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RE: Ref: 10_0054 - Dargues Reef Gold Project, Majors Creek, NSW.
Objections and Recommendations

My name is Evelyn Jane Ablquist. I have lived in Majors Creek for eight years. I own a solar-
powered house on 2 acres of land, and I contribute to the life of the community as a theatre
professional, mounting productions, teaching drama and contributing to children’s events at the
Creek. @have no family and, until recently, I intended to make Majors Creek my permanent home.

This leiter 1s to register my strongest peossible objection to the proposal to run a 24 hour per day
industrial activity (Dargues Reef Mine) within one kilometre of a peaceful rural-residential village;
and to register my outrage at the proposal’s stated intentions to truck effluent from other mines
across the district and process materials at Majors Creek in future years.

Below are statements of my core objections, with recommendations where relevant.

1. PROXIMITY

The proposed 24 hour mine brings significant industrial activity to the area, one kilometre from the
village proper. As Majors Creek is a rural-residential area, this appears inappropriate at best.

2. A 24 HOUR MINE!

Given the proximity, a 24 hour mine must be considered out of the question. Mining activity
involves blast pressure, drilling, dust (Spring is particularly windy here), odours and frequently
reversing trucks - an ugly, high-pitch that cuts through at 2 kilometres.

When this commences, overnight Majors Creek will change into a zone of unpredictable
disturbance - and with no respite. [ consider this to be a form of psychological violence inviting
collective stress and a sensc of entrapment. Many small-town conversations inform me that people
here are shocked by this.



However, the most frightening aspect of the 24 hour mine proposal is the part of the submission by
Big Island Mining Pty Ltd (known here as Cortona) which fields their intention to process material
extracted from other mines in the region at Majors Creek! This reinvents Majors Creek as a 24 hour
noisy dump for the rest of the lives of those presently living here and remakes Braidwood and the
Majors Creck Road as a truck highway (See below BRAIDWOOD),

How would you feel? A little bullied, perhaps? A little violated?

Please note that, while some local residents will write to you about this aspect of the mine, some
will not due to a feeling that money rules and it is useless (this from conversations at the Creek);
and others cannot express themselves adequately.

3. WATER

T'would like to register my strong concern about the impact of the mine on the water available
to the town and to surrounding users and the long-term impact of lowering the water table.

The community has repeatedly asked Cortona Mines where they are getting their water from to
process extracted material. Every answer leads in one direction: there will be a drop in the water
table. Further, part of Cortona’s plan includes the rain-filling of a number of dams to be built. It
follows that, when there is another drought, the water table will be used even more extensively.

There are people in Majors Creek who rely upon water pumped from springs, from the Creek and
from bore water. The Araluen Valley (next to Majors Creek and downstream) is a major stone-fruit
growing district and requires bore water.

Cortona say they will “monitor” and “negotiate” with households. Well, one can’t shower in
monitoring or drink negotiation. There is no such thing as compensation for something irreplaceable

The water taken for this mine alone is twice the amount used by Braidwood. It is a huge amount of
water. How can you take this much water and say it will have no effect? They are de-watering the

arca in the context of processing that may go on indefinitely.

In my opinion, the 24 hour mining operation combined with the devastation of our water
constitute powerful and sufficient grounds to disallow this project.

The precedent you set here is vital, as water is a matter of national significance.



4. THE MAJORS CREEK MIST
No-where in any submission have I seen mention of the levels of mist that come and go at random
in the Creek. Personally, I have three times been lost in the mist here, once in January late at night

when I could not find my own house! No line marking can help this.

Now:- [ have taught five boys living here who will no doubt have P-plates when the mine is
operating at its peak, and Majors Creek has a pub.

Think: a young man newly at drinking age and with a P-plate deciding to drive a short distance
vack home in the mist on a narrow road.. ..

What we are looking at is a recipe for a fatality. Mining after dark must be disallowed.

RECOMMENDATIONS FROM 2 & 4:

If the mine is approved:

&

Mining is to be banned at night;

* A strong street light is to be placed where the trucks enter the Majors Creek Road,
A slip lane is to be added to existing road-modification plans;

The sound indicating a reversing truck is to be modified.

@

[

5. THE TAILINGS DAM

Given where the mine is, Cortona Mines must build their tailings dam high up above Majors Creek
itself. They have carefully described safety features to the community and that it will have no
cyanide and will be coarse crush.

The people of Mongarlowe (another satellite of Braidwood) have been informed that, due to
previous mining activity, there is still cyanide at the bottom of their river but that the river will
remain safe as long as it is not disturbed. Majors Creek is an historic gold-mining district from
pre-regulation era. '

Further, 1 have never heard of a tailings dam that did not contain some leve] of toxicity. Thercfore, |
regard it as more conducive to mind-concentration to envision the consequences of one tailings
dam event in this area.



If we have a dam leak here, the tailings will enter Majors Creek, from where it will travel
downstream and pollute the Deua system (national park), and pass through residential zones as far
down as Moruya. 1t would be a disaster.

One event.

We know now that freak climate events, such as week-long high-wind downpours, are real and have
to be considered “unknowns™: and we know that human beings grow slack over time in their
monitoring. We know that human error happens.

Majors Creek should not have a tailings dam above its waterways.

6. BRAIDWOOD

The majority of the employees of the Dargues Reef Gold Project will be housed in Braidwood,
which is 16 kilometres north of Majors Creek, and will travel to the mine; and all of the mining
trucks will pass through the town of Braidwood using its one wide street.

The street is already well used: it has only one pedestrian crossing in a town with two schools,
plenty of activity and businesses on both sides of the road: and the road is wide enough to encourage
frequent U-turns, which is and will remain standard practice.

Braidwood is a Heritage Listed town. Heritage listing is not only about buildings and history. It is
about maintaining ambience and the cultural and tourist activities that are the opportunities
associated with the listing. What is less commonly known about Braidwood is that it also has a very
large number of tertiary qualified individuals per head of population. (It is said more than any other
place in Australia, although I do not have the statistics on this.)

Do you really think that an educated populace in the context of a heritage listed town will stand by
while their home deteriorates into a truck transit route for mining effluent from across the whole
area? The association with mining will be perceived as a marriage made in hell. Anger will rise, an
independent candidate will be fielded and votes with change.

The Labor State Government is already on the nose. Eden-Monaro is a Federal “bell-weather” seat.
This mine will have unintended political consequences.

Do not underestimate Braidwood.



L

s A LOSS OF INTANGIBLES

Ever so gradually, we have come into an age where the faculty which distinguishes quality has
atrophied through want of use. These days, it is all about quantity and measurement: how many
jobs, not how the jobs will enhance the quality of community life; and how much profit, not at what
cost to the intangibles. We have lost the vital ability to imagine and we protest only when the
damage is done: _ ' -

What do we stand for? IfI was an elderly lady who had been living here 50 years and whose
husband’s ashes lay buried on my land - well, according to the environmental lawyer’s office

" (meeting with community, Majors Creek Hall, 15" May 2010), the law states that a mine could still

operate within 50 metres of my garden.

Perhaps this is why we don’t like dictatorships. We are a dictatorship by capital.

Beginning with the sale of the black box flight recorder in the *50s, Australia has a history of on-
selling its best inventions and ghosting its best minds. We rarely market our intellectual capital
ourselves, choosing instead to become, to quote the great Australian poet Judith Wright “a quarry
surrounded by an oil slick”. What happens when the resources run out?

We have become so habituated to the easy-option of digging up anywhere and regardless of story,
that we barely notice the de-humanizing of the culture that accompanies it, let alone find language

to express it. We are too busy turning beauty into vulgarity.

What is atmosphere of place? How do we place a value on it? How can you measure stillness and
birdcall, the contrasting seasons, the web of relationships? The connection to land. Stories.

Majors Creek is beautiful. I submit that the violation of these “other values” must go into the
mix with the protests about water, noise pollution and traffic, which are regulatory matters.

I have attached my political donations form as required and respectfully look forward to your
consideration of these objections.

Yours sincerely,

Ef Az J}’{EK S S

-

E.J. AHLQUIST



_ dsindory  yowr \(}_Jm.\..m
) ] {s)awepn

) \\0 S &1\\@\ ajeq pue (s)ainjeubis

‘BuiuBis jo swi} 8y} Je 912IN00E SI JUSLUSIE]S SIY] UILJIM PAUIBIUDD LOBLLIOLU (B 12y} aiejep Aqaisy amy| ‘Mmojeg Bulubis Ag

‘paunbai y1 jesiano papinosd st soeds [euonippe—suoneuop jeajod sjgepodal (e jsy 8see|d

Shh o&L. 9hs OS5

v/~ v/ IOVW geouyNod 2T T W0 TV TV
FrgwLvyTy O gy Hgoag. S IS AEIHY reds YRagAd

uoneuop Jo spew SpEelW sem uogeuop JOUGP 3] JO 901J0 [E0IO B0,
anjeA unowy uoneuop sjeq | Y} lusuaqg asoym 1o uosiad Jo Aued jo swep 10 ssa1ppe pasa)siBal s ANjus J0 SSBIPPE [BIUSPISALS40T0q (Amus ue 1 NGV J0) JouoP jo sweN

‘Bjeloosse ue Aq epew aiam ‘mouy o} Ajgeuoseal Jubno Jo ‘mouy noA Jey; suopeuop [eagjod sigerodal Aue mojaq ajejs ‘uopesldde ue o} uogejes ul uoissiugns e Bupew uossad e are nok 4 ,
HO ‘wopeandde Bupuuerd sy ui jsaisqul jeidueuy e yim suosied Aue Aq apew asam ‘mouy o} Ajlqeuosear wbno 1o ‘mouy noA jey; suoneuop jeapyed ejgqepodal Aue mojaq ajeis uoneandde Butuueld juenggas e jo ueanydde ayy ase nof y)
‘(NgV) 4aquuny ssauisng ueneqsny sy} apnouy (jenpinipul ue se noA Aq jou pue) Agus ue Aq epew sem uopeuop ay] Jj ‘(z abed uo Liessob 2as) pouad JUEASjal, BY) I8N0 epew aAey noA suogeuop jzaglod sjqeriodal Aue mojag eiels .

suosiad jueasjal sayjo Aq Jo uonesesap siyy Gupjew uosiad Aq spew suoneuop jeanijod ajqenoday

ON /[ s3A NOILYOINddVY NY OL NOILYT3H NI NOISSINGNS ¥ ONINVYIN NOSHId B 81 noA d0 @ ! S3A INVOITddY Y} aje noA
(mojag uondo jueasjal sjplio) uoleodde Buluueld U] Ul }Sa1SjUl oA

s/ [T 12
yoelog y/ 9
Mm\w\ g EQ ~h500 T O} 7Y (uondussap Jay10 1o sSaIpPE

..Ewaoa 2oualayal Jo 2y uoeoydde Buuugld ‘lequinu yq *6'a) soualajal uonesdde Buiuuely

dsroHy Ty o ~BHh3ng

ainsojosip siy) Bunjew uosiad jo swep
s|iE}ap JU3LWaje}s aInsojasig

‘mojaqg ubis pue Loy iyl ul iy ssesid ‘(spejap 1oj | ebed 23s) suoneuop feanfod Aue 8S0/28IP 0] 6261 WY Juswssassy pue Buluueld [BJUsWUoIIAUT 8Y) JO (£)/# ) UOHDSS Japun palinbal aie NoA i

[eJaua9~-10)234iQ dYj 40 JBJSIUlly O] JUSWA)L)S INSO]ISI] SUOIBUO( [BI1I|Od




David Anthony

Currajuggle Creek

Braidwood, NSW, 2622

danthona@gmail.com
November 1 2010

Environmental Planning Officer
Regional Projects

NSW Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001
plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au

To whom it may concern
Re: Dargues Reef Gold Project, Major Project No 10_0054

| would like to strongly object to the above Dargues Reef proposal as submitted. It
constitutes an unsustainable overdevelopment and fails to meet commonly accepted
standards for ESD especially regarding the precautionary principle. The proponent
has not adequately reduced the significant uncertainties surrounding this projects
potential environmental and social risk. Critical issues are groundwater modelling and
management, water capture, quality and environmental flows as well as the amenity
impacts of noise and dust.

Environmentally Sustainable Development and the Precautionary Principle

The precautionary principle provides that “where there are threats of serious or
irreversible damage, lack of full scientific certainty shall not be used as a reason
for postponing cost-effective measures to prevent environmental degradation”.

In New South Wales the precautionary principle can be found in over 55 different
State statutes or regulations (Biscoe Watker v Minister for Planning (2007) 157
LGERA 124 at [69]).

Many of the specialist investigations contained in the environmental assessment (EA)
for this proposal, especially the groundwater modelling which is underpinned by
highly subjective assumptions and is used to construct the groundwater draw down
gradients, cannot claim as the proponent does in the assessment, to contain a high
degree of certainty. This high degree of uncertainty could be of easily remedied by
undertaking the various analyses with real data based inputs into statistically robust
time series as opposed to uncertain modelled data contained in the assessment.

* The high dependence on theoretical modelling by some of the specialist
investigations would in my opinion be most likely to fail the various
Precautionary Principle criterions concerning uncertainty as outlined by the
NSW Land and Environment Court (NSWLEC).

* There is a high possibility that this development will cause more than
negligible damage to the environment, agricultural systems, water supplies
and local resident amenity.



Some relevant cases and principles in this respect include:

The Hon Justice Brian J Preston, Chief Judge of The Land and Environment Court of
NSW has outlined some cases and principles concerning water and ecologically
sustainable development that are directly applicable to the Cortona Proposal

This development will impact on water resources or water dependent biota or
ecological communities when carried out in proximity to such sources of water
Gerroa Environment Protection Society Inc v Minister for Planning and Cleary Bros
(Bombo) Pty Ltd, 2008] NSWLEC 173)the extension of a sand mine could potentially
have impacted on groundwater and groundwater dependent ecological communities
and, in particular, on a swamp sclerophyll forest, a type of endangered ecological
community dependent on ground and surface waters. After a hearing involving
considerable hydrological and ecological expert evidence, the NSWLEC determined
to grant development consent to the extension but imposed strict conditions requiring
the collection of base data, ongoing monitoring and adaptive management to mitigate
any potential adverse impacts. Significant biodiversity offsets were required to
compensate for the loss of biodiversity caused by the extension. Gerroa Environment
Protection Society Inc v Minister for Planning and Cleary Bros (Bombo) Pty Ltd

[2008] NSWLEC 173 (primary judgment) and [2008] NSWLEC 254

Pollution Risk
There is a stated intention of the proponent to use polluted old mine water for
environmental flows. Under the polluter pays principle as outlined by the NSW LEC,
the polluter should pay for the costs of:
* preventing pollution or reducing pollution to comply with applicable standards
and laws;
* preventing, controlling, abating and mitigating damage to the environment
caused by pollution; and
* making good any resultant environmental damage, such as cleaning up
pollution and restoring the environment damaged and making reparation
(including compensatory damages and compensatory restoration) for
irremediable injury.

Use of the Precautionary principle where there exists uncertainty in water
resources and use

Where there is uncertainty concerning the supply of and demand for water resources,
a precautionary approach is prudent in determining future water use. This may
involve approving water use on conditions requiring monitoring of water supply and
demand and adaptive management. There is no discussion of adaptive
management in the proponents’ environmental assessment — Many of the most
critical issues such as noise and water could be easily ameliorated by scaling

back production to a sustainable rate including restrictions on night time noise
generation. The rate and scale of production should be determined by the

amount of Harvestable Right water available (including provisions for
environmental flows because of groundwater gradient reversal resulting from

mine dewatering). In calculating the adequacy of this supply, due consideration
should also be given to the possible impacts of climate change. Any higher rate of
production (and thus unsustainable use of water) would be inconsistent with
Ecological Sustainable Development criteria as required under law.



In Ulan Coal Mines Ltd v Minister for Planning, a neighboring coal mine challenged,

by way of judicial review, the Minister for Planning’s approval of a new coal mine on
grounds including that a condition of the approval, requiring that the new mine must
have sufficient water for all stages of the project, was uncertain and manifestly
unreasonable. The NSWLEC rejected the challenge, holding that the Minister had
adopted a precautionary approach by requiring monitoring of the water supply and use
of an adaptive management approach, notably by requiring an adjustment of the scale
of mining operations (and hence the demand for water) to match the available water
supply. Such an adaptive management response was considered appropriate to dealing
with any uncertainty arising from potential impacts. The Court adopted a
precautionary approach, recognizing the uncertainty in the data as well as

considering the impacts of climate change on future water resources. [2008]

NSWLEC 1385.

The Court held that the condition was imposed in accordance with the precautionary
principle and was a proper response to deal with uncertainty as to potential impacts
[2009] NSWLEC 213 at [131].

Other States have also made applicable judgments concerning the use of the
precautionary principle

In a case similar to the Cortona proposal where a South Australian project was going
to use considerable volumes of groundwater and expose the catchment to a significant
risk of overuse and consequential harm. The SASC noted that the evidence of certain
experts, whilst insufficient to support a conclusion of unsustainable water use, was
sufficient to support a conclusion of significant risk of serious harm due to water
overuse, coupled with current scientific uncertainty about the extent of environmental
harm, thereby attracting the precautionary principle. [2007] SASC 189.See also

earlier litigation in Rowe v Linder (2006) 146 LGERA 100.

Preventative Approach where Water Use is Unsustainable

Where a proposed development will unsustainably use water resources, a preventative
approach is appropriate and development consent may properly be refudectean

v Moorabool Shire Council, the Victorian Civil and Administrative Appeals Tribunal
refused a permit to enlarge two dams which would reduce flows into a nearby creek.
Evidence showed that the catchment was already overcommitted and that the ecology
of watercourses in the area was being seriously adversely affected. The unsustainable
water extraction regime contained in this proposal will adversely affect the already
embargoed Moruya/Araluen/Deua aquifer/catchment.

Specific Issues of Concern
It would be greatly appreciated and indeed prudent that the proponent provide
adequate responses to the following issues of concern.

Waste Rock Management
* How can 445,675m of the total 510,375m of waste rock generated through the
whole life of the project be used for site establishment when it has not yet
been generated?
Noise
» All the noise studies are based on modelled and assumed data not real data.



» The proposal will result in sleep disturbance (EA-4-35) under noise enhancing
inversion conditions which are a common feature in the area. Processing and
construction noise 24 hours a day for 5years (or longer) is unacceptable for a
rural residential area and village that experiences almost nil artificial noise at
night time.

* What are the noise generation characteristics of the hydraulic rock breaker to
be used to process oversize ore?

* What noise attenuation measures are proposed to reduce the residential
amenity impacts of this operation?

* Why is there no discussion of the acoustic treatment of dwellings that may be
adversely affected by noise?

» A difference of 5 dB may occur within a 180 degree range in relation to the
wind direction at the same distance from the site.

* The noise assessment of the noise attenuation effects of the interaction of the
prevailing winds and natural topography have not adequately been dealt with.
These effects are significant given the location of the mine and the sites
topography. These effects can often reduce the effectiveness of sound barriers
and increase noise levels by 10dBA.

* Why haven’t any of the following Best Practice Noise Management in Mining
measures been discussed?

