 46 a. Not Addressed a. As noted previously, the existing

(February 28,

2023)

Environment Baseline
Study

component of baseline studies for many reasons, including
identifying species present (including any species at risk)
and evaluating relative abundance (e.g., CPUE). A robust
program should include multi-season and multi-year

the baseline fish community sampling efforts,
including information provide from Indigenous and
local resource users, provide a sufficient basis for
conducting an effects assessment (draft EIS

Section 8.3 Fish and Fish Habitat). Based on the
information collected there is a good understanding

It is BNDN’s opinion that the baseline fish
community sampling efforts do not provide a
sufficient basis for conducting an effects
assessment. It is standard practice for aquatic

information provides a clear picture of
species presence, relative abundance, and
key habitats. Denison and its aquatic SME
believe that their sampling efforts and
engagement with Indigenous and local
resources users are more than adequate
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approach. This allows improved characterization of
seasonal habitat use and accounts for natural variability.

In the baseline aquatic assessments, the Proponent has
focused fish community sampling in fall 2016, with some
limited additional sampling of in spring 2017. This low level
of effort will make it difficult to draw meaningful
comparisons with monitoring work that will occur during
the life of mine.

Furthermore, CPUE has only been reported for
electrofishing effort. As a result, there is very limited
information available for relative abundance of fish in
important waterbodies, including Whitefish Lake,
McGowan Lake, and Russell Lake.

**BNDN notes that a raw representation of total effort is
provided in table A-13 of Appendix 8D but requests that an
assessment of total effort, total catch, and CPUE be
presented in the EIS for each capture method/location**

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests that the Proponent build on the
existing data for fish community sampling by
collecting an additional round of spring and fall
sampling.

b) BNDN requests that an assessment of total effort,
total catch, and CPUE be provided for each capture
method/location where fish sampling has occurred.

See Section 4.4 for additional information on this topic
(p. 48-51).

of fish species presence / absence, relative
abundance, fish habitat character tics including areas
that contribute to important life history stages

(e.g., spawning areas) and fish habitat use. Denison
does not believe further extensive baseline
collection are needed to support the environmental
assessment process but will implement targeted
aquatic surveys prior to site development (see
below).

With respect to inclusion of the additional
information requested the following is noted. Both
detailed and summary data are presented in the
Baseline Aquatic Environment Report that was
provided as an appendix to the draft EIS. Effort and
catch by sampling gear type by sampling location are
shown for example in Table A-13 of the Baseline
Aquatic Environment Report and metrics such as
CPUE and total catches can be derived from these
data if desired. Denison does not see the need to
derive these metrics for presentation in the final
version of the EIS (and supporting documents). This
is in part related to the fact that the aquatic effects
assessment did use abundance / relative abundance
metrics such as CPUE as measurable parameters
(MPs; a parameter or metric associated with a key
indicator that can be used to detect and measure
Project-related changes) to represent the fish and
fish habitat VC, nor would it have been practical to
use them for this purpose. There would be no
practical or reliable way to derive such a prediction
of change relative to Project-aquatic habitat
interactions.

While abundance / relative abundance metrics may
be reported during future monitoring they would not
likely be seen as a key measurable parameters for
fish monitoring. More subtle measures of fish health
would be used for this purpose — it is reasonable to
assume that fish health measures will be more
sensitive to change than abundance measures and
provide an earlier indication of potential Project-
related effects. This is what is envisioned and
required by the MDMER EEM program, whereby
measures of fish health (e.g., growth, reproduction,
condition) are used to assess potential effects. As
noted above, Denison will implement targeted
aquatic surveys prior to site development. At this
time it is envisioned that a pre- development EEM
program survey following guidance provided in the
Metal Mining Technical Guidance Document will be
implemented at the site, with sampling at future
effluent exposed and reference areas. Best practice is
to undertake an analysis of candidate reference
areas using the existing baseline information and
investigate their utility as controls prior to project
development. Execution of the pre-development
EEM represents a Before-After-Control-Impact (BACI)
design for aquatic monitoring, that will provide the
ability to monitor change temporally (among
sampling periods) and spatially (among sampling
areas), thereby providing a more robust means by
which to assess potential mine related effects.

baseline surveys to be undertaken in spring and
fall for at least two years.

Conducting relatively low community sampling
effort in Sept 2016 and May 2017 does not
provide adequate information on species
diversity, abundance, or other measures of fish
health for meaningful comparison. Such limited
data creates a high likelihood of sampling bias
and will make it exceedingly difficult to
distinguish whether future changes are a result
of impacts from the project or simply natural
variations.

46 b. Addressed

as the basis to predict potential project
and cumulative effects; thus, no further
broad baseline studies are planned,
though targeted aquatic surveys will
precede site development. For reference,
additional water quality and sediment
sampling has been conducted, and fish
have been collected for chemical and
radiological analysis of tissues. Moreover,
a commitment to complete a full EEM
program prior to operations has been
made.
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47 BNDN 8.2.5 Mitigation Comment #47: The Proponent has identified one Denison agrees with BNDN that water quality Adequately Addressed. Partially Addressed Please see response to Comment #2 and
(February 28, Measures mitigation measure that includes sharing of monitoring monitoring will be interest to Indigenous nations and BNDN agrees that the information shared with Comment #13 for Denison’s response to
2023) results to assess performance of water management communities. As the Indigenous Communities of English River First Nation and the Kineepik Métis the request for a project or mutual
system (EIS, pp 8-90, 8.2.5 Mitigation Measures). BNDN is Interest with reserves and residential communities Local is likely to be of interest to BNDN. However, benefits agreement.
supportive of this type of information sharing and believes | most proximal to the Project, Denison has our request for discussions with Denison about
that it can be an important component of transparency committed to collaborating with English River First information sharing have been ignored. The
and trust-building between the Proponent and other Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring refusal of even discussing such a possibility with
parties. However, it is important that information sharing regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. BNDN is not reflective of the need for meaningful
be done in a way that is accessible to community As part of these programs, Denison and the consultation on this Project.
members. Indigenous community of ERFN and KML will be
Request/recommendation: sharing information in an agreed-upon fashion. It is
expected that the data collected through such
*  BNDN requests involvement in discussions with monitoring regimes would also be relevant to other
Denison about sharing of information related to water Indigenous nations who may have interest in the
quality monitoring (and environmental monitoring Project. BNDN will be informed throughout the
more broadly). Some methods of communication that monitoring program design and implementation
may support accessibility of data include: process. Further details on the Public Information
o) Public-facing summary reports on a regular Program and Public Disclosure will form part of the
schedule (e.g., quarterly or annually) documentation submitted in support of the CNSC
o Real-time access to environmental monitoring licensing for the Project. It is also noted for further
data through online database portals. reference that there are existing, non-Denison
o  Semi-regular community meetings hosted in monitoring programs such as the CNSC'’s
Turnor Lake (e.g., every 12-18 months, as Independent Environmental Monitoring Program
decided in conjunction with BNDN leadership (https://nuclearsafety.gc.ca/eng/resources/maps-of-
within a Project Agreement with BNDN). nuclear-facilities/iemp/index.cfm), and the Eastern
o  Presentations to BNDN staff, leadership, and/or Athabasca Regional Monitoring Program
community members by BNDN Environmental (www.earmp.ca/). Results from these programs
Monitors. The specific methods used for provide relevant information and can complement
information sharing and appropriate levels of Denison’s Project-specific monitoring program. One
support from Denison can be determined forum for discussion of monitoring results is the
through consultation with BNDN. Northern Saskatchewan Environmental Quality
See Section 4.4 for additional information on this topic C.omm|t_tee(htFF)s://www.saskatche\A{an.ca/re5|dents/
(p. 48-51). ﬁrst.-natlons.-cmzens/saskatc}t\e.v\./arT-ﬁrst-
nationsmetis-and- northern-initiatives/northern-
saskatchewan- environmental-quality-committee).
Please see response to Comment #19 for Denison’s
response on a Project agreement.
48 BNDN 8.5 Fish Health Comment #48: The Proponent has completed predictive Denison agrees with BNDN that results of fish tissue Adequately Addressed. Partially Addressed Please see response to Comment #2 and

(February 28,

2023)

modelling for concentrations of contaminants in fish tissue.
For example, results of modeling for selenium indicate that
concentrations will fluctuate throughout operations but
remain below the recommended criterion of 2.83 mg/kg
wet weight (from the US EPA). Should the Project proceed,
information on contaminants in fish tissues will be highly
relevant for BNDN and land users who eat fish from the
area.

Request/recommendation:

e  BNDN requests that results of fish tissue monitoring
(e.g., EEM studies) be shared in a publicly available
and accessible way. This must include comparisons
with guidelines and information on other
contaminants of importance (e.g., mercury).
Discussions regarding how this information can be
shared with BNDN should occur alongside the
discussions related to water quality monitoring results
(see comment above).

See Section 4.4 for additional information on this topic
(p. 48-51).

monitoring will be interest to Indigenous nations and
communities. As the Indigenous Communities of
Interest with reserves and residential communities
most proximal to the Project, Denison has
committed to collaborating with English River First
Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring
regime, suited to each of their interests and needs.
As part of these programs, Denison and the
Indigenous community of ERFN and KML will be
sharing information in an agreed-upon fashion. It is
expected that the data collected through such
monitoring regimes would also be relevant to other
Indigenous nations who may have interest in the
Project. BNDN will be informed throughout the
monitoring program design and implementation
process. Further details on the Public Information
Program and Public Disclosure will form part of the
documentation submitted in support of the CNSC
licensing for the Project. It is also noted for further
reference that there are existing, non-Denison
monitoring programs such as the CNSC'’s
Independent Environmental Monitoring Program
(https://nuclearsafety.gc.ca/eng/resources/maps-of-

BNDN agrees that the information shared with
English River First Nation and the Kineepik Métis
Local is likely to be of interest to BNDN. However,
our request for discussions with Denison about
information sharing have been ignored. The
refusal of even discussing such a possibility with
BNDN is not reflective of the need for meaningful
consultation on this Project.

Comment #13 for Denison’s response to
the request for a project or mutual
benefits agreement.
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nuclear-facilities/iemp/index.cfm), and the Eastern
Athabasca Regional Monitoring Program
(www.earmp.ca/). Results from these programs
provide relevant information and can complement
Denison’s Project-specific monitoring program. One
forum for discussion of monitoring results is the
Northern Saskatchewan Environmental Quality
Committee(https://www.saskatchewan.ca/residents/
first- nations-citizens/saskatchewan-first-
nationsmetis-and-northern-initiatives/northern-
saskatchewan-environmental-quality-committee).

Please see response to Comment #19 for Denison’s
response on a Project agreement.

49

BNDN

(February 28,

2023)

8.3 Fish and Fish
Habitat

Comment #49: Increased fishing pressure in Whitefish Lake
from employees working at the Project site and increased
ability for visitors due to improved access could negatively

impact fish populations.

Preferred species, large-bodied fish, and older individuals

are most likely to be targeted. This may have negative
consequences on the population structure of fish in the
lake as well as the ability of BNDN members to exercise
fishing rights.

Request/recommendation:

e  BNDN recommends that the policies Denison sets

related to staff and contractors fishing while on site
are determined collaboratively with BNDN through

the Environmental Committee defined in a BNDN-
Denison project agreement.

See Section 4.4 for additional information on this topic
(p. 48-51).

Please note that the Project will not change public
access to the area. The existing gate on Highway 914
near Cameco’s Key Lake Operation will remain in
place and no changes to the gate and the process for
controlling access to Highway 914 north of the Key
Lake Operation are proposed as part of the Wheeler
River Project. As described in the draft EIS, workforce
members will be transported to/from site via a fly-
in/fly-out rotation and will, therefore, not use ground
travel options during shift changes, which will
eliminate fishing on local lakes during commutes
to/from the site and during time off work. Denison
site vehicles will not be available for recreational
purposes. While at the Project site and off duty,
workers may opt to fish local waterbodies. To protect
sustainable use of resources, only catch and release
of fish will be encouraged, and fish storage or
cooking facilities will not be provided. To prevent
entry of land users from entering the Project Area,
Denison will control access to the property with both
a north and south security gate. Overall, given a lack
of resources to access fishing locations and store fish
harvests, workforce fishing is expected to cause
minimal disturbances to local users. Section 11 of the
draft EIS provides the assessment of potential Project
effects on Indigenous Land and Resource Use
(Section 11.1) and Other Land and Resource Use
(Section 11.2). The mitigation measures proposed in
the aquatic and terrestrial assessments translated
into undetectable changes in resource availability to
existing and future users and rightsholders. The
assessment does not take a distinctions-based
approach (i.e., the potential impact on each
Indigenous community is not evaluated separately),
but rather on the key indicators and associated
measurable parameters. Mitigation to eliminate,
reduce, or control potential adverse effects of the
Project on Indigenous Land and Resource Use would
apply to any uses proximal to the Project. Given
proven mitigation is to be applied to traffic
disturbances, noise, air quality, and increased
competition for resources, the effects are expected
to be minimal. As outlined in Denison’s Indigenous
Peoples Policy, Denison is committed to respecting
Indigenous knowledge and values regarding
environmental stewardship and Indigenous peoples’

Adequately Addressed.

Addressed.
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connection to the land, and to minimize potential
effects, wherever possible.

Detailed Project plans and programs related to staff
and contractor fishing will be developed to support
Project permitting and licensing efforts.

50

BNDN

(February 28,

2023)

8.3.4 Assessment of
Project-related Effects

Comment #50: The EIS provides very few details regarding
how spills, leaks, and other accidents and malfunctions will
be managed to mitigate the impacts on fish and fish
habitat. Over the life of the mine there will inevitably be
accidents and malfunctions. One of the most common
environmental issues that will be encountered is leaks and
spills. These can typically be managed through good
monitoring and preparedness, though if they occur near
water, the ability to clean them quickly is difficult and can
result in harm to aquatic communities.

Request/recommendation:

e  BNDN request additional information regarding the
development of spill prevention programs, emergency
management procedures, and monitoring and
remediation programs for accidents and malfunctions.
Representatives from BNDN need to be included in
the planning and execution of monitoring and
remediation activities to provide community
perspectives in Project activities. One method through
which BNDN can be involved in these discussions is
through the development of an Environmental
Committee (see comment #51 also).

See Section 4.4 for additional information on this topic
(p. 48- 51).

A standalone Accidents and Malfunctions (A&M)
assessment was completed and is summarized in
Section 14 of the EIS (full report is Appendix 14-A of
the EIS). The A&M assessment considered almost 70
accident scenarios including many that would relate
to the unplanned release of chemicals and radiation
to the environment with potential to effect country
foods. Specific scenarios including the release of
chemicals and radiation to the aquatic environment
and to the terrestrial environment adjacent to the
ERFN and KML culture camps located along Hwy 914.
The overall risks in consideration of likelihood and
consequence were characterized as low. The
assessment concluded that with planned engineering
/ environmental design features, mitigation
measures, and emergency response, as well as
implementing industry best practices that the risks to
the environment from accidents and malfunctions
can be reduced to levels that are as low as
reasonably practical.

Section 2.9.1.3 of the draft EIS provides Denison’s
commitment to develop an Environmental
Management System, which includes an Emergency
Preparedness and Response Program (EPRP) and an
Environmental Protection Program (EPP; including an
Environmental Monitoring Plan). The EPRP would be
established to identify how the Project will prepare
for and addresses emergencies that may affect the
health and safety of persons, the environment, and
the protection of property. The EPRP would be
developed in a manner that aligns with guidance
provided by CNSC in REGDOC-2.10.1. The EPP would
be established to provide an overarching framework
for key environmental monitoring and management
plans and to ensure a means to demonstrate
compliance with applicable environmental regulatory
requirements and other performance targets that
Denison may set. As noted on the draft EIS, Denison
has opted to execute the overall Project approvals
process — that is, the environmental assessment and
licensing | permitting processes — in series and not
simultaneously. A such, the details of these programs
and plans will be developed during the licensing!
permitting phase and will be available for review at
that time rather than as part of the final EIS. The
level of information provided in the draft EIS is
appropriate for the current stage of the Project
approvals process.

As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with
reserves and residential communities most proximal
to the Project, Denison has committed to
collaborating with English River First Nation and
Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring regime, suited
to each of their interests and needs. As part of these
programs, Denison and the Indigenous community of

Adequately Addressed.

Partially Addressed.

BNDN appreciates the additional information
provided on accidents and malfunctions and on
the Emergency Preparedness and Response
Program.

However, BNDN notes that the refusal to develop
an Environmental Committee or similar
mechanism with BNDN is not reflective of the
need for meaningful consultation and active
involvement on this Project.

Similar to Denison’s response to
Comment #2 and Comment #13 with
respect to BNDN'’s request for a project or
mutual benefits agreement, Denison has
committed to collaborating in respect of a
monitoring and information sharing
regime with Indigenous communities of
interest, and anticipates that information
from this engagement will be potentially
relevant to BNDN and other Indigenous
communities. Denison has not been
provided information to change its
assessment.
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ERFN and KML will be sharing information in an
agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as
described above would also be relevant to other
Indigenous nations who may have interest in the
Project. Denison does not anticipate any funding to
BNDN at this time. BNDN will be informed
throughout the monitoring program design and
implementation process. Monitoring program design
and implementation will be guided by the following
principles: programs will meet regulatory
requirements, programs will confirm the
effectiveness of mitigation measures and predictions
made in the assessment, programs will be
implemented in an adaptive management
framework (if/where applicable) to reduce effects
during the lifetime of the Project, and program
spatial boundaries will be sufficiently extensive to
measure EIS predictions.

51 BNDN 8.3.8 Comment #51: There is no discussion on how Indigenous As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed Please see response to Comment #2 and
(February 28, Monitoring and communities, such as BNDN, will be included in reserves and residential communities most proximal The refusal to develop an Environmental Comment #13 for Denison’s response to
2023) Follow-up environmental management, emergency management, to the Project, Denison has committed to Committee or similar mechanism with BNDN is the request for environmental committee.

monitoring, and remediation. This includes issues related collaborating with English River First Nation and not reflective of the need for meaningful
to ongoing permitting or specific remediation such as in Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring regime, suited consultation and active involvement on this
the case of an accident or malfunction. to each of their interests and needs. As part of these Project.
Request/recommendation: programs, Denison and the Indigenous community of
ERFN and KML will be sharing information in an

e Tosupport BNDN'’s ongoing participation in agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data

monitoring and oversight of the Project, BNDN collected through such monitoring regimes as

request the establishment of an Environmental described above would also be relevant to other

Committee or similar oversight mechanism. The Indigenous nations who may have interest in the

purpose of the committee will be to review Project. Denison does not anticipate any funding to

monitoring data and monitoring reports produced BNDN at this time.

during the life-of-mine to ensure that the . . o

environmental protection is sufficient for all VCs. The BNDN will bg mformfad throughogt the monitoring

committee can also participate in permitting program design and Impl.ementa.tmn process. .

throughout the life-of-mine for all relevant Monlt.orlng program deélgn apd .|mp|ementat|on will

applications (e.g., Fisheries Act Authorizations, water be guided by th,e following prn.'\uples: meet'

permits, Closure Plan updates etc.) and provide input regu!a.torY requirements, conﬁrm the effechvgness

to management plans (e.g., EPPs, Surface Water of mltlgatlon'measures gnd prelehons made in the

Management Plan, Environmental Monitoring Plans, a.ssessment, mj1p|ement1ng adaptive management

etc.). The specific details of such a committee can be (}f/vyhere appllcab.le) to redu<.:e effects during th.e

developed through consultation with BNDN and must lifetime 9f the PrOJe:cjc, and will en.sure that spatial

be formalized through a BNDN-Denison project boun.da'rles are sufficiently extensive to measure EIS

agreement. predictions.
See Section 4.4 for additional information on this topic
(p. 48-51).

52 BNDN 8.3.5 Comment #52: Mitigation measures are an important Denison acknowledges the input and will consider Adequately Addressed. Addressed.
(February 28, component of Project management which are critical for the suggestions as the project moves forward. The

2023)

Mitigation Measures

environmental protection. Upon review of the suggested
mitigation measures, BNDN has identified some
opportunities for additional mitigation.

Request/recommendation:

BNDN request that the following standard mitigation
measures be included as part of the list described in
Section 8.3.5:

o  Maintain vegetated buffers of at least 100m with
all waterbodies wherever practical;

draft EIS contains a number of mitigations referenced
in different biophysical and human environment
assessments; these mitigations together form
Denison’s fulsome commitment list of Project
mitigation measures moving forward. Many of the
proposed additional mitigation measures are already
included in the draft EIS. A few examples are
provided here:

e  Section 2.2.7.6: No fuels, oils, or other
hazardous substances will be stored within 100
m of any water body. No equipment
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All equipment must be inspected prior to use on-
site to ensure that they are clean and free of soil
or other contaminants;

Maintain spill kits on all vehicles used on-site;
All machinery will be kept in good working order
and inspected regularly for drips, leaks, and
spills;

In the event of a spill, Denison will take all
necessary actions, where it is safe to do so, to
immediately stop the spill, contain contaminants,
clean up and dispose of contaminated materials;
o Denison will maintain a record of all spills and
report upon each spill within 48 hours, including
information on spill response, cleanup, and
remediation;

o Vehicle refueling will occur at a distance of at
least 100m;

Fuel tanks will be located in areas that are lined
and contained;

Fuel tanks will be located at least 500m from
known waterbodies.

