For Immediate Release
www.freegoldventures.com

Freegold Ventures Announces Positive Results from Independent Preliminary
Economic Assessment for the Golden Summit Project

January 25th, 2016 (Vancouver, BC) — Freegold Ventures Limited (“Freegold” or the “Company”) (TSX: FVL) is
pleased to announce positive results of its Preliminary Economic Assessment (the “PEA") prepared in accordance
with National Instrument 43-101 (NI 43-101) for the Company’s 100% controlled Golden Summit Project (the
“Project”) located 32 km northeast of Fairbanks, Alaska, USA.

The PEA evaluates a two-phase, 24-year open pit mine generating two gold ore streams, each operating at
10,000 tonnes per day (tpd). Processing operations for the oxide and sulphide mineralized materials are heap leach
and bioxidation respectively.

The PEA Technical Report was prepared by Tetra Tech, Inc. with Mark J. Abrams, C.P.G. and Gary H. Giroux,
P.Eng. of Giroux Consultants Ltd.

Kristina Walcott, Freegold President and CEO commented: “The Golden Summit Project has a number of competitive
advantages including existing infrastructure, a favorable permitting climate and proximity to Fairbanks. The site is
within five miles of Kinross Gold’s Fort Knox mine, a heap leach and milling operation, which has done tremendously
well for Alaska. We have ready access to an available, seasoned labour pool.” She further noted, “For this Project,
we can offset early costs with a phased approach, and can take advantage of the Alaska DNR exploration incentive
credit program and believe we can quickly grow the oxide Mineral Resource with more drilling, while utilizing the
infrastructure and labour readily available in the area.”

Based on a gold price of US$1,300/0z, highlights of the Golden Summit Project PEA include:

e A post-tax NPVsy and IRR of $188 million and 19.6% respectively;

e A mine life of 24 years with peak annual gold production of 158,000 ounces and average annual gold
production of 96,000 ounces;

e 2,358,000 ounces of doré produced over life of mine;
o Total cash cost estimated at US$842/0z Au (including royalties, refining and transport);

o Ability to execute Phase 1 with low initial capital; initial and sustaining capital costs, including
contingency, estimated at $88 million and $348 million respectively;

e A payback of 3.3 years post-tax; and

o Favorable geopolitical climate; completion risk is offset through strong legislative and financial support at
state and federal levels.



Golden Summit PEA Assumptions and Economic Results and presented in US $:

The following assumptions were used in the PEA evaluation:
Table 1: Principal Assumptions

Description Parameter | Unit
General Assumptions

Pre-Production Period 4 | Years

Mine Life 24 | Years

Operating Days 365 | dayslyear

Production* 3,650 | Ktpy
Market Assumptions
Price

Gold $1,300 | $loz
Payable Metal

Gold 2,308 | Koz
Deductions

Gold Deduction 0.1%

Transport & Insurance $4.00 | $/oz

Refining $3.00 | $/oz
Financial Assumptions

Private Royalty 2.0% | (average)

Federal Income Tax 35.0%

State Income Tax 9.4%

Property Tax 1.3%

Mining Licence Tax 7.0%

Alaska Production Royalty 3.0%
Technical Assumptions

Diesel $3.00 | $/gal

Electric $0.13 | $/kWh
Recovery

Heap Leach 80%

Bioxidation 90%

*Applicable to each phase individually (oxide and sulphide).

The following operating costs were developed for the Golden Summit Project:
Table 2: Golden Summit Operating Costs

Description $/t-moved | $/t-ore | $/oz-gold
Mining $3.04 | $10.56 | $441.68
Mining Lease - | $1.06 $44.53
Crushing Circuit - | $0.91 $38.10
Heap Leach (Oxide) - | $1.20 $50.18
Process Plant (Sulphide) - | $4.44 | $18559
Tailings Storage Facility - | $0.12 $4.96
Infrastructure - | $0.31 $13.09

Direct Operating Cost - | $18.60 | $778.13
Property Tax - | $0.15 $6.10
Mining Licence Tax - | $0.57 $23.74

Total Operating Cost - | $19.31 | $807.97




The following capital costs were developed for the Golden Summit Project and are presented in US $:

Table 3: Golden Summit Capital Costs

Initial | Sustaining LoM

Description ($000s) ($000s) |  ($000s)