* Reducing the maximum instantaneous charge (MIC).

* Altering the blast drilling pattern and delay layout.

* Using the minimum sub-drilling possible.

* Using alternative rock breaking techniques.

* Blasting at times that suit local conditions. (This is a critical action given the almost
silent nigh time acoustic amenity of the locale).

» Conduct blasts at a set time or use a pre-warning system.

* Implementing an effective monitoring and community liaison program.

This program should involve maintaining a continuous record of environmental and

blast emissions. This data should be made available to the public in real time via the

Internet. The program should also address the company's requirements for dealing

with complaints and ensuring that quality objectives are met.

The benefits of best practice environmental management to minimise noise and blast
impacts are immediate and include cost savings through increased efficiency and
improved occupational health and safety. In addition to benefiting individual
companies in the short-term, the mining sector will profit both economically, and in
the improved community acceptance and attitudes towards mining activities.

Groundwater Issues

» Leakage from the Alluvial Aquifers i.e. “seepage from the alluvium to the
mine or shafts where the groundwater flow gradient has been reversed... is
embargoed water”(3-54 Report 752/05) The hydrological impact on Majors
Creek due to mining related activities constitutes an unlicensed extraction
of embargoed water . This leakage has been grossly understated and only
superficially modelled and as more water will be required from the dewatering
of old mine workings to supply for operational and environmental flows it is
likely to increase.

* The cone of groundwater drawdown is currently estimated at 1m within 500m
of the escarpment — where is the drawdown zero in relation to the escarpment?



» Will the cone of drawdown and extent of depressurisation of the
granodiorite and regolith aquifers extend to the Araluen escarpment and
the town ship of Majors Creek if more operational and environmental
flow water is required to be extracted from old mine workings?

* If only 64,700m of waste rock, a small proportion of the estimated total of
510,375m that is expected to be generated by the project, is to be used for
stope backfilling there will be a huge underground void that will have major
impacts on groundwater behaviour in the area for many years after the mining
operations have ceased. Can these impacts be fully explained and clarified and
with what certainty?

* When do the drawdown impacts on Spring Creek finally recover after the five
years post mining?

» Given that the groundwater modelling used contains “numerous qualitative
and subjective interpretations” what degree of confidence can be had in the
outputs generated by the model especially considering the high degree of
uncertainty associated with the modelling and the potential implications and
impacts of the modelled results?

» This radical uncertainty could easily be reduced through collection of real data
this should be done in a way that produces a statistically robust time series of
observations and the model recalibrated accordingly.

* No long term monitoring has been undertaken as a basis for the modelling
contained in the EA. Only a one off steady state calibration was undertaken
with the assumption that the water levels in the bores selected for steady state
calibration were representative of the long term average (steady state)
groundwater levels.

The particularly sensitive results in terms of modelled predictions relating to
environmental impact include the:

* Modelled cone of groundwater draw down especially its distance from the
Araluen escarpment;

* Draw down impacts and recovery rates for groundwater;

* The precise reversal of flow gradients from embargoed alluvium including the
various scenarios of increased extraction of old mine water. This analysis will
determine the adaptive environmental flow requirements of the project;

There is too much uncertainty about the modelling for it to be suitable for formulating
the accurate risk assessments and parameters required to accurately assess the
groundwater impacts associated with this development proposal.

A more fundamental consideration for regulatory authorities is the fact that
proposal will result in an impact on the embargoed alluvial aquifer. An
unlicensed impact at that.

Total water budget calculations

Can the proponent explain why two conflicting amounts have been used in regard to
the annual quantity of water required? (EA 2.2.5 “the Project would require 870ML
per year for mining related purposes” and in 752/04 2-46 “The maximum project
related water requirement would be 215ML".)



Though there is much discussion of water recycling (98ML per annum has been
estimated as recoverable water and subtracted from the estimates of total water usage)
there is no mention of where and how much start up/ original water would be required
to initiate the recycling process or indeed where this water would come from. Can

this be clarified and explained?

Environmental Flows

As it stands, the Environmental flow regime proposed in the EA to ameliorate the
reverse gradient effects on the embargoed alluvial aquifer of Majors Creek would
result in the serious pollution of Majors Creek and the Araluen, Deua and Moruya
River Systems. Section 2, Description of Project (2-45) states that:

“The Proponent would ensure, where practicable that the water released conforms to
water quality criteria.”

This statement reflects the fact that the harvestable right dams do not have the
capacity to adequately supply environmental flow requirements and that polluted old
mine water would have to be used (Harvestable Right 38ML stated environmental
flows 66.2ML). The quality of the old mine water fails both the conservative
ANZECC, 2000 water quality standard for aquatic ecosystems and the Moruya River
Water Quality Objectives. Some of the allowable parameters for particular indicators
are exceeded by more than 300%.

The Deua river system has been identified by the Commonwealth Government as a
High Conservation Value Aquatic Ecosystem. The discharge of such polluted water
into this system could potentially have devastating effects. Why were these
potentially disastrous impacts of this pollution not mentioned or discussed in the
EA?

Not only have the impacts of using polluted old mine water for environmental flows
been totally ignored in the EA, but also the full magnitude of their use left open

ended. The ability of the harvestable right dams to supply environmental flows is one
of the critical determinants concerning how much polluted old mine water will be

used for environmental flows. The capacity of these HR dams has been overestimated
through selective and erroneous use of rainfall data as well as reliance on inherently
uncertain theoretical modelling to calculate the actual amount of the reversed
groundwater gradient compensatory environmental flows.

Distorted use rainfall data used as basis for calculation of the ability of
harvestable right dams to supply environmental flows

The EA uses Braidwood Rainfall Data and states that in 1981 (6§5imenworst

year in their 100 year record, that the harvestable right dams would run dry for 182
days (SEEC 4-25). Since 2002 the rainfall data they have ignored included six years
out of seven where the rainfall was equal to or considerably lower than the worst year
they quote (1981).

2002 434, 2003 647, 2004 539, 2005 666, 2006 474, 2007 806, 2008 602, 2009 438

The average rainfall for the 2002-2009 period is 575mm. The average for the whole
period that the weather station has been in operation 1887-2010msn. This is

lower than the 728mm for their selected 100 year period. This means the dams would
run dry for longer periods of time and that more polluted water for environmental



flows would have to be pumped from the old mines. The additional volume that they
pump out will have to be compensated by additional environmental flows because of
the reverse groundwater gradient would increase. Their figures also fail to factor in
known changes to rainfall attributed to Climate Change (a reduction of 40-50mm in
rainfall over the last 4 decades).

Location of Environmental flow release

“In order to compensate for the anticipated reduction in base flows in Majors and
Spring Creeks the proponent would release water to Majors Creek down stream of
the anticipated area of groundwater draw down”. (Description of Project 752/04

July 2010 p.2-45). The outer boundary of the mapped cone of anticipated draw down
is not delineated (somewhere near the escarpment) while the 1m draw down gradient
downstream of the site is located well outside the proponents property.

This statementdown stream of the anticipated area of groundwater draw down”

has a number of serious implications that have not been discussed or even
acknowledged by the proponent. These include:

* Environmental damage to a large section of Majors and all of Spring creek
located over the anticipated area of groundwater draw down that would not
receive any environmental flows as well as being subject to as yet accurately
guantified groundwater draw down;

» There are no arrangements for piping water for environmental flows over
properties that are not owned by the proponent;

» There are no licensing arrangements for piping and disposing of polluted old
mine water into Majors Creek adjacent to the escarpment on property that may
adjoin the State Conservation Area. This concern should have been addressed
by the proponent given that pollution of waters is an offence against s 120 of
the Protection of the Environment Operations Act 1997.;

» Given the uncertainty inherent in the highly subjective assumptions
underpinning the theoretical modelling used to construct the groundwater
draw down gradients combined with the overestimation of the capability of the
harvestable rights dam (which mean more old mine water than estimated will
have to be extracted for environmental flows) it is reasonable to assume that
the proponent has no idea where the environmental flow outlet will be located
or the severity of impacts on the environment and surrounding landholders this
will cause. This is clearly a major shortcoming of the EA.

Other questions
» What is the chemical composition of the flotation reagent and does it pose a
pollution risk?
* Cyanide is known to have been used in some of the old mines whose
dewatering is to be used for environmental flows. What are the risks
associated with this practice?

Climate Change

The Department of Planning has formally requested that the assessment include due
regard for the CSIRO Climate Change predictions- There is no discussion of

Climate Change in the whole Environmental Assessment- Why?

Climate change would affect recharge dynamics and HR dam capability, common
predictions of heavier summer rainfall is likely to increase the rate of rill, sheet and



gully erosion and would be an important consideration meriting a detailed discussion
in respect to the proposed tailings dam. — Why is there no discussion of these
fundamentally prudent considerations?

There are many other serious issues of concern contained in this proposal
including dust generation, ecological and socio-economic impact that | hope have
been addressed in other submissions.

To conclude, this proposal with its size scale and 24/7 rate of production and
uncertainties relating to environmental impact is not an ecologically sustainable
development and should not be approved in its current form. Primarily it
constitutes an unacceptable risk to the fragile hydrology, ecology and peaceful
residential amenity of the area.

Thankyou for the opportunity to make a submission concerning this proposal.
Yours Sincerely

David Anthony
Currajuggle Creek
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PHONE/FAX (09) 4842 2603
20 Wallace Street Braidwood 2622
TRUCK HIRE = TIPPER = WATER » FLOAT

,  DOZER » GRADER * ROLLER
5 LOADER * EXCAVATOR

SCRAPER

28" October 2010 ABN 585 %0569

Mining & Industry Projects,
Department of Planning,
GPO box 39

Sydney NSW 2001,

Dear Sir

Re: Ref number 10_0054 — Dargues Reef Gold Project
Majors Creek via Braidwood

1 hereby submit my approval for the above project based on the following reasons:-

- The increase in valuable funds to the local community i.e. sponsoring local
sporting groups, contributing money to local recreation grounds.

- Tinancial gain for the local economy -~ service station, schools, supermarkets

. hospital.

- Increase in employment for locals.

- Majors Creek and Braidwood do exist because of past gold mining and the
future of these towns will depend on future projects.

- Majors Creek Road will be improved to accommodate the extra movement of
trucks therefore making it safer for the locals travelling that road.

I have already moved thousands of tonnes of dirt for this project in the past Syears,
Al the topsoil has been saved for rehabilitation, which will be the same way that the
main road and future dams will be dealt with; assuring that there 1s no damage to the
environment.

20 Walldce Sireet
Braidwood NSW 2622
Ph: 0427 422603
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Political Donations Disclosure Statement to Minister or the Director-General

If you are required under seclion 147(3} of the Erwironmental Planning and Assessment Act 1878 to distiose any pofitical donations {see Page 1 for details), please fili in this form and sign below.

Disclosure statement details

Name of person making this disclosure Flanning application reference (e.g. DA number, planning application tifle or reference, property
address or other descripfion} :

Qakheny  Bradley 10 _ cost

Your inferest in the pianning application (circle relévant option below)

You are the APPLICANT YES Ma OR You are a PERSON MAKING A SUBMISSION IN RELATION TO AN APPLICATION NC

Reportable political donations made by person making this declaration or by other relevant persons
* State below any reportable politisal donations you have made over the 'relevant period’ (see glossary on page 2). if the donation was mede by an entity {and not by you &5 an individual) inciuds the Australian Business Number (ABN).
*If you are the applicait OF & relevant planning application stale befocw any reportable political donalions thet you know, or ought reasonably 1o know, were mede by any persons with a financial interest In the planning eppiication, OR

* if you are a person making a submission in relation fo ar appiication, state below any reporiabie pofifical donations that you know, or ough! reasonably to know, were made by an associafe.

Name of donor {or ABN if an entity) Donwor's residential address or entity’s registered address or Name of party of parson for whose benefit the | Date donation Amount/ value
other official office of the doner donation was made made of donaticn

N AV

Please list afl reporiable political donations—additional space is provided overieal if requiired.

By signing below, Wweghereby decl e That all information contained within this statement is accurate at the time of signing.
Signaturels) and Date
m

29-10-40-
Natme(s) o~ A . 1
S ony Rt Beadion

w )
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To: NSW Department for Planning

From:- Janita Byrne

ey 4 ot 7 ;
Banksia Grove /151% A/ﬁ]/ 5?0/0

RMB 1807 Cooma Road
Balialaba NSW 26272 e

Reference No: 10 6054

To whom it may concern,

I object to the propesed Pargues Reef mining project at Majors Creck NSW for the following
reasons:

1. Ido not believe there will be any benefit to the local cormunity,

2, T do not believe the proposat has the interests of the local community in mind,

3. I'believe the proposal will have a negative impact on the Majors Creek community in terms of
acoustic and visual privacy,

4. 1believe the proposal will have a negative affect upon my ncighbouring communities in Araluen,
Braidwood, Bells Creek, Riedsdale and Jembaicumbene,

5. Ibelieve the 24 hour per day operation of the mining facility is totally unacceptable,

6. I'believe the 24 hour per day operation of the mining facility will reduce the valye of my property,
and if the mine should operate under the proposal as set forth, I should have legal grounds lo claim
against the shareholders, directors, managing directors and alf others concerned with Big Island Mining
Pty Ltd (or as we know them Cortona), the local conneil (Palerang), the State Government ot the
Federal Government,

7. T'believe the proposal will have a negative affect upon the groundwater lovels and aquifer of the
surrounding locality, and 1 believe it will have a negative impact upon the communities of Majors Creek
and Araluen and will have a direct negative impact upon the focal busincsses, individuals and farnilies
in the locality,

8. 1 believe the proposed tailings dam is complately unacceptable and poses a severe threat to the
individuals, communities, ecosysterms and natural habitats of all plants and animals that live (R1, below)
that of the dam, between Majors Creek and the coast.

9. I 'believe that the proposal will have a negative impact upon any indigenous site downstream of the
proposed location.,

10. I beligve the increased sermi trailer mrovements associated with the mine operations will have a
severe impact upon the Majors Creek Road, the Araluen Road and the Kings Highway,

1. Tbelieve that if Big Tsland Mining Pty Ltd (or as we know them Cortona) were to PTOPOSS to i
in neighbouring regions and process any of this materiat at the Majors Creek site that they should be
prevented from doing this as it will only further the negative atfects upon the local community at
Majors Creek,

12. I believe the increased traffic movements associated with the staff working at the mine will have a
negative affect upon the communities of Majors Creck and Braidwood,

I3. 1 believe that if the locality surrounding the mine (any residence within a 5 km radius of the subject
site), has an existing ambient noise level below 30dB(A) between the hours of 7pm and Tam, that ANY
increase in this fevel is totaily unaceeptable, and if the mine should operaie under the proposal as set
forth, i should have legal grounds to claim against the shareholders, directors, managing directors and
all others concerned with Big Island Mining Pty Ltd (or as we know them Cortona), the local coucil
{Palerang), the State Government or the Federa) Government, :

14. 1 believe that the amount of dust or airbotne matter associated with works at the mine, through plant
and machinery, and the increased traffic movements along internal roads will have a negative affect
upon the surrounding community,

15. [t is my opinion that the proposal does not comply with the Environment Protection and
Blodiversity Conservation Act (the EPBC Act) and as such this development should require the Federal
Governments approval before proceeding,

16. 1 believe the specific olimatic circumstances (including the heavy fog patterns) have not been taken
nto account in the EA, and as such the asscssment and its recommendations are incorrest,

17. T believe it is my right as a resident of the locality to have my opinions heard and taken into
consideration when decisions about any development in the area are made by any government body

Yours Sincersly

Janita Byrne ~
M//
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George Mobayed - Online Submission from andrew cairns (support)

From: andrew cairns <andyjc99@bigpond.com>

To: George Mobayed <George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 29/10/2010 4:26 PM

Subject: Online Submission from andrew cairns (support)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Majors Creek is a mining town. If there's gold there, dig it baby!

Name: andrew cairns

Address:
65 callans lane braidwood nsw

IP Address: prx4.cnl.myschools.net - 113.29.215.132

Submission for Job: #3871 Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10_0054)
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3871

Site: #2222 Dargues Reef Mine
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2222

George Mobayed
Planner - Mining & Industry Projects

P: (02) 9228 6467
E: George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity

file://C:\Documents and Settings\gmobayed\L ocal Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4CCAF... 29/10/2010
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George Mobayed - Online Submission from karen cairns (support)

From: karen cairns <kazcairns@bigpond.com>

To: George Mobayed <George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 29/10/2010 4:23 PM

Subject: Online Submission from karen cairns (support)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Great job ooportunity for the young people. GOOD on Cortona

Name: karen cairns

Address:
65 callans lane braidwood nsw

IP Address: prx4.cnl.myschools.net - 113.29.215.132

Submission for Job: #3871 Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10_0054)
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3871

Site: #2222 Dargues Reef Mine
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2222

George Mobayed
Planner - Mining & Industry Projects

P: (02) 9228 6467
E: George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity

file://C:\Documents and Settings\gmobayed\L ocal Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4CCAF... 29/10/2010
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George Mobayed - Online Submission from Ian Cargill (support)

From: Ian Cargill <incargs@bigpond.net.au>

To: George Mobayed <George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 29/10/2010 6:10 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Ian Cargill (support)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

It is good to see someone wishig to support regional NSW,

although there will be some opposition to the extra trucks on our local roads, I'm sure the provisions made under
conditions of the application for contributions to local roads and the extra investment in our local comunity will only
be positive.

I urge you to support this project and support jobs in our local comunity and not be distracted by the noisy green
element that would see us with no new infrastructure and no investment in our future.

My Familly has been in Braidwood since before the original gold rush, alot of what draws new people to our area is
because of gold minning, It could be said this is a historical project as it is reinstating mining to a minning town.
support our heritage and support our future, please look favourably on this project

Name: Ian Cargill
Address:

"Billaglen" Clyde Road
Braidwood 2622

IP Address: cpe-121-217-110-11.Inse2.cht.bigpond.net.au - 121.217.110.11

Submission for Job: #3871 Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10_0054)
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3871

Site: #2222 Dargues Reef Mine
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2222

George Mobayed
Planner - Mining & Industry Projects

P: (02) 9228 6467
E: George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity

file://C:\Documents and Settings\gmobayed\L ocal Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4dCCBOE... 1/11/2010



Submission from Araluen Valley Pty Limited and Wisbey’'s Orchards
October 2010

Summary

| object, as a director of both Araluen Valley Pty Ltd, and Wisbey Pty Limited, trading as
Wisbey’s Orchards, to the opening of the Dargues Reef Mine by Big Island Mining Pty Ltd.

Background and Substantiation of Objection

Araluen Valley Pty Limited comprises a farm of approximately 480 hectares in the
highly productive Araluen Valley. Wisbey Pty Limited, trading as Wisbey’'s Orchards,
operates a commercially successful stone fruit orchard on the farm. Annual turnover is
on average between $1 million to $1.2 million.

The farm and orchard are less than 10 kms from the Dargues Reef mining site and
directly downstream from both Majors Creek and Araluen Creek. Both creeks run
through the property and merge as Araluen Creek on the farm. The orchard relies on
access to an aquifer in Araluen Valley for irrigation of approximately 22,000 fruit trees.
In addition, the farm requires water for livestock (average 120 cows and calves), a
market garden, and domestic requirements, including water for up to 50 temporary
staff. The orchard also relies on the native bee population resident in the surrounding
native vegetation.

