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Dear Mr. Dallaire: 

Cameco's Comments on DIS-12-04 Regulated Timelines: Pmposcd Amendments to the 


Class I NI/clem' Facilities Regtl/atiolls and the Unmil/l11 Mines aI/(/ Mills Regu/atiolls 


Further to Discussion Paper DIS-12-04, Regulated Timelines: Proposed Amendments to the 
Class J Nuclear Facilities Regulations and the Uranium Mines and Mills Regulations (the 
Discussion Paper), please find conU11ents prepared by Cameco Corporation (Cameco) below. 

Summa,'y 

Cameco supports the Government of Canada's plan to modernize Canada's regulatory system for 
major projects as discussed in the Responsible Resource Development plan and believes that 
legally binding timelines are an important part of that plan. We believe that such can be 
implemented without compromising environmental protection. 

While we believe that the CNSC proposing timelines is a good first step towards enshrining 
timelines in the applicable legislation, at present, the Discussion Paper is unclear about whether 
the proposed timelines apply to just the environmental assessment (EA) review or to both the EA 
and licensing. In any event, Cameco would like to ensure that the timelines proposed for 
environmental assessments (EAs) for uranium mines and mills are similar to EAs for non
uranium mines and mills and can only be extended in specific circumstances. Further, Cameco 
would also encourage the CNSC to consider developing regulated timelines for a broader range 
of decisions so as to reflect the new Regulations Designating Physical Activities made pursuant 
to the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act, 2012 (CEAA, 2012). 

Our comments and concerns are set out in more detail below, 
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Discussion 

Scope of Application 

From our review of tl{e Discussion Paper, it would appear that the proposed timelines would 
apply to a limited number of projects under CNSC jurisdiction (i.e., new applications for a site 
preparation licence for a Class I nuclear facility and to combined site preparation and 
construction licences for uranium mines and mills). In order to be consistent with the new 
CEAA, 2012 regime, Cameco suggests that the CNSC should establish regulated timelines for 
licensing decisions on a broader snite of projects. More specifically, in  the new federal EA 
fi'amework, CEAA, 2012 establishes timelines for EAs and panel reviews for those projects that 
are listed in the Regulations Designating Physical Activities for which the CNSC is not the 
responsible authority. To be consistent, the timelines that the CNSC establishes should be for all 
projects listed in the Regulations Designating Physical Activities (i.e., an expansion of an 
existing uranium mine or mill with a change in process resulting in a production increase of 
greater than 35%). Cameco believes that the CNSC's proposal should align with the projects as 
captured by these regulations so as to ensure consistency with other projects with a different 
responsible authority that have legislated timelines in place through the new EA legislation. 

Timelines 

CEAA, 2012 specifically provides that for EAs where the CNSC is not the responsible authority, 
the decision must be made on the EA of the designated project within 365 days after the notice of 
commencement of the EA was posted. Further, for panel reviews, these timelines are 24 months 
for reviews of projects led by the Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency and 18 months 
for reviews of projects led the National Energy Board. The Regulations Designating Physical 
Activities then set out a number of projects that would require a federal EA that would be 
captured by the 365 day requirement included in CEAA, 2012 where the Canadian 

:Environmental Assessment Agency is the responsible authority, but m e not similarly addressed 
in the Discussion Paper for federal EAs where the CNSC is similarly situated. 

While the Discussion Paper is unclear as to the application of these timelines to both the EA and 
licensing or just the EA review process, Cameco believes that the CNSC's proposal should align 
with the other responsible authorities as set forward in the regulations and that the timeframe 
should be captured in a regulation. Fmiher, it should be clearly miiculated that this is a maximum 
and that less complex activities will take less time. The Discussion Paper provides that regulated 
timelines will require the CNSC to complete a technical assessment of the licensing application, 
conduct a public hearing on the application, and publish the Commission's decision within 24 
months (which is actually 26 months when the 60 days on the front end to review the adequacy 
of the submission is included). Based on our experience, Cameco feels that the proposed 24 
month duration for review and approval of a licence application is too long, in pmiicular if it is 
concurrent (or overlaps) with the technical assessment of the EA. 

Finally, the Discussion Paper states that the Commission will be given the authority to extend the 
regulated timelines in order to: address circumstances specific to the licence application; 
accommodate a request from an applicant; and to enable cooperation with another jurisdiction 



for EAs. Cameco suggests that, similar to the provisions of CEAA, 2012, the regulations set 
down a specific amount of time for which the regulated timelines could be extended. Pursuant to 
subsection 27(3) of CEAA, 2012, the Minister may extend the 365 day time limit for a decision 
on an EA for up to a maximum of three months. Time can only be extended further by an order 
of Cabinet made on the recommendation of the Minister (subsection 27(4)). To ensure 
consistency, Cameco suggests that the proposed amendments to the regulations contain a 
maximum extension period. 

Cameco looks forward to reviewing and commenting on the draft amendments to the elass J 

Nuclear Facilities Regulations and the Uranium Mines and Mills Regulations. We would be 
pleased to answer any further questions. Please contact the undersigned at: . . .  

Sincerely, 

R. Limn Mooney 
Vice-President, Safety, Health, Environment & Quality and 
Regulatory Relations 

cc: P. Elder; J. LeClair; B. Torrie, ummd-dmucu@cnsc-ccsn.gc.ca 
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