Direct Costs

10 Mining $39,744 $110,784 | $150,528
20  Crushing & SAG Mill Circuits $3,921 $9,884 | $13,805
30 Heap Leach (Oxide) $11,410 $23,723 | $35,133
40 Process Plant (Sulphide) $0 $27,894 | $27,894
50 Tailings Storage Facility $0 $67,774 | $67,774
60 Infrastructure $10,131 $11,000 | $21,131
70  Construction $12,095 $56,903 | $68,998

Direct Costs | $77,301 $307,962 | $385,263
Indirect Costs

800 Construction Indirects $456 $2,232 $2,688
810 Spares & Inventory $342 $1,674 $2,016
820 First Fills $342 $1,674 $2,016
830 Freight & Logistics $799 $2,789 $3,588
840 Commissioning & Start-Up $342 $1,674 $2,016
850 EPCM $1,369 $4,184 $5,553
Vendor & Consultin
860 i g $228 $1,116 | $1,344

Indirect Costs $3,879 $15,342 | $19,221
90 Owner's Costs $7,240 $24,984 | $32,224
Total Capital | $88,420 | $348,288 | $436,708

Based on the assumptions and costs above, the following cash flow results are presented:

Table 4;: Economic Results

Description Value | Unit
Net Present Value (0%) | $533,613 | $000s
Net Present Value (5%) | $187,742 | $000s
IRR 19.6% | %
Payback 3.3 | Years

Opportunities to Further Optimize Economics and Enhance Value

Value-enhancing opportunities, such as leased mine equipment, improved metallurgical performance through
additional testing, liquid natural gas, local labour surveys, power generation sets, and local power contracts will be
further investigated as the Project moves towards the Preliminary Feasibility stage. Additionally, there is potential for
immediate resource expansion with continued drilling efforts within the oxide zone. Work completed to date which
includes geophysical, geochemical and geological studies, indicates that there is a very strong possibility of being
able to expand upon the known resource. A similar geochemical and geophysical signature over the known resource
appears to extend both southwest and to the west over distances in excess of one (1) kilometre.



Golden Summit PEA Study Major Components

Metallurgy

Ore sample composites from five different rock types were taken from various drill core for metallurgical testing. The
five composites were subjected to over 60 cyanidation tests to investigate gold recoveries using various methods of
sulphide oxidation and cyanidation. A total of 36 coarse bottle roll tests were also completed to define parameters for
a single column leach test to simulate heap leaching conditions for the Oxide material. In addition to the leach tests,
the five composites had Bond Ball Mill Work Indices conducted to determine comminution requirements. Head
analyses for gold, silver, and sulphur were also conducted. Major conclusions from the test program include:

e Golden Summit oxide material leaches rapidly and achieves good recoveries under standard heap leaching
parameters;

o Sulphide material responds favorably to multiple methods of oxidation and cyanidation;
e Gold recoveries greater than 80% were observed from the column tests; and

e Gold recoveries greater than 90% were observed from sulphide oxidation testwork.
Geology and Mineralization

Gold mineralization on the Golden Summit property occurs in three main forms, including 1) intrusive-hosted
sulphide-quartz stockwork veinlets (such as the Dolphin gold deposit), 2) auriferous sulphide-quartz veins (exploited
by historic underground mines), and 3) shear-hosted gold-bearing veinlets. All three types are considered to be part
of a large-scale intrusive-related gold system on the property. The Dolphin gold deposit is hosted in the Dolphin
stock, which consists largely of granodiorite and tonalite, similar to the Pedro Dome pluton. It is the only large
intrusive body known on the property at this time. The Dolphin stock is approximately the same age as the nearby
Fort Knox pluton, which hosts Kinross Gold's Fort Knox gold mine. Freegold made the initial discovery of widespread
low-grade gold mineralization in the Dolphin stock during the initial drilling campaign on the prospect in 1995;
however resource definition drilling only commenced in 2011. A total of 87 holes have been drilled within the
resource area since 2011 totaling 24,156 metres.