3 Water licences issued to Araluen Valley Pty Limited, permit pumping of up to 153
Megalitres per year. (I note the combined amount of the licences is close to the
proposed extraction amount by Big Island Mining). To provide sufficient levels of
irrigation to the trees at critical growing times, we rely on sufficient flows throughout the
year to maintain the aquifer at an accessible level. During the recent drought, when the
aquifer dropped significantly, water availability dropped such that sufficient volumes of
irrigation were not possible to ensure a fruit crop of commercial size and quality. As a
response to potentially long term drier periods, we have reduced the number of fruit
trees by 2,000. The orchard, at this stage, remains commercially viable, but may come
under stress based on the mine’s proposed water usage. This assessment needs to
be undertaken.

Economic benefit of our operation: In addition to over $1million turnover each year, we
provide employment for 5 permanent staff & up to 50 temporary staff at different times
of the year. In addition our business provides revenue for many suppliers such as the
nurseries supplying fruit trees; companies selling fertilizers, fencing materials, fruit
trays, fruit tray liners, chemicals, pallets, freight, mechanics who maintain our farm
vehicles, and suppliers of machinery and equipment.

Source of food: Wisbey’s Orchards has been growing fruit in the Araluen Valley for
over 70 years. The climate, soils and existing water supply in Araluen Valley provide

Submission from Wisbey’s Orchards Page 1 1/11/2010




an environment for the production of not only high quality stone fruit but beef, lamb,
fodder and other fruits and vegetables.

Basis for objection

No detailed independent, third party assessments have been undertaken to estimate the
potential for reduction in water volumes, water quality, native vegetation and related native
bee population in the proximity to our farm in the Araluen Valley — less than 10kms from the
proposed mine.

* Unknown impact on groundwater levels in the Araluen Valley.

0 The assessment submitted by Big Island Mining considers the potential impact
of mining on the creeks of Spring Creek and Majors Creek. There is no
consideration of Araluen Creek and the impact on water fed to the creek and the
related aquifer. Majors Creek and Araluen Creek merge on our property.

o Wisbey’'s Orchards pumps water from one of the aquifers in Araluen Valley.
The other aquifers supply water to the town of Araluen and rural producers. The
majority of flows into these aquifers come from Majors Creek and Araluen
Creek. Therefore it is critical that the there be an assessment of the possible
impact of mining on Araluen Creek and the aquifers.

0 The Department of Land and Water Conservation, NSW, produced a status
report on the Ground Water in Araluen Valley in June 1999. It concluded that
‘the town of Araluen is largely dependent on groundwater levels and diminishing
yields during drought conditions in a number of domestic wells’. In respect of
the Araluen groundwater resource, the DLWC Aquifer Risk Assessment
identified the aquifers as a ‘high risk aquifer’.

o Inthe ‘Araluen Groundwater Investigation Water Quality Sampling Report’ dated
March 2000, two key findings were noted :

» ‘the Araluen Valley groundwater resource is deemed of high beneficial
use, as it provides drinking water, water for large scale crop irrigation,
plus stock and domestic supplies. Unfortunately, this aquifer system is
also ranked as the third most “at risk” aquifer in the Sydney South
Coast Region , based on both the quantity and quality pressures on the
groundwater resource’.

» As part of the water quality sampling, the source of the base flow in
Araluen Creek was also investigated. ....'it appears that less than 40% of
the flow in Araluen Creek was from rainfall, with the large component
coming from either shallow or deep groundwater, or a source
outside the valley ’. This would suggest that contrary to comments in the
EA of the application of Big Mining, flows from upstream of Majors Creek
and Araluen Creek are critical to the survival of the Valley as a food bowl
and source of high security water.

Submission from Wisbey’s Orchards Page 2 1/11/2010




o From our understanding, the issue of water reduction in our area, due to the
depth of the proposed mine shafts, has not been assessed. Logic would say
that mine shafts deeper than our water table, would result in the water flowing to
the lowest point — i.e. the mine shafts.

» Potential for pollution of water

o | am not satisfied with the assessment and undertakings noted in the
application re: security of water quality. Wisbey’s Orchards produces on
average, over 125,000 trays (4kgs/ tray) of fruit each year. An extensive quality
assurance program is in place (HACCP certified) to meet the strict requirements
re such standards as maximum chemical residue and water purity. This
certification is essential in order to be an approved supplier to Coles,
Woolworths, Aldi, IGA, Harris Farms, other independent outlets, export markets,
and to be a supplier of fruit to Sydney Markets. It is essential for Wisbey's
Orchards to maintain this QA certification.

0 A condition under our water licences is that as licensees, ‘we shall not allow any
tail water/drainage to discharge from our property into or onto, inter alia, any
river, creek or watercourse or any groundwater aquifer, nor any native
vegetation as described under the Native Vegetation Conservation Act 1997.
These are understandable and completely reasonable conditions applying to us
as the licensees. Will these same conditions apply to Big Island? If not, why
not?

o Potential leakage from tailings storage. What independent assessment has
been done to ensure the lining proposed is adequate for the long term?

o Chemical composition of tailings and impact if leakage occurs. The comment
on ES — page 7 in EAis hardly re-assuring : ‘the tailings would be unlikely to
oxidize to form an acidic leachate’. ‘Unlikely’ is not a comforting or scientifically-
based description.

* There is no assessment beyond the mine site, of the impact of a reduction in water
flows on native vegetation, and the subsequent impact on native bee population.

o0 The pollination of fruit trees each year is totally reliant on a strong and healthy
native bee population. The cost and disease risk of introducing other bees to
the area would be prohibitive.

o During the recent severe drought, Majors Creek and Araluen Creek ceased to
run, a large number of native trees died, and we have observed significantly
less flora and fauna as a result.
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* | query the stated duration of the mining project, and hence to long term ramifications
of this mining venture. Initial project application is stated to be for five years, but in the
Key Statistics, nine years. Which ever it is, from an economic viability point of view, it
is more likely to have a longer lifespan given capital expenditure required to set up
mine, the current price of gold; and further exploration signaled by Cortona in recent
announcements and given the forecast amount of gold which may be present. What
will be the process for further mining? Will environment assessments be undertaken
for each new drill? For example, announcement on 25" October of new shallow high
grade discovery located 150 metres north of Dargues Reef application.

* | am concerned about the combined impact on our operation of climate change and the
potential reduced flows arising from mining operations. i.e. poor weather conditions
potentially further exacerbated by reduced flows from the direction of Majors Creek.

» Drought periods: will the mining operations compensate those downstream or reduce
pumping when there are reduced flows from rainfall catchment during prolonged
periods of drought. We all have to reduce amount of water taken from Majors and
Araluen Creeks during drought. Will Big Island Mining Pty Ltd, under its water
licences, also be required to reduce the amount of water pumped from groundwater?

* Increased Fire hazard — our farm and the Araluen Valley are surrounded by State &
National Parks. The increased dry fuel load resulting from less ground water increases
the intensity of any major fire in the Araluen Valley.

» Rainfall data appears to be Braidwood-based. Majors Creek has very different rainfall
levels and patterns to Braidwood; Araluen Valley has its own microclimate and also
has very different rainfall patterns to Braidwood.

* Given the potential for major detrimental effects from the mining project, and the
information supplied in the Major Project application, there has been insufficient time,
in a 6 week exhibition period, to seek independent, third party, experts’ opinions on :

o Impact on groundwater levels in Araluen Valley
0 Impact on native vegetation and bee population
o Insufficient detail on monitoring sights, particularly in Araluen Valley
0 Models used to assess impact on groundwater and related assumptions
o0 Impact of future expansion of the mine
These independent works need to be undertaken and then discussed over a
reasonable time period.

Robyn Clubb 1 November 2010
Director

Araluen Valley Pty Ltd

Wisbey Pty Ltd t/as Wisbey’'s Orchards
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George Mobayed - Online Submission from Peter Cormick of None
(object)

From: Peter Cormick <pacormick@hotmail.com>

To: George Mobayed <George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 31/10/2010 10:46 AM

Subject: Online Submission from Peter Cormick of None (object)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I see from sections 6.2 and 6.3 of the Preliminary Environmental Assessment, that ?The surface water [and
groundwater] assessment IS BEING undertaken ...? and that ?The Environmental Assessment WILL include a full
description ....? (emphases added). Because these assessments have not been completed, the possible impacts of
the project on water supply to the Deua River Catchment (not the Araluen Catchment!) are not known. I therefore
object to the project going ahead ? until a final, independent, assessment satisfies me that there will be no adverse
impact on the water supply within the Deua Catchment. It should be known that the Deua River provides the
Eurobodalla Shire with almost 80% of its water needs. (I am not affiliated with any organisation (other than the
NSW Rural Fire Service) and have never made any donations to any political parties.)

Name: Peter Cormick
Organisation: None

Address:
1670 Araluen Road
Deua River Valley NSW 2537

IP Address: cpe-121-217-54-132.Insel.cht.bigpond.net.au - 121.217.54.132

Submission for Job: #3871 Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10_0054)
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3871

Site: #2222 Dargues Reef Mine
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2222

George Mobayed
Planner - Mining & Industry Projects

P: (02) 9228 6467
E: George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity

file://C:\Documents and Settings\gmobayed\L ocal Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\dCCD49... 1/11/2010
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George Mobayed- Submission on proposed gold mine at Dargue's Re

From
To:
Date:

: "Phil & Lisa Cram" <pjcram@bigpond.cor

<plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.i
1/11/2010 4:24 PI

Subject: Submission on proposed gold mine at Dargue's

Reference: 10 0054

Dear Sir/Madam

| am writing to object the proposed Dargue’s Reef Gold Mining proposal on the following grounds:

1.

Majors Creek is a beautiful, picturesque, quiet little village where we can see the star lit night sky, and
hear the frogs, birds, farm noises, sheep and cows with out interruption. | am concerned that the
proposed 24 hour drilling, will put an end to this for 5 plus years. We can currently hear and see the
drilling produces, and lighting involved with the exploration process, and | can only assume that these

noises will increase and the beauty of our night sky will decrease.

The quiet country road that we negotiate daily to go about our business is set to become even busier,
and yes it will be upgraded to accommodate the extra traffic. This is not necessarily a good thing, how
many lives may be lost when people start treating it like a highway and driving with excessive speed
rather then the caution shown now, how many more people and animals will be involved in bingles
because the driving conditions are better? Or perhaps there will be less accidents as the wild life

moves away as their habitats become encroached upon.

| acknowledge that the mine will bring additional revenue into the village and our main centre of
Braidwood for the proposed duration of the mine. However, | am concerned that this will be negated
by the fact that we may lose families from Majors Creek who did not move to this progressive little
village to be imposed upon by a big mining operation and all that that entails. A lot of us moved here to
escape the hustle and bustle of big business and industry, what a loss it would be to lose just one
family and the benefits that families bring to a small regional area — they use the pre-school and
schools, shop and spend money in local businesses, they are employed in local businesses, all adding

to the stimulation of our local economy for years to come.

While the environmental impacts that the mine will have on our village and surrounds concerns me greatly, |
oppose the proposed mine on the impact it will have on the community of Majors Creek and the lifestyle that |
value immensely.

Yours sincerely

Mrs Lisa Cram
5 Burke Street, Majors Creek

file://C:\Documents and Settings\gmobayed\Locati®gs\Temp\XPgrpwise\4CCFE... 2/11/201(
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Kane Winwood - Online Submission from John Dawe of Private
(support)

From: John Dawe <nuggetO@yahoo.com>

To: Kane Winwood <kane.winwood@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 26/10/2010 8:08 PM

Subject: Online Submission from John Dawe of Private (support)
CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Braidwood needs a Major Project to lift it out of it's Apathy.

Name: John Dawe
Organisation: Private

Address:

CYde str. Mongarlowe 2622

IP Address: cpe-203-51-15-14.Ins6.cht.bigpond.net.au - 203.51.15.14

Submission for Job: #3871 Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10_0054)
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3871

Site: #2222 Dargues Reef Mine
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2222

Kane Winwood

E: kane.winwood@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity

file://C:\Documents and Settings\gmobayed\L ocal Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4CC735... 27/10/2010



Matthew Dickinson
PO Box 42,

Majors Creek,
NSW 2622

31% Qctober, 2010

Environmental Planning Officer
Regional Projects

NSW Department of Planning
GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

Ref 10_0054

Re Proposed Dargues Reef Gold Project

f am writing in submission to the Environmental Assessment of the Dargues Reef
Gold Project.

] am generally opposed to the said project as it stands in the Environmental
Assessment, currently on exhibition.
SUMMARY

Objections based on:
e Water quality Impact
Water availability
Groundwater Impact
Potential pollution of waterways
Changes to surface and subsurface hydrology
Noise impacts
Life style impacts
Dust affecting health and wellbeing
Ecological impact
Depreciation of personal assets
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My concerns are outlined below.

I am a landholder in the Majors Creek area and reside on my land which is
immediately adjacent to the proposed mine. My property is immediately downstream
of the proposed mine and my home is across the valley within the 2 km zone as
described in the EA. The mine will affect my property, my lifestyle and my quahty of .
life in numerous ways.

Furthermore, the mine will have a significant impact on the general area and
downstream on Majors Creek. The full extent of that impact has not been fully
explored in the EA. The EA is poorly structured and confusing to read. It contains a
great deal of information that appears to be randomly scatitered throughout the
document making it challenging to examine properly.



SURFACE WATER

Part 4: Surface Water Assessment Sec. 7.3.2

Refers to water quality monitoring occurring on a quarterly basis. This is grossly
insufficient. To adequately detect any pollution within sufficient time to address it's
cause water sampling will need to occur weekly during the establishment phase and
then monthly thereafter for the duration of the mine.

Furthermore, daily observations should be made of Spring Creek for any noticeable
sedimentation or signs of pollution.

Majors Creek has a healthy population of Charophytes which are a sensitive aquatic
non-vascular plant. Any poliution of Majors creek would fikely have an effect on the
distribution and abundance of aquatic macrophytes such as Charophytes.
Furthermore, routine monitoring of aguatic macroinvertebrate populations will
indicate any detrimental effects on the aquatic ecology of the stream. The EAis
insufficient in that it does not even mention aquatic ecology and recommends
insufficient water quality monitoring. The Deua river system has been identified by
the Commonweaith Government as a High Conservation Value Aquatic Ecosystem.
Why is this not mentioned in the EA? .

Furthermore, the EA states that the project will augment surface flows with
accumuiated water drawn from previous mine workings should this become
necessary. The quality of this water needs to be assessed prior to considering its use
on the surface. Groundwater is typically cold and deoxygenated, its introduction into
a surface water stream will have a negative impact until it has become oxygenated
and its temperature has been raised to that of the receiving waters assuming it is not
carrying a heavy metal burden in solution or any other pollutants for that matter.

The use of the unnamed watercourse as a tailings dam is not acceptable. Not only
does this disturb the natural hydrology of that watercourse, but it is a disaster waiting
to happen. The project only caters for a 1 in 100 ARI storm event. In 2009 two such
events were recorded in the region. The likelihood of such an event occurring in the
future is very high regardless of the computer modeling that has been done. The
associated risk of the tailings dam being breached are extreme and would result in
pollution of not only Majors Creek, but Araluen Creek, and the Deau River with nearly
1 million cubic meters of tailings. That is nearly 1000 Olympic swimming pools of
siudge.

The assumptions made in Table 10 Sec 6.2.6, are not based on any factual
information. The project is assumed to have a beneficial effect on the creek because
of the change of landuse from agriculture (fight grazing) to mining. That assumption
is not supported with any evidence. Furthermore, the turbidity and TSS parameters
are stated as being beneficially effected up to design parameters. | believe the
design criteria are insufficient given the catastrophic effects of failure. How do the
proponents state a neutral effect on water quality when they do not provide water
quality data?

They repeatedly assert that there will be a reduction in pollutants assuming all
surface water management options are not only implemented, but function as
intended and are maintained. Furthermore, the 1 in 100 year design criteria is
insufficient given the effect of failure of the surface water management infrastructure.
Current thinking regarding Climate Change is that SE Australia will experience
generally less rainfall and more extreme weather events. | therefore suggest that a 1
in 500 year design criteria be adopted to manage the risk to downstream water users
and the naturat ecology of a High Conservation Value Aquatic Ecosystem. There are
numerous riparian users downstream of the site who use the Deua as a potable



water supply. What does the proponent propose to safeguard these users from a
major pollution event?

My property is located immediately downstream of the proponents tandholdings and
therefore is the property most likely affected by water pollution and/or reduced flows.
I would like to know how Cortona, it's subsidiaries and contractors will recompense
me for loss of what has up until now been a very reliable water supply?

| would like to know why the rainwater figures used to calibrate the model RATES
(4.5.5.4) were cut off at the end of 20027 The years since then have been extremely
dry. One might conclude that the proponent wanted a skewed dataset? The annual
rainfall in 2009 at Braidwood was 438mm {(BOM). Why was this low rainfall data
excluded from the modeling?

In fact, if we look at the data they excluded and calculate the average rainfall for the
period 2002-2009 we realize that the current average rainfall is 575mm. This means
that the harvestable rights dams will be insufficient and groundwater will be required
to augment surface flows significantly more than the proponents declared in the EA.

| would suggest that the most recent decade of that rainfalt data is far more relevant
than a 100 year average curtailed at the start of the recent drought, particularly given
they state the life of the mine will be 5 years. They should be using the most recent
five year averages as these are much more representative of current rainfall patterns.
This would then mean that the proposed mines reliance on groundwater for
Environmental Flows is significantly greater. The resulting groundwater drawdown
would also be significantly greater.

The proposal that sediment basins be designed for a 20 year AR! is insufficient and a
100 year ARI should be used.

Further to my points above, the construction of the dams under the harvestable right
will be withholding water from Majors Creek even if it is proposed to be returned to
the creek under base flow conditions.

Risk Analysis: A major poliution event gets rated an H in the risk matrix. How can this
be? It should rate an E representing the impact such an event could have on the
downstream aquatic ecosystem and human water users. This ranking throws the
whole non mitigated risk assessment into question. Furthermore, the risk assessment
does not look at the possibility of failure of the tailings dam wall. This has occurred in
several other locations in NSW resulting in major pollution. Such an event would be
catastrophic to Majors Creek and to my section of the creek and would have a very
severe impact on Araluen Creek and its health and that of the downstream users.

GROUNDWATER

It would appear from the EA that the two types of shallow aquifers are intrinsically
connected. Thus they should be viewed as one system not two. We have the alluvial
and regolith aquifers at or near surface that interact with surface water and that are
dependent on rainfalt to remain hydrated. Even the fractured Granidorite aquifer is
dependent on surface water and rainfall. The conclusions reached using the
modeling completed for the EA are a great leap of faith given the paucity of real data
that has informed those models. The proponent needs to do real monitoring of
groundwater including long term pump tests to properly calibrate their model.