See Section 4.4 for additional information on this topic (p.

48-51).

maintenance or re-fuelling will be conducted
within 100 m of a water body.

e  Section 2.8: Fuel storage and distribution
infrastructure will be constructed in accordance
with applicable legislation requirements; Fuels
will be stored in approved, above-ground,
double-walled storage tank(s) equipped with
secondary containment in accordance with
provincial regulations and standards; Stationary
and mobile equipment will be fueled with a
fuel-dispensing truck.

e  Section 9.2.5.2.7: Standard operating
procedures will be employed, and regular
inspections of equipment and machinery will be
completed to verify they are in good working
order; Vehicles and equipment will be
maintained in good working condition (e.g., no
leaks) and furnished with industry-standard spill
response kits.

Denison also notes that Section 2.9.1.3 of the draft
EIS provides Denison's commitment to develop an
Environmental Management System, which includes
an Emergency Preparedness and Response Program
(EPRP) and an Environmental Protection Program
(EPP; including an Environmental Monitoring Plan).
The EPRP would be established to identify how the
Project will prepare for and addresses emergencies
that may affect the health and safety of persons, the
environment, and the protection of property. The
EPRP would be developed in a manner that aligns
with guidance provided by CNSC in REGDOC-2.10.1.
The EPP would be established to provide an
overarching framework for key environmental
monitoring and management plans and to ensure a
means to demonstrate compliance with applicable
environmental regulatory requirements and other
performance targets that Denison may set. As noted
on the draft EIS, Denison has opted to execute the
overall Project approvals process - that is, the
environmental assessment and licensing / permitting
processes - in series and not simultaneously. A such,
the details of these programs and plans will be
developed during the licensing / permitting phase
and will be available for review at that time rather
than as part of the final EIS. The level of information
provided in the draft EIS is appropriate for the
current stage of the Project approvals process.

As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with
reserves and residential communities most proximal
to the Project, Denison has committed to
collaborating with English River First Nation and
Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring regime, suited
to each of their interests and needs. As part of these
programs, Denison and the Indigenous community of
ERFN and KML will be sharing information in an
agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as
described above would also be relevant to other
Indigenous nations who may have interest in the
Project. Denison does not anticipate any funding to
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BNDN at this time. BNDN will be informed
throughout the monitoring program design and
implementation process. Monitoring program design
and implementation will be guided by the following
principles: meet regulatory requirements, confirm
the effectiveness of mitigation measures and
predictions made in the assessment, implementing
adaptive management (if/where applicable) to
reduce effects during the lifetime of the Project, and
will ensure that spatial boundaries are sufficiently
extensive to measure EIS predictions.

53 BNDN 8.3 Fish and Fish Comment #53: Unfortunately, due to the nature of As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed Please see response to Comment #2 and
(February 28, Habitat planning and licensing for complex projects such as the reserves and residential communities most proximal The refusal to commit to involvement of BNDN in Comment #13 for Denison’s response to
2023) Wheeler River mine, there are many documents, plans, to the Project, Denison has committed to ongoing planning and licencing (including the the request for environmental committee.

licenses and approvals which may not be available for collaborating with English River First Nation and development of an Environmental Committee or
review during the environmental assessment process, or Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring regime, suited similar mechanism) is not reflective of the need
which will take place subsequent to completion of the to each of their interests and needs. As part of these for meaningful consultation and active
assessment. For example, Denison will be preparing programs, Denison and the Indigenous community of involvement on this Project.
important documentation governing environmental ERFN and KML will be sharing information in an
management of the Project following the Environmental agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
Assessment. While these are not currently available, there collected through such monitoring regimes as
is a need to engage with BNDN to obtain input on these described above would also be relevant to other
documents as planning progresses. Indigenous nations who may have interest in the
Request/recommendation: Project. Denison doesplanning and execution of
monitoring and remediation activities to provide
e  BNDN requests that Denison consult with our staff community perspectives in Project activities not
members and advisors on important environmental anticipate any funding to BNDN at this time.
documentation/plans/license s that are not available . . o
as part of the EA process. This list includes, but is not BNDN will bg |nformfed throughogt the monitoring
limited to: program design and implementation process.
Monitoring program design and implementation will
o Surface Water Management Program be guided by the following principles: meet
o Erosion and Sediment Control Plan regulatory requirements, confirm the effectiveness
o Fish Salvage Plan of mitigation measures and predictions made in the
o Spill Response Plan assessment, implementing adaptive management
o  MDMER approvals and EEM plans (if/where applicable) to reduce effects during the
o  Saskatchewan Water Security Agency permits for | |ifetime of the Project, and will ensure that spatial
Aquatic habitat protection boundaries are sufficiently extensive to measure EIS
o  Operating a waterworks predictions.
o  Operating a sewage works
o Effluent Monitoring Plan
o  Environmental Monitoring Plan(s)
o  Decommissioning and Reclamation Plan
Engagement with BNDN on these plans should occur
through an Environmental Committee or similar oversight
mechanism (see above). The specific details of such a
committee can be developed through consultation with
BNDN and must be formalized through a BNDN- Denison
project agreement for the Wheeler River Project. See
Section 4.4 for additional information on this topic (p. 48-
51).
54 BNDN 8.4.3.1 Comment #54: The collection of sediment samples was Baseline sediment chemistry was conducted on the Adequately Addressed. Addressed.
(February 28, Methodology and completed using cores and grab petit Ponar in three 0-2cm horizon as this is the area in contact with
2023) Metrics upstream reference locations (LA-7A, LA-8, and LA-9), surface water and the zone inhabited by benthic

Whitefish Lake (LA-5 and LA-6), McGowan Lake (LA-1), and
Russell Lake (LAB-1 and LAB-2). Sediment quality testing
was conducted to characterize COPC including nutrients,
metals, and radionuclides.

invertebrates. It is also the sediment layer in which
changes in sediment chemistry would be expected to
change in response to Project-related inputs and
thus provides the most appropriate data for
comparison to follow-up monitoring.
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Only the top 2 cm of cores of grab samples were analyzed
in the lab. It is not clear in the methodology why
laboratory analysis was limited to the top 2 cm.

Request/recommendation:

e  BNDN requests additional information on the rational
for only analyzing COPC within the top 2 cm of
sediment samples. This should include information on
whether this limited data will negatively affect the
ability to evaluate potential impacts of groundwater
contamination entering Whitefish Lake from below
during operations, decommissioning, and future
centuries.

See Section 4.4 for additional information on this topic (p.
48-51).

As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with
reserves and residential communities most proximal
to the Project, Denison has committed to
collaborating with English River First Nation and
Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring regime, suited
to each of their interests and needs. As part of these
programs, Denison and the Indigenous community of
ERFN and KML will be sharing information in an
agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as
described above would also be relevant to other
Indigenous nations who may have interest in the
Project. Denison does not anticipate any funding to
BNDN at this time.

BNDN will be informed throughout the monitoring
program design and implementation process.
Monitoring program design and implementation will
be guided by the following principles: meet
regulatory requirements, confirm the effectiveness
of mitigation measures and predictions made in the
assessment, implementing adaptive management
(if/where applicable) to reduce effects during the
lifetime of the Project, and will ensure that spatial
boundaries are sufficiently extensive to measure EIS
predictions.

The details of monitoring and follow-up plans are
being developed to support the separate process of
Project licensing and permitting. The specific means
by which provincial and federal authorities, and
Indigenous Nations and communities will be engaged
in developing the follow-up and monitoring program,
including the information-sharing program, are
currently under consideration with the Denison
project team. It is noted that Section 4.2.1 of the
draft EIS provides the variety of ways in which
Denison has engaged with Interested Parties to date
and it is assumed it would continue to use these
means and others that may be identified to fulfil its
key corporate principals for developing positive
relationships (see draft EIS Section 4.2).

55

BNDN

(February 28,

2023)

8.43.2.3
Metals

Comment #55: Despite significant concerns regarding the
presence of mercury in water and sediment, the Proponent
has elected not to test sediments for it. BNDN
acknowledges that the mining process does not use
mercury and it is present in low levels in the background
environment. However, for the purposes of good
stewardship, communications, and trust, having an
assessment of the background levels of mercury is
important to BNDN.

Request/recommendation:

e  BNDN requests that the proponent sample sediments
for mercury to establish background levels. This is
information that is culturally important given the
potential harm and the psychological toll of mercury
in aquatic ecosystems. Background levels can then be
compared with ongoing monitoring throughout the
life of mine.

See Section 4.4 for additional information on this topic (p.
48-51).

Denison will collect background information
pertaining to sediment total and methyl mercury
from LSA lakes and rivers prior to site development.

Adequately Addressed.

Addressed.
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56 BNDN Table 8.5-2: Comment #56: In Section 8.5 Fish Health, the Proponent The requested information is presented in Appendix | Adequately Addressed. Addressed — the information is found in Table 3-
(February 28, Baseline Fish Tissue has included a summary table with information on 8-D in the draft EIS. 10 of Appendix 8-D
2023) Chemistry Summary contaminants in fish tissue and bone tissue. The
information provided does not include total number of
samples.
Request/recommendation:
e  BNDN requests table 8.5-2 be updated with
information on total number of fish (n) samples for
each location.
See Section 4.4 for additional information on this topic (p.
48-51).
57 BNDN 9.2.5.2 Comment #57: The Proponent has committed to using Specific details of the seed mixture and overall Adequately Addressed. Addressed.
(February 28, Additional seed that is certified weed-free, with a valid “Certificate of | reclamation plan will be developed through updates
2023) Vegetation-specific Seed Analysis” for the revegetation process. to the De.commissi(.Jning Plan, on }Nhich Intt?rested
Mitigation Measures Request/recommendation: Parties will be provided opportunity for review and
input. The decommission plan in the EIS is a
*  BNDNrecommends that, in addition to using weed- conceptual plan. A preliminary decommissioning
free certified seeds, consultation occur with plan will be included with licence application and
Indigenous communities, including BNDN, to select an | reviewed and updated during operations. Prior to
appropriate seed mix that closely mimics the pre- executing Decommissioning activities, Denison shall
construction plant community and includes plants of prepare and submit a detailed decommissioning plan
medicinal and traditional importance. This could be to regulators for acceptance, which builds on the
done by either sourcing seed mix from a local seed preliminary decommissioning plan.
distributor, or using wild seed propagated from plants " . .
collected from the Project Area. In addition, the seed Ad(l:lltlor?ally, Denison has partnered with the
mix should contain native plant species only. UnIVEI’SItY _Of Sask?tchewan and Northwest .
Communities Environmental Services (an Indigenous-
See Section 4.5 for additional information on this topic (p. owned environmental company) under the
59-60). Developing Eco-Restoration Together (DERT)
program. This unique project aims to co-create
ecological restoration practices that centre
Indigenous peoples, worldviews, and values while
also braiding knowledge from the land, Indigenous
knowledge, and western science. The project is
supported by the three partners but is ultimately
guided by the Indigenous Project Advisory Board,
and the Community Liaison/Education Coordinator.
Through restoration trials, community engagement,
and various planting techniques, Denison, with their
partners are seeking to return ecosystem functions in
areas where they have been previously disturbed
(e.g., exploration cutlines). Through collaboration
with community members, University of
Saskatchewan, industry partners, two graduate
students, and local youth, this project is expected to
ultimately inform the creation of a framework for
effective restoration practices in northern
Saskatchewan that centre on caribou and Indigenous
communities.
58 BNDN 9.34.2.1 Comment #58: The EIS uses a 500 m buffer around the It is Denison's and their terrestrial SME's opinion that | Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed While Denison acknowledges the
(February 28, Alteration and/or Loss Project Area to define indirect habitat alteration for moose | the approach used to characterize moose habitat The response does not adequately address comments, no further information
2023) of Habitat Figure 9.3- (Figure 9.3-9). This includes habitat alteration from sensory | alteration provided a sufficient basis for conducting BNDN's concern that the 500 m buffer beyond that in the original response, as

9 Available Habitat for
Moose

disturbance such as anthropogenic noises, vehicle traffic,
aircraft traffic, and increased predator access. However,
the EIS references scientific research that states that roads
and vehicle traffic can affect moose habitat selection,
resulting in habitat avoidance up to 1 km from roads
(Shanley and Pyare 2011).

the ungulate (VC) moose (KI) effects assessment
(draft EIS Section 9.3). The Project Area had a 500 m
buffer applied to account for indirect effects/habitat
alteration; this area is within the wildlife LSA.
Availability of habitat is not a key limiting factor for
moose populations.

underestimates the extent of moose habitat
alteration. BNDN reiterates the following points.

1)  The selection of a 500 m buffer
appears arbitrary and is not
substantiated by peer-reviewed
literature. Research (Shanley and Pyare
2011) indicates that moose may avoid

well as the EIS and its supporting
documents, is provided. Denison and its
subject matter experts believe the buffer
zone used to consider the habitat
alteration is appropriate as presented in
the final EIS. The assessment was
scrutinized by various subject matter
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Furthermore, the EIS acknowledges uncertainty concerning habitat up to 1 km from roads and experts and the CNSC corroborated the
the available background and baseline information used to vehicle traffic. Furthermore, the conclusion made by Denison with respect
identify available moose habitat in this assessment. proponent cites professional opinion as | to the non-significance of Project and
Without considering a larger avoidance buffer (as justification for using.a 500 m buffer. cumulative effects.
demonstrated in various research) around proposed However, BNDN rleqwres reassurances
anthropogenic disturbances, BNDN believe that the EIS tha.t are SUb_Starft_'at?d by peer-
underestimates the potential extent of moose habitat reweweq smfenh.ﬁc Ilterature rather
alteration. To be more conservative, a 1000 m buffer than subjective interpretation.
should be used surrounding the Project area. 1)  The EIS acknowledges uncertainty in
Request/recommendation: available moose habitat data, yet the
response does not clarify how this
e  BNDN recommends using a 1000 m buffer uncertainty was factored into the
surrounding the Project Area to measure the extent of assessment or whether a
moose habitat alteration. BNDN believe this analysis precautionary approach was taken.
will provide a more accurate and conservative . L. .
outcome with respect to potential project impacts to L) Hab|tajc sel.e.ctlon is not simply ba.sed
moose. on availability but also on predation
avoidance. Moose tend to avoid areas
See Section 4.5 for additional information on this topic (p. with increased risk of predation. Roads,
59-60). trails, and clearings created by mining
facilitate wolf movement, making
predation more efficient and therefore
reducing the available moose habitat.
The proponent’s response minimizes
this risk by focusing only on habitat
availability, failing to acknowledge that
increased predator access and moose
displacement fundamentally alter
predation dynamics.
BNDN reiterates our 1,000 m buffer be
considered to provide a more conservative and
ecologically relevant assessment of moose
habitat alteration. Without further justification,
the 500 m buffer appears insufficient to capture
the full extent of indirect impacts.
59 BNDN 9.3.5.2.7 Comment #59: One of the mitigation measures Denison has committed to using alternative Adequately Addressed. Addressed.
(February 28, Mitigation Measures implemented to protect ungulates, furbearers, and measures on Project roads for de-icing and winter
2023) Woodland Caribou includes de-icing the Project roads for traction (e.g., sand, gravel) or dust suppression (e.g.,
winter traction, which will result in fewer wildlife collisions. | water) whenever practicable.
Salt used for de-icing is likely to attract ungulates, including
moose, to roadways to satisfy their mineral requirements
(Rea et al 2021).
Request/recommendation:
e  BNDN requests that the Proponent revise this
mitigation measure to explicitly state that salt will not
be used for de-icing Project roads to avoid attracting
ungulates to the Project Area. This mitigation measure
can be found in section 9.3.5.2.7 Road and Traffic
Management.
See Section 4.5 for additional information on this topic (p.
59-60).
60 BNDN 9.3.6.4.1 Comment #60: The EIS uses a 500 m buffer around the It is Denison's and their terrestrial SME's opinion that | Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed. As noted previously, Denison and its

(February 28,

2023)

Alteration and/or Loss
of Habitat Figure 9.3-
14

Project Area to define Woodland Caribou habitat alteration
from sensory disturbance. However, scientific research
expects up to 5 km (or greater) of Caribou avoidance
around mining Projects, and that related semi- permeable
barriers, such as roads, likely exacerbate this effective
habitat loss [(Smith et al. 2000; Dyer et al. 2001; Courtois
et al. 2008; Vistnes and Nellemann 2008; Nagy 2011;

the approach used to characterize caribou habitat
alteration provided a sufficient basis for conducting
the caribou effects assessment (draft EIS Section
9.3).The Project Area had a 500 m buffer applied to
account for indirect effects/habitat alteration; this
area is within the wildlife LSA (refer to Figure 9.3-9
for a map showing the spatial areas). The 500 m

The Environmental Assessment (EA) process is
meant to safeguard BNDN'’s lands, waters and
wildlife, yet it is fundamentally flawed in its
ability to prevent significant adverse impacts on
caribou. Despite decades of policy and regulatory
measures, caribou populations continue to

terrestrial specialists consider the 500 m
habitat-alteration buffer drawn around
the Project Area for the caribou effects
assessment to be adequate. That buffer,
set within the wildlife LSA, follows ECCC’s
2020 guidance for evaluating disturbance.
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Polfus et al. 2011; Leblond et al. 2011, 2013; CPAWS buffer for habitat alteration was selected in decline, highlighting the failure of existing Denison committed to working with the
Wildlands League 2013; Johnson et al. 2015)]. accordance with ECCC’s (2020) assessment of approaches to provide effective protection. As Province on caribou management and
Without considering a larger avoidance buffer (as disturbed argas, _which buffered (500 m) _ Dene peoplg,_we he.xv.e long understood that_ the worked with the province sinse the draft
demonstrated in various research) around proposed anthropoggmc dlstur.bances to. evalluate th-e.hal:.ntat.. EA Process is insufficient to ens.ure the survival of | EIS (October 2.022) w.a.s su.bmltted, to
anthropogenic disturbances, we believe that the EIS The alteratlc.)n of available habitat is quantified |r1 this ca.rlbo.ul. In recent years, emerglng V\./estern develop a Caribou Mmgatlor.] and Offset
underestimates the potential extent of Caribou habitat EIS by applying a buffer of 500 m around the Project scientific research has confirmed this Plan that was recently submitted to CNSC.
alteration. Area in which Project effects in the form of sensory understanding, reinforcing the need for stronger | Itis expected that the plan will evolve
disturbance are likely to affect available the habitat protections (Collard et al., 2020; Cameron & with the SK-1 range plan and with input
Request/recommendation: and make it functionally unavailable for use. Kennedy, 2023). The EA process often downplays | from COls.
BNDN requests that the Proponent present the extent | Following submission of the draft EIS in October the risks to caribou populations and
of caribou habitat alteration/loss from the proposed 2022, Denison has met with Saskatchewan Ministry underestimates the true extent of impacts
Project within a range of uncertainty informed by of Environment (SK ENV) staff to develop a (COHEN‘C.j et al., 2020; Cameron & Kennedy, 202.3)-
scientific research. framework for future woodland caribou offset. This The rellan.ce on a.500-mete|.' buffer as the basis
Specifically, the percent alteration of habitats must be information has been presented to the provincial and for assessing habitat aI'Ferat'.lon Is a clear example
presented using a 500 m (low end) up to a 5,000 m (high federal review teams as part of the response to of this severe underestimation.
end) buffer. BNDN believe this analysis will provide a more | federal information requirements in August 2023 as Denison’s reliance on a 500-meter buffer to
accurate range of outcomes with respect to potential the Conceptual Caribou Mitigation Plan. The assess caribou habitat alteration is insufficient
project impacts to caribou. Conceptual Caribou Mitigation Plan (the Plan), and does not align with the broader scientific
See Section 4.5 for additional information on this topic (p. developed proactively by Denison, has a different consensus on caribou avoidance of industrial
objective than the draft EIS. The Plan builds on the disturbances. While ECCC (2020) recommends a
59-60). . . . .
assessment of potential Project effects and 500-meter buffer to assess habitat disturbance,
commitments to consider additional mitigation this buffer represents the low end of potential
(offset) to account for non-significant residual effects impacts and is insufficient to fully account for
highlighted in the draft EIS. The Plan is expected to caribou avoidance behavior. Research has shown
be advanced with ongoing consultation with the SK that caribou avoidance behavior extends
ENV, as SK ENV finalize the caribou range plan for significantly beyond this distance, with many
SK1. The EIS is a conservative planning tool, whereas studies supporting avoidance distances of up to 5
the Plan is a practical, living document designed to kilometers or greater (Dyer et al. 2001; Courtois
define management works associated with caribou. et al. 2008; Vistnes and Nellemann 2008;
The Plan is not a requirement for EA determination Leblond et al. 2011, 2013; Johnson et al. 2015).
perse, bl_"t is provid(_ed asa gui(_:lance d(_)cument to Furthermore, Other jurisdictions, such as
help Denison prannver descrlhbe and inform _the Ontario, apply much larger buffer distances, with
de.v.elor.)ment and |mplementat|on.of approprla.te recommendations extending to 10 kilometers to
mlhganon measu.res related to caribou and thelr. better reflect the true impact of sensory
habl'Fat. The Plan is an evergreen document. It will be disturbances. This stark contrast highlights the
consistent V\{Ith the manag(.ement.goals of SK.ENV for severe underestimation in the EIS, where a 500-
the SK_'l caribou conservapon l_m't (once a}’a"ab_'e) meter buffer fails to account for the full extent of
and will be developed/refined in consultation with caribou avoidance behavior.
local communities including English River First Nation
and Kineepik Métis Local in Pinehouse and SK ENV. BNDN requests that the percent alteration of
Denison is continuing to work with SK ENV to habitats be presented using a 500 m (low end)
estimate habitat offset scenarios based on the up to a 5,000 m (high end) buffer. BNDN believes
current Project design which will be refined as the this analysis will provide a more accurate range
Project advances. A boreal caribou habitat offset of outcomes with respect to potential project
calculator is under development by SK ENV and impacts on caribou.
Denison is collaborating with SK ENV to define key Collard, R., Dempsey, J., & Holmberg, M. (2020).
scenario attributes. Extirpation despite regulation? Environmental
References: assessment and caribou. Conservation Science
. . and Practice, 2(9).
Environment and Climate Change Canada (ECCC). https://doi.org/10.1111/csp2.166
2020. Amended Recovery Strategy for the Woodland
Caribou (Rangifer tarandus caribou), Boreal Cameron, E., & Kennedy, S. (2023). Can
Population, in Canada. Species at Risk Act Recovery environmental assessment protect caribou?
Strategy Series. Environment and Climate Change Analysis of EA in Nunavut, Canada, 1999-2019.
Canada, Ottawa. xiii + 143pp. Conservation and Society, 21(2), 121-132.
https://doi.org/10.4103/cs.cs 54 22
61 BNDN 9.4.3.3 Comment #61: Incidental observations of Barn Swallow The process and rationale for selection of VCs and Adequately Addressed. Addressed.
(February 28, Bird Species at Risk (Hirundo rustica) occurred during baseline studies establishment of Kls and associated MPs is described
2023) Appendix 9-B (Appendix 9- B). This bird SAR was not included as a Key in Section 5.3 in Section 5. Raptors, Migratory