Mineral Resource Estimate

An update of the resource reported in December 2012 (Abrams and Giroux, 2012) was estimated incorporating an
additional ten drill holes completed in 2013. The update also subdivides the resource into oxide and sulphide
portions. The effective date for this resource is May 31, 2013, the date that the data was received. There were three
drill holes completed since this date which do not have a material effect on this resource and as a result this resource
remains current. The three new holes were compared to the estimated blocks they pass through and found to
correlate well. Of the total 330 drill holes on the property, 185 penetrated the three dimensional geologic Dolphin
Stock solid and were used for the estimate. The gold grade distribution identified multiple overlapping lognormal
populations present. Erratic gold assays were capped at 88 g/t. Uniform down-hole composites three m in length
were formed to honour the solid boundaries. The gold distribution of three (3) metre composites also identified
overlapping lognormal populations and an indicator approach was used for the estimate. Semivariograms for the
high grade gold indicator and low grade background were produced and used to define and orient the various search
ellipses. Grades for gold were interpolated into blocks 10 x 10 x 5 metres in dimension by a combination of Indicator
and Ordinary Kriging. A total of 66 specific gravity measurements showed no correlation to gold grades and as a
result an average value of 2.51 was used above the oxide surface and 2.67 below this surface to convert volume to
tonnage. Estimated blocks were classified based on geologic and grade continuity into Indicated and Inferred. As
part of the 2015 PEA a conceptual open pit, based on $1300/0z Au, has been produced by Tetra Tech. As a result
only blocks falling within this pit are now reported as a Resource within the following Tables.



Table 5: Dolphin Zone Indicated Resource within Conceptual Pit

Tonnes Grade > Cut-off
>Cut-off | Au Contained
(tonnes) | (g) [ kgAu | oz Au

0.20 82,650,000 | 0.58 [ 47,610 [ 1,531,000
0.25 71,140,000 | 0.63 | 45,030 | 1,448,000
0.30 61,460,000 | 0.69 | 42,410 { 1,363,000
0.35 53,460,000 | 0.74 [ 39,770 | 1,279,000
0.40 46,690,000 | 0.80 | 37,260 | 1,198,000
0.50 35,590,000 ) 0.91 | 32,320 { 1,039,000
0.60 26,720,000 | 1.03 | 27,440 | 882,000
0.70 20,030,000 | 1.15 ] 23,110 | 743,000
0.80 15,030,000 | 1.29 | 19,390 [ 623,000
0.90 11,450,000 | 1.43 | 16,350 | 526,000
1.00 8,870,000 | 1.57 | 13,910 | 447,000
1.10 6,990,000 | 1.71 [ 11,940 | 384,000
1.20 5,560,000 | 1.85| 10,300 | 331,000
1.30 4,490,000 | 2.00 | 8,960 [ 288,000

Au Cut-off
(gt)

Table 6: Dolphin Zone Inferred Resource within Conceptual Pit

Tonnes Grade > Cut-off
>Cut-off | Au Contained
(tonnes) | (g) [ kg Au | oz Au

0.20 95,920,000 | 0.58 | 55,350 | 1,779,000
0.25 82,910,000 | 0.63 [ 52,400 | 1,685,000
0.30 71,500,000 | 0.69 | 49,260 | 1,584,000
0.35 61,640,000 | 0.75 | 46,050 { 1,480,000
0.40 52,690,000 | 0.81 [ 42,730 | 1,374,000
0.50 38,800,000 ) 0.94 ] 36,510 | 1,174,000
0.60 28,710,000 | 1.08 | 30,980 | 996,000
0.70 21,700,000 | 1.22 | 26,450 | 850,000
0.80 16,910,000 | 1.35 | 22,880 [ 736,000
0.90 12,890,000 | 1.51 | 19,460 [ 626,000
1.00 10,090,000 | 1.67 | 16,820 | 541,000
1.10 8,350,000 | 1.80 { 15,000 | 482,000
1.20 7,050,000 | 1.92 { 13,500 | 434,000
1.30 5,880,000 | 2.05 | 12,050 | 387,000

Au Cut-off
(gt)




Tables 7 and 8 show the resource present above the oxide surface, within the Conceptual Pit while Tables 9 and 10
show the resource present below the oxide surface again within the Conceptual Pit.

