
•	  Name: M John Roberts 
•	  Organization: Aurora Energy Resources  
•	  Type: Industry 
•	  Document: 1001  
•	  Section: 1.0 
•	  Comment: It is noted that the tailings from uranium mining and milling are subject to the 

regulatory oversight of the Department of Fisheries and Oceans and Environment 
Canada through the authority of the Mining and Milling Effluent Regulations (MMER). 
This authority results in a stringent review of tailings management applications that 
involve encroachment on waters frequented by fish. Great care is taken in this very public  
process to ensure that waterbodies are not designated as tailings impoundment areas 
unless it is technically and environmentally the best alternative and that adequate 
compensation is provided for affected fish habitat, within the context of DFO’s policy of no 
net loss. The management techniques and geological characteristics of uranium tailings 
are not materially different from those of other types of tailings from metal mining. CNSC 
has not provide any compelling reasons or needs for the additional policy proposed in the 
Discussion Paper DIS-10-01.  
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• 	 Name: M John Roberts 
• 	 Organization: Aurora Energy Resources  
• 	 Type: Industry 
• 	 Document: 1001  
•	  Section: 4.0 
•	  Comment: The Discussion Paper provides no specific guidance for CNSC staff or others 

as to how any consultation with other regulatory agencies would proceed.  
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• 	 Name: M John Roberts 
• 	 Organization: Aurora Energy Resources  
• 	 Type: Industry 
• 	 Document: 1001  
• 	 Section: 5.0 
• 	 Comment: Modify the first bullet of Section 5 to read: “Tailings and mine waste rock shall 

be managed using mine workings such as open pits and underground developments 
where appropriate, and natural and/or engineered barriers between the waste materials 
and the environment, to help ensure the long-term protection of Canada’s terrestrial and 
aquatic environment, to ensure the safe and beneficial economic development of the 
mining regions of Canada, as well as the protection of current and future generations.” 
The above is offered to account for the fact that new uranium mining opportunities appear 
frequently in areas of Canada where new economic development is desirable from a 
social and economic standpoint. Adding the phrase suggested would ensure that due 
consideration is given to the need for this development and that such development is 
considered in the context of minimizing significant environmental effects while continuing 
economic development. Delete the second bullet point in Section 5 and replace it with the 
following: “Proposals for the use of natural waterbodies frequented by fish for the long-



term management of mine waste rock and tailings shall be examined using the standards 
that are applied in consideration of the designation of tailings impoundment areas under 
the Fisheries Act and in conjunction with expert advice from the Department of Fisheries 
and Oceans and Environment Canada.” The statement proposed in the second bullet of 
Section 5 that “Natural waterbodies frequented by fish shall be avoided to the extent 
practicable…” represents an unnecessary additional requirement for uranium tailings to 
that which already exists within the current Mining, Milling Effluent Regulations (MMER) 
administered by the Department of Fisheries and Oceans (DFO) and Environment 
Canada. The MMER process achieves a high standard of public scrutiny and regulation 
of the practice of designating a water body as a tailings impoundment area and the 
designation will only proceed if the option is the best available in the particular 
circumstances of the project and if the loss of habitat can be appropriately compensated 
for through the habitat protection policy administered by the Department of Fisheries and 
Oceans. To retain the statement in Section 5 sets up a situation where one agency of the 
federal government (CNSC) has policy that is inconsistent with that of another agency 
(DFO and Environment Canada). This situation would result in confusion and uncertainty 
for both proponents and regulatory personnel.  
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