Indicator for this Valued Component. Instead, the EIS
represents the Barn Swallow using two other SAR birds

Breeding Birds, and Bird Species at Risk VCs were
selected based on their likelihood of interaction with
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including the Olive-sided Flycatcher (Contopus cooperi), the Project, as well as their contributing roles to
and Common Nighthawk (Chordeiles minor). This does not | biodiversity and ecosystem function. The
make ecological sense because Barn Swallows use distinct methodology for the habitat-based assessment
habitat and exhibit distinct breeding behaviour from these | appropriately evaluated potential adverse effects on
other SAR. Therefore, the barn swallow should be its own avian species using the accepted VC and Kl approach
key indicator because it will have unique levels of habitat for focus of the assessment. As described in the EIS,
alteration/loss and levels of mortality than the other the Common Nighthawk (similar to the Barn
species. Swallow) is an aerial insectivore that uses a variety of
In addition, Barn Swallows have a higher likelihood of habitats, including .anthropogenically disturbed and
being impacted by project activities than the other cleared areas (Sectl_on 9.4..3.3.1). As such, effects on
representative SAR, because they nest directly on artificial these an.thropogemcall\( dlsturbec.l areas were
structures. The EIS states that species that nest on appropriately as.sessed in the habitat-based EA
buildings are more susceptible to entrapment in Project metho.dology. Since Barn Swallows nest almc.)s.t
components. This species is listed as Threatened on SARA exclusively on human-made st.ructures, specific Barn
Schedule 1. In Canada, the Migratory Birds Convention Act, SV\.I&?”OV-V exclusion methods will be a.dded as
1994 protects Barn Swallow, its nests, and eggs. mitigation measures to the EIS (Section 9.4.5). If Barn
Swallow nests should be encountered, any
Request/recommendation: subsequent activities would be conducted in
a) BNDN requests that the Barn Swallow is included as accordance with the 2022 Migratory Birds
its own key indicator for the VC Bird SAR within the Regulations. The habitat-based approach for the
EIS. assessment supports the use of surrogates that are
b) Additional surveys should be conducted to confirm known to u.tlllze the same habitat types. Hab.|tat loss
the presence of any Barn Swallow nests on all and éltelratlon wejre a§sessed for the Key Indicator
buildings in the Project Area prior to commencement SPEecies m.dUdEd in this Va.Iued _Co_mpone_nt. A
of construction. con.servatlve approach of identifying avaﬂable
habitat for these species was chosen to include
¢) If Barn Swallow nests are located, contact the SK MOE | hapitat for those species not directly assessed (i.e.,
for regulatory advice on the appropriate actions given | Barn Swallow through Common Nighthawk habitat).
the specific situation. Subsequent to filing the draft EIS, Denison has
d) The Proponent should monitor all barn swallow nests developed a new Species at Risk appendix to Section
found within the Project Area to confirm their 9 which will be included in the final EIS and has been
continued usage throughout the lifecycle of the mine. | included in the response to YNLR (a new SAR
If avoidance of nests is observed near Project appendix (new Appendix 9-D) will be added to
activities, the Proponent should adopt an adaptive Section 9 of the final EIS. It has been included here
management approach and provide additional nesting | as Attachment IR-131. This new EIS appendix lists all
sites elsewhere. Specifically, the Proponent could SAR species potentially occurring in the Project study
consider installing nesting structures in suitable areas areas, with links to applicable and appropriate
to provide alternative nesting options for Barn mitigation measures described in the draft EIS. The
Swallows. new appendix also includes a summary of the life
e) Staff should be trained to identify and report barn history requirements, the expected Project effects,
swallows and their nests. proposed mitigation measures, and anticipated
L . . residual effects on barn swallow.
f)  Future monitoring programs during the life of the
project must include the barn swallow.
See Section 4.5 for additional information on this topic (p.
59-60).
62 BNDN 9.4.3.3 Comment #62: Incidental observations of Horned Grebe The process and rationale for selection of VCs and Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed Appendix 9-D of the EIS (wildlife Species
(February 28, Bird Species at Risk (Podicep§ auratus) f)ccurre.ed QUr_ing baseline §tudies .establi.shment.of Kls _and associated M_Ps is described The Horned Grebe and Yellow Rail exhibit some at Risk) treated all SAR distinctIY as it
2023) Appendix 9-B (Appendix 9- B). This species is listed as Special Concern on | in Section 5.3 in Section 5. Raptors, Migratory similar yet distinct habitat characteristics. While concerns the assessment of project and

SARA Schedule

1. The Horned Grebe was not included as a Key Indicator
for this Valued Component. Instead, the EIS represents this
species with two other bird SAR, Yellow Rail (Coturnicops
noveboracensis), and Rusty Blackbird (Euphagus carolinus).
The Horned Grebe uses distinct habitat from these other
species. Therefore, the Horned Grebe should be its own
key indicator because it will have different levels of habitat
alteration/loss and levels of mortality.

Request/recommendation:

Breeding Birds, and Bird Species at Risk VCs were
selected based on their likelihood of interaction with
the Project, as well as their contributing roles to
biodiversity and ecosystem function. While Horned
Grebe was not included as a avian SAR in the draft
EIS, the EIS identified Yellow Rail and Rusty Blackbird
as a surrogate species. To focus the effects
assessment on key species, it was decided to use the
provincially listed Yellow Rail (and Rusty Blackbird) as
surrogates for Horned Grebe. Horned Grebe use
similar wetland habitat types for nesting, foraging
and protective cover as Yellow Rail. The habitat-

both species rely on wetlands with emergent
vegetation, their specific habitat requirements
differ significantly.

The Horned Grebe is dependent on aquatic
habitats year-round, requiring deeper wetlands
with open water. It nests along the margins of
ponds and marshes, anchoring its floating nest to
emergent vegetation (Kuczynski et al., 2012). In
contrast, the Yellow Rail prefers shallowly
flooded wetlands dominated by dense grasses or
sedges. These areas typically have minimal open

cumulative effects. As part of the
appendix all SAR potentially present are
identified, each species’ life-history needs
are described, potential Project effects are
identified, general and species specific
mitigations are proposed and the
significance of effects are characterized.
The analysis includes Horned Grebe.

It is further noted that since final EIS
submission SAR specific monitoring has
been proposed for each species (including
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a) BNDN requests that the Horned Grebe is included as based approach for the assessment supports the use water and provide the thick ground cover Horned Grebe) for the site preparation
its own Key Indicator for the VC Bird SAR within the of surrogates that are known to utilize the same necessary for concealment (Austin & Buhl, 2013). | and construction phase of Project
EIS. habitat types. Habitat Io_ss and aIte.rati.on were . Given these ecological differences, the Horned development.
b)  Future monitoring programs during the life of the as.sessed for the Key Indicator speue.s included in Grebe should be assessed as its own Key
Project must include the Horned Grebe. F;"S \:;hj'ed COTp;nintt.,? ic:cnsiLvahve approach of Indicator within the EIS to ensure that its specific
. - . : : . ldentitying avallable habitat for these species was habitat needs and potential project-related
igt_eﬁsoe).chon 4.5 for additional information on this topic (p. chosen to include habltat for those species not effects are properly accounted for. Additionally,
dlr.ectly assessed (|.e.: Horne.d Grebe through Yellpw future monitoring programs must include the
Rail and Rusty Blackt.nrd habitat). As such, potential Horned Grebe to adequately assess its
effects qn thes?e habitat types were assessed population trends and response to development
appropriately in the draft EIS. activities.
Subsequent to filing th.e draft .EIS’ Denisqn has . Kuczynski, E. C., Paszkowski, C. A., & Gingras, B.
deve!oped_ a new Speaes. at R|sk_ appendix to Section A. (2012). Horned grebe habitat use of
9 which wlll be included in the final EIS and has been constructed wetlands in Alberta, Canada. The
mcIude(lj in the respons.e to YNLB (@ new SAR Journal of Wildlife Management, 76(8), 1694—
appendix (new Appendix 9-D) will be added to 1702. doi:10.1002/jwmg.421
Section 9 of the final EIS. It has been included here
as Attachment IR-131. This new EIS appendix lists all Austin, J. E., & Buhl, D. A. (2013). Relating Yellow
SAR species potentially occurring in the Project study Rail (Coturnicops noveboracensis) occupancy to
areas, with links to applicable and appropriate habitat and landscape features in the context of
mitigation measures described in the draft EIS. The fire. Waterbirds, 36(2), 199-213.
new appendix also includes a summary of the life https://doi.org/10.1675/063.036.0209
history requirements, the expected Project effects,
proposed mitigation measures, and anticipated
residual effects on Horned Grebe.
As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with
reserves and residential communities most proximal
to the Project, Denison has committed to
collaborating with English River First Nation and
Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring regime, suited
to each of their interests and needs. As part of these
programs, Denison and the Indigenous community of
ERFN and KML will be sharing information in an
agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as
described above would also be relevant to other
Indigenous nations who may have interest in the
Project.
63 BNDN 9.4.3.3 Comment #63: The Bank Swallow (Riparia riparia), a bird The process and rationale for selection of VCs and Adequately Addressed. Provisionally Addressed The final EIS included Appendix 9-D:

(February 28,

2023)

Bird Species at Risk

SAR may be present within the terrestrial RSA. This species
was not included in the EIS as a key indicator for bird SAR.
This species is listed as Threatened on SARA Schedule 1.

The breeding range of the Bank Swallow (Riparia riparia)
overlaps with the terrestrial RSA. Bank swallows breed in
varying natural and artificial habitat with sand-silt
substrates including vertical banks, riverbanks, bluffs,
stockpiles, aggregate pits, and roadcuts (COSEWIC 2013).
Suitable habitat may be present because soil surface
textures across the RSA are predominantly sand textured
(sand, loam sand/sandy loam and silty sand). The creation
of soil stockpiles during construction may create suitable
breeding habitat for this species.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests a justification for excluding the Bank
Swallow from the EIS.

b) If a valid justification does not exist, BNDN requests
this species be added as a Key Indicator for bird SAR
unless it can be proven not present in the RSA.

establishment of Kls and associated MPs is described
in Section 5.3 in Section 5. Raptors, Migratory
Breeding Birds, and Bird Species at Risk VCs were
selected based on their likelihood of interaction with
the Project, as well as their contributing roles to
biodiversity and ecosystem function. Subsequent to
filing the draft EIS, Denison has developed a new
Species at Risk appendix to Section 9 which will be
included in the final EIS and has been included in the
response to YNLR (a new SAR appendix (new
Appendix 9-D) will be added to Section 9 of the final
EIS. It has been included here as Attachment IR-131.
This new EIS appendix lists all SAR species potentially
occurring in the Project study areas, with links to
applicable and appropriate mitigation measures
described in the draft EIS. The new appendix also
includes a summary of the life history requirements,
the expected Project effects, proposed mitigation
measures, and anticipated residual effects on bank
swallow.

Mitigation measures in Appendix 9-D should
include monitoring of potential nesting sites,
particularly soil stockpiles, before disturbance. If
active nests are found, appropriate avoidance
measures should be implemented, and
consultation with Saskatchewan Ministry of
Environment (SK MOE) should be required to
determine regulatory actions.

Wildlife Species at Risk. This Appendix
lists all SAR potentially present, outlines
each species’ life-history needs, describes
expected Project effects, and links to
specific mitigation measures—now
including the Bank Swallow. As set out in
section 3.3.4.1 of Appendix 9-D, among
other things, mitigation measures will
include avoiding site clearing and other
works that involve disturbance of
vegetation and/or soil during bank
swallow nesting season and conducting
pre-disturbance wildlife clearance
surveys.

It is further noted that since the final EIS
submission, SAR specific monitoring has
been proposed for each species for the
site preparation and construction phase
of Project development.
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c) All soil stockpiles should be monitored for Bank
Swallow nesting activity before the stockpiles are
disturbed when needed for site reclamation.

d) If Bank Swallow nests are located, contact the SK MOE
for regulatory advice on the appropriate actions given
the specific situation.

See Section 4.5 for additional information on this topic (p.

59-60).

64 BNDN 9.4.3.3.2 Comment #64: The EIS states that knowledge providers The process and rationale for selection of VCs and Adequately Addressed. Provisionally Addressed For clarification the last sentence of the
(February 28, Information from reported that multiple Whooping Cranes _(Grus americana) .establi.shment.of Kls _and associated M_Ps is described The proponent should confirm whether the previous response mistakenly indicated
2023) Indigenous have been observed along the Wheeler River, Moore River, | in Section 5.3 in Section 5. Raptors, Migratory reference to Bank Swallow was a typo and clarify bank swallow. The sentence should have

Knowledge, Local and along the Cree River (outside of the terrestrial RSA) Breeding Birds, and Bird Species at Risk VCs were that the response is intended to address read, “The new appendix also includes a
Knowledge, and (19-LK-ERFNTrap- 134.169) (19-LK-ERFNTrap-134.170). selected based on their likelihood of interaction with Whooping Crane. The response refers to residual | S4MMary of the life history requirements,
Engagement Whooping Cranes are listed a_s Endange.red on_SARA the F-’rojef:t, as well as their contr_ibut'ing roles to effects, mitigation measures, and project effects the expected Project effects, proposed

Schedule 1. The EIS does not include this species as a key biodiversity and ecosystem function. The local for Bank Swallow instead of Whooping Crane, mitigation measures, and anticipated

indicator for SAR birds, nor does it include an explanation trapper's observation of Whooping Crane was which does not address the original comment residual effects.”

why this species was omitted despite being reported by a outside of the avian RSA. The rationale for the Whooping Crane was not assessed in the

knowledge provider from English River First Nation. selection of the SAR Key Indicators was provided in EIS. As noted in the review comment

Request/recommendation: g:a: ElS Ser:tito.r:]flAal.dFor thse,:; Leasﬁ:;s‘_'c‘_\:\t/h?%pti;g provided by BNDN it is not located within

a) BNDN requests an explanation for excluding this dr:fteE\II;?ioffulrth:r (:ef::eice as r?;/ted Iabo?,el ¢ Ferrestrlal RSA and.ther.efore n9t of
species despite being reported by a Trapper from subsequent to filing the draft EIS, Denison has mterest:irom A Project interaction
English River First Nation. If a valid justification does developed a new Species at Risk appendix to Section perspective.
not exist, the species Whooping Crane (Grus 9 which will be included in the final EIS and has been
americana), should be included as a key indicator for included in the response to YNLR (a new SAR
SAR birds. appendix (new Appendix 9-D) will be added to

b) Future monitoring programs during the life of the Section 9 of the final EIS. It has been included here
Project must include surveys for the Whooping Crane. | as Attachment IR-131. This new EIS appendix lists all

See Section 4.5 for additional information on this topic (p. SAR spec.les .potentlally f)ccurrlng in the Pr(?JECt study

59-60). arfe.as, \{Vlth links to appllcaPIe ar\d appropriate

mitigation measures described in the draft EIS. The
new appendix also includes a summary of the life
history requirements, the expected Project effects,
proposed mitigation measures, and anticipated
residual effects on bank swallow.
65 BNDN 9.43.3.3 Comment #65: Short-eared Owls (Asio flammeus) were not | The process and rationale for selection of VCs and Adequately Addressed. Addressed.
(February 28, Baseline Studies observed during the baseline surveys (Appendix 9-B). This establishment of Kls and associated MPs is described
2023) is likely because targeted surveys for this species were not in Section 5.3 in Section 5. Raptors, Migratory

conducted. The detection probability of Short-eared Owls Breeding Birds, and Bird Species at Risk VCs were

is very low at sunrise when the breeding songbird point selected based on their likelihood of interaction with

count surveys were conducted. Short-eared Owls are most | the Project, as well as their contributing roles to

detectable from one hour before sunset to half an hour biodiversity and ecosystem function. Short-eared

after sunset. Owl were included as a Kl of the Bird SAR VC in the

Request/recommendation: EIS. A review of life history requirements and

discussion on effects assessment are included in the

a) BNDN requests that short-eared Owls continue to be EIS (Section 9.3). In the EIS, Short-eared Owl were
assumed present within suitable habitat, unless assumed to be present and breeding in the Project
proven otherwise by a qualified biologist using the study areas. As described in the EIS, pre-construction
Short-Eared Owl Survey Protocol (Saskatchewan surveys will be conducted prior to the
Ministry of Environment 2015). commencement of any vegetation clearing or soil

b) Future monitoring programs should utilize the disturbance. Avian species will also be routinely
protocol developed by the Saskatchewan Ministry of monitored throughout the life of the Project. Results
Environment to better (2015) understand whether from the surveys and monitoring activities are
this species is present. expected to inform the adaptive management

See Section 4.5 for additional information on this topic (p. process to up?d.ate Pro,J?Ct qe5|gn and |der?t|fy th.e

59-60). need for additional mitigation measures, if required.

66 BNDN 9.4.3.3.3 Comment #66: Yellow Rail (Coturnicops noveboracensis) The process and rationale for selection of VCs and Adequately Addressed. Addressed.

were not observed during the baseline surveys (Appendix

establishment of Kls and associated MPs is described
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(February 28, Baseline Studies 9-B). This is likely because targeted surveys for this species | in Section 5.3 in Section 5. Raptors, Migratory
2023) were not conducted. The Yellow Rail is nocturnal; Breeding Birds, and Bird Species at Risk VCs were
therefore, survey effort must take place between 23:00- selected based on their likelihood of interaction with
3:00. Therefore, this species would not have been the Project, as well as their contributing roles to
observed when the breeding songbird point count surveys biodiversity and ecosystem function. Yellow Rail
were conducted. were included as a Kl of the Bird SAR VC in the EIS. A
Request/recommendation: review of life history requirements and discussion on
effects assessment are included in the EIS (Section
a) BNDN requests that Yellow Rail should continue to be 9.3). In the EIS, Yellow Rail were assumed to be
assumed present within suitable habitat, unless present and breeding in the Project study areas. As
proven otherwise by a qualified biologist using the described in the EIS, pre-construction surveys will be
Yellow Rail Survey Protocol (Saskatchewan Ministry of | ~onducted prior to the commencement of any
Environment 2014). vegetation clearing or soil disturbance. Avian species
b) Future monitoring programs should utilize the will also be routinely monitored throughout the life
protocol developed by the Saskatchewan Ministry of | of the Project. Results from the surveys and
Environment (2014) to better understand whether monitoring activities are expected to inform the
this species is present. adaptive management process to update Project
See Section 4.5 for additional information on this topic (p. design and.|dent|f.y the need for additional mitigation
measures, if required.
59-60).
67 BNDN Appendix 9-B Comment #67: Two bat species, Little Brown Bat (Myotis Subsequent to filing the draft EIS, Denison has Adequately Addressed. Addressed.
(February 28, lucifugus) and Northern Myotis (Myotis septentrionalis) developed a new Species at Risk appendix to Section
2023) were detected during passive acoustic surveys in 2019 9 which will be included in the final EIS and has been
(Appendix 9- b). These species are listed as Endangered by | included in the response to YNLR (a new SAR
COSEWIC and SARA schedule. Despite being present, bats appendix (new Appendix 9-D) will be added to
were completely excluded from the EIS. Areas that will be Section 9 of the final EIS. It has been included here
cleared for mine development and operations could as Attachment IR-131. This new EIS appendix lists all
contain maternity roost trees. Based on Appendix 9-b, this SAR species potentially occurring in the Project study
habitat was not adequately evaluated through field areas, with links to applicable and appropriate
surveys. mitigation measures described in the draft EIS. The
Request/recommendation: new appendix also includes a summary of the life
history requirements, the expected Project effects,
a) BNDN requests justification for excluding bat species proposed mitigation measures, and anticipated
from the EIS despite two Endangered species residual effects on bats.
confirmed present.
b) BNDN also request the Proponent put protocols in
place to identify and assess bat maternity roost trees
prior to clearing and employ mitigation measures
such as retaining maternity roost trees, modifying the
timing of clearing, and offsetting for the destruction of
habitat for endangered species.
See Section 4.5 for additional information on this topic (p.
59-60).
68 BNDN 9 Terrestrial Ecology Comment #68: Denison’s proposed terrestrial ecology As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed Please see response to Comment #2 and
(February 28, 9.1.8 Monitoring and mitigation_s described are genc_aralizeq anq conceptu§|_in reserves a.nd residgntial communijties most proximal Denison has failed to acknowledge that the Comment_#13 for Denison’s response or.1
2023) Follow-up the EIS. With the level of detail provided in the EIS, it is not | to the Project, Denison has committed to Project is located within Birch Narrows Dene BNDN Indigenous knowledge and capacity

9.2.8 Monitoring and
Follow-up

9.3.8 Monitoring and
Follow-up

9.4.8 Monitoring and
Follow-up

possible for BNDN to comment on the adequacy or
effectiveness of the proposed mitigation measures or
whether proposed mitigations will meaningfully diminish
Project impacts on BNDN rights and interests.