It is my assertion that in layman’s terms, there is NOT enough water to support this
operation for the following reasons:

Leakage from the Alluvial Aquifers i.e. “seepage from the alluvium to the mine or
shafts where the groundwater flow gradient has been reversed is embargoed
water"(3-54 Report 752/05 Majors Creek due to mining activities is an unlicensed
extraction of embargoed water.

This leakage has been significantly underestimated as more water will be required
from the dewatering of old mine workings to meet operational and environmental flow
requirements owing to the deliberate omission of recent rainfall records.

The cone of groundwater drawdown is currently estimated at 1m within 500m of the
escarpment. This means that groundwater drawdown of 1m will occur on my
property. The result of this will be a complete drying of Majors Creek on my property.
The proponent suggests they will add water from various sources to replace the
water lost to the mine and they will do this outside the cone of drawdown. This would
mean that the creek on my property will be dry for the life of the mine and at least 5
years after. The proponent has not contacted me regarding this matter. The EA
states that they will seek an arrangement with landholders affected in this way. | am
an aquatic ecologist by professional qualification and the natural waterway on my
property is the principal reason | purchased the property.

How will Cortona, Big Island Mining or their subsidiaries and contractors recompense
me for the fundamental loss of value and amenity to my property, not to mention loss
of my riparian right?

If more operational and environmental flow water is obtained from mine dewatering
how far will this extend the cone of drawdown and what will the impact be on
receiving waters?

| have one spring fed creek on my property (unnamed) and one other spring that is
100m up from the bridge on Majors Creek Road. both of these springs are locally
known to be very reliable water sources, the former supplying 2 households with
domestic and stock water.

Any changes to the flow patterns of either of these springs will have a profound effect
on the value of my property and the lifestyles of my neighbors’ who use that water.
What does Cortona Resources or it's subsidiary, Big Island Mining propose to do to
compensate me or my neighbour's for loss of what has until now been a reliable
water supply and any consequent depreciation in land value?

Furthermore, numerous people within the Major's Creek community hold licensed
bores on their properties. lt is highly likely that these bores will be depleted by
activities carried out by Cortona or their subsidiaries or contractors in order to
develop the Dargues Reef mine. The EA simply dismisses the likelihood of any
impact summarity. This is grossly insufficient given the hardship that may be endured
when mining activity draws down the groundwater and peoples bores literally dry up.
The drawdown of up to 5m in the aquifer (EA 4.4.5.4) is not acceptable because the
effects of this are largely unknown. The lowering of the aquifer will also have a
profound effect on the ecological communities surrounding the site and is likely to
cause the death of native vegetation and promote weed growth.



Water Quality

The proposed project relies heavily on the use of groundwater extracted from old
workings and dewatering of the proposed mine itself. Table 5 sec 3.32 reproduces
water quality data that was measured from groundwater at the site. The method used
to obtain the samples appears to comply with accepted monitoring standards.
However, the water quality itself is of concern. The water in 2 samples appears to be
basic and in one case extremely basic. This water with a pH value of 12.2 would be
toxic to aguatic organisms and highly corrosive. The EC of the groundwater is
consistently above ANZECC 2000 guidelines and would appear to be highly saline.
The nutrients Nitrate and Phosphorus generally exceed the ANZECC guidelines and
if that water was introduced at surface would result in further eutrophication of
receiving waters. The Water quality objectives for the Moruya River are quoted in the
EA and yet the groundwater they are proposing to use to replenish lost water from
Maijors Creek has significantly higher concentrations of Nitrogen and Phosphorus
than is required under those same objectives for upland rivers. This is unacceptable
and | would like to know how the proponent will address it?

Furthermore, Chromium and Zinc exceed the ANZECC guidelines and use of the
water for the purpose intended would be a knowing pollution of the receiving waters.

The modeling completed to predict how much water was going to be used to
replenish surface flow lost to Majors Creek is clearly flawed by the omission of recent
rainfall data implying greater reliance on groundwater than is reported. If the
groundwater from the historic workings and other sources is used there is a high
likelihood that it will have a detrimental effect on water quality in Majors Creek. How
will Cortona Resources, their subsidiaries and or contractors recompense me as a
neighbour, other downstream water users and the environment as a whole for
degradation in water quality?

The Precautionary Principle should be applied and this mining proposal be rejected
on the grounds that it will have a detrimental effect on volume, availability and quality
of both groundwater and surface water.

The unmitigated risk assessment rates drawdown and loss of groundwater recharge
to surface waters as Moderate or High. Such an effect would surely rate Extreme if
the result is drying of naturally wet places?

NOISE

When | purchased my property | was struck by the silence of the area, particularly at
night. | could hear frogs croaking in the creek over a kilometre away. It was this
peace whilst sitting and meditating that convinced me it would be a good place to
settle. Unfortunately, Cortona commenced exploration and now has the mining
proposal that this EA is part of. In the last year or so, the noise of drilling has at times
been very intrusive and has certainly disturbed my peace and guiet. That's just with
exploration occurring. | anticipate that the constant roar and rumbie of the mine will
be significantly more intrusive. That is not mentioning the blasting and associated
warning sirens.

The EA states that 35Db (Table 4.9) is the acceptable level of background noise one
should be accustomed to. | refute this claim. Humans can get used to extremely
noisy environments but do not necessarily enjoy them. Is it a coincidence that the
computer models used to determine if the noise from the proposed mine is
acceptable at my home have been reported as being 34Db (Table 4.9), only 1Db
quieter than the supposed acceptable level!



Cortona or contractors acting for them have not monitored noise at my home and
have no factual basis on which to make the claims they do in the EA. The data used
to inform the model for noise poliution is not based on real monitoring of actual noise
levels during temperature inversions.

Furthermore, the EA states that the noise parameters will be frequently exceeded
and yet the unmitigated risk analysis states it will be unlikely. This is confusing. Either
way regular exceedance of the noise criteria is not acceptable.

The ongoing nature of the mine and the relentless background noise of industrial
activity is of particular concern to me. It will be punctuated by excessive and
extremely loud percussions and explosions in excess of 120Db. | choose to live in a
rural area to get away from this aspect of modern life. How will Cortona, its
subsidiaries and contractors compensate me for the loss of my peace?

The location of my home (R27) means that | hear the sound of trucks travelling up
Wombat Hill on their way in to Braidwood. This noise has been occasional and not
too intrusive although the use of exhaust brakes by trucks associated with the mine is
excessive. The noise of large trucks removing the very heavy concentrate from the
mine and then negotiating the intersection (proposed) with Majors Creek Road, the
return of the same trucks, the movements of service vehicles, staff vehicles,
industrial loading and dumping vehicles are going to increase the traffic noise
substantially. The sheer number of traffic movements including large noisy trucks
associated with the mine represents a radical change for not only me but the wider
Maijors Creek community.

The proponents propose fo continue the mining operation 24 hours a day, 7 days a
week, 365 days/year. |s the pursuit of profit so important that the rights of local
communities are ignored over the greed of people who will not be affected?

| cannot emphasise my objections to the proposed hours of operation strongly
enough. Itis one thing to have noisy activities occurring during the normal working
week. It is something entirely different to have noise generating activities occurring
day and night on every day of the year. The local community is overwhelmingly
opposed io the proposed 24/7 operating hours. Furthermore, the proponents’ state
they wish to carry out construction activities during daylight hours, 7 days a week.
This would mean the Majors Creek community and myself in particular given my
location, would be subjected to blasting and heavy earthmoving from approx 6 am
through to approx 8pm 7 days a week for several months. | object to this imposition
on my right to the quiet enjoyment of my home.

Furthermore, | am currently a light sleeper and have been suffering from some
insomnia in recent times. This has been exacerbated by drilling activity associated
with the proposed mine. This will only get worse with construction activities, blasting
and earthmoving followed by the din of rock crushing.

How will Cortona, its subsidiaries and contractors compensate me and my family for
the loss of sleep and peace we will be forced to experience?

How will Cortona, its subsidiaries and contractors compensate the Majors Creek
community for the loss of peace?

The proposed mining operation will be an imposition on my right to the quiet
enjoyment of my property. [ sit and meditate daily and use this to promote my own
health and wellbeing. Only this morning my practice was disturbed by the sound of a
drill rig grinding away at the site. The proposed mining operation will make this very
difficult. Ground vibrating explosions, blast waves, percussive rock breaking, and
machinery movements including reversing alarms will all make it very difficult to enjoy



the natural surroundings that | purchased the place for. How will Cortona, its
subsidiaries and contractors compensate me for disturbing my right to quiet
enjoyment of my home?

Noise Monitoring

The implementation of quarterly noise monitoring measures is in my view pathetically
inadequate. There should be a noise monitoring program that includes weekly
sampling taken at different times of day and night without the management or staff at
the mine being informed that is was occurring. The monitoring of blasting should alse
be carried out routinely for all blasts when the box cut and portal is being established.
This needs o be done at several locations around the site of blasting. All complaints
about noise received from the community will clearly have to be recorded.

DUST

| note from Table 4.42 that my property and home will be the worst affected by dust
pollution. Like everybody else in Majors Creek, 1 rely on collected rainwater for my
water supply. Clearly the dust emanating from the mine and any contaminants that
dust may carry including presumably, the dust suppressants applied to reduce dust
will be deposited on the roof of my dwelling. From the roof, the dust will be carried
into my rainwater tanks. How is Cortona, its subsidiaries or contractors going to
compensate me for the poliution of my drinking water?

Furthermore, | do not use a tumble drier. Therefore all my clothes are dried in the
wind. If this project goes ahead my clothes will be polluted with dust arising from the
mine. How will the mining company address this issue beyond some dust
suppression measures on the road and processing facilities?

| would also point out that my 7 year old daughter suffers from occasional asthma.
Dust is a known irritant or airways, particutarly those of asthma sufferers, How will
Cortona, its subsidiaries and contractors compensate me, my wife and our daughter
for deterioration in her health?

Visual Poliution

One of the reasons | have enjoyed living at Majors Creek are the attractive rural
vistas and rolling hills. This will be marred by an industrial view as | enter and leave
my property. | have also been very impressed with the brilliance and number of
visible stars in the night sky. The proposed hours of operation of this mine will impact
not only by addition of lighting where there is none but also reduce the number and
brilliance of stars in the night sky. The EA does not state how many lumens will
emanate from the complex and infrastructure of the mine. This should be addressed.
How will Cortona, its subsidiaries or contractors compensate me for loss of visible
stars in the night sky? Particularly if the lights are visible from the Newell Highway!

Ecology

The Tableland Basalt Endangered Ecological Community exists in the area and will
be affected. This has been omitted from the EA. Impacts are mentioned within the
Natural Temperate Grasslands EEC and the preliminary listing of Tablelands Frost
Hollow Grassy Woodlands EEC. Those impacts cannot be undone and should
therefore be avoided at all cosis.

| am particularly concerned about the ecology and health of Majors Creek and
Araluen Creek. The Deua River will receive all waters discharged from the proposed
mine. The proponents’ consultant was apparently confused regarding naming of
waterways. The Moruya River ceases to be known as the Moruya R. at its tidal limit



and is known as the Deua above that point. Majors Creek has been subject to severe
degradation and sedimentation associated with mining and land degradation
attributable to agriculture. There is a major “sand slug” choking the Deua R in its
lower reaches. The proposed project may well significantly add to this. The EA
casually suggests that if they do make it they will remove it. That is ridiculous.
Dredging rivers is challenging in tidal areas but in steep inaccessible country it is next
to impossible and certainly not possible without causing more harm. This would be
the case should additional sedimentation occur under this proposal which seems
likely.

The effect of pollution from this proposal ranges from catastrophic to ongoing minor
pollution. The Precautionary Principle would preclude the mine until such time as it
can be demonstrated that No harm will be done either during the mines operation or
.in the future.

Transport

| note that Cortona is negotiating Sect 94 contributions with Palerang Council.

Will their contribution cover the actual costs of improving and maintaining the road
given the additional heavy vehicle movements? Or will the real costs be subsidised
by the ratepayers?

Furthermore, the EA states during operation there will be 18 heavy vehicle
movements per day (Table 2.9), presumably from out of the district either, removing
concentrate from the mine or delivering suppties to the mine. All of these vehicles will
move up and down Wallace Street in Braidwood. This part of Braidwood is heritage
listed and the additional truck movements may cause damage to buildings with the
resultant effects on tourism and commerce. Why was this not addressed in the EA?

Socio-Economic

It can be argued that the proposed mine may benefit the Majors Creek community
through provision of local employment. This may be of benefit to a few people but not
the majority. The village of Majors Creek is a residential area. The kind of activity
being proposed by the mine is inappropriate for a residential area even if the land is
zoned Rural 1a. Furthermore, the proponents do not state how they will compensate
neighbours for reduced land values beyond a sweeping statement that they will enter
into agreements with individuals most affected. No-one has contacted me regarding
this. | anticipate the value of my property will be significantly affected as it is directly
oppaosite this mine and immediately downstream.

Ecologically Sustainable Development. (6.1.2}

To claim that digging a hole in the ground 500m deep, taking rock by the truckioad
out of that hole and crushing it using electricity derived largely from burning fossi
fuels to get a few grams of a yellow metal that has few practical uses is laughable.
This insults the principies of ESD and this section should be struck out because there
is no way this proposal can comply with the principles of ESD.

Best Regards
Matthew Dickinson
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George Mobayed - Ref 10 0054 Dargues Reef Gold Mine

From:  "Will Douglas" <willdouglas@bordernet.com.au>
To: <plan_comment@pl anning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 27/10/2010 3:33 PM

Subject: Ref 10 0054 Dargues Reef Gold Mine

SUBMISSION IN OPPOSITION

| respectfully submit that the proposed gold mine at Dargues Reef, Majors Creek, NSW, not be permitted to
proceed, on the grounds that:

* it is going to take huge amounts of groundwater which will lower the groundwater table significantly,
threatening ecosystems in surrounding areas and far downstream

* the same drops in groundwater will impact severely on agricultural, horticultural and grazing operations for
many kilometres around the mine site

* diminution of groundwater and aquifer recharge will seriously affect dry period flows in the Deua River which
in turn will affect hundreds of landholders downstream, as well as the capacity of dry season water
supplies in the Eurobodalla Shire

* the tailings dam will be built without a second safety wall, which is clearly an invitation for potential disaster
should peak rainfall events or mechanical or hydrological failure  of the dam wall occur, releasing tailings
into the Deua River catchment

* the ore, 1.5 million tonnes of it over 5 years, will be transported by truck on local roads and the major arterial
Araluen Rd, with concomitant affects on residents and landscapes, including dust, noise, traffic, risk
of collision and inconvenience to local townsfolk

* whilst the Majors Creek area was once a bustling alluvial and shallow mine gold extraction site, it has not
been so for over 100 years. The effects of a mine of this size and  nature on the quiet and peaceful
enjoyment by local landholders of their landholdings and communities will be profound and overwhelmingly
deleterious.

| ask that Planning NSW consider my objections and act accordingly to not permit the Dargues Reef mine to
proceed.

Your faithfully,

William A. Douglas
Burra Ck

Deua River Valley

Moruya NSW 2537
02 4474 5765
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Jessica Drake
Soils - Rehabilitation - Restoration

Unit 8/86 Anzac Park
Campbell ACT 2612
Jessica.Drake@anu.edu.au

NSW Department of Planning

31 October 2010

To Whom it May Concern,
Re: Public Comment, Dargues Reef Gold Project, PA 10 0054

Please find the attached a Technical Report as part of a public comment regarding
Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10 0054). Thisreport is part of the submission
undertaken by Jackie French and Authors, and aims to evaluate technical concerns of
the proposed project and its Environmental Assessment.

The Primary Recommendations from this report include:

* Ground and Surface Water Modelling requires additional research and
clarification. Consider a third-party to review the sections and modelling.

* Rehabilitation plan needs development and refinement. The aim and
implementation strategy for rehabilitation is unclear.

» The Biodiversity Strategy is unclear and needs further development before
proposal approval.

» Troglofauna and other ground water ecology were not assessed.

» Long term socio-economic impacts of the mine at closure are not addressed.

If you have any further enquiries, please do not hesitate to contact myself. References,
both professional and literature, can be provided upon request.

Regards,

Jessica Drake

BSc (REM) Hons (Soils)
Soil Science Advisor, The Fenner School, ANU
PhD Candidate

NSW Branch ASSSI Treasurer

ABN: 66 311 753 936 PHONE: 0402 512 986



Technical Assessment: Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10 _0054)

Introduction

The following is a technical assessment of the proposed Dargues Reef Gold Project
Environmental Assessment (EA). It aims to address community and environmental
concerns, by stating concern, reasons for concern and outlines possible ways of
managing or addressing the concerns. Each concern will be addressed in term of its
broader theme, e.g. rehabilitation, water, biodiversity etc, and will have a code for its
specific section.

Mine Operations
2.2.3 Site Access Road and Intersection

Impact of roads on waterways should be addressed, and exact plans as per Why Do
Fish Need to Cross the Road? Fish Passage Requirements for Waterways Crossings,
erosion and storm water design should be highlighted and addressed fully in the EA.

2.9.3.3 Traffic Types and Levels

Please state plans for dust monitoring and suppression for external roads in and out of
the proposed site.

Water
2.2.4 Surface Water Harvesting Structures

Requires details regarding the percentage of water harvestable that will be used for a)
the proposed project and b) released as environmental flows. Dam construction,
design and materials used for construction should be further outlined in the EA,
including the model and parameters used for the 1 in 100 year event design.
Significant erosion and dam failure should be considered in the EA, should an event
greater than 1 in 100 years occurring during mine life and rehabilitation.

2.2.5 Groundwater Harvesting Infrastructure

The EA is not explicit about the location and source of the 740ML of water that will
be recovered from processing and tailings. The 740ML of water has to come from a
source before it can be used in the processing of the mineral, and thus before it can be
dewatered. The exact location and source of this 740ML needs to be clearly defined in
the EA before approval, including source, models and parameters and long term
environmental, social and economic impacts addressed.

Furthermore, the 130ML of additional or new water is not clearly determined in the
EA. This includes the additional 22ML of additional dewatering from the Dargues
Reef Project which was not included in the 740ML above, the difference in the 33ML,
55ML and 79ML asked for historic groundwater extraction and the dams differ



between 34.5ML and availability of 66.2ML will be available, given events. The
modelling for all of the above should be clearly defined, including parameters and
models used, environmental concerns (down stream and ground water effects) and
include drought events and management, and long term environmental, social and
economic impacts addressed. This was also not clearly defined in Section 4.

2.10.2.5 Potable Water, and 2.10.2.6 Operational Water
These sections do not match Section 2.4.6. Please explain and expand, as per above.

Please identify how base flow was calculated, including model and all parameters.
Please demonstrate how base flow will be maintained, both in volumes and flow
regimes.

Please identify impact of change in flows on troglofauna (attention to ground water)
and aquatic vertebrates and invertebrates and plants.

Please discuss the long term social, environmental and economic effects of changes in
ground water and surface water flows and their interactions.

4.4.3 Management and Mitigation Measures (Groundwater)

Please provide critical limits and thresholds, including methods and parameters used
to determine them.