Table 7: Oxide Zone Indicated Resource within Conceptual Pit

T Grade > Cut-off
>Cut-off | Ay Contained
(tonnes) | (gft) [ kg Au | oz Au

0.20 22,520,000 [ 0.55 | 12,270 [ 395,000
0.25 18,960,000 | 0.61 | 11,490 | 369,000
0.30 16,180,000 | 0.66 | 10,730 | 345,000
0.35 13,990,000 | 0.72 | 10,020 | 322,000
0.40 12,160,000 | 0.77 | 9,340 | 300,000
0.50 9,180,000 | 0.87 [ 8,000 | 257,000
0.60 6,850,000 | 0.98 | 6,730 | 216,000
0.70 5,030,000 | 1.10 [ 5,550 | 178,000
0.80 3,700,000 | 1.23 | 4,560 | 147,000
0.90 2,800,000 | 1.36 [ 3,790 | 122,000
1.00 2,100,000 | 1.49 | 3,130 | 101,000
1.10 1,650,000 | 1.61 [ 2,660 | 85,000

1.20 1,330,000 | 1.72 | 2,290 | 74,000

1.30 1,040,000 | 1.86 [ 1,930 [ 62,000

Au Cut-off
(gt)




Table 8: Oxide Zone Inferred Resource within Conceptual Pit

Tonnes Grade > Cut-off
>Cut-off | Au Contained
(tonnes) | (gi) [ kg Au | oz Au

0.20 14,660,000 | 0.47 | 6,950 | 223,000
0.25 11,810,000 | 0.53 | 6,310 | 203,000
0.30 9,620,000 | 0.59 { 5,700 | 183,000
0.35 8,120,000 | 0.64 | 5,220 | 168,000
0.40 6,910,000 | 0.69 | 4,770 | 154,000
0.50 4,940,000 | 0.79 ] 3,890 | 125,000
0.60 3,360,000 | 0.90 | 3,020 [ 97,000
0.70 2,330,000 | 1.01 | 2,360 | 76,000
0.80 1,690,000 | 1.11] 1,880 [ 61,000
0.90 1,160,000 [ 1.23 ] 1,430 [ 46,000

Au Cut-off
(gt)

1.00 720,000 |1.41] 1,020 | 33,000
1.10 510,000 | 1.57 ] 800 | 26,000
1.20 360,000 | 1.75( 630 | 20,000
1.30 270,000 |191] 510 | 17,000

Table 9: Sulphide Zone Indicated Resource within Conceptual Pit

anerisi | e Grade > Cut-off

u(g;xt)o Onziine; 0 Au Contained
@) | kgAu | oz Au
0.20 60,130,000 0.59 | 35,360 | 1,137,000
0.25 52,180,000 0.64 | 33,550 | 1,079,000
0.30 45,280,000 0.70 | 31,650 | 1,018,000
0.35 39,470,000 0.76 | 29,800 [ 958,000
0.40 34,530,000 0.81 | 27,930 [ 898,000
0.50 26,410,000 0.92 | 24,300 [ 781,000
0.60 19,870,000 1.04 | 20,720 | 666,000
0.70 14,990,000 1.17 | 17,550 [ 564,000
0.80 11,330,000 1.31 | 14,820 [ 476,000
0.90 8,650,000 1.45] 12,550 [ 404,000
1.00 6,770,000 1.59 | 10,780 [ 347,000
1.10 5,340,000 1.74 ] 9,280 | 298,000
1.20 4,230,000 1.89 | 8,010 [ 257,000
1.30 3,450,000 2.04 | 7,030 [ 226,000




Table 10: Sulphide Zone Inferred Resource within Conceptual Pit

s | e Grade > Cut-off
u(gbjt)o Onzf)inesu) ° Au Contained
9 | kgAu | oz Au

0.20 81,260,000 0.60 | 48,350 | 1,554,000
0.25 71,100,000 0.65 | 46,070 | 1,481,000
0.30 61,880,000 0.70 | 43,560 | 1,401,000
0.35 53,520,000 0.76 | 40,840 | 1,313,000
0.40 45,780,000 0.83 | 37,950 | 1,220,000
0.50 33,860,000 0.96 | 32,610 | 1,048,000
0.60 25,360,000 1.10 | 27,970 | 899,000
0.70 19,360,000 1.24 | 24,080 | 774,000
0.80 15,210,000 1.38 | 20,990 | 675,000
0.90 11,730,000 1.54 ] 18,040 | 580,000
1.00 9,370,000 1.69 | 15,810 | 508,000
1.10 7,840,000 1.81 | 14,200 | 456,000
1.20 6,700,000 1.93 1 12,900 | 415,000
1.30 5,610,000 2.06 | 11,530 | 371,000