Request/recommendation:

e BNDN holds invaluable indigenous knowledge related
to terrestrial ecology topics including traditional and
medicinal plants, ungulates, furbearers, game birds
etc. within the RSA. BNDN must be meaningfully
involved in the development and implementation of
the various management and monitoring plans
mentioned throughout Chapter 9 of the EIS to ensure
that proposed impacts are sufficiently reduced. These

collaborating with English River First Nation and
Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring regime, suited
to each of their interests and needs. As part of these
programs, Denison and the Indigenous community of
ERFN and KML will be sharing information in an
agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as
described above would also be relevant to other
Indigenous nations who may have interest in the
Project. Denison does not anticipate any funding to
BNDN at this time.

BNDN will be informed throughout the monitoring
program design and implementation process.
Monitoring program design and implementation will

Nation’s (BNDN) Treaty 10 territory. BNDN
members exercise constitutionally protected
rights and actively use the lands surrounding the
Project for hunting, trapping, gathering, and
other traditional practices that will be directly
impacted.

BNDN holds rights and knowledge that must be
meaningfully considered in the development and
implementation of all terrestrial ecology-related
monitoring and management plans, including the
wildlife monitoring plan, avian monitoring plan,
and Woodland Caribou Management Plan.
Denison’s current approach excludes BNDN from

funding.
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plans include but are not limited to the wildlife be guided by the following principles: meet participating in planning processes that directly
monitoring plan, avian monitoring, and Woodland regulatory requirements, confirm the effectiveness affect our rights and interests.
Caribou Management Plan. The role that BNDN will of mitigation measures and predictions made in the
have in developing management and monitoring assessment, implementing adaptive management
plans should be defined within a project agreement (if/where applicable) to reduce effects during the
between BNDN and Denison. lifetime of the Project, and will ensure that spatial
See Section 4.5 for additional information on this topic (p. boun_da.ries are sufficiently extensive to measure EIS
59-60). predictions.
The details of monitoring and follow-up plans are
being developed to support the separate process of
Project licensing and permitting. The specific means
by which provincial and federal authorities, and
Indigenous Nations and communities will be engaged
in developing the follow-up and monitoring program,
including the information-sharing program, are
currently under consideration with the Denison
project team. It is noted that Section 4.2.1 of the
draft EIS provides the variety of ways in which
Denison has engaged with Interested Parties to date
and it is assumed it would continue to use these
means and others that may be identified to fulfil its
key corporate principals for developing positive
relationships (see draft EIS Section 4.2).
69 BNDN Section 6.0 Comment #69: Denison’s air dispersion model does not Scoping of the air quality assessment followed a Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed The receptor locations that were used for
(February 28, include any receptor locations related _to BNDN traditional conservative approac.h and described where The response does not adequately address the purpos'e of th'e assessm'ent of
2023) land fmd resources use (TLRU) and Indigenous KnO\A{Iedge modelled concentrfahons returnec! to background BNDN’s concern that no BNDN Indigenous potential air gl.,lallty effects in the HHRA
(IK).5|tes. BNDN members use the I.ands and waters in the levels. Thg air quallty assessment included human Knowledge or land use locations were included in are npn-sPeC|ﬁc .:as to use and .re;.)resent
Project area for TLRU and ceremonial purposes. receptors in the Pro_Ject Area and Local Study Area the air dispersion model as special receptors. Iocaﬁons in relat'lve clf)sg proximity to
Request/recommendation: (refer to draft EIS, Figure 6.1-3). These receptor Project related air emissions sources
locations are consistent with what was presented in where people could be exposed. In this
*  BNDNTLRU and IKssites should be considered in the ERA (Section 10.1 and Appendix 10-A). See way they provide a conservative basis on
Denison’s air quality assessment. The geographic response to BNDN comment #1 for further details. which to assess potential effects to
locations for TLRU and IK should be inputted into the receptors in a general fashion that can be
air dispersion model as special receptors. This will applied more broadly to any receptor that
provide site specific data for BNDN land users who is represented by that location.
use the LSA so they can effectively assess the Project’s . . .
impact on land use and rights. Itis f.urther'noted 'that Dfenlson will
confirm residual air-quality effects and
See Section 4.6 for additional information on this topic (p. meet provincial standards through an
67-71). adaptive air-quality management
program, comprising several plans to be
finalized during permitting and licensing.
These plans will embed monitoring
requirements set by provincial and federal
regulators and, where requested, by
Indigenous nations and other
stakeholders.
70 BNDN (February Section 6.0 Comment #70: Denison states in the EIS “the Cameco Please refer to Section 6.1.3.2 and 6.1.7. The regional | Adequately Addressed. Addressed.
28, 2023) McArthur River Operation and Key Lake sites are currently SK MOE data presented in Table 6.1-12 were

in Care and Maintenance mode; therefore, there is
currently no truck traffic between the sites on Highway
914. When these sites are to become operational again,
there is potential for a cumulative effect at sensitive
locations near the highway.” On November 28th, 2022,
operations resumed at Cameco’s McArthur River Uranium
Mine and Key Lake Mill.

Denison did not model Cameco related air emissions in
their air dispersion model. The EIS model does not account
for any of Cameco’s air emissions from the mill, mine, and
associated truck traffic between sites. Without this data

conservatively used to represent background
concentrations of TSP, PM10, PM2.5, CO, SO2, and
NO2 for the Wheeler River Project air quality
assessment. While traffic associated with Cameco
Operations was not modelled, conservative regional
background concentrations from the Saskatchewan
Air Quality Modelling Guideline (SK MOE 2012a) and
the La Loche monitoring station were used for
particulate matter, NO2, SO2, and CO (see Section
6.1.3.2.5 and Appendix 6-A). The La Loche
monitoring station is located near anthropogenic
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included in the model, the EIS does not adequately sources, while the Project is in a remote area
account for the cumulative effects of Cameco’s McArthur removed from anthropogenic sources. Accordingly,
River Mine and Key Lake Mill on the atmospheric emissions to air from traffic associated with
environment. Cameco’s operations are captured by the regional
Request/recommendation: background concentrations used in the air dispersion
model and are considered in the assessment of
e Denison must redo air dispersion modeling to account Project-related effects discussed in Section 6.1.4.
for the Cameco McArthur River Uranium Mine and Model predictions of COPC concentrations and
Key Lake Mill which have resumed operations since depositions were added to background levels and
the EIS was released. Without this data included in compared to the available standards summarized in
the model the EIS does not accurately capture Table 6.1-5 at receptors located outside the property
baseline conditions or cumulative effects on the boundary. To confirm the residual effects of the
atmospheric environment. Project on Air Quality and demonstrate compliance
Fugitive dust and uranium emissions (and potentially other | with provincial ambient air quality standards, an
contaminants) have increased potential for exceedances adaptive air quality management program will be
with the resumption of Cameco’s operations, as implemented. The air quality management program
exceedances are already predicted with the Wheeler River | will contain various plans which will be finalized
Project alone. during permitting and licensing. The plans within the
See Section 4.6 for additional information on this topic (p. ar qyallfcy manasement prggram will |ncor_po_rate
67 71). monitoring requirements dlre_ected by provincial and
federal regulators and by Indigenous groups and
other Interested Parties as requested.
71 BNDN (February Section 6.0 Comment #71: The Project is predicted to produce a) A change in a measurable parameter is not a Adequately Addressed. Not addressed. Please see response to Comment #2 and

28, 2023)

exceedances for TSP of 313% over the regulatory limit. 24-
hour TSP concentrations exceed the criterion 28% of the
time during Construction, 21% of the time during
Operations.

These exceedance conditions do not include TSP emissions
from Cameco’s McArthur River Mine and Key Lake Mill
which have now resumed operations. There is also the
potential for wildfire smoke to further exacerbate dust
emissions.

TSP exceedances represent a potential health risk for land
users and workers near the Project site. Especially for at-
risk groups such as elders, youth, and people with existing
respiratory conditions.

Request/recommendation:

a) Denison must employ additional mitigation measures
to reduce TSP emissions on site including enhanced
dust suppression efforts.

b) Denison must remodel TSP to include emissions from
Cameco’s McArthur River Mine and Key Lake Mill.

c) Please provide information on how TSP will be
monitored during the Project and how Denison will
know when exceedance conditions are occurring.

d) Please provide information on how adaptive
management will be used when a TSP exceedance is
discovered. Including discussion on how the Project
will be managed during poor air quality events caused
by wildfire smoke.

e) Please provide information on how exceedances
conditions near the Project site will be communicated
to the public.

See Section 4.6 for additional information on this topic (p.
67-71).

significant effect, per the EA methodology outlined in
Section 5. This threshold approach is both
transparent and reasonable with the context of the
assessment, though it is acknowledged that some
level of change in the VC (or more precisely its
measurable parameter) is deemed acceptable on
condition that the change is not of a magnitude from
which negative effects could accrue. Denison directs
BNDN to Table 6.1-19 to 6.1-21 for the complete
residual effect characterization for TSP exceedances.
This includes a consideration of the residual effect
related to TSP in the full context of direction,
magnitude, geographic extent, duration, frequency,
reversibility, context, and likelihood. In Section 10.1
of the draft EIS, the SMEs concluded that while there
were predicted exceedances of air quality criteria for
particulate matter, they were not identified for
further assessment in the HHRA—these COPCs are
unlikely to be associated with a human health or
environmental risk, and any exposures to people at
elevated concentrations would be infrequent, short-
term, and highly localized.

b) Please refer to Section 6.1.3.2. The regional SK
MOE data presented in Table 6.1-12 were
conservatively used to represent background
concentrations of TSP, PM10, PM2.5, CO, SO2, and
NO2 for the Wheeler River Project air quality
assessment. While traffic associated with Cameco
Operations was not modelled, conservative regional
background concentrations from the Saskatchewan
Air Quality Modelling Guideline (SK MOE 2012a) and
the La Loche monitoring station were used for
particulate matter, NO2, SO2, and CO (see Section
6.1.3.2.5 and Appendix 6-A). The La Loche
monitoring station is located near anthropogenic
sources, while the Project is in a remote area
removed from anthropogenic sources. Accordingly,
emissions to air from traffic associated with

Denison makes no commitment to reduce
potential TSP exceedances related to the Project.

Denison does not commit to collaborating with
BNDN in the design and implementation of air
quality monitoring. Denison only commits to
informing BNDN which is totally unacceptable.
Denison does not specify how it will notify BNDN
of project-related air quality exceedances.

Denison mischaracterizes BNDN as not being
part of “Indigenous Communities of Interest with
reserves and residential communities most
proximal to the Project”. BNDN is located closer
(232 km) to the Project than Kineepik Métis Local
(235 km). Further, the Project is located on
BNDN’s Treaty Lands (Treaty 10), whereas
Kineepik Métis Local has no Treaty lands or
Treaty rights. As such, BNDN must be treated as a
Indigenous Community of Interest with reserves
and residential communities most proximal to
the Project, not as some secondary community.
Denison’s position of BNDN requiring
consultation and accommodation that is less
meaningful than KML is unacceptable and wrong.

Comment #13 for Denison’s response to
the request for a project or mutual
benefits agreement.

Denison has nothing further to add with
respect to TSP mitigations — per the
original response appropriate mitigations
will be applied and the EIS has
determined / interpreted that TSP levels
are unlikely to be associated with a
human health or environmental risk, to
which CNSC and the province concur.

48






Ref. No.

Source

Reference to EIS,
appendix, or
supporting
documentation

Birch Narrows Dene Nation Comments |

(all original submissions can be found on Canadian Impact

Assessment Registry reference: 80171)

Denison Response | (November 29, 2023)

Birch Narrows Dene Nation Comments Il
(January 16, 2024)

Birch Narrows Dene Nation Comments Ill (May
26, 2025)

Denison Response Il (October 24, 2025)

Cameco’s operations are captured by the regional
background concentrations used in the air dispersion
model and are considered in the assessment of
Project-related effects discussed in Section 6.1.4.
Model predictions of COPC concentrations and
depositions were added to background levels and
compared to the available standards summarized in
Table 6.1-5 at receptors located outside the property
boundary.

c¢) and d) To confirm the residual effects of the
Project on Air Quality and demonstrate compliance
with provincial ambient air quality standards, an
adaptive air quality management program will be
implemented. The air quality management program
will contain various plans which will be finalized
during permitting and licensing. The plans within the
air quality management program will incorporate
monitoring requirements directed by provincial and
federal regulators and by Indigenous groups and
other Interested Parties as requested. In terms of
worker health and safety while forest fire smoke is
present, Denison will consider this through the
Occupational Health and Safety Program.
Information on how the Project will prepare for and
addresses emergencies that may affect the health
and safety of persons, the environment, and the
protection of property related to forest fires will be
included in the Emergency Preparedness and
Response Program.

e) As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with
reserves and residential communities most proximal
to the Project, Denison has committed to
collaborating with English River First Nation and
Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring regime, suited
to each of their interests and needs. As part of these
programs, Denison and the Indigenous community of
ERFN and KML will be sharing information in an
agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as
described above would also be relevant to other
Indigenous nations who may have interest in the
Project. Denison does not anticipate any funding to
BNDN at this time. BNDN will be informed
throughout the monitoring program design and
implementation process. Monitoring program design
and implementation will be guided by the following
principles: meet regulatory requirements, confirm
the effectiveness of mitigation measures and
predictions made in the assessment, implementing
adaptive management (if/where applicable) to
reduce effects during the lifetime of the Project, and
will ensure that spatial boundaries are sufficiently
extensive to measure EIS predictions.

72

BNDN (February
28, 2023)

Section 6.0

Comment #72: The Project is predicted to produce
exceedances for PM10 of 232% over the regulatory limit.

24- hour PM10 concentrations exceed the criterion 17% of

the time during Construction, 12% of the time during
Operations.

These exceedance conditions do not include PM10
emissions from Cameco’s McArthur River Mine and Key

a) A change in a measurable parameter is not a
significant effect, per the EA methodology outlined in
Section 5. This threshold approach is both
transparent and reasonable with the context of the
assessment, though it is acknowledged that some
level of change in the VC (or more precisely its
measurable parameter) is deemed acceptable on

Adequately Addressed.

Not Addressed.

BNDN disagrees with Denison’s assessment and
that particulate exceedances will not have an
impact on human health or the environment.
Regulatory standards are in place for a reason (to
protect human health and the environment) and

Please see response to Comment #2 and
Comment #13 for Denison’s response to
the request for a project or mutual
benefits agreement.

Denison has nothing further to add with
respect to the PM10 analysis — per the
original response appropriate mitigations
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Lake Mill which have now resumed operations. There is
also the potential for wildfire smoke to further exacerbate
dust emissions.

PM10 exceedances represent a potential health risk for
land users and workers near the Project site. Especially for
at-risk groups such as elders, youth, and people with
existing respiratory conditions.

Request/recommendation:

a) Denison must employ additional mitigation measures
to reduce PM10 emissions on site including enhanced
dust suppression efforts.

b) Denison must remodel PM10 to include emissions
from Cameco’s McArthur River Mine and Key Lake
Mill.

c) Please provide information on how PM10 will be
monitored during the Project and how Denison will
know when exceedance conditions are occurring.

d) Please provide information on how adaptive
management will be used when a PM10 exceedance
is discovered. Including discussion on how the Project
will be managed during poor air quality events caused
by wildfire smoke.

e) Please provide information on how exceedances
conditions near the Project site will be communicated
to the public.

See Section 4.6 for additional information on this topic (p.
67-71).

condition that the change is not of a magnitude from
which negative effects could accrue. Denison directs
BNDN to Table 6.1-22 and 6.1-23 for the complete
residual effect characterization for PM10
exceedances. This includes a consideration of the
residual effect related to PM10 in the full context of
direction, magnitude, geographic extent, duration,
frequency, reversibility, context, and likelihood. In
Section 10.1 of the draft EIS, the SMEs concluded
that while there were predicted exceedances of air
quality criteria for particulate matter, they were not
identified for further assessment in the HHRA—these
COPCs are unlikely to be associated with a human
health or environmental risk, and any exposures to
people at elevated concentrations would be
infrequent, short-term, and highly localized.

b) Please refer to Section 6.1.3.2. The regional SK
MOE data presented in Table 6.1-12 were
conservatively used to represent background
concentrations of TSP, PM10, PM2.5, CO, SO2, and
NO2 for the Wheeler River Project air quality
assessment. While traffic associated with Cameco
Operations was not modelled, conservative regional
background concentrations from the Saskatchewan
Air Quality Modelling Guideline (SK MOE 2012a) and
the La Loche monitoring station were used for
particulate matter, NO2, SO2, and CO (see Section
6.1.3.2.5 and Appendix 6-A). The La Loche
monitoring station is located near anthropogenic
sources, while the Project is in a remote area
removed from anthropogenic sources. Accordingly,
emissions to air from traffic associated with
Cameco’s operations are captured by the regional
background concentrations used in the air dispersion
model and are considered in the assessment of
Project-related effects discussed in Section 6.1.4.
Model predictions of COPC concentrations and
depositions were added to background levels and
compared to the available standards summarized in
Table 6.1-5 at receptors located outside the property
boundary.

c¢) and d) To confirm the residual effects of the
Project on Air Quality and demonstrate compliance
with provincial ambient air quality standards, an
adaptive air quality management program will be
implemented. The air quality management program
will contain various plans which will be finalized
during permitting and licensing. The plans within the
air quality management program will incorporate
monitoring requirements directed by provincial and
federal regulators and by Indigenous groups and
other Interested Parties as requested. In terms of
worker health and safety while forest fire smoke is
present, Denison will consider this through the
Occupational Health and Safety Program.
Information on how the Project will prepare for and
addresses emergencies that may affect the health
and safety of persons, the environment, and the
protection of property related to forest fires will be
included in the Emergency Preparedness and
Response Program.

if Denison cannot meet these standards they
should not be constructing or operating.

Denison mischaracterizes BNDN as not being
part of “Indigenous Communities of Interest with
reserves and residential communities most
proximal to the Project”. BNDN is located closer
(232 km) to the Project than Kineepik Métis Local
(235 km). Further, the Project is located on
BNDN'’s Treaty Lands (Treaty 10), whereas
Kineepik Métis Local has no Treaty lands or
Treaty rights. As such, BNDN must be treated as a
Indigenous Community of Interest with reserves
and residential communities most proximal to
the Project, not as some secondary community.
Denison’s position of BNDN requiring
consultation and accommodation that is less
meaningful than KML is unacceptable and wrong.

will be applied and the EIS has
determined / interpreted that PM10
levels are unlikely to be associated with a
human health or environmental risk, to
which CNSC and the Province concur.
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e) As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with
reserves and residential communities most proximal
to the Project, Denison has committed to
collaborating with English River First Nation and
Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring regime, suited
to each of their interests and needs. As part of these
programs, Denison and the Indigenous community of
ERFN and KML will be sharing information in an
agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as
described above would also be relevant to other
Indigenous nations who may have interest in the
Project. Denison does not anticipate any funding to
BNDN at this time. BNDN will be informed
throughout the monitoring program design and
implementation process. Monitoring program design
and implementation will be guided by the following
principles: meet regulatory requirements, confirm
the effectiveness of mitigation measures and
predictions made in the assessment, implementing
adaptive management (if/where applicable) to
reduce effects during the lifetime of the Project, and
will ensure that spatial boundaries are sufficiently
extensive to measure EIS predictions.