4.4.4.3 Model Development

MODFLOW SURFACT is a United States of America model and does not
necessarily reflect the same environmental conditions as Australia. This means that
some of the modeling undertaken for groundwater flows, availability and interactions
with surface water, may be incorrect. Please specify how specific Australian
conditions were added into the model or use an Australian Groundwater Model.
Consider contacting the Australian Centre for Groundwater Research and Training
and iCAM at the Australian National University for assistance.

4.4.5.6 Impact on Groundwater Dependent Ecosystems

There is insufficient information regarding groundwater ecological impacts. Please
demonstrate troglofauna and ecosystem survey and assessment, as well as impacts and
management strategies.

4.5.6.7 Erosion Management
What are the potential impacts of upstream erosion on the proposed plan? How will
these be mitigated?

General Comments

There are several inconsistencies and lack of information in all Sections (2, 4 and
Technical Report) regarding Ground and Surface Water (volumes, management,
changes in conditions and impacts, environmental flows etc). It is suggested that a



impartial third-party of groundwater and surface water specialists need to review the
aforementioned sections of the proposed plan.

Drought and dry conditions are not suitably acknowledged or identified within the
report, including management for both wet and dry periods.

Waste Rock

2.5.3 Waste Rock Emplacement Design

Design needs to consider visual amenity and erosion control.
Chemicals

2.6.5 Concentrate Management

Will water from this process be part of the 740ML as in Section 2.2.5? If so, please
state volume and what treatments will be undertaken on the water prior to reuse.

2.6.6 Reagent Management

Please list details of the Hydrocarbon, Chemical and Reagent Management Plan with
all known reagents and chemicals to be used on site, including fuel.

Tailings Dam

2.7.2.2 Tailings Dam Design and Construction

Please state the exact permeability of the lining of the Tailings dam and the exact
method of ensuring minimal permeability. The entire area of the Tailings Dam should

be lined to minimize leakage to ground and surface water.

Please state erosion control mechanisms for the tailings dam wall e.g. waste rock
emplacement on outer wall surface or revegetation, or both etc.

Long term and emergency plans should also exist if the Tailings Dam fails or an event
occurs which exceeds design specifications (greater than a 1 in 100 year event).

2.5.4 Waste Rock Emplacement, Processing and Reclamation Procedures

Waste rock use in tailings storage should be identified and clearly discussed. This
should include its exact use, its grade (e.g. D50, D100 etc), and if it is to be used to
minimise erosion in structural design or part of the structure.

Rehabilitation

2.14.2 Rehabilitation Objectives

Please list the Overall Aim of the Rehabilitation Objective. For example, aim for an
self-sustaining and resilient ecosystem (Drake et al. 2010), which is a) native, b) local



endemic native, c) agricultural, d) pastoral etc, as per Section 2.14.3.2. Please be clear
about what you intend to achieve as a result of Rehabilitation.

| agree that there should be a degree of flexibility in rehabilitation strategies, should
conditions change. However, an overall aim should help guide rehabilitation planning
and practices, and this should be clear for the assessment by Planning Authorities and
local Community.

2.14.3 Progressive Rehabilitation, 2.14.5 Decommissioning of Infrastructure and
Services, 2.14.7 ROM Pad, 2.14.8 TSF, 2.14.9 Other Areas

This section is unclear, and there is insufficient detail regarding planning and
implementation for rehabilitation. Please list the stages that will be undertaken to
achieve rehabilitation, and the on-ground implementation/works for rehabilitation for
each specific site (TSF, roads etc). For example, please see Drake et al. 2010.

Please list in detail what plant species you will use to rehabilitate the site, with
particular attention to problems with root penetration of the Tailings Storage Facility.

2.12.10 Spreading of Soil and Revegetation

Is there appropriate volume of soil available for respreading? Please identify and
clarify. This was also not identified in Section 4.

Seeding and revegetation of the site is unclear. Please clarify Aim of Rehabilitation
(as above). This will enable to address what species you will be using as either being
pastoral or endemic or both.

Please identify what remediation techniques are likely to be needed to ensure soil is
suitable media for vegetation establishment. For example, mulches with low available
nutrients.

Please identify erosion control of the site during time that native species and/or sterile
cover crop may become established. For example, mulches, rock mulching (from
waste rock materials) etc.

2.14.11 Rehabilitation Management and Monitoring

Please list details of the indicators that will be used in monitoring. For example, scales
of success or lack of success, how this information will be used for adaptive
management of rehabilitation practices on the site. Consider using Landscape
Function Analysis and Key Performance Indicators in addition to Drake et al (2010)
for rehabilitation planning and monitoring. Both Rehabilitation and Monitoring needs
to consider site stability (geotechnics), functions (nutrient and water cycling),
structure (complexity of ecosystem, habitat, vegetation structure etc) and composition
(biodiversity of flora and fauna, from microbiology to mammals and lichens to trees).

Please address, with detail, how you will assess the success of rehabilitation.



4.11 Visual Amenity
Should also be considered and identified within the Rehabilitation Strategy.
4.8 Bushfire

Please consider risks and management of Bushfire in Rehabilitation Planning and
Implementation. For example, designing a resilient system with vegetation traits that
can withstand bushfires.

Biodiversity
2.15 Biodiversity Offset Strategy

There is insufficient detail regarding the Biodiversity Strategy. Several sections refer
to the Strategy (Section 4, 2), however it is not detailed in the EA. It is difficult to
assess how the proposed mine intends to deal with this requirement, in which the
EPBC and TSC Acts both need to be considered.

Furthermore, is noted that the final Biodiversity Offset Strategy “would be prepared
within 12 months of receipt of project approval’. However, subsequent sections
outline the proposed strategy. Please confirm if the strategy outlined in the EA is
proposed, or if it will change at 12 months after approval. If it is likely to change,
please outline how it will change, the consultation process and under what
circumstances, and as per sections 2.15.5 and 4.3.5and 4.3.6.8.

The Biodiversity Strategy should be outlined before the proposal is approved to
ensure that there is sufficient community, scientific, legislative and other stakeholder
consultation and reviewing prior to approval.

2.15.2 Consultation

This does not match section 2.15 or Rehabilitation Sections, e.g. 2.14.2. Please clarify
Aim of Rehabilitation and Aim of Biodiversity Offsetting, and ensure they match.

Community
4.1.6 Surrounding Community and 4.13 Socio-Economic Climate

Please detail the community mine closure plan. The mine closure plan should aim to
lessen economic and social impact on the community at mine cessation. For example,
a Trust Fund for the community, mitigation regarding loss of business, over capacity
housing (abandoned buildings), securing of employment and long term prospects of
the community. The plan should also consider that cessation, or temporary suspension
of work, may occur prior to or after the original intended date of cessation.



Ecology
4.3.5 Management and Mitigation (Ecology)

Fauna management on the site is not detailed. This includes relocation, management
and reintroduction, Biodiversity Offsetting and Rehabilitation.

Fauna deaths should be monitored and sent away for third-party assessment.
Reporting on all faunal deaths should be required.

Please consider incorporating the Ecology and Biodiversity Management with
Rehabilitation.

4.3.6.4 TSC Act Detailed Impact Assessment and 4.3.6.5 EPBC Act

Please clarify the method undertaken to determine that there are no impacts as per the
TSC and EPBC Act. For example, “Vegetation within the Project Site is not critically
important to the long-term survival of threatened species”. Please explain how this
was determined and why.

With unknown risks on species, for example the impact of noise and illumination on
the Little Eagle, what risk management strategies will be undertaken to ensure
minimal impact and further understanding of these species? Will monitoring be
undertaken?

Please identify risks and management of troglofauna.
4.3.7 Monitoring (Ecology)

Please outline intended ongoing fauna monitoring, impact and assessment surveys, as
well as adaptive management.

Soils
4.12.4 Management and Mitigation (Soils) and 2.3.3 Soil Stripping

Stripping should ensure minimal mixing of soil types and horizons, and plans
regarding this should be outlined. This could include identification of areas and
stockpile locations for each soil type and horizon; staff/contractors undertaking the
soil stripping and stockpiling should be trained and shown each soil type and location
before operation commencement to avoid accidental mixing.

Please consider strategies to deal with potentially dispersive soils, including organic
matter maintenance and other amelioration strategies. Please consider structure and
drainage that will reduce impacts of erosion (rill, gullies and tunneling) such as
concave slopes. Slope lengths also need to consider grade, for example a steep 80m
slope will be more prone to erosion than a concave low-grade 80m slope.



Primary Recommendations

» Consider an independent, not-for-profit third party to assess all aspects of
water. This includes changes to drainage, dams and impacts on
towns/stakeholders, modeling, flows, use and balances. There are several
inconsistencies within the plan that need to be rectified before approval.

» Consider further development of a Biodiversity Strategy. These sections are
not clearly defined and confusing, and should be rectified before approval.

* Need to develop and better identify Rehabilitation Aims, Planning and
Implementation prior to approval.

» Further develop a community based socio-economic mining cessation plan.

* Need to consider Troglofauna and associated habitat and ecosystems in
groundwater assessments.

» Consider broader Monitoring Plans for Rehabilitation and Fauna, as well as
associated adaptive management.



Name: Jennifer Edwards
Address: 136 Annetts Pde
Mossy Point NSW 2537 29 October 2010

DARGUES REEF MINE
Reference number 10 0054

Email to: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au

| object to the proposed Dargues Reef mining project on the grounds that it could adversely
affect my Shire’s water supply and public health of residents; that the tailings dam is not fail
safe; and the draw down of groundwater will affect remnant vegetation and wildlife.

WATER SUPPLY

The mine site is mainly in the Moruya River Catchment, the source of most of our Shire’s
water supply.

The Environmental Assessment states the groundwater discharge to Spring Creek will be
reduced by up to approximately 9.4ML/year. The reduced net groundwater discharge to
Majors Creek will be up to approximately 56.8ML/ year. And the standing water level in two
bores (maybe more) would be lowered by up to 7.5m.

For over a year Eurobodalla residents relied for their sole town water supply on Deep Creek
Dam which has a capacity of only 8ML. The reduction in flows to Spring and Majors Creeks
will have a significant impact downstream.

The company says the “proposed harvestable rights dams could provide water required for
the proposed environmental flows on 97% of days modelled. On those days when water
would not be available from the harvestable rights dams, water for environmental flows
would be sourced from the historic workings.” Environmental flows are only a small
percentage of river flows in average years.

HEALTH
The tailings dam is also in the Moruya River Catchment. Reagents are not specified but in
other recently opened goldmines the water in the tailings dams is toxic.

The dam design is not world’s best practice since it is only to have one wall. Should there be
a break or a leak then there is nothing to prevent the tailings water and sludge entering the
catchment streams and river.

IMPACT ON REMNANT VEGETATION AND WILDLIFE.

The proposal needs to be assessed for its impact downstream of the site at least as far as
the distance it will affect groundwater levels. This distance needs to be accurately



measured prior to approval by test bores carried out over a period that includes dry seasons
as this is the time when the biodiversity will be most under stress.

Due to past land clearing, the remnant vegetation is now more valuable than ever for
biodiversity conservation and needs to be fully protected and increased in area. The
endangered tree Eucalyptus kartzoffiana is just one of the threatened species that could be
significantly harmed.

The Assessment says “appropriate negotiated arrangements would be implemented in
relation to the bores that may be impacted.” How will the company negotiate with the
vegetation and wildlife affected.

CONCLUSION

Given the significant impacts this mine could have on biodiversity, people’s health and shire
water supplies there needs to be much more research to determine its likely impacts.

Yours sincerely

ol

Mrs J Edwards



Online Submission from Richard Fisher of Nil (other)

Page 1 of 1

George Mobayed - Online Submission from Richard Fisher of Nil (other)

From: Richard Fisher <jafisher@netspeed.com.au>

To: George Mobayed <George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 28/10/2010 6:33 PM
Subject: Online Submission from Richard Fisher of Nil (other)
CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I was unaware that the EIS was available until Tuesday 26 October. Given the size and complexity of the
document, and the calamatous potential that the mine could have for Moruya River, I request that the submissions

period be extended by at least one month.
Thank you

Name: Richard Fisher
Organisation: Nil

Address:
PO Box 119 Broulee NSW 2537
[119 Annetts Pde Mossy Point NSW 2537 no mailbox]

IP Address: 121-79-29-99.bb.ispone.net.au - 121.79.29.99

Submission for Job: #3871 Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10_0054)
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3871

Site: #2222 Dargues Reef Mine
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2222

George Mobayed
Planner - Mining & Industry Projects

P: (02) 9228 6467
E: George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity

file://C:\Documents and Settings\gmobayed\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4dCC9C... 29/10/2010



Online Submission from Richard Fisher of Nil (object) Page 1 of 2

George Mobayed - Online Submission from Richard Fisher of Nil
(object)

From: Richard Fisher <jafisher@netspeed.com.au>

To: George Mobayed <George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 1/11/2010 4:37 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Richard Fisher of Nil (object)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Unfortunately, the release of the Dargues Reef Mine Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) kept a surprisingly low
profile in the Eurobodalla. Its release was unknown to the Eurobodalla general population before 26 October 2010,
when private individuals began circulating information.

I corresponded with you earlier seeking an extension of the submission period, and have heard nothing to suggest
that the period will be extended. Thus I am submitting the following.

Tourism in the Eurobodalla funds approximately 2,800 jobs, much of the tourism is a consequence of the region's
pristine waters. Those 2,800 jobs should be protected if they can. Any proposal that could jeopardise the pristine
state of the waters, and consequently those jobs, must be treated with extreme caution.

There are many in the Eurobodalla general community who are eminently qualified to analyse the EIS and to
competently assess the impact of the proposed mine on the Moruya River. I am not one of them.

Despite my lack of formal qualifications, I am confident that the tailings dam for the mine could cause pollution or
some other adverse environmental outcome from any one of the following, and this list is not exhaustive:

Flood overflow;

Failure of the dam wall;

Wildlife accessing toxic water;

Contamination of the water table;

Failure by the mine operators to properly maintain the tailings dam, and to rehabilitate the area, after the mine
ceases operation.

The Eurobodalla community has not had sufficient time to digest the importance of this proposal to them, or for the
experts within its ranks to be able to make a properly informed comment. Accordingly, I submit that the proposal

should be rejected until such time as the full community has been properly informed about the proposed mine, and
has had a suitable opportunity to make that properly informed comment.

Name: Richard Fisher

Organisation: Nil

Address:

PO Box 5091 Broulee NSW 2527

[119 Annetts Pde Mossy Pt NSW 2537 - no mailbox]

IP Address: 112-213-146-140.bb.ispone.net.au - 112.213.146.140

Submission for Job: #3871 Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10_0054)
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3871

Site: #2222 Dargues Reef Mine

file://C:\Documents and Settings\gmobayed\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\ 4dCCEEC... 1/11/2010



Online Submission from Richard Fisher of Nil (object) Page 2 of 2

https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2222

George Mobayed
Planner - Mining & Industry Projects

P: (02) 9228 6467
E: George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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George Mobayed - Fwd: e-SUBMISSION re: Dargues Reef MINE EIS @/nr.Majors Creek, via
Braidwood

From:  Joe Friend <friendjoe7@gmail.col

To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>, <geoldham@yabpoau:

Date: 26/10/2010 6:51 P!

Subject: Fwd: eSUBMISSION re: Dargues Reef MINE EIS @/nr.Majore€k, via Braidwoo

To: 'comment'@planning.nsw.gov.au

Date: Tue, 26 Oct 2010 18:38:38 +1100

Subject: Dargues Reef Mine planned/EIS for ‘ComhrentVater Quality AND Perennial Ground-
Water Volume Deterioration Downstream AND DOWNSLO®ards Araluen

Attention: OIC/'Comment’,

***UJRGENT' INDEPENDENT Scientific Input,

@ NSW Dep't of Anonymity, Short-term Planning anddiversity-loss?

Dear Madam/Sir/s,

Three points to make, for INPUT (rsvp PLEASE) te turrently ondisplay '‘Dargues Creek (Maj¢
Ck) Goldmine - as planned,;

1. The 'nominal area’ chosen to review the posgiotsable and potential, cumulative long-term
and/or medium-term e-impact/s of the proposed MINE

near-to Major's Ck.village is TOO SMALL (2 kms radi2 sq.kms), and appears to have been
chosen as a result of short-termist decision-makengn the hope and the companies' desire tb 'see
mining started there in the next 3-4 years at maxm; the area of concern regarding the mine and
its probable impacts on surrounding environs IS TEMALL, and the reason/s for such a small
area being chosen, such as to restrict the Methgygalf the EIS

is not-stated; this is more than an oversight;gans that there has/is ‘discriminatory/favoured'
treatment in the mining company's favour;

1.2 The Public should have had-the-say in 'whatAséthe country(in which they live) is/was to be
the 'geographical scope' of the EIS;

2. The 'groundwater draw-down' slopes of the 'gagd Araluen Valley, with its steep sides just
outside the area of chosen/select interest appeaes/e IN NO WAY, shape or form to have been
considered in this matter ; there is KNOWN TO B&eaere draw-down of rock and regolith water
in the

sorts of rocks KNOWN to occur to the east and seaghof the proposed mining area (ref:
Geoscience Australia, Canberra); it would appeair tthe

likelihood of all the creeks downstream of the miohging-up' or staying dry (‘'no flow') even in a
mild-dry season is very high, as | have experienced

similar streams running/falling-east, and dryingeapmpletely (for years) in the recently ended 11
year drought; Climbing Galaxiid fish species usgtie in the stream runnign-out of the proposed
mining area; they will need water IF they are tume from where they are now v.restircted in tw
three known

tributaries of the Deua River;

3. It would appear from all the recent documeritade bought and been given, authored by teal
Geophysicists and Geomorphologists from/@ GEOSCIENRGstralia, in the Aust. Capital
Territory, that it IS experts based there, NOThie state departments of mines or environment who
should be

determining the methodologies to/wards assessnfi¢hé ampacts of the proposed mine - which is
near to Canberra IN FACT; 1.5 hrs drive away!

Geoscience Australia would, | feel sure provideuemmore/better, and INDEPENDENT review of
the current EIS; so | suggest that that organisatio

should be involved; the best Geology maps of tka &&.g. Araluen Sheet, ref: D.Wyborn

file://C:\Documents and Settings\gmobayed\Locati®gs\Temp\XPgrpwise\4CC9... 29/10/201!
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Geodynamics Aust.) are by far the best Australiapsrfor taking in this/these areas! So ‘why

trust those Geologists, who 'know' that countrydseind have witnessed, and(some)lived-in those
limited water resource areas!

Sincerely, and Environmentally, Joe A Friend AUTH@Sc(Hons1)Syd.; resident of the
Braidwood area, and (I manage farm in the Deuahoagat).

Contacts: P O Box 100, Braidwood, NSW.2622 ; 02288%1 (messages) ; Environmental Scientist
(ex-NSW EPA) since 1975;

NB: please Email me to confirm receipt of thie Sigsion, and that it is to be taken seriously.

file://C:\Documents and Settings\gmobayed\Locati®gs\Temp\XPgrpwise\4CC9... 29/10/201!