Mining

Due to the pit containing both sulphide and oxide ore, there will be two ores provided for processing. Two sets of cut-
off values were calculated; breakeven cut-off and the internal cut-off were calculated using $1,300/0z Au price for
both the oxide material and the sulphide material. The oxide mine plan used a breakeven cut-off grade of
0.182 g/t Au, and an internal cut-off grade of 0.132 g/t Au. The sulphide mine plan used a breakeven cut-off grade of
0.611 g/t Au, and an internal cut-off grade of 0.566 g/t Au. The oxide will be processed via heap leach, while the
sulphide ore will be processed through a plant. The mine has been scheduled to provide up to 3.5 million tonnes per
year (Mtpy) of each ore type. Oxide ore is mined in the early years, as it forms a cap over the sulphide ore. Yearsin
the middle of the production schedule have an overlap of oxide and sulphide ore production prior to completion of
oxide mining. A detailed pit design was created using the pit optimizer cones as guidelines. The phases within the
ultimate pit were developed to enhance the Project by scheduling higher-value material earlier in the mine life.

Oxide ore will be mined and processed exclusively for the first eight years of the mine production. A small amount of
sulphide material will be mined before year eight, this sulphide ore (approximately 800,000 tonnes) will be stockpiled
until the end of mine life. In year nine, sulphide ore comes online for production. Mining of the oxide material will
continue through year 14 of the 24-year mine life. Mining of sulphide material will continue from year nine through
the end of the 24 -year mine life.

During production, both oxide and sulphide ore material will be transported from the pit to the primary crusher located
near the pit exit. After primary crushing, oxide and sulphide material will be transported by conveyor to its respective
process area. The oxide will be leach processed in an area to the southeast of the pit, while the sulphide will be
processed northwest of the pit.

Waste will be hauled by truck to the Mine Rock Storage Facility (MRSF). The MRSF has been designed to
permanently contain the overburden and waste material associated with the pit. The current MRSF design, located



to the northeast of the pits, is built around the hill. The MRSF was designed with a buffer around the nearby creeks.
The total MRSF design will contain 100% of the expected waste material planned to be generated - approximately
239 million tonnes of swelled material.

The mine has been planned using diesel blasthole drills, large haul trucks and rope shovels. Primary mine
production is achieved using 64 Mt payload rope shovels along with 227 Mt payload haul trucks. The drills, shovels
and haul trucks selected for the Project are scheduled to operate around the clock and require four crews on 12 hour
shifts for complete shift coverage.

Processing

Gold recovery from the Golden Summit deposit will come from two separate processing methods. Oxide material will
be crushed prior to loading onto a 10,000 tpd heap leach facility. The crushed oxide material will then be leached
with a sodium cyanide solution. Gold from the pregnant leachate solution will then be recovered onto activated
carbon and further refined in an elution/electrowinning circuit. The product from the electrowinning cells will be
further refined into gold doré. Oxide gold recoveries of 80% are expected during operation.

Sulphide material containing gold will be processed in a 10,000 tpd bio-oxidation plant. The sulphide material will be
processed by crushing and grinding the material prior to flotation and bio-oxidation of the sulphide concentrate. The
oxidized slurry will be sent to a carbon-in-leach (CIL) circuit for cyanide leaching and recovery onto activated carbon.
Gold loaded onto the activated carbon will then be recovered in the same elution circuit used for the oxide material,
to produce gold doré. Sulphide gold recoveries of 90% are expected during operation.

Infrastructure
The following key infrastructure will support the mine and process facilities:

o From Fairbanks, Alaska the Project lies approximately 32 km (20 miles) northeast via State Highway 2 and
State Highway 6 (the Steese Highway). The site holds a series of gravel roads which allow access to most
areas of the property on a year-round basis. Fairbanks is served by the Alaska Railroad, and is connected
to Anchorage and Whitehorse, Canada by well-maintained paved highways.

e Heap leach pad and solution storage;

o Conventional slurry tailings storage facility to serve the sulphide processing facility;
e Processing, truck shop, warehouse, and administration buildings;

e Substation and power distribution; and

o Potable water, fire water and sewage treatment systems.

Fairbanks serves as the regional service and supply center for interior Alaska and comprises a total population of
nearly 90,000. Labour will come from the Fairbanks area where there is ready access to trained personnel. In
addition the State of Alaska allows $20M of exploration expenditures to be carried forward and recovered against
State taxes due.