73

BNDN (February
28, 2023)

Section 6.0

Comment #73: The Project is predicted to produce
exceedances for uranium of 148% over of the regulatory

limit.

These exceedance conditions do not include uranium
emissions from Cameco’s McArthur River Mine and Key

Lake

Uran
land

Mill which have now resumed operations.

ium exceedances represent a potential health risk for
users and workers near the Project site. Additionally,

uranium deposition in the aquatic and terrestrial

envir

onment can cause effect pathways to humans through

the food chain through the consumption of

edibl
Requ

a)

b)

d)

e)

e/medicinal plants, berries, fish, and wildlife.
est/recommendation:

Denison must employ additional mitigation measures
to reduce uranium emissions on site including
enhanced scrubber systems and containment
measures.

Denison must remodel uranium to include emissions
from Cameco’s McArthur River Mine and Key Lake
Mill.

Please provide information on how uranium emissions
will be monitored during the Project and how Denison
will know when exceedance conditions are occurring.

Please provide information on how adaptive
management will be used when a uranium
exceedance is discovered.

Please provide information on how exceedance
conditions near the Project site will be communicated
to the public.

See Section 4.6 for additional information on this topic (p.
67-71).

a) Achange in a measurable parameter is not a
significant effect, per the EA methodology
outlined in Section 5. This threshold approach is
both transparent and reasonable with the
context of the assessment, though it is
acknowledged that some level of change in the
VC (or more precisely its measurable
parameter) is deemed acceptable on condition
that the change is not of a magnitude from
which negative effects could accrue. Denison
directs BNDN to Table 6.1-27: Air Quality —
Summary of the Characteristics Ratings for
Residual Effect 9 (Operation, 24-hour Uranium
Exceedances) for the complete residual effect
characterization. This includes a consideration
of the residual effect (24-hour U exceedance
during operation) in the full context of direction,
magnitude, geographic extent, duration,
frequency, reversibility, context, and likelihood.
Further, in Section 10.1 of the draft EIS, all
relevant radionuclides were assessed in the
HHRA in terms of their contribution to the total
radiological dose to human and ecological
receptors and COPCs identified for air were
radionuclides (U-238, U-234 and radon); refer to
Table 10.1-7 for a summary of human health
exposure pathways. The HHRA estimated dose
and risk during all Project phases to the
following receptors: camp worker, seasonal
resident, recreational fisher/hunter,
fisher/trapper. The incremental radiation dose
to all human receptors during all Project phases
is predicted to be below the regulatory public
dose limit of 1 mSv/yr and the dose constraint
of 0.3 mSv/yr during all Project phases. Overall,
since the radiation dose estimates would be
below the public dose limit, no discernable

Adequately Addressed.

Not Addressed.

BNDN disagrees with Denison’s assessment and
that uranium exceedances will not have an
impact on human health or the environment.
Regulatory standards are in place for a reason (to
protect human health and the environment) and
if Denison cannot meet these standards they
should not be constructing or operating.

Denison mischaracterizes BNDN as not being
part of “Indigenous Communities of Interest with
reserves and residential communities most
proximal to the Project”. BNDN is located closer
(232 km) to the Project than Kineepik Métis Local
(235 km). Further, the Project is located on
BNDN'’s Treaty Lands (Treaty 10), whereas
Kineepik Métis Local has no Treaty lands or
Treaty rights. As such, BNDN must be treated as a
Indigenous Community of Interest with reserves
and residential communities most proximal to
the Project, not as some secondary community.
Denison’s position of BNDN requiring
consultation and accommodation that is less
meaningful than KML is unacceptable and wrong.

Please see response to Comment #2 and
Comment #13 for Denison’s response to
the request for a project or mutual
benefits agreement.

Denison has nothing further to add with
respect to the uranium analysis — per the
original response appropriate mitigations
will be applied and the EIS has
determined / interpreted that uranium
levels are unlikely to be associated with a
human health or environmental risk, to
which CNSC and the Province concur.
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health effects are anticipated due to exposure
of these receptors to radioactive releases from
the Project.

b) Please refer to Section 6.1.3.2. The Key Lake
data from camp high volume air samplers from
2009 to 2018 (Table 6.1-13) were selected to
represent background concentrations of
uranium, arsenic, and nickel for the Wheeler
River Project air quality assessment. Model
predictions of COPC concentrations and
depositions were added to background levels
and compared to ambient air quality standards
and criteria.

c) and d) To confirm the residual effects of the
Project on Air Quality and demonstrate
compliance with provincial ambient air quality
standards, an adaptive air quality management
program will be implemented. The air quality
management program will contain various plans
which will be finalized during permitting and
licensing. The plans within the air quality
management program will incorporate
monitoring requirements directed by provincial
and federal regulators and by Indigenous groups
and other Interested Parties as requested.

e) Asthe Indigenous Communities of Interest with
reserves and residential communities most
proximal to the Project, Denison has committed
to collaborating with English River First Nation
and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring
regime, suited to each of their interests and
needs. As part of these programs, Denison and
the Indigenous community of ERFN and KML
will be sharing information in an agreed-upon
fashion. It is expected that the data collected
through such monitoring regimes as described
above would also be relevant to other
Indigenous nations who may have interest in
the Project. Denison does not anticipate any
funding to BNDN at this time. BNDN will be
informed throughout the monitoring program
design and implementation process. Monitoring
program design and implementation will be
guided by the following principles: meet
regulatory requirements, confirm the
effectiveness of mitigation measures and
predictions made in the assessment,
implementing adaptive management (if/where
applicable) to reduce effects during the lifetime
of the Project, and will ensure that spatial
boundaries are sufficiently extensive to
measure EIS predictions.

74

BNDN (February
28, 2023)

Section 6.0

Comment #74: The Saskatchewan MOE Air Quality
Modelling Guidelines specifies that the American

Meteorological Society/Environmental Protection Agency

Regulatory Model (AERMOD) should be used for

assessments in Saskatchewan. Denison opted to use the

CLAMET/CALPUFF dispersion model for the EIS.

Request/recommendation:

As described in Section B.1 of Appendix 6-A, staff at
the Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment (Air
Quality Branch) were consulted on the selection of
CALPUFF and development of the CALMET
meteorological data set, beginning in 2019. The
CALMET consultation included an initial discussion
about the general approach, and once the CALMET
runs were completed, two technical memos were

Adequately Addressed.

Addressed.
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e  Please provide additional rationale for the selection of | produced and reviewed by Ministry staff including: 1)
the CALPUFF model over the provincially a memo completed in March 2020 summarizing the
recommended AERMOD. general CALMET approach and results (e.g., wind

See Section 4.6 for additional information on this topic (p. roses, temperature data, pre.upltatlon data); .and 2)a

67-71). follow-up memo completed in May 2021, which
answered specific questions posed by Ministry staff.
Ministry staff also completed a review and provided
feedback on the CALPUFF model setup in August
2021. The specific rationale for the use of CALPUFF in
lieu of AEROMOD as documented in the March 2020
memo was as follows: the domain size needed to
generate inputs for the human health and ecological
risk assessment (HHERA) is estimated to be 60 km by
60 km. The Saskatchewan Air Modelling Guide
recommends CALPUFF for long-range transport (i.e.,
> 50 km); CALPUFF includes wet and dry removal
processes and chemical transformation algorithms
that are needed to generate inputs for the HHERA
and the terrestrial and aquatic assessments; and the
approach is consistent with other uranium mines in
the area.

75 BNDN Appendix 6-C Climate | Comment #75: Carbon dioxide emissions related to air Assessment of upstream or Scope 3 GHGs under Adequately Addressed. Addressed.
(February 28, Baseline and travel for Project personnel were not included in the GHG Environment and Climate Change Canada’s Strategic
2023) Greenhouse Gas emissions calculations. Project related emissions from air Assessment of Climate Change guide are only

Emissions Report travel would be significant source due to the remote required for projects that are likely to exceed the

nature of the site. The GHG emission estimate included in upstream threshold of 500 kt of CO2e per year. The
EIS Appendix 6-C does not provide a fulsome upstream GHG emissions for the Project are
representation of Project related GHG emissions. expected to be well below this threshold (draft EIS
Request/recommendation: Section 2.5) and in the range of 25 to 31 kt of CO2e.
. Denison must include emissions from air travel for

project personnel in the GHG emissions calculations.

This will provide a more accurate representation of

project-related GHG emissions.
See Section 4.6 for additional information on this topic
(p. 67-71).

76 BNDN Section 6.0 Comment #76: Denison acknowledges the Project’s Denison anticipates being subject to ECCC'’s reporting | Adequately Addressed. Addressed.

(February 28,

2023)

contribution to climate change through GHG emissions but
does not outline a plan to offset GHG emissions. Other
mines in Canada, including the Canadian Malartic Mine in
Quebec have GHG offset plans in which carbon emissions
are tracked and offsetting activities are developed in
collaboration with local First Nations (Canadian Malartic,
2014).

Request/recommendation:

e  Denison must develop a GHG/Carbon offsetting plan
to mitigate potential impacts of the Project to climate
change. Denison could work with BNDN and other
local First Nations on initiatives that help to offset the
Project’s GHG emissions (e.g., tree planting, wetland
restoration, carbon offsets). This would demonstrate a
commitment to corporate social responsibility,
climate stewardship and reconciliation on Denison’s
behalf.

See Section 4.6 for additional information on this topic (p.
67 71).

requirements for emitters over 10,000 tonnes CO2e
and the information is collected under section 26 of
the Canadian Environmental Protection Act. In order
to meet these reporting requirement, Denison will
be tracking Scope 1 and 2 GHG emissions. Options to
offset the Project’s GHG emissions will be considered
as the Project advances. In draft EIS Section 2.5
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Denison has committed
to looking for opportunities to optimize energy
management and improve the energy intensity of
the Project where practical.
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77 BNDN Section 6.0 Comment #77: The Project is reliant on burning diesel for Thank you for the comment. The EIS is a planning Adequately Addressed. Addressed.
(February 28, construction, supplementary power generation, mine tool and the details of Project design including use of
2023) processing activities, and mine equipment. The GHG fuels will be evaluated by Denison as the Project

intensive nature of the Project’s construction and advances. However, we note that in Section 2.5
operation phases are a concern for BNDN and not Greenhouse Gas Emissions of the draft EIS that
consistent with federal or provincial directives to reduce Denison will look for opportunities to optimize
GHGs. Cleaner technology and fuel sources are available to | energy management and improve the energy
reduce the Project’s GHG emissions. For a project based intensity of the Project where practical.
around s.upplying fuel for theltlenergy transition, a more In terms of EIS scoping for the basis of effects
progressive approach that utilizes assessments, Denison took a conservative approach
Best Available Technology is required in order to reduce to estimating combustion products use by assuming
GHG emissions. back-up diesel generators were running continually
Request/recommendation: (worst-case scenario). This is expected to bound
actual Project fuel use.
e  Where feasible Denison must implement the use of
low carbon technology and fuels in the final Project
design to reduce GHG emissions. Specifically, Denison
should redesign the Project to:
o  Replace all diesel electricity generation with
LNG/CNG generators (and add in renewables
where feasible) for construction phase.
o  Replace all diesel powered mine equipment and
vehicles with electric or LNG/CNG models.
o Userenewable energy sources for electricity
generation (e.g., wind, solar) as early in the
project lifecycle as possible.
See Section 4.6 for additional information on this topic (p.
67 71).

78 BNDN Section 6.0 Comment #78: Denison does not specify how it will To confirm the residual effects of the Project on Air Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed. Denison has not responded to this
(February 28, monitor air contaminant concentrations during all phases Quality and demonstrate compliance with provincial comment, as it is unclear what aspect of
2023) of the Project. Continuous on-site ambient air monitoring ambient air quality standards, an adaptive air quality this comment remains outstanding.

for all COPCs (including particulates, metals, and radon) is management program will be implemented. The air
the only way to truly assess the Project’s impact on air quality management program will contain various
quality and compliance with government standards. plans which will be finalized during permitting and
Request/recommendation: licensing. The plans within the air quality
management program will incorporate monitoring
e Denison must conduct continuous on-site monitoring requirements directed by provincial and federal
for all contaminants of concern (including regulators and by Indigenous groups and other
particulates, metals, and radon) in order to assure Interested Parties as requested.
regulatory compliance and verify the accuracy of air
dispersion models and EIS predictions.
See Section 4.6 for additional information on this topic
(p. 67-71).
79 BNDN Section 6.0 Comment #79: Denison does not specify how BNDN will be | As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed. Please see response to Comment #2 and

(February 28,

2023)

involved in air quality monitoring during construction,
operations and decommissioning phases of the Project.

Request/recommendation:

a) BNDN requests the implementation of robust and
long-term environmental monitoring to verify
protection of the environment, including community-
led monitoring during Construction and Operations of
the Project.

b) Denison must develop specific roles and
responsibilities to BNDN members in relation to air
quality monitoring and site wide environmental
monitoring. This should include, at a minimum, one
environmental monitor position for BNDN. This would
provide increased transparency and confidence to

reserves and residential communities most proximal
to the Project, Denison has committed to
collaborating with English River First Nation and
Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring regime, suited
to each of their interests and needs. As part of these
programs, Denison and the Indigenous community of
ERFN and KML will be sharing information in an
agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data
collected through such monitoring regimes as
described above would also be relevant to other
Indigenous nations who may have interest in the
Project. Denison does not anticipate any funding to
BNDN at this time.

The response does not adequately address
BNDN'’s concern around the lack of BNDN
involvement in the design and implementation
Denison’s air quality monitoring program.
Denison does not specify how BNDN will be
involved in air quality monitoring during
construction, operations and decommissioning
phases of the Project. Nor does Denison make
any commitments for BNDN involvement in
Denison’s environmental monitoring programs
including air quality monitoring.

Comment #13 for Denison’s response to
the request for a project or mutual
benefits agreement.
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Denison’s environmental management practices and BNDN will be informed throughout the monitoring
performance. program design and implementation process.
See Section 4.6 for additional information on this topic (p. Monitoring program design and implementation will
67-71). be guided by the following principles: programs will
meet regulatory requirements, programs will confirm
the effectiveness of mitigation measures and
predictions made in the assessment, programs will
be implemented in an adaptive management
framework (if/where applicable) to reduce effects
during the lifetime of the Project, and programs will
have spatial boundaries that are sufficiently
extensive to measure EIS predictions.
The details of monitoring and follow-up plans are
being developed to support the separate process of
Project licensing and permitting. The specific means
by which provincial and federal authorities, and
Indigenous Nations and communities will be engaged
in developing the follow-up and monitoring program,
including the information-sharing program, are
currently under consideration with the Denison
project team. It is noted that Section 4.2.1 of the
draft EIS provides the variety of ways in which
Denison has engaged with Interested Parties to date
and it is assumed it would continue to use these
means and others that may be identified to fulfil its
key corporate principals for developing positive
relationships (see draft EIS Section 4.2).
80 BNDN (February Section 2.2.2.2.2 Comment #80: The Proponent states that the UBS holding It is important to note that Denison is completing a Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed. Please see response to Comment #2 and
28, 2023) Uranium Bearing area will have leak detection (Figure 2.2-18). The system is | sequential EA and licensing process for the Project If Denison intends to defer the answering of Comment #13 for Denison’s response to
Solution Holding Area | shown as a pipe running under the pond. (see draft EIS Section 1).Denison considers the EA to these important questions to the licensing phase the request for a project or mutual
Request/recommendation: b: a planni.nlg afr;d dec:csif‘n-;nal.dng.tool tha; alssezses of the Project, BNDN requires a commitment to benefits agreement.
a) BNDN requests more details on the leak detection :)rch;c;t;'egrt::ryemzc:;:r ;nz i;g;:;tlgsar:;:i:o?n ntragotlatfe a Project AgriemtintBLonlgrmzllze a
system used for all ponds shown in Figure 2.2-18. engagement with Indigenous nations and process .or engagement wi an
responding to BNDN concerns on these matters.
b) BNDN requests that Denison respond to all the communities. The details requested by BNDN will be BNDN requires this commitment for this concern
following questions in writing: developed to support licensing and will be included to be addressed.
. Is the pipe connected to an automated sensing in Management System programs /.plavns including
system? for example the Groundwater Monitoring Plan and
the Emergency Response and Preparedness Plan.
e If not, how frequently is the system monitored?
e What chemical or physical indicator(s) are used to
detect a leak?
. What are the detection limits/thresholds for each
indicator?
e What s the precision of each indicator?
e  Whoiis notified, and how quickly would a response be
mobilized?
e  See Section 4.7 for additional information on this
topic (p. 77).
81 BNDN Section 2.2.2.2.2 Comment #81: The Proponent states that the UBS holding It is important to note that Denison is completing a Adequately Addressed. Not addressed. Please see response to Comment #2 and

(February 28,
2023)

Uranium Bearing
Solution Holding Area
Section 2.2.4.5
Process Precipitate
Pond

area will have leak detection (Figure 2.2-18). The system is
shown as a pipe running under the pond.

Request/recommendation:

e  BNDN requests to know what specific
containment/restoration methods will be used in the
event that a leak is detected, and how quickly they

sequential EA and licensing process for the Project
(see draft EIS Section 1).Denison considers the EA to
be a planning and decision-making tool that assesses
the potential effects of the Project in a careful and
precautionary manner and integrates results of
engagement with Indigenous nations and
communities. The details requested by BNDN will be
developed to support licensing and will be included

BNDN sees it as a reasonable and necessary
precaution to provide additional information on
this matter. If Denison wishes to defer this to the
licensing phase our Nation requires a
commitment to negotiate a Project Agreement
with our Nation now to have certainty that this

Comment #13 for Denison’s response to
the request for a project or mutual
benefits agreement.

See also response to #33.
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would be implemented. This applies to both the UBS in the Project’s future Management System will be addressed in a manner that mitigates our
holding area and process precipitate pond. documents including for example the Groundwater Nations concerns.
See Section 4.7 for additional information on this topic (p. Monitoring Plan and the Emergency Response and
77). Preparedness Plan.
82 BNDN (February Section 2.2.2.2.2 Comment #82: The Proponent states that the UBS holding Please see Denison’s response to BNDN comment Adequately Addressed. Not addressed. Please see response to Comment #2 and
28, 2023) Urani.um Bear_ing area wil! be_designed as a.pond contained by a doub.Ie #33. BNDN sees it as a reasonable and necessary Comment #13 for De.nison’s response to
Solution Holding Area comp05|te_ liner system (Iflgure 2.2-.18), and that options to precaution to undertake a risk assessment for the re_quest for a project or mutual
use_tanks_ instead of holding area will be evalu?ted as this particularly important and risky aspect of the benefits agreement.
engineering advances. Request/recommendation: overall operation. BNDN reiterates the request See also response to #33.
e  BNDN requests that Denison undertake a risk and reminds Denison that this concern would be
assessment for the design of the UBS holding area. best addressed through a formalized process for
BNDN recommends the safer, less environmentally engagement defined in a project agreement
risky option be selected and that BNDN can review between BNDN and Denison for the Wheeler
and provide input into the decision that Denison River Project.
makes.
See Section 4.7 for additional information on this topic (p.
77).
83 BNDN (February Section 2.2.1.4.5 Comment #83: The Proponent states that the wellfield Wellfield piping system will transport the mining Adequately Addressed. Not Addressed. Please see response to Comment #2 and
28, 2023) pipelines will be designed to have s_econdary cc?ntainment solution to and from the procgs_sing pIant.IThe ﬂgw If Denison intends to defer the answering of Comment #13 for De.nison’s response to
or catchrpent and have leak detection systems in place at rates. and pressures of the |nd|V|du.aI well I|r.1es will be these important questions to the licensing phase the re.quest for a project or mutual
key locations. monlto.red in the pumphogses. This data will be of the Project, BNDN requires a commitment to benefits agreement.
BNDN requests more details on the leak detection system | transmitted to the processing plant for remote negotiate a Project Agreement to formalize a
used for wellfield lines. Specifically, BNDN requests that monitoring through a master control system. . process for engagement with BNDN and
Denison respond to the following questions: Through the maste.r control system, Operat.ors \{VI” be responding to BNDN concerns on these matters.
. capable of controlling pumphouse production lines BNDN requires this commitment for this concern
e Is an automated sensing system used? remotely.
to be addressed.
¢ Will automated controls shut off pressure in the event | The specific details requested by BNDN in this
of a significant leak? comment are not available at this time and will be
e If no automation is used, how frequently is the system | developed as part of detailed design to support
monitored? Project licensing and permitting. Denison considers
. o the EA to be a planning and decision-making tool
*  What chemical or physical indicator(s) are used to that assesses the potential effects of the Project in a
detect a leak? careful and precautionary manner and integrates
e  What are the detection limits/thresholds for each results of engagement with Indigenous nations and
indicator? communities. Denison views the EIS as an important
e What s the precision of each indicator? plalnr.‘ni.ng tool that will be used to su.pport f.uture
activities and represents one stage in the rigorous
e Who is notified, and how quickly would a response be | overall approvals process for a uranium mining
mobilized? facility in Canada. Denison completed feasibility
See Section 4.7 for additional information on this topic (p. | designs for the Project in 2023. The engineering
77). design of the wellfield pipelines including control
measures to monitor and respond to leaks will be
included in the detailed design information provided
to the CNSC during Project licensing.
84 BNDN (February Section 2.2.1.4.5 Comment #84: The Proponent states that the well designs The well designs and operational monitoring of the Adequately Addressed. Addressed.