Online Submission from Andrew Gow and Antony Davies of Millpond Farm (other) Page 1 of 2

George Mobayed - Online Submission from Andrew Gow and Antony
Davies of Millpond Farm (other)

From: Andrew Gow and Antony Davies <andrew.gow@millpond.com.au>

To: George Mobayed <George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 1/11/2010 10:23 AM

Subject: Online Submission from Andrew Gow and Antony Davies of Millpond Farm (other)
CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

We live and work in relatively close proximity to the proposed Dargues Reef mine, in the locality of
Jembaicumbene. While unable to participate in the deliberations of the Majors Creek Community Liaison Committee
due to other commitments, we would like to add our support to the points raised in their recent submission. Of
particular concern to us are the following:

1. Increased traffic, especially heavy vehicles: Majors Creek Road is narrow with a speed limit of 100km/h. There
are serious safety issues that must be addressed, including the narrowness of the road, the width of the ore-filled
vehicles and the impact on those of us whose driveways lead directly onto Majors Creek Road. The idea of pulling
out of a driveway into the path of an ore-filled heavy vehicle hurtling at 100km/h is frightening. We consider that
the impact on the traffic movements and safety of Majors Creek Road requires further investigation.

2. Impact on groundwater: drinking water for ourselves and our animals is drawn from groundwater, which has
serviced this property for the past 150 years. Provisions must be made to protect all local groundwater supplies and
to provide restitution should the worst case scenario be born out and supplies are affected.

3. Impact of vibration on buildings: we are currently restoring several historic buildings on our property, including a
home and a 4 storey brick and stone flour mill. Both buildings have survived for 150 years with no sign of structural
damage and we hope that provisions can be made to ensure that the buildings are not subject to damage from this
proposal. We also hope that provisions will ensure that should any damage eventuate, restitution can be provided.

Noise: there is emerging evidence that ongoing exposure to noise is hazardous to health, even if it is within
guidelines. We would like to see the inclusion of provisions whereby a health impact assessment or similar can be
instigated if residents express ongoing concern with noise while the mine is being constructed and in operation. The
recommendations of any health impact assessment or similar that is undertaken under these provisions should be
binding.

In closing, we would also like to acknowledge the positive and productive relations which Cortona and Mr Peter Van
Der Borgh has had with us personally and the community generally. We trust that the goodwill demonstrated by all
sides will continue and that with ongoing impact assessment, appropriate responses will be identified to ensure
mutually beneficial outcomes.

Name: Andrew Gow and Antony Davies
Organisation: Millpond Farm

Address:

660 Majors Creek Road
Jembaicumbene NSW 2622

IP Address: 194.16.59.202.static.soulaustralia.com.au - 202.59.16.194

Submission for Job: #3871 Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10_0054)
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3871

file://C:\Documents and Settings\gmobayed\L ocal Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4dCCE95... 1/11/2010



Online Submission from Andrew Gow and Antony Davies of Millpond Farm (other) Page 2 of 2

Site: #2222 Dargues Reef Mine
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2222

George Mobayed
Planner - Mining & Industry Projects

P: (02) 9228 6467
E: George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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29710 2010 09:34 FAX 48421603 BRAIDWOOD EARTHMOVING G002

Fay Griggs
20 Wallace Street
Braidwood NSW 2622

28" October 2010

Mining & Industry Projects,
Department of Planning,
GPO box 39

Sydney NSW 2001.

Dear Sir

Re: Ref number 10_0054 — Dargues Reef Gold Project
Majors Creek via Braidwood

I hereby submit my appzoval for the above project based on the following reasons:-

- “The increase in valuable funds to the local community i.e. sponsoring local
sporting groups, contributing money to local recreation grounds.

- TFinancial gain for the local economy — service station, schools, supermarkets
hospital, clubs, motels and hotels.

- Increase in employment for locals- as a mother of 3 children local employment
is an issue with myself.

- Majors Creek and Braidwood do exist because of past gold mining and the
future of these towns will depend on future projects.

- Majors Creek Road will be improved to accommodate the extra movement of
trucks therefore making it safer for the locals travelling that road.

Yours traly,

% \i\b \j.
. Fay D Grigg
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BRAIDWOOD EARTHMOVING

48421603

FAX

29/10 2010 09:35

Political Donations Disclosure Statement {o Minister or the Director-General

If you are required under section 147(3) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1879 to disclose any pelitica! donations (see Page 1 for detalls), please fill in this form and sign below.

Disclosure statement defails

Name of person making this disclosure Planning application reference (e.g. DA number, planning application title or reference, property

ﬂ) N address or other description}
G ATLAS

Your interest in the plahning application fgircle relevant option below)

You are the APPLICANT YES ﬁa OR You are @ PERSON MAKING A SUBMISSION IN RELATION TO AN APPLICATION { NO

Reportable political donations made by person making this declaration or by other relevant persons
* State below any tepontable political donations you have madle over the relevant period’ (see glossary on page 2}, If the donation was made by en entity (and nat by you as an individusi} include the Ausiralian Business Number (ABN].
* it you are the appiicant of a relfevant planning spplication state below any repttiable political donations thal you know, or ought reasonably (o know, were made by eny persons with a Snanclal inferest in the plenning spplication, OR

* ff you are a person making a submisslon in refation to an apgfication, state below any reporlable political donations that you know, or ought reascnably fo know, were made by an asseciate.

Name of donor {or ABN if an entity) Donor's residential address or entity's regisiered address or Namz of party or person for whose benefii the | Date donation Amount/ value
oiher official office of the donor donation was made made of donafion

SO | S

Please st all reporiable political donations~—additional space is provided overieaf if required.

By signing below, lwe hereby declare that all information contained within this statement is accurate af the time of signing.

Sighatyre(s) and Date

M OG0 g o2 22 o\l g
Name(s) ) N i N
_ Conn enaiss Meioes
Y 50
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Maiors Creek
NMSW 2622

Frvironmental Assessment

i ﬂi"i(f

Dargues Reef Gold Project
Reference 10-0054

23 Oectober 2010

Dear Sir,

[ am writing to express my deep concerns about the operational hours of the Dargues Reef
Mine, run by Big Island Mining P/L ownad by Cortona Resources Limited.

Cortona has repeatedly stated the mine will operate 24 hours, 7 days a week. Due to the
mine site bordering the village of Majors Creek the noise, dust and the use of lighting at
night will have a server effect on the ififestyles for many of the residents.

| have no chjection to the mine as such, but resiricting the hours of work above ground 1o
12 hours on Monday to Friday and 6 hours on Saturday’s would greatly improve our quality
of life. On a quiet evening sound carries hundreds of metres, due to amphitheatre of hills
surrounding the village, | can easily hear the patrons talking on the veranda at the jocal pub

which is over 1km away.

Cortona propose to hard rock mine 354,000 tonnes of ore and to process this on site using
two hall crushers aperating 24/7 {24hys,7 days a week} this amount of noise will not be
acceptable being so ciose to the village of Majaors Creek. The compromise of limited above
ground works to 12 hours per day on Monday to Friday’s and 6 hours on Saturday’s for the
first 12 months of Tull operational production is essential to gauge the extent of noise
pollution and other effects that may endure upon cur community.

if the levels are found to be acceptable then the operational hour can be reviewed and
permitted if needed.

Ancther deep concern is the proposed extraction of ground water for mining use, how will
this effect cur residents and water users further downstream? Surely this will have to be

monitored Lo reduce over extraction.

Yours faithfully

<7
l/\,’,[ﬂ _m______,_m‘
i

/
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Mining and Industry Projects
Department of Planning
GPO Box 39 |
-Sydney 2001

SUBMISSION RELATING
DARGUES REEF GOLD PROJECT
Major Application PA 10 0054

My husband and 1 have lived in Majors Creek for 36 and 33 years

- respectively, having purchased this property, which is located south-east of
the proposed mine site 33 years ago. Despite much discussion with Cortona
representatives, involvement in public meetings concerning the project, and
after examining the EA we have sertous concerns about the effects of this
project on our ability to continue living here.

Our primary concern relates to water

[ submit the following:

1. The mine seeks to use an extraordinary amount of water.
FA4552
para 1 States that 130 ML of water per year are required principally for
processing operations.
para3 In addition to this 18.4ML will be required for dust suppression.
para 4 In order to release water to compensate for the project-related
reduction of groundwater discharge to Spring and Majors Creek more water
will be required.

ParaS The anticipated maximum project -related water requirement
wounld be approximately 215ML/year.



2. Source of water

4.5.5.3 para 1 Indicates that this water will come from groundwater removed
from Dargues reef mine; Snobs, Stewart and Mertons, and United Miners
historic workings; and surface water from their harvestable dams.

Para 2 explains that 126ML/year would be required to be removed from the
mine.

Para 3 states that 79ML/year would be drawn from the historic workings.
Whilst I appreciate that they must remove water from the mine, I would pomnt
out that with the exception of the dam water, all of this water they are
talking about is groundwater. As the mine and probably the old shafis
are drained, water from the surrounding watertable will vefill the space
and also be pumped out, thus completely dewatering the land.

4.4.4 2 states that the rate of dewatering would be dependent on the
rate of groundwater inflow te the mine. This indicates that there is no
clear knowledge of how much water would be drained from the
waiertable.

4.4.5.6 Explains the amount of water collected in harvestable dams has
been calculated on the basis of 100 years of rainfall, despite the fact that the
last 30 years have been extremely dry, causing drought, reduction of the
watertable and significant reduction of dam water throughout the area. Some
gullies of tree ferns having flourished for hundreds of years have died in that
time.

3 Drawdown of water

4.4.5.1 Explains the mine will be 508m deep and
4.4.5.3 para? explains that the drawdown of water will be Im extending
approx 2.5 kms from the mine.

I understand that it is not possible to measure this further afield but suggest
that the water will not suddenly drop in one place but will be reduced fo an
unknown extent over a similarly unknown area.

Since the mine site is so close to residences and the 2.5 km contour would
easily encompass much of the village, it would appear to me that this could
threaten the whole ecosystem of this settlement.



4.4.5.3para 1 point 4 indicates that Majors Creek itself will be dry (drawn
down Im underground) for 1.5kms as a result of the drawdown. And point 5
states that Spring Creek will also be dry in its entirety.

' 4.5.5.4 para 2 explains that the mining will reduce the flow of Majors Creek
by 1.8L/second. | ‘ '
page 92 para 3 says that the reduced base flow of Majors Creek would rise
to 2.1L/second at the end of mining operations.

3.Replenishment and release of water to replace dewatering

It is further stated that approximately 2.1L/s would be released into the Creek
from commencement until 2 years after completion.

4.4.5.3 para 5 Preferentially water to be released into Majors Creek will
come from harvestable rights dams. However 4.5.5.5 point 4 says that if this
is not available, water for release will be sourced from the historic workings.

On what basis has the rate of replenishment of the groundwater been
esttmated? [ undersiand that the computer modelling for this project is not
based on local mformation anyway.

The EA has not considered the impact on springs and the streams that they
feed.

My primary concern is that for some 80 years residents of this house have
sourced water from a spring fed permanent water course, as we have for
some 25 years. We are within 2.5 kms drawdown contour and therefore
assume that that this spring and others will be affected.

All residents of Majors Creek ave dependent on rain water augmented
by surface and groundwater for domestic purpose , particularly in
drought.

The amount of water Cortona seeks to take is nearly twice the amount
required for the nearby Braidwood reticulated water supply (16kms away),
but Braidwood already have severe difficulties in obtaining sufficient water.
Although we now have a very wet spring, the best for decades, CSIRO
predict more severely dry years ahead. Last summer the Shoalhaven River
from which Braidwood gain their water supply stopped flowing. Similarly
Jembatcumbene Creek not far from Majors Creek also stopped flowing and



Majors Creek was reduced to a small trickle.

If we are no longer able to source water from the spring we now use we
may have to reconsider our viability to live here. Over 33 years water has
been available to us from additional sources of springs which no longer run

because of climate changes. This water is our only source of water remaining.

We are pensioners and cannot afford to put down a bore, which may not be
effective anyway since many bores in the area are not very effective and in
some cases no water has been reached.

The spring water which we now access is good quality drinking water, and
we are happy to use this for growing our organic vegetables which reduces
our living costs.

The replacement water to be released into Majors Creek includes water from
the old mine shafts which are known over years to have been highly toxic.
Majors Creek itself contains, I understand, high levels of heavy metals,
including Cadmium which is known to be carcinogenic, and is of course not
drinkable. The chemicals used in the mining process may alter the
composition of some substances and the resulting water being used to
replenish may not be suitable for organic growing even if this was to be
available.

Cortona has agreed to compensate residents whose bores are affected by this
project, by increasing the depth of the bore etc. However, this is simply
drawing more water from deeper under the ground. The replenishment of the
Creek is also simply replacing water that would otherwise be there.

I don’t believe enough has been done to investigate the effects of this project
outside of the mine site itself and to recognise the potentially very serious
impact it will have, possibly on the entire ecosystem.

The EA is not easy to interpret and I cannot afford the luxury of a private
hydro geologist, I therefore submit this to you and ask for your deep
considerations of the water issues I have raised, and their likely impact .

(QJTQ(\Y E‘\ O & O

Frances Harrison

PO BOX 1

MAJORS CREEK 2622
Phone 48461136

27 October 2010
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Mining And Industry Projects
Department of Planning
GPO Box 39

Sydney 2001

SUBMISSION RELATING TO DARGUES REEF GOLD PROJECT
Major Application PA 10_0054 *

I am not for or against the mine but having read the EA on the proposed
Dargues Reef gold mine | have serious concerns for our community.

I have lived m Majors Creek on a small acreage on the edge of the village for
36 years. In that time [ have watched the community grow from a station
wagon school bus to a full-sized bus, have witnessed two generations of
children grow and leave for the city. Presently a third generation of little ones
are growing up. The passing of the last three elderly land-holders has brought
about sub-divistons and a rapidly expanding diverse community, with zero
unemployment. The growth in Majors Creek can only be attributed to
lifestyle.

NOISE POLLUTION

Much of the data used by ihe proponent was collected from other sites, and
does not take into account the unique topography of Majors Creek. The
village centre is some 2000 metres from the mine, the proposed 24 hour
operation, at the very least will produce a low frequency industrial hum
destroying the present absolute quict at night.

LIGHT POLLUTION

Not being a major centre, Majors Creek has very little light pollution at night,
attracting locals and visitors alike to admire the night time display of stars.
There is growing anxiety in the community that the light pollution from a 24
hour operation could dramatically affect the night time ambiance of the
village.

ACCESS

The proposed T- intersection on Majors Creek Rd presents a real danger for
all who use it. Given the number of fog-bound days and even weeks at a time
Majors Creek experiences, | believe a North-bound merging lane and fog-
penetrating lighting at the intersection are essential to avoid a certain tragedy.



SEWERAGE
I do not believe sewerage treatment has been adequately addressed given a
work force of some 80 people.

WATER

Perspective

The town of Braidwood, population 1100, uses 120ML/annum and often
struggles to meet demand in dry years, from the Shoalhaven River. The
Dargues Reef Project proposes to use 2 1 SML/annum almost twice
Braidwood’s annual consumption.

1.Cortona’s modelling involves only the freehold project site. With little
historic data of the local area available, data from other arcas has been used
and the village area has not been adequately addressed in terms of water
security.

2. There are approximately 125 homes in Majors Creek, and this figure is
increasingly rapidly. 27 use the creek to augment roof catchment in dry times,
25 use wells or bores, 4 use natural springs.

3. The spring that feeds Majors Creek has never run dry in the village’s
history and is the only reliable source of water in bushfire emergencies.

4, The EA does not adequately address spring or well water or take into
account that 50% of the community rely on ground or surface water in dry
times. :

5. The EA predicts a minimum | metre drawdown of water, plus a reduction
in {low of 1.8L/second for Majors Creek, from a base rate of approx
41/second 24 hrs 7 days a week.

6. The drawing of water from a 500 metre depth in the mine seriously
threatens all ground water in the village. Dewatering the land in this manner
when so many rely on it is unacceptable.

7. The compensation offered in the EA simply means that, from relying on
nature to provide our water, we will be forced to rely on a mining company.

SOCIAL IMPACTS

Majors Creek is a beautiful quiet village, situated on the escarpment of the
Araluen Valley, with no major roadways in the vicinity, it represents an ideal
lifestyle choice, for young families, retirees, and professionals alike. Having
no articulated water or sewerage it maintains it’s rural. pioneering feel. An
influx of some 80 miners would dramatically change the village forever. We




simply do not have the amenities to cope with such sudden growth. Water,
septic pollution, traffic and waste disposal would all present major problems
for the community.

SUMMARY

In summary, I believe there are real problems presented to the community by
the Dargues Reef Project. Although the majority of residents are prepared to
put up with some inconvenience in the name of progress, there are limits.
Security of water, peace and quiet, and traffic safety are not negotiable.
Please make your considerations carefully; the lifestyles of approximately
200 people could be adversely affected by your decision.

| j ﬂ/ ’ // e~

Warren Harrison
PO Box 1

Majors Creek 2622
Phone 48461136

27 October 2010
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Online Submission from Annne Homann (support)

Pagelof 1

George Mobayed - Online Submission from Annne Homann (support)

From: Annne Homann <homanna@optusnet.com.au>

To: George Mobayed <George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 28/10/2010 6:38 PM
Subject: Online Submission from Annne Homann (support)
CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

As a regular visitor to Majors Creek and Braidwood visiting family I cannot help but notice the number of buisness
closing after just short time. Opening the gold mine would be a great benifit to these small towns. Braidwood and
Majors Creek would not have been settled if it was not for the gold mines during the 1800'"'s Go Gold!

Name: Annne Homann

Address:
22 Montgomery Ave Miranda NSW

IP Address: - 110.140.12.85

Submission for Job: #3871 Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10_0054)
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3871

Site: #2222 Dargues Reef Mine
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2222

George Mobayed
Planner - Mining & Industry Projects

P: (02) 9228 6467
E: George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity

file://C:\Documents and Settings\gmobayed\L ocal Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4CC9OC... 29/10/2010



‘ (1/11/2010) George Mobayed - Objection majors creek mine Page 1

From: Dominick ter Huurne <dth@beclau.com>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 1/11/2010 11:23 am

Subject: Objection majors creek mine

Name: Dominick ter Huurne
Address: Lot 3, Halls Lane, Durran Durra, NSW 2622
Reference number 10 0054

| object to the proposed Dargues Reef mining project for the following
reasons:

1. I do not believe there will be any benefit to the local community,

2. 1do not believe the proposal has the interests of the local

community in mind,

3. | believe the proposal will have a negative impact on the Majors
Creek community in terms of acoustic and visual privacy,

4. | believe the proposal will have a negative affect upon my
neighbouring communities in Araluen, Braidwood, Bells Creek, Riedsdale
and Jembaicumbene,

5. 1 believe the 24 hour per day operation of the mining facility

is totally unacceptable,

6. | believe the 24 hour per day operation of the mining facility will
reduce the value of my property, and if the mine should operate under
the proposal as set forth, i should have legal grounds to claim against
the shareholders, directors, managing directors and all others
concerned with Big Island Mining Pty Ltd (or as we know them Cortona),
the local council (Palerang), the State Government or the Federal
Government,

7. | believe the proposal will have a negative affect upon the
groundwater levels and aquifer of the surrounding locality, and i

believe it will have a negative impact upon the communities of Majors
Creek and Araluen and will have a direct negative impact upon the local
businesses, individuals and families in the locality,

8. | believe the proposed tailings dam is completely unacceptable and
poses a severe threat to the individuals, communities, ecosystems and
natural habitats of all plants and animals that live (RL below) that of

the dam, between Majors Creek and the coast.