Contributors

The Golden Summit PEA was led by Tetra Tech, Inc., under the direction of project lead, Vicki J. Scharnhorst. The

following consultants contributed to the PEA:

Next Steps

Name

Title, Company

Discipline

Mark J. Abrams, C.P.G.

Consulting Geologist
Independent Consultant

Geology

Jackie A. Blumberg, P.E.

Surface Water Hydrologist

Surface Water

Tetra Tech, Inc. Management
. Geological Engineer Geology & Mineral
Gary H. Giroux, P.Eng. Giroux Consultants, Ltd. Resources

Chris Johns, M.Sc., P.Eng.

Geotechnical Engineer
Tetra Tech, Inc.

Geotechnical Tailings &
Heap Leach Design

Edwin C. Lips, P.E.

Principal Mining Engineer
Tetra Tech, Inc.

Mine Design

Nick Michael, QP

Principal Mineral Economist
Golder Associates

Technical Economics

Dave M. Richers, PhD, PG

Geochemist, Geologist
Tetra Tech, Inc.

Geochemistry

Vicki J. Scharnhorst, P.E.

Principal Consultant
Tetra Tech, Inc.

Infrastructure

D. Erik Spiller, QP

Principal Metallurgist
Tetra Tech, Inc.

Metallurgy & Process

Keith Thompson, CPG, PG

Hydrogeologist
Tetra Tech, Inc.

Hydrogeology

Given the results of the PEA, Freegold will begin advancing the Project to the Preliminary Feasibility stage.
Additional drilling, metallurgical testing, environmental analyses, other permitting and property confirmation activities
will need to be undertaken as part of this next level of study. Freegold's disclosure of a technical or scientific nature
in this press release has been reviewed and approved by Alvin Jackson of Freegold Ventures Limited, who serves as
a Qualified Person under the definition of NI 43-101.

On behalf of the Board of Directors of Freegold

Kristina Walcott

President and CEO
Freegold Ventures Limited
www.freegoldventures.com.

Neither the TSX Exchange nor its Regulation Services Provider (as that term is defined in the policies of the TSX
Exchange) accepts responsibility for the adequacy or accuracy of this release.

The technical information in this Press Release for the Golden Summit Project is based on the following Technical
Report to be issued on or before March 10, 2016: NI 43-101 Technical Report, Golden Summit Project, Preliminary
Economic Assessment, Fairbanks North Star Borough, Alaska, USA, 2016, Tetra Tech, Inc. Authors of the PEA are
independent of Freegold Ventures Limited and are Qualified Persons in accordance with NI 43-101.


http://www.freegoldventures.com/

Cautionary Notes:

The term "Mineral Resource" used in this news release is defined per NI 43-101. Though Indicated Resources have
been estimated for the Project, this PEA includes Inferred Mineral Resources that are too speculative for use in
defining Reserves. Standalone economics have not been undertaken for the measured and indicated resources and
as such no reserves have been estimated for the Project.

Please note that the PEA is preliminary in nature, that it includes inferred mineral resources that are considered too
speculative geologically to have economic considerations applied to them. There is no certainty that the PEA will be
realized. Mineral resources that are not mineral reserves do not have demonstrated economic viability. Without
limitation, statements regarding potential mineralization and resources, exploration results, and future plans and
objectives of the Company are forward looking statements that involve various risks. Actual results could differ
materially from those projected as a result of the following factors, among others: changes in the price of mineral
market conditions, risks inherent in mineral exploration, risks associated with development, construction and mining
operations, the uncertainty of future profitability and uncertainty of access to additional capital. See Freegold's
Annual Information Form for the year ended December 31¢t, 2014 filed under Freegold's profile at www.sedar.com for
a detailed discussion of the risk factors associated with Freegold's operations.

Readers are cautioned not to place undue reliance on forward-looking statements. Except as required by law,
Freegold expressly disclaims any intention or obligation to update or revise any forward-looking statements, whether
as a result of new information, future events, or otherwise.

About Freegold Ventures Limited

Freegold is a TSX listed company focused on exploration in Alaska and holds the Golden Summit Gold Project, near
Fairbanks as well as a 100% lease interest on the Shorty Creek Copper — Gold — Molybdenum Project near
Livengood.

Freegold Ventures Limited
Kristina Walcott-President and CEO
Telephone: 1.604.662.7307
jkw@freegoldventures.com


http://www.sedar.com/