28, 2023)

Primary Containment
of Mining Solution —
Wells

and operational monitoring of the wellfield will mitigate
accidental release of mining solution or UBS in the
sandstone above the mining area.

Request/recommendation:

e  BNDN requests to know how Denison will monitor the
integrity of wells once in production. Will tests be
conducted at regular intervals?

See Section 4.7 for additional information on this topic (p.
77).

wellfield will mitigate accidental release of mining
solution or UBS in the sandstone above the mining
area. Each well will have double containment: mining
solution will travel inside an inner casing with the
outer casing acting as secondary containment for the
mining fluids. Wells will be continually monitored for
operational parameters such as injection pressures,
injection flow rates, and recovery flow rates. This
data will be transmitted to the processing plant for
remote monitoring through a master control system.
Through the master control system, operators will be
capable of controlling pumphouse production lines
remotely. Wellfield monitoring will facilitate
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detection of any issues with the injection and
recovery wells.

A network of monitoring wells installed within the
freeze wall area will be equipped with pressure
instrumentation for the determination of the vertical
strain/stresses placed on the formation to do mining
zone space creation. This monitoring network is
designed to detect if these strains may be
approaching their acceptable levels prior to failure.
The injection and recovery wells will also be
equipped with devices for pressure and temperature
that can detect a breach in the well casing if one
were to occur. As a preventative measure, annual
mechanical integrity testing is conducted on the
wells to ensure their containment and compliancy.

Active monitoring will allow for operational
shutdown if a scenario is approaching a failure
mode.

85

BNDN (February
28, 2023)

Section 2.2.1.4.5 Fuel
Storage and
Dispensing Facility

Comment #85: The Proponent states that fuels will be
stored in approved, above-ground, 25,000 L double-walled
storage tank(s) equipped with secondary containment in
accordance with provincial regulations and standards.

Request/recommendation:

BNDN requests to confirm when the permanent fuel
storage facility will be constructed. If temporary fuel
storage for construction is required, indicate how
much, how it will be stored and dispensed, and show
on a sketch where it will be located. Construction fuel

requirements for site development may be significant.

See Section 4.7 for additional information on this topic (p.

77).

Details on when Denison will construct the
permanent fuel storage facility or precisely where
temporary fuel storage tanks will be located are not
available at this phase of the Project and these
details are not required to support EIS review.
However, at the EIS stage it is important to note that
Denison is committed to construction and operating
all fuel storage and distribution infrastructure in
accordance with applicable legislative requirements.
Fuels will be stored in approved, above-ground,
double-walled storage tank(s) equipped with
secondary containment in accordance with provincial
regulations and standards. In Saskatchewan, the
permitting process for hazardous substances
including above ground storage tanks for diesel,
propane, gas, and jet fuel are governed by The
Hazardous Substances and Waste Dangerous Goods
Regulations; Environmental Code Chapter E-10.2 Reg
3 (HSWDG). Denison will need to apply for an
Approval to Construct, Install, Alter and Expand a
Storage Facility and Store Hazardous Substances
and/or Waste Dangerous Goods and secure an
approval from the Ministry of Environment pursuant
to The Environmental Management and Protection
Act, 2010, and The Hazardous Substances and Waste
Dangerous Goods Regulations. Denison will have to
adhere to the Terms and Conditions of the approval,
complete regular inspections of the facilities, and
maintain an Emergency Response Contingency Plan.
The Ministry of Environment staff also conduct
regular inspections to ensure the conditions of the
approval are being followed.

Adequately Addressed.

Addressed.

86

BNDN (February
28, 2023)

Section 2.2.4.5
Process Precipitate
Pond

Comment #86: The Proponent states that process
precipitates may be stored in totes inside the process
precipitate pond.

Request/recommendation:

BNDN requests details on the procedures for
placement and handling of precipitate totes within
the pond. Care should be taken to ensure that
equipment and totes do not compromise the pond
lining. Totes should be sealed and transport of totes

The precipitate pond is proposed as a lined area with
berms (as shown in Section 2, Figure 2.2-18) and may
be more clearly described as being a lined pad. As
such, process precipitates can be placed into totes,
which can be placed on the lined area (‘pond’) for
containment during storage. Details on the plans for
precipitate management, placement and handling
will be developed to support Project licensing and
permitting. Denison agrees the integrity of the liner

Adequately Addressed.

Addressed.
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from the plant to the pond should be carefully
planned to minimize the risk of a spill, and in the
event of a spill ensure that runoff is captured on the
site.

See Section 4.7 for additional information on this topic (p.
77).

and totes are important considerations which will be
factors in the plans. We also refer BNDN to the
following draft EIS sections and comments
responses:

e Waste Management: Waste management is
described in Section 2.2.4 of the draft EIS and
includes discussion of all waste types that will
be generated by Project-related activities. The
following is noted in Section 2.2.4 for
reference, “Conventional waste, radiologically
contaminated waste, and hazardous waste will
be managed at the Project. Denison is
committed to conducting stringent waste
characterization throughout the life of the
Project. This includes physical, radiological, and
chemical characterization to maintain accurate
waste inventories and determine how wastes
will be dispositioned through either re-use,
recycling, temporary storage, or permanent
disposal (on or off site). This includes clearance
of material that meets unconditional release
requirements and can be safely removed from
site. A waste management program will be
developed for the Project to support licensing
and permitting. The waste management
program and associated plans developed to
support licensing will be based on the 4 R’s:
Reduce, Reuse, Recycle, and Recover, and will
detail how each type of waste generated on site
will be managed. Resources used to develop the
waste management program will include, but
are not limited to, the CNSC’s REGDOC-2.11
series, related Canadian Standards Association
(CSA) standards, and the Hazardous Substances
and Waste Dangerous Goods Regulations
(Government of Saskatchewan 2000).”

o Water Management: Water management is
described in Section 2.2.3 of the draft EIS and
includes Denison’s commitment to capturing
any contact water. Clean, non-contact runoff
will be diverted around Project components
where possible. Contact water, including, for
example, runoff from the wellfield and around
the processing plant, will be collected in various
ponds and eventually routed through the
IWWTP for treatment prior to release to
Whitefish Lake. Refer to Figure 2.2-17 for runoff
collection assumptions.

o Emergency Preparedness and Response
Program: Please also see Denison’s response to
BNDN comments 87 and 88 below for
information on the Emergency Preparedness
and Response Program.

87

BNDN (February
28, 2023)

Section 2.8 Project
Design Features

Comments #87 and 88: Denison states that they will
maintain an up-to-date record of the various hazardous
substances on site and will maintain Safety Data Sheets
and appropriate procedures for spill management,
handling, and clean up in an accessible location.

Request/recommendation:

The details requested related to the Emergency
Preparedness and Response Program are being
developed to support licensing efforts. The EIS is a
planning tool to provide an assessment of the
potential Project effects on the human and

Adequately Addressed.

Addressed.
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Ref. No.

Source

Reference to EIS,
appendix, or
supporting
documentation

Birch Narrows Dene Nation Comments |
(all original submissions can be found on Canadian Impact
Assessment Registry reference: 80171)

Denison Response | (November 29, 2023)

Birch Narrows Dene Nation Comments Il
(January 16, 2024)

Birch Narrows Dene Nation Comments Ill (May
26, 2025)

Denison Response Il (October 24, 2025)

e  BNDN requests a description of the safety and spill
response training programs that employees will
undergo. What is the duration of each training
program and how often will retraining be conducted?

e  BNDN requests to know what resources will be kept
on site for management and clean-up of spills, for
example spill kits, absorbents, neutralization agents,
vacuum trucks, PPE, hand tools, etc.

See Section 4.7 for additional information on this topic (p.
77).

biophysical environment; at the EIS stage a detailed
Management System is not required.

A brief description of the Emergency Preparedness
and Response Plan is provided in the draft EIS,
Section 2.9.1.3.5: and included below for reference.
Please also refer to draft EIS, Section 14 Accidents
and Malfunctions for an assessment of the potential
accidents and malfunctions that could occur in
association with the Project and a description of the
potential effects on human health or the biophysical
environment, considering environmental design
features and mitigation measures that would be
implemented to reduce such effects.

2.9.1.3.5 Emergency Preparedness and Response
Program

The Emergency Preparedness and Response Program
would identify how the Project will prepare for and
addresses emergencies that may affect the health
and safety of persons, the environment, and the
protection of property. The objectives of the
program would include the following:

e identification of accidents and emergencies and
the actions and responsibilities in the event of
an emergency;

e  Project requirements for emergency response
equipment and personnel;

e internal incident command structure to
effectively manage complex, lengthy, and large-
scale emergencies;

e required communications with external
emergency services, statutory bodies, and
public, Indigenous groups, and regulatory
agencies;

e development of appropriate emergency
procedures; and

e assurance of availability of vital information
during an emergency.

Emergency Preparedness and Response Program
would be developed consistent with guidance
provided by CNSC in REGDOC-2.10.1, Nuclear
Emergency Preparedness and Response.

88

BNDN (February
28, 2023)

Section 2.2.2.2.4
Yellowcake drying and
packaging

Comment #89: The Proponent describes various measures
used to mitigate yellowcake dust emissions: the yellowcake
drying and packaging area will be outfitted with hygiene
systems to capture dust generated during the material
handling of the yellowcake product and sent to either the
dryer or calciner venturi scrubbers. All equipment located
after the dewatering of the yellowcake will be selected to
provide minimal dust generation and outfitted with dust
collection systems where required. The ventilation system
in this area of the processing plant will also be adequately
designed to provide safety of workers and control fugitive
dust emissions.

Request/recommendation:

Should dust collection systems in the yellowcake
drying and packaging area fail and generate a hazard
for the workers, the plant will be shut down until
repairs are completed. A redundant hygiene system
is not economical to implement. Hygiene scrubbers
are typically very reliable and can be repaired in
short time frames.

Adequately Addressed.

Addressed.
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Reference to EIS,
appendix, or

Birch Narrows Dene Nation Comments |

Birch Narrows Dene Nation Comments Il

Birch Narrows Dene Nation Comments Ill (May

. No. ‘ Il original .. P ian| . ! . :
Ref. No Source A (all original submissions c?n be found on Canadian Impact Denison Response | (November 29, 2023) (January 16, 2024) 26, 2025) Denison Response Il (October 24, 2025)
. Assessment Registry reference: 80171)
documentation
e  BNDN recommends redundant hygiene systems be
installed (n+1 units) to ensure continuity of air
filtration in the event of equipment failure.
See Section 4.7 for additional information on this topic (p.
77).
89 BNDN (February Draft EIS 9.3.5.1 Comment #90: The Proponent states that all contaminated | Access to the property will be controlled by both a Adequately Addressed. Addressed.

28, 2023)

Project Design
Measures

areas will be fenced to avoid contact with workers and
wildlife. Fences will be monitored and maintained.

Request/recommendation:

e  BNDN requests to know the size and type of fence
considered for each project area.

e  Confirm if the wellfields will be fenced. Show all
fences on a site layout drawing like Figure 2.2-1.

See Section 4.7 for additional information on this topic (p.
77).

north and south security gate. In the draft EIS,
Denison has committed to fencing the domestic
landfill (Section 2.2.4.3.1) and having a fenced
storage area near the operations centre. Details on
the size and type of fencing are not defined at this
stage of the Project, but will meet the criteria
outlined in the EIS. The wellfield is not proposed to
be fenced. For the wildlife-specific mitigation
measures, refer to Section 9.3.5.2.5 Wildlife
Deterrence and Prevention of Wildlife Entrapment
and Section 9.3.5.2.8 Waste and Hazardous Materials
Management.
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		Denison’s Further Responses to Comment from Birch Narrows Dene Nation (May 26, 2025)  for the Wheeler River Project Environmental Impact Statement

		a) The community-led Indigenous Knowledge, Land Use and Occupancy Study should be a component of a broader process agreement between BNDN and Denison that serves as a pathway for obtaining BNDN’s consent for the Project.

		b) Denison should work with BNDN to consider the appropriate integration of the results into all aspects of the EIS and management/monitoring plans, as well as any additional appropriate mitigation and/or accommodation measures.

		c) See Section 4.1 for additional information on this topic.

		I) BNDN requires capacity funding from the proponent to conduct a community-led and project-specific Indigenous Knowledge study so BNDN can evaluate the impacts the project will have on BNDN and so the results of the study may inform the project and its evaluation.

		II) BNDN requires the EIS to be updated based on the results of BNDN’s Indigenous Knowledge Study. BNDN must be engaged on how its results are used to update the EIS.



		a) Denison should provide BNDN with funds to conduct a community-led Indigenous Knowledge, Land Use and Occupancy Study for consideration within the EIS process.

		b) The Heritage Resources Management Plan should be updated following the consideration of Indigenous Knowledge, Land Use and Occupancy provided by BNDN. This may result in the requirement for further assessment and/or mitigation measures, which should be developed in consultation with BNDN.

		c) Denison should facilitate BNDN involvement in any additional archaeological fieldwork that takes place, including providing BNDN with capacity funding for members who participate. Terms to facilitate BNDN involvement in future archaeological work should be a component of a broader process agreement between BNDN and Denison.

		Adequately Addressed. 

		Not Addressed.

		While the proponent has requested Indigenous Knowledge from BNDN, they have not made any resources available for BNDN to collect it, nor has the company engaged in any efforts to sign any agreements that provide assurances around confidentiality. BNDN lacks capacity and requires such resources and assurances to be able to provide Indigenous Knowledge; further, it is standard procedure for proponents to provide such financial capacity. Proposed mitigation measures for project effects are inadequate to BNDN and have been developed without consideration of BNDN land use and knowledge; the proponents’ suggestion that the mitigation measures are adequate for impacts to BNDN that have not been assessed is deficient.

		The project is located within BNDN’s treaty and ancestral lands where members have deep ancestral ties and continue to exercise rights to this day. Most archaeological material in Canada is Indigenous in origin; there is a significant chance that any archaeological material found on site derives from BNDN ancestors. BNDN has inherent rights to its cultural heritage, as affirmed by UNDRIP.

		I) BNDN requires capacity funding from the proponent to conduct a community-led and project-specific Indigenous Knowledge study so BNDN can evaluate the impacts the project will have on BNDN and so the results of the study may inform the project and its evaluation.

		II) The Heritage Resources Management Plan should be updated following the consideration of BNDN’s Indigenous Knowledge study.

		III) The proponent must engage with BNDN to discuss opportunities for BNDN to participate in archaeological work moving forward.



		a) BNDN recommends that Denison undertake further archaeological investigations based on the results of the BNDN TKLU study prior to construction of the project.

		b) Future archaeological assessment programs should be designed collaboratively with BNDN and other Impacted Indigenous Nations.

		I) BNDN requires capacity funding from the proponent to conduct a community-led and project-specific Indigenous Knowledge study so BNDN can evaluate the impacts the project will have on BNDN and so the results of the study may inform the project and its evaluation.

		II) BNDN requires the EIS to be updated based on the results of BNDN’s Indigenous Knowledge Study. BNDN must be engaged on how its results are used to update the EIS.

		III) The proponent must commit to engaging Indigenous Nations, including BNDN in decision making related to Indigenous archaeological material and sites rather than merely informing these nations.

		I) BNDN requires capacity funding from the proponent to conduct a community-led and project-specific Indigenous Knowledge study so BNDN can evaluate the impacts the project will have on BNDN and so the results of the study may inform the project and its evaluation.

		II) BNDN requires all documents, including the HRMP to be updated based on the results of BNDN’s Indigenous Knowledge Study. BNDN must be engaged on how its results are used to update the HRMP.

		I) The draft HRIA should be reviewed by BNDN and other impacted Indigenous Nations prior to being submitted for regulatory approval.

		II) BNDN requires capacity funding from the proponent to conduct a community-led and project-specific Indigenous Knowledge study so BNDN can evaluate the impacts the project will have on BNDN and so the results of the study may inform the project and its evaluation.



		a) Staff should undergo training regarding the cultural material they may encounter while on site

		b) BNDN and other Indigenous communities should be invited to attend this training

		I) BNDN requires capacity funding from the proponent to conduct a community-led and project-specific Indigenous Knowledge study so BNDN can evaluate the impacts the project will have on BNDN and so the results of the study may inform the project and its evaluation.

		II) BNDN requires the EIS to be updated based on the results of BNDN’s Indigenous Knowledge study – including the sections on economy and community well-being VCs. BNDN must be engaged on how its results are used to update the EIS.

		I) BNDN requires the proponent to include a fulsome assessment of the potential impacts of transient workforce and the FIFO approach on Indigenous communities, including on Indigenous women and girls and other segments of the population.

		II) The EIS must incorporate the findings of research like the 2017 study completed by Lake Babine Nation and Nak’azdli Whut’en (Indigenous Communities and Industrial Camps), and/or related research in the context of the LSA.



		a) Denison must develop a Socio-Economic Monitoring Plan for the life of the Project to verify the effects assessment included in the EIS and to be included in the Project’s approach to adaptive management. This Plan would include an approach, co-developed with Indigenous groups in the LSA (including BNDN), to monitoring the realization of the benefits and impacts of the Project (e.g., employment and procurement targets, training and capacity building, community investments, etc.) as mitigation and enhancement measures are implemented. Monitoring and subsequent regular evaluation would allow for the real-time adjustment of targets and/or an approach to adjusting enhancement measures or identifying offsetting benefits where targets are not met.

		a) The Crown must include the development of a Socio-Economic Monitoring Plan as a condition of approval for the Project.

		a) BNDN requests that Denison undertake baseline studies of mercury concentrations in soils, with a focus on baseline concentrations of mercury in organic wetland soils downstream of the project. Note that mercury sampling should sample total mercury and methylmercury in all analyses, as well as porewater total mercury and methylmercury. The study design and implementation should be undertaken collaboratively with BNDN.

		b) BNDN recommends that the CNSC requires Denison to undertake a baseline assessment of mercury in soils (with a focus on wetlands) prior to construction of the Project. This may be established as a condition of approval for the Project.

		c) Depending on the findings of the baseline mercury in soils and wetlands studies, the CNSC should include a condition of approval on the Project that requires Denison to monitor mercury biogeochemistry in the receiving environment over the life of mine.

		a) BNDN request that Denison clarify the process by which they will decommission the freeze wells.

		b) BNDN requests that Denison decommission the freeze wells using the same process as is proposed for the decommissioning of the injection and recovery wells. 

		a) BNDN requests that Denison commit to continual refinement of the Industrial Wastewater Treatment Plant (IWWTP) treatment process to maximize the amount of water that is recycled to the deposit.

		b) BNDN recommends that the Crown include a condition of approval for the project regarding continual improvement of water treatment to maximize recycling.

		c) BNDN requests that Denison share available information on the proportion of water that they currently anticipate being able to recycle.

		a) Based on Denison’s site-specific drilling, development, and pumping requirements over several years of exploration activities, the wellfield drilling water estimates presented in the EIS water balances are achievable. Denison’s recently released feasibility study reaffirms the EIS assumptions related to water use and water recycle abilities.

		b) A key aspect of Denison’s management system will be ongoing evaluation of the Project’s performance compared to EIS predictions as well as continual improvement and adaptive management, as required. Should water consumption needs fall below those outlined in the EIS, Denison will follow all required permitting, licensing, and engagement with Indigenous nations and communities to describe and assess what those continency measures would be.

		c) The near-field analysis (Section 8.2.4.2.3) identified that under all flow regime scenarios (i.e., 7Q10, monthly low, and monthly average), constituents are expected to be well mixed within Whitefish Lake (LA-5) and below the most restrictive criteria for the protection of aquatic life (Table 8.2-10; Appendix 8-C and Appendix 8-D). Additionally, the extent of the mixing zone in Whitefish Lake is estimated to be less than 5 m under all flow scenarios assessed (Table 8.2-11). Denison will comply with the Water Security Agency’s Guidelines for Effluent Mixing Zones and Denison would update modeling if the base assumptions associated with the discharge of treated effluent to Whitefish Lake were changed, as needed.

		a) To demonstrate that Denison has not significantly underestimated the volume of water required to operate the wellfield, BNDN requests that Denison provide evidence that the volume of water required to operate the wellfield is accurate. This should include an assessment of their level of confidence they have in their estimated water consumption.

		b) BNDN requests that Denison provide BNDN with information on potential contingency measures (such as constructing additional process water pond capacity) should their estimated water consumption be underestimated Denison must commit to updating their mixing zone assessment should they find it necessary to discharge greater quantities of effluent to Whitefish Lake than is estimated in the draft EIS. Denison must document the implications of operating the wellfield at a substantially higher pressure than currently expected.

		d) Wellfield pressures were described in the draft EIS, Sections 2.2.1.4.2 and 2.2.1.4.3. In terms of pressures, ISR mining is planned at nominal pressures of 100 psi and intermittent pressures of up 250 psi.