9. | believe that the proposal will have a negative impact upon any
indigenous site downstream of the proposed location,

10. | believe the increased semi trailer movements associated with the
mine operations will have a severe impact upon the Majors Creek Road,
the Araluen Road and the Kings Highway,

11. I believe that if Big Island Mining Pty Ltd (or as we know them
Cortona) were to propose to mine in neighbouring regions and process any
of this material at the Majors Creek site that they should be prevented
from doing this as it will only further the negative affects upon the

local community at Majors Creek,

12. | believe the increased traffic movements associated with the staff
working at the mine will have a negative affect upon the communities of
Majors Creek and Braidwood,

13. I believe that if the locality surrounding the mine (any residence
within a 5 km radius of the subject site), has an existing ambient noise
level below 30dB(A) between the hours of 7pm and 7am, that ANY increase
in this level is totally unacceptable, and if the mine should operate

under the proposal as set forth, i should have legal grounds to claim
against the shareholders, directors, managing directors and all others
concerned with Big Island Mining Pty Ltd (or as we know them Cortona),
the local council (Palerang), the State Government or the Federal
Government,

14. | believe that the amount of dust or airborne matter associated with



‘ (1/11/2010) George Mobayed - Objection majors creek mine Page 2

works at the mine, through plant and machinery, and the increased
traffic movements along internal roads will have a negative affect upon
the surrounding community,

15. It is my opinion that the proposal does not comply with the
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act (the EPBC Act)
and as such this development should require the Federal Governments
approval before proceeding,

16. | believe the specific climatic circumstances (including the heavy
fog patterns) have not been taken into account in the EA, and as such
the assessment and its recommendations are incorrect,

17. | believe it is my right as a resident of the locality to have my
opinions heard and taken into consideration when decisions about any
development in the area are made by any government body.

Best Regards

Dominick ter Huurne
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Department of Planning
Received

Mining and Industry Projects

Department of Planning 7 0CT 2010

PO Box 39 .

Sydney NSW 2001 Scanning Room
3 October 2010

Dargues Reef Gold Project PA10-0054
[ am writing in support of the Proposed mine at Dargues Reef, Majors Creek NSW.

I have read the documents currently on exhibition, attended all the community meetings
and information sessions run by Cortona Resources, and have formed the following
opinions.

Cortona resources has addressed the Community concerns regarding roads, environment,
noise and visual impact of the proposed mine.

They have demonstrated in their application a willingness to work with the Community.
They have addressed all the issues raised in our Community survey and I am happy that
they intend to continue working with the community through out the proposed mine’s life.

A mine in the Braidwood district will bring much needed employment, and a flow on
with money being spent in the district employing local contractors, purchasing supplies
etc. Currently there is very little employment for our young people and they have to
leave home to gain employment. Braidwood loses the majority of its young people each
year once they finish school.

Cortona has listened to the community in planning the proposed mine site, some
examples of that being the Portal, which is to face away from the village, and the Bund
which is to be constructed around the ROM pad.

Cortona has already demonstrated a willing ness to support community groups financially
which they intend to continue, and which is much appreciated.

Cortona has also stated that they are willing to participate in improvement to the Majors
Creek road which is currently below national road standards. Some of this work has been
offered before mine approval. This is something the residents of Majors Creek have been
wanting for some time.

I fully support the establishment of a mine at Dargues Reef majors Creek.

Regards

u/:”/f

Christine James



Reference number 10 0054 - Dargues Reef Mining project Page 1 of 2

George Mobayed - Reference number 10 0054 - Dar gues Reef Mining project

From:  "Peg Job" <pegsbooks@bigpond.com>

To: <plan_comment@pl anning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 28/10/2010 10:04 AM

Subject: Reference number 10 0054 - Dargues Reef Mining project

From:

Dr Peg Job

67 Elrington St
Braidwood 2622
02 4842 2899

Dear people,

Reference number 10 0054 — Dargues Reef Mining
project, Majors Creek NSW

| wish to express my concern regarding the proposed project.

It is not clear to me that environmental impact assessments have considered the
iImpact of the mine and associated activities related to the water table and the
construction of a dam on the plant, animal and human communities downstream
from the plant.

. The Araluen Valley is a stone fruit growing area which relies on the
water coming from the creek that flows from the proposed mining area; via the
(tailings) dam, and the economic impact of reduced or contaminated water would
be disastrous for the Valley;

. The environmental impact of reduced or contaminated water supply
could be extremely damaging to communities of plants and animals, including
some Threatened or Endangered Species that live in the Valley;

. These plants and animals have been the inspiration for the well-known
author, Jackie French, a resident 4 km downstream from the proposed mine. Her
economic contribution to the Valley and the wider communities in the district is
substantial. In addition, her books teach the many children who read them about
the environment and make an enormous contribution to their education about
plants and animals and the history of the world around them,;

file://C:\Documents and Settings\gmobayed\L ocal Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4CC94F... 28/10/2010



Reference number 10 0054 - Dargues Reef Mining project Page 2 of 2

. As the Araluen valley was a gathering place for Aboriginal people in
earlier times, there are sites of heritage significance in the area, and these
should be given consideration and care to ensure they are not likely to be
affected;

. While Cortona has taken trouble to consult with the local community in
Majors Ck, and, to a lesser extent, the wider local district, it is only recently that

many of us have become aware that their lease is considerably larger, and may
affect other villages and the town of Braidwood in the future;

. Nor has the company indicated the extent to which traffic to and from
the mine (trucks etc) may impact on the only Heritage Town in NSW, Braidwood
itself, where already the truck traffic through the town’s main street shakes and
undermines the historic buildings;

. The research so far conducted relates only to 42 square km in Majors
Ck itself, with vague assurances that there will be no effect downstream (apart
from asserting that the groundwater will ‘recover’ within 2 years’).

It is in the interests of our community, and of the Palerang shire and NSW
Government to demand further research by Cortona, covering a much wider
ambit, to be published for discussion and debate by those most affected. It is
also important for some indication of the future plans of the company and
possible effects to be published, so that our community can be alerted to any
iIssues and problems which may affect us in the longer term.

| urge you to insist that further research be done by Cortona, and the results
published, before a final decision is made on this venture.

Yours sincerely,

Peg Job

file://C:\Documents and Settings\gmobayed\L ocal Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4CC94F... 28/10/2010



Online Submission from Simon Kaminskas (object) Page 1 of 2

George Mobayed - Online Submission from Simon Kaminskas (object)

From: Simon Kaminskas <goodoo@apex.net.au>

To: George Mobayed <George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 1/11/2010 1:10 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Simon Kaminskas (object)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Dear Sir / Madam

I write as a private citizen, angler, kayaker and naturalist, to lodge my strong objections to the proposed Dargues
Reef Mine.

I believe this proposed mine presents a massive and unacceptable risk to the general health and water quality of
the Deua River ecosystem, upon which much native flora and fauna, as well as riverside residents, rely on. This
fauna includes the Australian Grayling (Prototroctes maraena) which is listed as Vulnerable under the
Commonwealth Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act) and is listed as a
protected fish in New South Wales under the Fisheries Management Act 1994.

The key concerns/risks are as follows:

* The Deua River naturally experiences low flows in summer, and has also suffered severely from the exceptional
drought in the south-east NSW for the last 4 years. Fish kills have already occurred in sections of the Deua River
due to extreme drought conditions of the last four 4 years. I consider any proposal which leads to reductions in
surface flows and groundwater inflows into the Deua River to be unacceptable as it will exacerbate summer low
conditions and the extremes of drought.

* The on-site processing and tailings dam present an unacceptable risk to the Deua River ecosystem and its
Australian Grayling. Tailings dams around the world routinely fail no matter how they are constructed, especially in
extreme rainfall events. (A 24 hour rainfall event of approximately 300 mm was recorded at Araluen in the early
1900s.) A collapse of a tailings dam will send a plume of fine sediments, sulphites and other pollutants into the
Deua River via tributaries, and will be catastrophic for the river ecosystem and the Australian Grayling. It could lead
to the extirpation of Australian grayling, the destruction of a hitherto beautiful and healthy coastal river system
(valued by many people in the broader region for these values), and create a water supply crisis for Deua Valley
residents and the Moruya township.

* Industrial chemicals stored on work sites also have a long history of leaking into groundwater and rivers.
Industrial chemicals stored on the proposed mine site will pose the same threats to the Deua River ecosystem and
its Australian grayling as a tailings dam collapse.

* Truck traffic will make the narrow and already dangerous roads even more difficult and dangerous to drive on. I
consider truck accidents that will liberate processed ore, industrial chemicals or diesel fuel, or a mix of all three,
into the Deua River system or its and tributaries to be absolutely inevitable. Such spills would again be catastrophic

for the Deua River ecosystem and the Australian grayling.

For all of these reasons, all of which present clear and foreseeable risks likely to be realised, I urge that this
proposed mine NOT be approved.

Yours faithfully

Simon Kaminskas
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B.App.Sci (Hons)

Name: Simon Kaminskas

Address:
8 Octans Close GIRALANG ACT 2617

IP Address: - 210.193.179.135

Submission for Job: #3871 Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10_0054)
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3871

Site: #2222 Dargues Reef Mine
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2222

George Mobayed
Planner - Mining & Industry Projects

P: (02) 9228 6467
E: George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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George Mobayed - Darguesreef gold project - Reference number 10 0054

From:  Sam Kidd <champagne.freddie@gmail.cc

To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.i

Date: 28/10/2010 2:30 P!

Subject: Dargues reef gold proje- Reference number 10 0OC

Dear Madam/Sir,

I'm writing to you as a DESPERATE PLEA to oppose Bargues Reef Gold Project.The grounds
for my objection are as follows. Braidwood is tistftown to be listed on the N.S.W. Heritage
register, surely this is an extremely importaninpldiVe rely heavily on tourism for our economy
and | feel that 18 trucks a day on an already mmisly dangerous road would be a disaster. It ir
me sick to the stomach to believe that this propesald benefit our community.The damage to
historic buildings, roads, traffic conditions, pdlbn from truck exhaust is a very real problent tha
has not been [completely] addressed. Tourists @ald don't want heavy vechicles every day for
nine years! We fought so hard NOT to have the danmine in Mogo in N.S.W knowing the traf
conditions would be dire if it went ahead for Braabd and of course all the obvious negative
impacts to the natural environment.

Please, why have a Dept Environment, Climate Changé/Nater when it doesn't protect us from
what we fear. Our rights as residents of Braidwdédjors Creek and Araluen are what is import
We don't want large corporations telling us whattivant and need with little regard to the people
that live and love this community. Please hear wigevit is one of many that wants to be heard. As
a resident of Braidwood for 21 years having raieenl children here, | feel qualified to object to a
project that will not only jeopardise our way delbut our fragile environment our water our
country and the air we breath.

PLEASE CONSIDER MY VIEW POINT IT IS GENUINE HEARTHH AND REAL, AND NO
AMOUNT OF GOLD WOULD CHANGE IT!.

Yours sincerely,

Sam Kidd

82 Duncan Street,

Braidwood.N.S.\
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George Mobayed - Online Submission from Sky Kidd (object)

From: Sky Kidd <envirosky@gmail.com>

To: George Mobayed <George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 1/11/2010 3:12 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Sky Kidd (object)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I am strongly opposed to the Dargues Reef Gold Project.
The report is substandard, it does not address the DGRs and uses poor data to create meaningless models.

The water quality and the water quantity in the catchment will be impacted on, the biodiversity values that we all
love and share in the area are at risk and the community has been rail-roaded. And at what end?

I could understand if it was something tangible that humans require for our survival. Such as utilisation of a
renewable resource. But gold is a mineral that is rare, and it is worth money.

The EA and Cortona shareholder reports show us all that this is about money. Cortona talks of expansion and newly
tapped resource to shareholders, and expresses concern and throws money at a showground to the community.

We all know that this is stage one to expansion and to no end.

The state government needs to look at the 3A process and realise that gold, as a commodity cannot justify long-
term environmental damage. We need to place emphasis on green jobs and renewable resources, shifting
commodity driven markets across at the coalface. Say no now!

This will establish jobs, increasing our workforce skills in the renewable energy sector and coming to grips with
climate change positively.

This outcome will determine how Cortona, or its inevitable successor expand across the region.

It will also determine the immediate fate of the environmental and social qualities of Majors Creek, the region and
its catchment.

Sky Kidd

1129 Charleys Forest Rd
MONGARLOWE NSW 2622

Name: Sky Kidd
Address:

1129 Charleys Forest Rd
Braidwood NSW 2622

IP Address: 82.34.254.125.unassigned.soulaustralia.com.au - 125.254.34.82

Submission for Job: #3871 Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10_0054)
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3871

Site: #2222 Dargues Reef Mine
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https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2222

George Mobayed
Planner - Mining & Industry Projects

P: (02) 9228 6467
E: George.Mobayed@planning.nsw.gov.au
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From: Danny King <dan_k_57@hotmail.com>

To: Kane Winwood <kane.winwood@pl anning.nsw.gov.au>
CC: <assessments@pl anning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 5/10/2010 9:12 am

Subj ect: Online Submission from Danny King (support)

I will not go on with alengthy submission. Quite simply | very strongly support this project for the
following reasons:

1.Thiswill provide a very much needed economic boost to the local economy both directly and indirectly.

2. 1t will provide employment opportunitiesto local people and in particular for young school leavers. It is
generally the case that the majority of young school |eavers have to leave the district to gain employment
and thiswill provide a very attractive alternative.

3. The company is making every effort to ensure that the environmental impact is kept to an absolute
mi nimum.

Name: Danny King

Address:
10902 Nerriga Road

Braidwood NSW 2622

IP Address: cpe-124-183-250-20.1ns14.ken.bigpond.net.au - 124.183.250.20

Submission for Job: #3871 Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10_0054)
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl ?action=view_job&id=3871

Site: #2222 Dargues Reef Mine
https://majorproj ects.onhiive.com/index.pl ?action=view_site& id=2222



CHRIS
KOWAL Councillor

Eurobodalla Shire PO Box 208 Bodalla NSW 2545

land of many waters | 2127 286 022
y clrchriskowal@gmail.com

Dear Madam/Sir

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Dargues Reef Goldmine proposal
currently under consideration in the Majors Creek area.

| wish to express my strongest opposition to the Dargues Reef Goldmine in the
Majors Creek area.

The Dargues Reef Goldmine poses a series of threats and risks to an environment
that has already been significantly degraded by goldmining activities. These are:

@ Native Vegetation Clearance — The Tableland Basalt EEC exists in the area and will
be impacted on, this not been accessed in the EA. Impacts are noted within the
Natural Temperate Grasslands EEC and the preliminary listing of Tablelands Frost
Hollow Grassy Woodlands EEC. Downstream the Araluen Grassy Scarp Forest EEC
will be affected by decreased water tables. These vegetation type would be
threatened and significantly degraded by site works and permanently impacted.

@ Bushrock Removal — The disturbance of bushrock is not dealt with in the
documentation, and as such is an inadequate response. It must be noted that bushrock
removal is a key threatening process under the Threatened Species Act. Several
threatened species are recorded in the Wildlife Atlas that utilise bushrock. The
removal of bushrock is an impact that cannot be mitigated.

® Local noise increase — all the figures provided are modelled and not based on real
data. Increase in noise will adversely affect neighbours and surrounding ecology. The
noise impacts will decrease the tourism values and liveability of the township of
Majors Creek. The proposal will result in sleep disturbance (EA-4-35) under noise
enhancing inversion conditions which are a common feature of the local nightime
environment. A real time acoustic assessment (winter night) using real data is
required to accurately assess and subsequently ameliorate noise impacts on the
surrounding local residents. Processing and construction 24 hours a day in a small
community is unacceptable.

@® Catchment degradation of the Araluen and Upper Deua Catchment— the Upper
Deua catchment is a geologically sensitive area with very fragile soil structures and
has suffered an enormous amount of damage from historical gold mining, commercial
water extraction (particularly downstream around the upper Araluen). In an area
prone to very heavy rainfall events this has left a legacy of serve erosion and invasive
weed infestations. For sometime now the landowner community has been working
together to restore this important part of the catchment. Now, the Dargues Reef Gold
Project is mostly likely to damage beyond rehabilitation these fragile areas.

® Water quality Impacts — Gold mining activities have serious adverse water quality
impacts. These impacts can include increased turbidity and changes to water
chemistry all of which can effect the health of the people and stock dependent on the
long-term use of the local water sources (bores and surface water). These
downstream water user impacts have not been addressed. Water modelling has used
default and one off figures, and does not provide an accurate assessment of the hydro-
geological picture at the mine site.



® High risk of water contamination. The EA does not sufficiently demonstrate how it
will safeguard the Araluen and Upper Deua water quality and supply.

® Poor water quality for environmental flows — there is no indication of the water
quality of the harvestable rights dams that will be released into the water supply. This
is potentially fraught and can cause serious water quality and ecological impacts to
the catchment.

@ High risk tailings management — How does the proponent know that residual
sulphides in the tailings will not oxidise? Permeability into groundwater is highly
probable. This cannot be ameliorated.

@ Perception of conflicts of interest — I understand that various donations, possibly
from Councillor shareholdings and closed Section 94 Planning Agreement processes
have raised questions in the community about the conduct of various stakeholders and
the transparency of pre-approval processes.

® High risk sediment basins — are based on 100 yr rain events — which does not
address the recent impacts on weather associated with climate change in the Southern
Tablelands. Parts of the catchment experienced a 100-year flood event twice last year.
The impact of this will be catastrophic.

@ Risk of contamination from chemical storage — The storage is inadequate and can
create a serious risk and make contamination likely. This is too higher price to pay.

® Poor monitoring and inspection planning — There is no baseline surface or
groundwater monitoring (only point in time data). Proposed monitoring held quarterly
is woefully inadequate when dealing with a known high risk of activity. If the
proponent was serious about working with the community then water quality testing,
piezometer testing, local bore testing, control structure inspections should occur
weekly.

@ Transportation of ore — The EA does not deal with the high carbon footprint of ore
transportation by road for processing. Road maintenance costs, which will be very
high, will likely have to be met by local ratepayers.

® Impact on Braidwood — The increased number of heavy vehicle movements
transporting gold ore to Orange through Braidwood will likely have a destructive
impact on the heritage town of Braidwood. Vibration induced damage presents a real
threat to the heritage main street buildings, and increased heavy vehicle movements
will impact on the visual amenity, pedestrian and local road user safety and the noise
pollution within the township.

@ Large carbon footprint - the EA does not deal with the extra energy requirements. It
will increase local carbon emissions. The proponent should offset its energy use
through sourcing/or generating renewable energy.