		a) BNDN requests that Denison provide documentation that estimates the time, efforts and costs associated with reducing concentrations of metals in the restoration solution by 1 order of magnitude and 2 orders of magnitude. Note that these calculations should include costs that could be recovered by processing subeconomic UBS.

		b) BNDN requests that Denison work with BNDN through terms defined in a BNDN project agreement to establish achievable decommissioning objectives that would be satisfactory to BNDN.

		c) BNDN requests that the Crown place a condition of approval upon the Wheeler River Project that Denison is required to work with BNDN to establish mutually agreeable mining area decommissioning objectives.

		d) BNDN requests that Denison undertake a study of ISR operations elsewhere in the world to determine the lowest concentrations of UBS that could be processed economically utilizing industry best practices and commit to exceeding global standards.

		a) BNDN requests that Denison commit to storing UBS in appropriate tanks as opposed to open air storage.

		b) BNDN requests that Denison include a leak detection pipe in the prepared subgrade below the secondary containment as well as between the primary and secondary containment layers. BNDN also requests that the prepared subgrade be engineered to facilitate maximum utility of the leak detection below the secondary containment.

		a) and  The small deposit to the SW of Phase 5 is amendable to ISR but is of lower grade than the areas targeted in mining phases 1 through 5 and mining of that low grade areas is not being considered at this time. It is noted that The Project mining and milling capacity will be bound by the assumptions in the EIS, which includes a production rate higher than the current reserves. The Project would be reviewed to determine what if any changes to the design basis would be anticipated and then what permitting would be required, should additional mining beyond what is contemplate by the EA be considered in the future.

		c) The additional modelling recommended by the review comment is unnecessary at this time. The low grade area is not considered in the mine plan at this time. Should that change, as noted above, the Project would be reviewed to determine what if any changes to the design basis would be anticipated and then what permitting would be required. Such modeling as envisioned by the review comment would be done that time as may be required. Hydrogeological investigations have been ongoing in the field and in laboratories since 2014. Packer, open hole, and cross hole tests have been completed in conjunction with exploration drilling programs. As well, permeability tests have been completed on sections of available competent core within the Phoenix deposit. Open hole water level surveys have been completed across the site in 2015, 2017, 2021 and 2022. Data gathered during the field tests have been utilized for both the EA groundwater model as well as the mining model. The primary direction of groundwater flow at depth is to the north east, which means restored solutions will move away from the small deposit to the SW. Additionally, as noted in the response to BNDN Comment #32, the restored solution will be basic and will further raise the pH to a level that impedes further leaching of the deposit and reduces aqueous concentrations of contaminants of concern to below their environmental target levels.

		a) BNDN requests that Denison clarify whether they are considering adding the additional orebody to the southwest of Phase 5 into the mine plan, including clarifying whether the additional ore body is amenable to ISR mining.

		b) BNDN requests that Denison clarify what the anticipated permitting associated with the additional ore body would be.

		c) BNDN requests that the post-decommissioning groundwater modelling for the Project include interactions between the additional ore body and the restoration solution to understand if the ore body poses a risk of additional metal loading to groundwater.

		a) Please refer to Attachment IR-10 for information on the freeze wall integrity and basis for the design, which relies on site field data and lived experience from several existing Saskatchewan mining operations.

		b) The following explains how the continuous freeze wall will be monitored. The alignment of the freeze wall is located 25 m offset from the lateral extent of the recoverable ore and the freeze wall will grow in thickness both towards the ore and away from the ore. The freeze wall will solidify all liquid porewater and develop into a contiguous impermeable barrier many metres thick. Ground temperature monitoring will be installed through a series of continuous fiberoptic temperature and pressure wells from surface to the depth of impermeable basement rock below the unconformity. Such monitoring wells/systems will be installed on both the ore (inside) and non-ore (outside) sides of the freeze wall to confirm the thickness of frozen ground. There will be sufficient operational controls in place to verify that the freeze plant is operating, to measure the temperature in the ore zone, and to measure the temperature on opposite sides (inside and outside) of the freeze wall so that early detection of any upset conditions can be identified and addressed. Options for addressing issues include: lowering the temperature of the freeze system to draw more heat out; increasing the freeze coolant flow rates in freeze wells nearer to active ISR cells; and/or to adaptively manage the lixiviant injection and recovery rates in cells located nearest to the freeze wall. 

		a) BNDN requests that Denison provide information to demonstrate that the freeze wall will in fact be frozen in and around the ore body. If there is any doubt that the freeze wall will indeed be frozen around the ore body, Denison should describe further measures they can undertake to ensure that the freeze wall is frozen as intended around the ore body.

		b) Denison must provide BNDN with further information on how they will monitor the performance and continuity of the freeze wall.

		c) Regarding the monitoring program: A framework for the groundwater monitoring plan was provided in Section 7.8.2 of the draft EIS and is commensurate with the level of development of the Project. Further details regarding the Environmental Management Program and its associated plans (of which the groundwater monitoring plan is one) will be developed later in 2023 and 2024 as part of the licensing process. Engagement on licensing requirements, including on program and plan documentation will occur at that time. 

		c) BNDN requests further information on the proposed groundwater monitoring program around the wellfield.

		d) BNDN requests the opportunity to review the groundwater monitoring plan and to review groundwater monitoring data as part of a BNDN-Denison environmental committee developed through a BNDN-Denison project agreement.

		d) As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves and residential communities most proximal to the Project, Denison has committed to collaborating with English River First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on monitoring regimes, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data collected through such monitoring regimes as described above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations who may have interest in the Project, such as BNDN. Denison does not anticipate separate funding for BNDN at this time.

		a) BNDN requests that Denison commit to involving BNDN in the development, review and approval of all environmental monitoring plans developed for the Project. Details of BNDN involvement in the development of environmental monitoring plans should be undertaken within an Environmental Committee, with specific terms defined within a BNDN-Denison Project Agreement for the Wheeler River Project

		b) BNDN requests that the CNSC impose a condition of approval on the project which states the requirement for Denison to consult with BNDN on all environmental management and monitoring plans for the project.

		a) Denison must apply a significant determination to groundwater quality and quantity for all projects phases, including the future centuries period. The significance determination must be developed following consultation and engagement with BNDN.

		b) Denison must re-evaluate the residual effects of the project on groundwater quality including the future centuries period. This reevaluation must be following consultation and engagement with BNDN.

		c) BNDN requests that the CNSC work with our Nation to understand the significant impacts that the permanent contamination of groundwater caused by the project will have on our Treaty and Aboriginal rights.

		a) BNDN requests that Denison revise Section 7.8.2 to include Indigenous engagement and input for groundwater monitoring results and the management of observed groundwater excursions. The manner in which Denison engages BNDN on groundwater monitoring and management will likely occur through an Environmental Committee, which should be defined in a BNDN-Denison Project Agreement.

		b) BNDN requests that the CNSC impose a condition of approval on the Project that clarifies that Denison is required to engage with impacted Indigenous Nations such as BNDN on groundwater monitoring and management.

		a) It is important to note that Denison is completing a sequential EA and licensing process for the Project (see draft EIS Section 1). Detailed ISR mining-related information needed to support licensing and permitting has not been included in the EIS; it will be provided to regulators as part of permitting and licensing. For the EIS, an initial understanding of the mine plan and mining area remediation was needed to initiate the assessment of migration of constituents of potential concern in groundwater out of this area in the post-decommissioning period. The findings and conclusions of the EIS were also used, in turn, to inform and bound the engineering and feasibility work. As part of the metallurgical test program, over 125kg of core from the Phoenix deposit has been leached in a variety of settings, including bottle rolls, column tests, and intact core tests. This has helped to predict concentrations of both the lixiviant as well as the production solutions. The lixiviant (mining solution) concentrations will vary depending on each individual well production profile. To ensure reagent consumption is effective and efficient it will be varied during the life of each well dependent on its characteristics. The initial acidification of the well requires a lower acid content to ensure the formation does not plug due to precipitation, whereas during periods of high production the well can accept a higher acid concentration. Towards the end of the recovery curve, the uranium is more difficult to access and therefore the strength of the acid or the flow rate to the well need to be optimized to ensure efficient use of reagents. It is expected that the lixiviant concentrations will vary between 0-60 g/L H2SO4, and 0-20g/L H2O2 and will be situationally dependent. There is also the capability to add Fe2(SO4)3, however it is not expected that this will be required in significant concentration due to the natural abundance of iron in the deposit.

		a) BNDN requests that Denison provide information on:

		b) BNDN requests that Denison commit to ongoing communications and engagement with BNDN regarding changes to the wellfield operation throughout the life of mine. The terms of engagement should be defined in a BNDN-Denison project Agreement.

		b) Please see response to Comment #19 for Denison’s response on a Project agreement.

		a) Denison is undertaking a sequential EA and licensing process under the NSCA. For context, the EA process for a Project under CEAA 2012 and the Saskatchewan Environmental Assessment Act is long and complex. As such, the inputs and outputs (e.g., effluent quality) needed for the EIS were developed by Denison’s Project engineers early in the EA process to allow for the biophysical and human assessments to advance. An example of one of these outputs is the IWWTP effluent quality. The effluent quality predictions in the EIS provide a bounding scenario of the basis of the assessment of Project effects. As stated in the Draft REGDOC 2.9.2 Denison understands that a BATEA assessment be conducted to determine the predicted design release characteristics as part of the licence application for a new facility or activity. Outside of the EIS process, the Project detailed engineering is progressing, including the design of the IWWTP and associated refinement of effluent quality predictions. Denison is following Draft REGDOC 2.9.2 to arrive at a treatment option that remains within the bounds of the EA, which ultimately predicts no significant impacts to the receiving environment. The maximum design release characteristics for the IWWTP will be provided as part of Denison’s licence application to the CNSC.

		a) BNDN requests that Denison commit to achieving BATEA criteria for all COPCs in their effluent.

		b) Denison must work with BNDN to identify mutually agreeable and appropriate effluent discharge criteria for their effluent. BNDN expects that identifying suitable effluent discharge criteria will be undertaken through an Environmental Committee with a terms of reference defined in a BNDN-Denison project agreement.

		c) BNDN requests that the CNSC impose a condition of approval on the Project that BNDN is engaged.

		b) As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves and residential communities most proximal to the Project, Denison has committed to engagement with English River First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local as it relates to effluent discharge criteria, suited to each of their interests and needs. Denison does not anticipate working closely with BNDN on this topic.

		a) During Construction, no effluent is expected to be released to the aquatic environment. Contact water stored in the Clean Waste Rock Pond during Construction will be held onsite until the Industrial Wastewater Treatment Plant (IWWTP) is commissioned. At that time the water from the pond would be conveyed to the IWWTP, treated, and released to Whitefish Lake per permit / license requirements. The sequence for Construction activities will occur in a logical manner based on Project execution plans. For example, construction of the wellfield runoff pond will be prioritized during the early part of Construction and it will able to hold 38,200 m3 of water. This will provide contingency and additional water storage capacity if contact water produced exceeds estimates or the volume available in the Clean Waste Rock Pond. Other secondary contingency measures are also available should the volume of water requiring management exceed site infrastructure storage volume. This could include use a hydrovac for offsite disposal. 

		a) BNDN requests that additional storage capacity be included as part of the design for water management system. This must include adequate storage capacity to ensure Denison has the ability to retain water for sufficient time to allow treatment, in the event that exceedances of water quality discharge criteria occur. Alternatively, Denison can commit to halting discharge (and operations if required) should water quality exceed discharge criteria. Discharge into Whitefish Lake would resume once water quality in the Effluent Monitoring and Release Ponds has been returned to below discharge  criteria. 

		b) BNDN requests that the CNSC impose a condition of approval for the Project that requires Denison to must meet effluent discharge criteria prior to discharge and must halt operations if treated effluent in the monitoring and release ponds does not meet effluent discharge criteria. 

		b) Denison expects the Provincial Approval to Operate a Pollutant Control Facility will contain specific effluent quality limits and monitoring to confirm effluent quality meets the approved limits. Denison will also be required to meet conditions in CNSC licensing documentation, as well as MDMER effluent discharge criteria.

		a) BNDN requests that the Proponent build on the existing data for fish community sampling by collecting an additional round of spring and fall sampling. 

		b) BNDN requests that an assessment of total effort, total catch, and CPUE be provided for each capture method/location where fish sampling has occurred.  

		I) The selection of a 500 m buffer appears arbitrary and is not substantiated by peer-reviewed literature. Research (Shanley and Pyare 2011) indicates that moose may avoid habitat up to 1 km from roads and vehicle traffic. Furthermore, the proponent cites professional opinion as justification for using a 500 m buffer. However, BNDN requires reassurances that are substantiated by peer-reviewed scientific literature rather than subjective interpretation.

		II) The EIS acknowledges uncertainty in available moose habitat data, yet the response does not clarify how this uncertainty was factored into the assessment or whether a precautionary approach was taken.

		III) Habitat selection is not simply based on availability but also on predation avoidance. Moose tend to avoid areas with increased risk of predation. Roads, trails, and clearings created by mining facilitate wolf movement, making predation more efficient and therefore reducing the available moose habitat. The proponent’s response minimizes this risk by focusing only on habitat availability, failing to acknowledge that increased predator access and moose displacement fundamentally alter predation dynamics.



		a) BNDN requests that the Barn Swallow is included as its own key indicator for the VC Bird SAR within the EIS.

		b) Additional surveys should be conducted to confirm the presence of any Barn Swallow nests on all buildings in the Project Area prior to commencement of construction.

		c) If Barn Swallow nests are located, contact the SK MOE for regulatory advice on the appropriate actions given the specific situation.

		d) The Proponent should monitor all barn swallow nests found within the Project Area to confirm their continued usage throughout the lifecycle of the mine. If avoidance of nests is observed near Project activities, the Proponent should adopt an adaptive management approach and provide additional nesting sites elsewhere. Specifically, the Proponent could consider installing nesting structures in suitable areas to provide alternative nesting options for Barn Swallows.

		e) Staff should be trained to identify and report barn swallows and their nests.

		f) Future monitoring programs during the life of the project must include the barn swallow.

		a) BNDN requests that the Horned Grebe is included as its own Key Indicator for the VC Bird SAR within the EIS.

		b) Future monitoring programs during the life of the Project must include the Horned Grebe.

		a) BNDN requests a justification for excluding the Bank Swallow from the EIS.

		b) If a valid justification does not exist, BNDN requests this species be added as a Key Indicator for bird SAR unless it can be proven not present in the RSA.

		c) All soil stockpiles should be monitored for Bank Swallow nesting activity before the stockpiles are disturbed when needed for site reclamation.

		d) If Bank Swallow nests are located, contact the SK MOE for regulatory advice on the appropriate actions given the specific situation.

		a) BNDN requests an explanation for excluding this species despite being reported by a Trapper from English River First Nation. If a valid justification does not exist, the species Whooping Crane (Grus americana), should be included as a key indicator for SAR birds.

		b) Future monitoring programs during the life of the Project must include surveys for the Whooping Crane.

		a) BNDN requests that short-eared Owls continue to be assumed present within suitable habitat, unless proven otherwise by a qualified biologist using the Short-Eared Owl Survey Protocol (Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment 2015).

		b) Future monitoring programs should utilize the protocol developed by the Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment to better (2015) understand whether this species is present.

		a) BNDN requests that Yellow Rail should continue to be assumed present within suitable habitat, unless proven otherwise by a qualified biologist using the Yellow Rail Survey Protocol (Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment 2014).

		b) Future monitoring programs should utilize the protocol developed by the Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment (2014) to better understand whether this species is present.

		a) BNDN requests justification for excluding bat species from the EIS despite two Endangered species confirmed present.

		b) BNDN also request the Proponent put protocols in place to identify and assess bat maternity roost trees prior to clearing and employ mitigation measures such as retaining maternity roost trees, modifying the timing of clearing, and offsetting for the destruction of habitat for endangered species.

		a) Denison must employ additional mitigation measures to reduce TSP emissions on site including enhanced dust suppression efforts.

		b) Denison must remodel TSP to include emissions from Cameco’s McArthur River Mine and Key Lake Mill.

		c) Please provide information on how TSP will be monitored during the Project and how Denison will know when exceedance conditions are occurring.

		d) Please provide information on how adaptive management will be used when a TSP exceedance is discovered. Including discussion on how the Project will be managed during poor air quality events caused by wildfire smoke.

		e) Please provide information on how exceedances conditions near the Project site will be communicated to the public.

		a) Denison must employ additional mitigation measures to reduce PM10 emissions on site including enhanced dust suppression efforts.

		b) Denison must remodel PM10 to include emissions from Cameco’s McArthur River Mine and Key Lake Mill.

		c) Please provide information on how PM10 will be monitored during the Project and how Denison will know when exceedance conditions are occurring.

		d) Please provide information on how adaptive management will be used when a PM10 exceedance is discovered. Including discussion on how the Project will be managed during poor air quality events caused by wildfire smoke.

		e) Please provide information on how exceedances conditions near the Project site will be communicated to the public.

		a) A change in a measurable parameter is not a significant effect, per the EA methodology outlined in Section 5. This threshold approach is both transparent and reasonable with the context of the assessment, though it is acknowledged that some level of change in the VC (or more precisely its measurable parameter) is deemed acceptable on condition that the change is not of a magnitude from which negative effects could accrue. Denison directs BNDN to Table 6.1-27: Air Quality − Summary of the Characteristics Ratings for Residual Effect 9 (Operation, 24-hour Uranium Exceedances) for the complete residual effect characterization. This includes a consideration of the residual effect (24-hour U exceedance during operation) in the full context of direction, magnitude, geographic extent, duration, frequency, reversibility, context, and likelihood. Further, in Section 10.1 of the draft EIS, all relevant radionuclides were assessed in the HHRA in terms of their contribution to the total radiological dose to human and ecological receptors and COPCs identified for air were radionuclides (U-238, U-234 and radon); refer to Table 10.1-7 for a summary of human health exposure pathways. The HHRA estimated dose and risk during all Project phases to the following receptors: camp worker, seasonal resident, recreational fisher/hunter, fisher/trapper. The incremental radiation dose to all human receptors during all Project phases is predicted to be below the regulatory public dose limit of 1 mSv/yr and the dose constraint of 0.3 mSv/yr during all Project phases. Overall, since the radiation dose estimates would be below the public dose limit, no discernable health effects are anticipated due to exposure of these receptors to radioactive releases from the Project.

		a) Denison must employ additional mitigation measures to reduce uranium emissions on site including enhanced scrubber systems and containment measures.

		b) Denison must remodel uranium to include emissions from Cameco’s McArthur River Mine and Key Lake Mill.

		c) Please provide information on how uranium emissions will be monitored during the Project and how Denison will know when exceedance conditions are occurring.

		d) Please provide information on how adaptive management will be used when a uranium exceedance is discovered.

		e) Please provide information on how exceedance conditions near the Project site will be communicated to the public.

		b) Please refer to Section 6.1.3.2. The Key Lake data from camp high volume air samplers from 2009 to 2018 (Table 6.1-13) were selected to represent background concentrations of uranium, arsenic, and nickel for the Wheeler River Project air quality assessment. Model predictions of COPC concentrations and depositions were added to background levels and compared to ambient air quality standards and criteria.

		c) and  To confirm the residual effects of the Project on Air Quality and demonstrate compliance with provincial ambient air quality standards, an adaptive air quality management program will be implemented. The air quality management program will contain various plans which will be finalized during permitting and licensing. The plans within the air quality management program will incorporate monitoring requirements directed by provincial and federal regulators and by Indigenous groups and other Interested Parties as requested.

		e) As the Indigenous Communities of Interest with reserves and residential communities most proximal to the Project, Denison has committed to collaborating with English River First Nation and Kineepik Métis Local on a monitoring regime, suited to each of their interests and needs. As part of these programs, Denison and the Indigenous community of ERFN and KML will be sharing information in an agreed-upon fashion. It is expected that the data collected through such monitoring regimes as described above would also be relevant to other Indigenous nations who may have interest in the Project. Denison does not anticipate any funding to BNDN at this time. BNDN will be informed throughout the monitoring program design and implementation process. Monitoring program design and implementation will be guided by the following principles: meet regulatory requirements, confirm the effectiveness of mitigation measures and predictions made in the assessment, implementing adaptive management (if/where applicable) to reduce effects during the lifetime of the Project, and will ensure that spatial boundaries are sufficiently extensive to measure EIS predictions.

		a) BNDN requests the implementation of robust and long-term environmental monitoring to verify protection of the environment, including community-led monitoring during Construction and Operations of the Project.

		b) Denison must develop specific roles and responsibilities to BNDN members in relation to air quality monitoring and site wide environmental monitoring. This should include, at a minimum, one environmental monitor position for BNDN. This would provide increased transparency and confidence to Denison’s environmental management practices and performance.

		a) BNDN requests more details on the leak detection system used for all ponds shown in Figure 2.2-18.

		b) BNDN requests that Denison respond to all the following questions in writing:
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From: Carolanne Inglis-McQuay
To: John Glover

Cc: 3 o

Subject: RE: [**]Shapefiles for Land and Resource Use Buffers
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2025 10:37:00 AM
Attachments: image002 png.

Good morning John — I am following up on my email sent on October 20, in relation to the NDA that was sent through, to facilitate the potential future sharing of Indigenous Knowledge, should
BNDN choose to do so with Denison.

Thank you in advance,
Carolanne

Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

t:306-652-8200 x 128 | f: 306-652-8202
345 4t Avenue South
Saskatoon, SK, Canada, S7K 1N3

TSX: DML | NYSE MKT: DNN

www.denisonmines.com

This e-mail is intended for exclusive use of the person(s) mentioned as the recipient(s). This message and any attached files with it are confidential and may contain privileged or proprietary information. If you are not the intended
recipient(s) please delete this message and notify the sender. You may not use, distribute print or copy this message if you are not the intended recipient(s).

From: Carolanne Inglis-McQuay <cinglismcquay@denisonmines.com>

Sent: October 20, 2025 2:21 PM

To: John Glover <john@tamarackenvironmental.ca>

Cc: Chief Jonathon P Sylvestre <chiefl@birchnarrows.ca>; Janna Switzer <jswitzer@denisonmines.com>; McKeown, Justin <justin.mckeown@cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca>
Subject: RE: [**]Shapefiles for Land and Resource Use Buffers

HiJohn,

We are pleased to hear BNDN is working with the CNSC to establish a process for sharing existing information held by BNDN. As you know, Denison has not been provided with substantive information
regarding BNDN land use in the area of the Wheeler River Project despite requesting such information multiple times previously.

While BNDN may take the position that evidence of potential impacts to Aboriginal rights should not be a prerequisite, the consultation process requires such information to identify appropriate mitigation
and, if appropriate, accommodation measures. Denison’s requests for BNDN to share this information is based on our desire to understand potential impacts of the Project on BNDN’s Aboriginal and Treaty
rights. Denison is not and has never been dismissive of the rights or interests of BNDN or any other Indigenous peoples. We have consistently and respectfully engaged with BNDN in accordance with
direction from the CNSC and Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment, and consistent with our Indigenous Peoples Policy.

As you will see, we have accepted all of your edits other than the removal of section 2.3(c). That deletion would prevent Denison from sharing information with regulators (such as the CNSC), which is
contrary to the purpose of the NDA and the consultation process.

Attached is the NDA for execution. Provided this is satisfactory to BNDN, please sign and return the NDA at your earliest convenience.

Carolanne

Carolanne Inglis-McQuay

t: 306-652-8200 x 128 | f: 306-652-8202
345 4™ Avenue South
Saskatoon, SK, Canada, S7K 1N3

TSX: DML | NYSE MKT: DNN
www.denisonmines.com

This e-mail is intended for exclusive use of the person(s) mentioned as the recipient(s). This message and any attached files with it are confidential and may contain privileged or proprietary information. If you are not the intended
recipient(s) please delete this message and notify the sender. You may not use, distribute print or copy this message if you are not the intended recipient(s)

From: John Glover <john@tamarackenvironmental.ca>

Sent: October 7, 2025 12:00 PM

To: Carolanne Inglis-McQuay <cinglismcquay@denisonmines.com>

Cc: Chief Jonathon P Sylvestre <chiefl @birchnarrows.ca>; Janna Switzer <jswitzer@denisonmines.com>; McKeown, Justin <justin.mckeown@cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca>
Subject: RE: [**]Shapefiles for Land and Resource Use Buffers

Hi Carolanne,

We are currently working with the CNSC—specifically Justin McKeown who is cc’d—on a process for sharing Indigenous Knowledge (IK) related to the Wheeler River Project. The objective is to support CNSC's
understanding of potential impacts to BNDN's Aboriginal and Treaty rights. CNSC has indicated that a certain level of information sharing with Denison may also be required as part of this process.

BNDN'’s position remains that the sharing of Indigenous Knowledge should not be a prerequisite, as the Nation holds established rights under the Constitution and Treaty 10. Further, both CNSC and Denison have
already been informed of BNDN's land use and interests in the Project area. It is also important to note that Denison did not fund the Indigenous Knowledge work undertaken and has historically been dismissive of
BNDN'’s rights and interests, this raises concerns about disclosing sensitive/sacred information.

Despite this, BNDN remains committed to working in good faith with all parties to ensure the Crown’s Duty to Consult and Accommodate is meaningfully fulfilled. In that spirit, we have provided edits to the NDA
previously shared by Denison. This NDA could serve as the basis for any potential future sharing of Indigenous Knowledge, should BNDN choose to proceed.

Thanks,
John

John Glover

Director

Tamarack Environmental Associates Inc.
(519) 272-3498
john@tamarackenvironmental.ca

From: Carolanne Inglis-McQuay <cinglismcguay@denisonmines.com>
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Sent: September 15, 2025 5:27 PM

To: John Glover <john@tamarackenvironmental.ca>

Cc: Chief Jonathon P Sylvestre <chiefl@birchnarrows.ca>; Janna Switzer <jswitzer@denisonmines.com>
Subject: RE: [**]Shapefiles for Land and Resource Use Buffers

HiJohn —
Thanks for your note.
| will look to get these shape files pulled together and sent to you as soon as possible on our side, which may take a few days.

Sincerely,
Carolanne

Carolanne Inglis-McQuay
Director, Sustainabilit:

t: 306-652-8200 x 128 | f: 306-652-8202
345 4™ Avenue South
Saskatoon, SK, Canada, S7K 1N3

TSX: DML | NYSE MKT: DNN
www.denisonmines.com

This e-mail is intended for exclusive use of the person(s) mentioned as the recipient(s). This message and any attached files with it are confidential and may contain privileged or proprietary information. If you are not the intended
recipient(s) please delete this message and notify the sender. You may not use, distribute print or copy this message if you are not the intended recipient(s)

From: John Glover <john@tamarackenvironmental.ca>

Sent: September 15, 2025 1:40 PM

To: Carolanne Inglis-McQuay <cinglismcquay@denisonmines.com>

Cc: Chief Jonathon P Sylvestre <chiefl@birchnarrows.ca>; Janna Switzer <jswitzer@denisonmines.com>
Subject: [**]Shapefiles for Land and Resource Use Buffers

‘CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello Carolanne,

We are completing some Dene Knowledge and Land Use work for BNDN. We would like to mirror the Study Areas that Denison used in the Indigenous Land and Resource Use section of the Wheeler River EIS
(Section 11 — see map below).

Could you please send us the shapefiles for the ILRU Section:
1. Project Area
2. Local Study Area
3. Regional Study Area

Thank you,
John

John Glover


mailto:john@tamarackenvironmental.ca
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Director
Tamarack Environmental Associates Inc.
(519) 272-3498

john@tamarackenvironmental.ca
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Birch Narrows Dene Nation

General Delivery
Turnor Lake, SK

SOM 3EO0
August 29, 2025
Janna Switzer Jessica Way Jeff Dereniwski
VP Environment, Environmental Review Sr. Environmental
Sustainability & Regulatory Specialist Assessment Administrator,
Denison Mines Corp. Canadian Nuclear Safety Saskatchewan Ministry of
jswitzer@denisonmines.com  Commission Environment

jessica.way@cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca  jeff.dereniwski@gov.sk.ca

Subject: Denison Mines Wheeler River Project — Failure of the Crown’s Duty to Consult and
Accommodate Birch Narrows Dene Nation

Hello,

This letter serves as both a response to Denison Mines Corp.’s letter from July 7, 2025, and as a
formal notice to the Province of Saskatchewan and the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission
(CNSC) that Birch Narrows Dene Nation (BNDN) considers the Crown’s constitutional duty to
consult and accommodate to be unfulfilled with respect to the Wheeler River Project (the
“Project”). The positions advanced by Denison, and the Province’s and CNSC’s apparent
endorsement of those positions, represent a breach of the Crown’s obligations under section 35
of the Constitution Act, 1982, Treaty 10, and Canada’s commitments under the United Nations
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples Act (2021).

Denison’s position, as stated in the letter, that BNDN is not owed “deep consultation or
engagement” is not only wrong—it is unlawful, offensive, and a direct denial of our existence as
a Treaty Nation. It strikes at the very heart of reconciliation, and it will not stand unchallenged.

Denison’s so-called “systematic and comprehensive process” is nothing more than a paper
exercise designed to exclude inconvenient Nations. It relies on third-party data and bureaucratic
boundaries while ignoring the knowledge, presence, and lived reality of our people on the land.
No mining company—no matter how long it has held tenure on paper—knows this territory
better than the Dene who have lived, hunted, trapped, and protected it since time immemorial.
For Denison to claim otherwise because they have owned the property since 2004, is not only
absurd, but also deeply insulting.
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What makes this situation even more concerning is Denison’s claim that its approach has been
endorsed by the Province of Saskatchewan and the CNSC. If true, then both the Province and
the CNSC have failed in their legal obligations. The Supreme Court of Canada has been
unequivocal in Haida Nation v. British Columbia, Taku River Tlingit, Mikisew Cree, and Rio Tinto
Alcan: the Crown has a duty to consult and accommodate whenever our rights may be
impacted. That duty cannot be delegated away to a mining company. By endorsing Denison’s
erasure of our Nation, the Crown is in breach of its highest constitutional obligations.

Canada has further committed, through the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of
Indigenous Peoples Act (2021), to uphold the standard of free, prior, and informed consent
(FPIC). Yet here we face the same old colonial pattern: a corporation decides which Nations
count, and the Crown nods along.

BNDN has not been silent. Since May 2021 we have consistently raised our rights, our land use,
and our environmental concerns. We provided a technical review of the Wheeler River Project
identifying serious gaps, and we still await answers to 64 outstanding comments. We are now
completing Indigenous Knowledge and land use research, which will confirm what we have said
all along: this Project will cause adverse impacts to our Treaty rights, to our way of life, and to
the land and waters we hold sacred. If Denison expects BNDN to even consider supporting this
Project, then it must mitigate those impacts and accommodate our Nation in a meaningful way.
Anything less will never secure our consent.

As it stands, the duty to consult and accommodate has not been met. Denison’s dismissive
approach, combined with the Province and CNSC’s apparent willingness to endorse it, is legally
indefensible, ethically shameful, and an assault on Treaty 10 itself. If these failures are not
corrected, BNDN will use every tool available to us to ensure that our rights are protected.

Our Treaty rights are not optional, our voice is not expendable, and our people will not be
erased. We remain ready to engage in a process rooted in respect, recognition, and
reconciliation. But if Denison, the Province, and the CNSC continue down this path of denial,
Birch Narrows Dene Nation will stand firm, defend our lands, and uphold our Treaty rights as we
have done for generations.

Birch Narrows Dene Nation
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September 11, 2025

Chief Jonathan Sylvestre
Birch Narrows Dene Nation
Turnor Lake, Saskatchewan
SOM 3E0

Subject: Denison Mines Wheeler River Project — Failure of the Crown’s Duty to Consult and
Accommodate Birch Narrows Dene Nation

Dear Chief Sylvestre:

Thank you for your letter dated August 29", 2025, addressed to the Canadian Nuclear Safety
Commission (CNSC) regarding Birch Narrows Dene Nation’s (BNDN) position on the Denison
Wheeler River Project (the Project).

To date, BNDN has not provided CNSC staff or Denison with specific information regarding their
land use and exercise of rights in the proposed Project area. CNSC respectfully requests that BNDN
share any available land and resource use data to help inform CNSC’s understanding of potential
impacts on BNDN’s rights under Section 35 of the Constitution Act, 1982. While CNSC staff
understand that BNDN is currently collecting Indigenous Knowledge, we kindly request any existing
and preliminary information that demonstrates BNDN’s use in the Project area so we are able to
understand the potential impacts to BNDN’s Indigenous and/or Treaty rights in the Project area.

Concerning Denison’s consultation and engagement activities with your Nation to date, through
discussions with Denison we understand that there appears to be an impasse, particularly over the 64
outstanding comments noted in your letter. It is CNSC staff’s expectation that all parties continue to
work through the issues and concerns raised on the Project in good faith and with the mutual goal of
achieving consensus. The CNSC does not formerly endorse or refute Denison’s approach to
consultation and engagement with BNDN, however CNSC staff encourages BNDN to share their
Indigenous Knowledge and land use with Denison so that Denison can properly assess the Project’s
potential impacts to BNDN’s rights. To support these discussions, CNSC staff remain open to
bilateral and/or trilateral meetings with BNDN and Denison, as necessary. The CNSC is committed
to discussing BNDN’s outstanding issues and concerns with you and working together to address
them.

CNSC staft will continue to engage in discussions regarding BNDN’s rights and interests as they
pertain to the Project in ways that are meaningful to your Nation. We look forward to continuing our

280 Slater Street, Post Office Box 1046, Station B [ §2 | 280 rue Slater, Case postale 1046, Succursale B
; Ottawa (Ontario) K1P 5S9 Canada
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Fax: 613-995-5086 nuclearsafety.gc.ca ; ll l; l ; l elecopieur : ©13-995- suretenucleaire.gc.ca
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discussions with BNDN in ways that respect BNDN’s governance structures, rights and protocols
and to build upon the positive work that has been done with your Nation to date. We look forward to
the upcoming September 12th meeting, in order to continue discussions on this topic.

Yours sincerely,

Jessica Way

Environmental Review Officer

Environmental Review Division

Indigenous Consultation and Engagement Division
Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission

c.c.:/c.c.: CNSC: A. Levine, S. Boser, J. McKeown, P. Burton, K. Gorzkowski, D. Wylie, R.
Ringer
Denison: J. Switzer, C. Inglis-McQuay, B. England
Birch Narrows Dene Nation: T. Moberly, T. Campbell, K. McGrath, J. Glover

280 Slater Street, Post Office Box 1046, Station B 1% 280 rue Slater, Case postale 1046, Succursale B
Ottawa, Ontario K1P 5S9 Canada Ottawa (Ontario) K1P 5S9 Canada
Fax: 613-995-5086 nuclearsafety.gc.ca a a a Télécopieur : 613-995-5086 suretenucleaire.gc.ca
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From: Millen, Roy

To: Chani Campbell

Cc: Vreugde, Matthew

Subject: RE: [**]Re: Engagement for the Wheeler River Project
Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2025 11:46:26 AM

Yes that sounds fine — thanks for checking and for the update. We’'ll look forward to receiving your cost
estimate when available.

Regards,

Roy Millen* (he, him, his)
Partner

roy.millen@blakes.com
T. +1-604-631-4220
* law corporation

From: Chani Campbell <CCampbell@arlaw.ca>

Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2025 10:11 AM

To: Vreugde, Matthew <matthew.vreugde@blakes.com>

Cc: Millen, Roy <roy.millen@blakes.com>

Subject: RE: [**]Re: Engagement for the Wheeler River Project

* External Email | Courrier électronique externe °

Hi Matthew,

| have no substantive comments on this draft. | will likely include the Executive Director of PBCN as a
senior representative. | have a Chief & Council meeting scheduled for July 16th.

| should have a more refined cost estimate once our environmental consultants return from the field
early next week. In the meantime, could you please confirm whether your client is comfortable with

PBCN mentioning at tomorrow’s CNSC meeting that PBCN and Denison are collaborating on specific

monitoring plans for key country foods and water?

Thanks kindly,

Chani Campbell

Aldridge + Rosling LLP

Barristers & Solicitors

Suite 1320 - 999 W. Hastings St.

Vancouver, BC, V6C 2W2

Ph: 604.605.5555 ext. 232 | Fax: 604.684.6402

Email: ccampbell@arlaw.ca

This message and any accompanying attachments are intended only for the use of the intended recipients, and may contain information
that is confidential and subject to solicitor client privilege. Any use, distribution, copying or disclosure by unintended recipients is strictly
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prohibited. If you have received this message in error please delete it and the attachments immediately without making any copies and
contact us by telephone or email.

From: Vreugde, Matthew <matthew.vreugde@blakes.com>
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2025 10:42 AM

To: Chani Campbell <CCampbell@arlaw.ca>

Cc: Millen, Roy <roy.millen@blakes.com>

Subject: RE: [**]Re: Engagement for the Wheeler River Project

Hi Chani,
Attached is a draft Environmental Monitoring and Engagement Agreement.

As discussed, the Agreement will provide funding to PBCN to support its engagement with Denison
regarding the Wheeler River Project and to undertake environmental monitoring activities. To address the
concerns and interests expressed by PBCN regarding environmental monitoring, we incorporated general
details from the “specific mitigation strategies” document into the Agreement’s workplan and budget. We
invite PBCN to provide further information regarding the details and estimated costs of such
environmental monitoring activities.

Regarding the regional monitoring activities, we spoke with our client and understand this is a provincial
program which Denison has agreed to participate in. Our understanding is that the Province of
Saskatchewan will likely provide funding to support the participation of interested Indigenous Nations.

We are happy to discuss if you have any questions / feedback.

Thanks,
Matt

Matthew Vreugde (he, him, his)
Associate

matthew.vreugde@blakes.com
T. +1-604-631-3322

From: Chani Campbell <CCampbell@arlaw.ca>

Sent: Friday, June 6, 2025 2:32 PM

To: Millen, Roy <roy.millen@blakes.com>

Cc: Vreugde, Matthew <matthew.vreugde @blakes.com>
Subject: RE: [**]Re: Engagement for the Wheeler River Project

* External Email | Courrier électronique externe °

Hi Roy,

Following up on this. PBCN is meeting with CNSC the week of June 16" and it would be nice to
update CNSC at that time.

Thanks kindly,
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Chani Campbell

Aldridge + Rosling LLP

Barristers & Solicitors

Suite 1320 - 999 W. Hastings St.

Vancouver, BC, V6C 2W2

Ph: 604.605.5555 ext. 232 | Fax: 604.684.6402

Email: ccampbell@arlaw.ca

This message and any accompanying attachments are intended only for the use of the intended recipients, and may contain information
that is confidential and subject to solicitor client privilege. Any use, distribution, copying or disclosure by unintended recipients is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this message in error please delete it and the attachments immediately without making any copies and
contact us by telephone or email.

From: Chani Campbell

Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2025 9:08 AM

To: Millen, Roy <roy.millen@blakes.com>

Cc: 'Matthew Vreugde' <matthew.vreugde@blakes.com>
Subject: FW: [**]Re: Engagement for the Wheeler River Project

Hi Roy,

Further to our call last week, | am attaching PBCN’s concerns and mitigation strategies which my
clients would like to discuss with Denison. Additionally, | believe that you were going to check with
your clients regarding the regional monitoring committees which have already been established and
how PBCN could participate in those.

Thanks kindly,

Chani Campbell

Aldridge + Rosling LLP

Barristers & Solicitors

Suite 1320 - 999 W. Hastings St.

Vancouver, BC, V6C 2W2

Ph: 604.605.5555 ext. 232 | Fax: 604.684.6402

Email: ccampbell@arlaw.ca

This message and any accompanying attachments are intended only for the use of the intended recipients, and may contain information
that is confidential and subject to solicitor client privilege. Any use, distribution, copying or disclosure by unintended recipients is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this message in error please delete it and the attachments immediately without making any copies and
contact us by telephone or email.

From: Chani Campbell
Sent: Friday, May 16, 2025 10:49 AM
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To: Roy Millen <roy.millen@blakes.com>
Cc: Matthew Vreugde <matthew.vreugde@blakes.com>
Subject: RE: [**]Re: Engagement for the Wheeler River Project

Hi Roy,
It looks like | am also available at 3:00 p.m. on Tuesday.

Additionally, attached is the mapping prepared by the Firelight Group, based on their interviews with
PBCN members. This was provided to CNSC earlier this week and should help clarify the intent

behind the phrase “in the vicinity of” as referenced in PBCN’s previous letter of April gth,
Thanks,

Chani Campbell

Aldridge + Rosling LLP

Barristers & Solicitors

Suite 1320 - 999 W. Hastings St.

Vancouver, BC, V6C 2W2

Ph: 604.605.5555 ext. 232 | Fax: 604.684.6402
Email: ccampbell@arlaw.ca

This message and any accompanying attachments are intended only for the use of the intended recipients, and may contain information
that is confidential and subject to solicitor client privilege. Any use, distribution, copying or disclosure by unintended recipients is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this message in error please delete it and the attachments immediately without making any copies and
contact us by telephone or email.

From: Chani Campbell

Sent: Friday, May 16, 2025 9:51 AM

To: Roy Millen <roy.millen@blakes.com>

Cc: Matthew Vreugde <matthew.vreugde@blakes.com>
Subject: Re: [**]Re: Engagement for the Wheeler River Project

Hi Roy,

Apologies, | was reeling this week. | could do Tuesday at 2:00 or Wednesday anytime
except between 2:00-4:00.

Do any of those times work?

Thanks,
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Chani Campbell

Aldridge + Rosling LLP

Barristers & Solicitors

Suite 1320 - 999 W. Hastings St.

Vancouver, BC, V6C 2W2

Ph: 604.605.5555 ext. 242 | Fax: 604.684.6402
Direct: 604-343-4310

Email: ccampbell@arlaw.ca

Sent from my iPhone

On May 13, 2025, at 2:50 PM, Millen, Roy <roy.millen@blakes.com> wrote:

Chani - | believe you had been in contact with Rochelle Collette of our office
previously. She’s away on parental leave for another month or so. Do you
have time later this week or next Tuesday to discuss?

Roy Millen* (he, him, his)
Partner

roy.millen@blakes.com
T. +1-604-631-4220
* law corporation
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