With regards

O g

Chris Kowal
1t November, 2010
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George Mobayed - 10 0054 EA Submission regarding proposed Dargues Reef
mine

From: sophie lee <carmelita.72@hotmail.com>

To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 1/11/2010 4:25 PM

Subject: 10 0054 EA Submission regarding proposed Dargues Reef mine

Dear Sir
please find following my submission regarding the above mentioned mining activity in my home town of
Majors Creek, New South Wales.

My name is Sophie Lee
my property address is lot 34-36 Wilson Street, Majors Creek, N.S.W 2622
ph 02 4846 1322

I object to the proposed Dargues Reef mining project for the following reasons:

1. I do not believe there will be any benefit to the local community,

2. Ido not believe the proposal has the interests of the local community in mind,

3. I believe the proposal will have a negative impact on the Majors Creek community in terms of acoustic and
visual privacy,

4. 1 believe the proposal will have a negative affect upon my neighbouring communities in Araluen,
Braidwood, Bells Creek, Riedsdale and Jembaicumbene,

5. I believe the 24 hour per day operation of the mining facility is totally unacceptable,

6. I believe the 24 hour per day operation of the mining facility will reduce the value of my property, and if
the mine should operate under the proposal as set forth, i should have legal grounds to claim against the
shareholders, directors, managing directors and all others concerned with Big Island Mining Pty Ltd (or as we
know them Cortona), the local council (Palerang), the State Government or the Federal Government,

7. I believe the proposal will have a negative affect upon the groundwater levels and aquifer of the
surrounding locality, and i believe it will have a negative impact upon the communities of Majors Creek and
Araluen and will have a direct negative impact upon the local businesses, individuals and families in the
locality,

8. I believe the proposed tailings dam is completely unacceptable and poses a severe threat to the
individuals, communities, ecosystems and natural habitats of all plants and animals that live (RL below) that
of the dam, between Majors Creek and the coast.

9. I believe that the proposal will have a negative impact upon any indigenous site downstream of the
proposed location,

10. I believe the increased semi trailer movements associated with the mine operations will have a severe
impact upon the Majors Creek Road, the Araluen Road and the Kings Highway,

11. I believe that if Big Island Mining Pty Ltd (or as we know them Cortona) were to propose to mine in
neighbouring regions and process any of this material at the Majors Creek site that they should be prevented
from doing this as it will only further the negative affects upon the local community at Majors Creek,

12. I believe the increased traffic movements associated with the staff working at the mine will have a
negative affect upon the communities of Majors Creek and Braidwood,

13. I believe that if the locality surrounding the mine (any residence within a 5 km radius of the subject site),
has an existing ambient noise level below 30dB(A) between the hours of 7pm and 7am, that ANY increase in
this level is totally unacceptable, and if the mine should operate under the proposal as set forth, i should have
legal grounds to claim against the shareholders, directors, managing directors and all others concerned with
Big Island Mining Pty Ltd (or as we know them Cortona), the local council (Palerang), the State Government
or the Federal Government,

14. I believe that the amount of dust or airborne matter associated with works at the mine, through plant and
machinery, and the increased traffic movements along internal roads will have a negative affect upon the
surrounding community,

15. It is my opinion that the proposal does not comply with the Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act (the EPBC Act) and as such this development should require the Federal Governments
approval before proceeding,
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16. I believe the specific climatic circumstances (including the heavy fog patterns) have not been taken into
account in the EA, and as such the assessment and its recommendations are incorrect,

17. I believe it is my right as a resident of the locality to have my opinions heard and taken into consideration
when decisions about any development in the area are made by any government body.

My name is Sophie Lee
my property address is lot 34-36 Wilson Street, Majors Creek, N.S.W 2622

ph 02 4846 1322
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Mining and Industry Projects,
Department of Planning,
GPO Box 39,

Sydney 2001

A submission on the establishment of the propdsed Dargues Reef Gold Project
PA 10_0054

I, Marjorie Dale Lemin of 7 Wilson St, Majors Creek, NSW 2622, object to the establishment of the
proposed gold mine at Dargues Reef, Majors Creek for the following reasons & concerns:

1: A mine operating 24hrs, 7 days a week in a quiet rural area very close to the village of Majors
Creek.

2: Every Australian is entitled to quiet enjoyment of life. Our quiet enjoyment will be compromised
by this mine.

3: Noise, dust and light pollution from the mine.

4: Extra traffic, both light and heavy on our country road. Inconvenience and safety being of great
concern.

5: Little faith in the ability of Palerang Council to maintain the said road, a thoroughfare that is used
by residents of the village & surrounding area to go to and fro from work and to our main shopping
centre of Braidwood. There are no shops in the village of Majors Creek.

6: Effect on the water table and hence the future livelihood of farmers and residents of the area.

7: The crushing plant. What will happen to it once the proposed 5 years of production has come to
an end? Will it be moved or kept in operation to crush ore brought in from other proposed mining
sites within the lease area?

Please find attached my signed Political donations disclosure statement.

Signed

"
L 4
g A’(' (’bl-\, -~
Marjorie Lemin

28" October 2010
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Kane Winwood - Environmental Assessment - Dargues Reef Gold Project

From: "davidlever" <david.lever@activ8.net.au>

To: <plan_comment@pl anning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 20/10/2010 3:26 PM

Subject: Environmental Assessment - Dargues Reef Gold Project

Name: David Lever, M.Env.St.

Address: 33 Del Ponte Lane, Araluen NSW 2622

Reference Number: 10_0054

Proposal is not supported unless Proponent commits to monitoring of possible impact of Project on Araluen
water supply, for reasons set out below.

The Proponent's claim that the Project would have no impact on Araluen's water supply is based on the
following arguments:

(@) that while the Project would result in diversion to the mine of approximately 2.1L/s of alluvial
groundwater that may otherwise eventually flow downstream to Araluen, the Proponent would, by way of
compensation, discharge this amount of water into Majors Creek, the latter water coming from harvestable
rights dams, to ensure it meets quality requirements;

(b) irrespective of this compensatory water, the diversion of groundwater to the mine would constitute only
approximately 0.8% of the total sustainable yield of unconsolidated aquifers in the Araluen Creek catchment;

(c) thatthe Project Site is too remote from Araluen to have any impact, being around 20km upstream and
elevated by over 500m AHD; and

(d) that a study by the Department of Land and Water Conservation (DLWC) of water quality in Araluen in
2000 suggested a rapid response of groundwater levels to local rainfall (apparently interpreted by the
Proponent as suggesting a poor correlation between groundwater levels and surface water flows around the
Project Site and those in the Araluen area).

Arguments (a) and (b) are reasonable, but the evidence provided in support of arguments (c) and (d) is, at
best, circumstantial. There is no logical connection between groundwater levels in Araluen and distances
from the Project Site, nor between groundwater level and speed of recharge from local rainfall.

Omission of reference to relevant studies

The Environmental Assessment omits reference to a number of studies of water quality and quantity
undertaken in Araluen from 1999 to 2002, namely:

- Sanders, Y. (1997). Preliminary Groundwater Study at Araluen - Draft Report. DLWC, Centre for Natural
Resources Hydrogeology Unit. Draft Report No. CNR97.098, September;

- Willing, B. (1998). Araluen Groundwater Investigation Stage Il Report. DLWC, Centre for Natural
Resources, Draft Report, November;

- Pinner, A. (2000). Geomorphology and the Dispersal of Heavy Metals. A Study of the Moruya River
Catchment, NSW;,

- Metcalf, S. (2001?), in collaboration with NSW DLWC and the Australian Nuclear Science and Technology
Organisation (ANSTO), this study was conducted with the aim of achieving a greater understanding of the
aquifer structure, flow regimes, recharge areas and contribution of 'old' groundwater in the Araluen valley.
The report was prepared in fulfilment of requirements of the environmental science degree at the University of
Wollongong. | understand that a copy of the report was provided to the Araluen Community Water Users'
Association; and

- Pritchard, S. (April 2002). Araluen Valley Groundwater Monitoring Program: Preliminary Data Report June
1999 - June 2001.
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Failure to incorporate the findings of these reports on Araluen water quantity and quality is potentially
significant, particularly given the risk attributed to the Araluen aquifers by the DLWC in 1998 (DLWC, Aquifer
Risk Assessment Report, April 1998). The DLWC then assessed the Araluen Alluvium/Fractured Rocks
aquifer risk as 'high’, in fact among the highest for all coastal aquifers in NSW. While the specialist report on
groundwater prepared for the Proponent by Australasian Groundwater and Environmental Consultants notes,
in Section 4.5, that DLWC classified the Southern Tableland Granites and the South Coast Fractured Rock
Aquifer as 'low risk' aquifers, and that Majors Creek was not assessed by DLWC, the report inexplicably omits
reference to the Araluen aquifer risk.

The comparatively large number of investigations into groundwater quantity, quality and movement in Araluen
were driven by the water problems experienced in the late 1990s by Araluen residents. which were in turn
associated with the high level of assessed risk.

Monitoring of potential impact on Araluen water supply

While the Environmental Assessment appropriately proposes to monitor groundwater quality and quantity in
the Majors Creek area following commencement of the mining operation, there is apparently no proposal to
monitor any impact on the Araluen water supply. | recommend that the Proponent consult the NSW Office of
Water on an appropriate form of monitoring, via the test bores installed by the DLWC in Araluen in 1998. This
would enable assessment of the efficacy of the compensatory water proposed to be discharged into Majors
Creek. Any legacy impact of the Project on Araluen aquifers should be isolated and appropriately
compensated.
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Kane Winwood - Online Submission from Philip Machin of self (object)

From: Philip Machin <machin4@bigpond.com>

To: Kane Winwood <kane.winwood@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 27/10/2010 3:47 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Philip Machin of self (object)
CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

The report is large, but it is not sufficiently comprehensive to account for the impact on native flora and fauna both
locally and in the region. More work is needed to identify and explore the problems and manage the likely situation.

The environmental assessment claims to have discussed environmental impact with landowners and the wider
community. It is therefore surprising the Native Animal Rescue Group (local licensed wildlife group) was not
consulted to get an appraisal of the wildlife in the area. Majors Creek and Araluen region is particularly rich in
native wildlife and there are significant impacts to consider.

An Issue raised includes ?Impact on Wildlife? (Table 3.1), but this does not appear as an item discussed with
DECCW (Table 3.2), albeit ?Flora/Fauna? is listed. The reported discussions with DECCW (page 3-8) do not include
consideration of the immediate impact on native wildlife through noise, blast, vibration and increased road traffic.
The Native Animal Rescue Group has already seen significant disturbance of wildlife, with an increase in road kill,
due to the minimal test mining that has taken place so far.

The risk assessment (Table 3.6) is not correct. Biodiversity (Flora & Fauna) describes ?Potential Consequences?.
The ?Potential Environmental Impacts? need to include the destruction of the local native animal habitat and
population through actual habitat destruction (e.g. wombat burrows) and likely increase in disturbed wildlife with
nowhere to go. The Native Animal Wildlife Group is already aware of disruption to native animal welfare and a
consequent increase in death through road kill. The balance of native animal territory has been and will continue to
be disrupted. How is this to be managed over the initial years of mining operations? The impact on biodiversity is
also included under Noise and Vibration (for some reason ?blast? does not appear). The Potential Environmental
Impacts directly affect native flora and fauna, but there is no mention of this. It is suggested the impact of
vibration, noise and blast will not be limited to a local effect, but have a much wider impact regionally.

Table 3.10 is an Analysis of Unmitigated Environmental Risk. Again the report is not complete. The impact on
native animals is being felt right now due to the recent test drilling and blasting operations. Disturbance of flora
and fauna is a high (H) risk and should be treated as such. The disturbance of wildlife will impact on road safety, as
more animals run across roadways. in a disorientated state and adjacent wildlife territories become disrupted.

There are a number of wombats in the mining area of operations. Whilst they are described as ?common
wombats?, and they are not endangered, nobody knows how many exist, as the NSW research has not been done.
Table 5.1 provides a draft Statement of Commitments. It is noted at 5.6 with regard to wombat habitat, that effort
will be made to undertake ?ground disturbance? a few days before and then inspect all (wombat) burrows to
ensure they have vacated the proposed area of disturbance. It is likely that this approach will take considerably
longer than a few days and one wonders where the animals will go. Perhaps development can be staged and the
area avoided initially during construction to allow the animals to move away over several months. And what about
other native animals? Will they be ?relocated? too? The suggestion that native animals (in this case wombats only)
will be saved is commendable, but the approach is not convincing.

Environmental Monitoring (Table 5.1, section 15) needs to include an assessment of the flora and fauna both locally
and in the region prior to operations commencing and again afterwards. Only by doing a baseline survey will one
know just how much impact the mining operation is having. If the impact is too great will the NSW Government
remove the mine?s authority to operate? Perhaps one assumes all impact will be over and done with within the first
few months? of operation. Is the NSW Government ?comfortable? with the prospect that native animals in the
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Online Submission from Philip Machin of self (object) Page 2 of 2

region will be comprehensively disrupted with unknown consequences?

The Ecology Specialist Report only appears to cover the immediate ?Subject Site? (Part 2: Ecology Assessment p 2-
15 para 1.3). This is unfortunate, as the impact of noise, vibration and blast will cover a much larger area (as
indeed will be the loss of groundwater). This work needs to be repeated to cover all areas that will be impacted,
including regionally. There is a need to include all native flora and fauna that will be impacted ? not just threatened
species. How will threatened species be impacted regionally due to the loss of groundwater? Will any migratory
native animals be affected locally or regionally?

On the matter of groundwater, I have found no consideration of mining project impact on the loss of groundwater
beyond the immediate mining site area. As mentioned above in discussiing the impact on flora and fauna, the risks
go beyond the immediate mining site area. Surely there needs to be a comprehensive assessment of the impact of
reduced groundwater on the region as a whole not just locally. Majors Creek and the Araluen Valley and surrounds
are particularly rich in flora and fauna. The unknown consequence of removing so much groundwater may have
extraordinary impact ?downstream?. A more detailed assessment is needed.

Lastly, if the tailing's dam breaches, what will be the impact downstream?

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the report. I feel much more work needs to be done to assess the
impact on flora and fauna and how this can be managed.

Name: Philip Machin
Organisation: self

Address:
152 Weeroona Drive
Wamboin NSW 2620

IP Address: cpe-58-169-44-121.Ins3.civ.bigpond.net.au - 58.169.44.121

Submission for Job: #3871 Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10_0054)
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3871

Site: #2222 Dargues Reef Mine
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2222

Kane Winwood

E: kane.winwood@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Mr K Winwood

Senior Planning Officer

Major Development Assessment
NSW Department of Planuning
GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2000

Dear Mr Winwood

Individual Submission Concerning the Dargues Reef Gold Projeet- 10 0054

I have deliberately kept an open mind about the proposed mine throughout the
development stage. A series of social and environmental concerns were raised
through the Majors Creek Comumunity Liaison Committee and I looked carctully at
the responses provided by Cortona both by lctter and, more recently, through its
Envirommental Assessmernt report.

While Cortona has certainly tried to address a few of the concems raised, I am not in
a position to say with confidence that my major concerns have been allayed. Hence 1
must state that I object to the mine going ahead.

I request that the following “Conditions of Consent” be placed over the project:
Requested Conditions of Consent

1. That prior to formal approval being given for the project, the applicant be
required to provide funding so that an independent environmental assessment
be undertaken, or at least, a detailed independent analysis of the existing
assessment be done.

Reason: There is inadequate data contained in the current E4

2. That the applicant be required {0 operate only between the howrs of 8.00am
and 8.00pm: (ie 12 hours per day) from Monday to Friday's and 6 hours on
Saturdays for the first 12 months of fiill operation, to gauge the extent of the
of noise, dust and lighting interference levels that may occur, affecting the
residents of Majors Creek. If the levels are found to be acceptable then longer
hours can then be considered.

Reason: Majors Creek is a rural community. The operation of a 24/7 mining

operation so close to the villuge will have a devastating effect on owr quality of

life. At the very least there should be a restriction placed on the hours until a full
and proper assessment of the impact can be macde.

3. That the applicant, in addition o the planning agreement with Palerang
Couneil, be required to fund the building of an overtaking lane at some point
on the Majors Creek Road and to upgrade the Back Creek road leading
towards Captain’s Flat as an alternative route for local traffic to Braidwood.
Also that the applicant not be permitted to have its heavy vehicles on the
Majors Creek Road during the hours of operation of the local school bus.
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Reason: The increased light and heavy vehicle rraffic on Majors Creek Road will
be significant. I am very concerned that a serious traffic gecident will occur,
particularly during our regular periods of fog.

4. That the applicant be required to creatc an independenily operated trust fund
for the purpose of financially supporting a wide variety of Majors Creek
community projects.

Reason: The impact of the mine is most significantly on the residents of Majors

Creek, if we are to suffer its consequences, then there should be some fangible

benefit provided. The applicant has indicated to the community that it is prepared

to consider this proposal.

5. That the applicant be required 1o establish a comprehensive process wherehy
any resident who is adversely atfected by the operation of the mine is
adequately compensated.

Reason: Residents directly affected by the noise levels, ground and swrface water

reductions, structural movement in theiv homes (if any} ete should he adequately

compensated.

6. That the applicant be required to enter into an agreement with Palerang
Council to upgrade the current waste management site (the tip) at Majors
Creek.

Reason: This would be a project that would substantially benefit local residents.

Thank you for your consideration of this submission.

fotD Mol

Peter Malone

3 King St
Majors Creek NSW 2622
02 48461343
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Political Donations Disclosure Statement to Minister or the Director-General

 you are requirec vrder seciicn 147(3) of ths Environmientat P

tann ng and Assessment Act 1979 to disclose any poliical donations (see Page 7 for defalls), please fif i this form aad Sign befow.

Distiosyrg statement delapls 11 - -

Name of person making ihis disclosure
address or other description)

Peren. F\ALone PA lo_co%t

Em.::mzu applicaiion reterence {e.g. DA REmoer, m_mz:_mm mvu_wn.mmg title or ﬂmﬁmﬂmimm_ va_uw%

Your interest in the planning apglication {cirdle reisvant option below)

You are the APPLICANT YES ! ND OR You 218 a PERSOM MAKING A SUBMISSICN N RELATION TO AN APPLICATION ®w NO

Donor's ammnmﬂ_ﬁ,.mnaﬁmm or entity's &m_mﬂa_.ma address or

Name of donor ﬁ_o,. ABN it an mnmﬂ&
other official oifice of the donor donalion was made

| Name of R@ mq.,wwaon for whose benett the | Daie donaton _

! hﬂo:»& value
; made of donation

Noge

LOLW

Flzase lis! all reportable polfiical donations—additional space is provided overdeaf & required,

By slgning below, 1iwa hereby declare thal all informaticn comEines within this stalement is accurate at the lime of signing.

Signature({s) and Date |

Nemes]

e7eA_ M\AcLane

Leivgeegen X¥d €260 0T0¢ TE/T0
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Pagel of 1

George Mobayed- Dargue's Reef Mine, Major's Creek

From:  Angela Marshall <asmarshalll1@gmail.cc
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.i
Date: 26/10/2010 12:23 P

Subject: Dargue's Reef Mine, Major's Cre

Reference number 10 0054
To whom it may concern,

| am writing to object to the proposed Dargue'sfRaae project. | lived just outside Majors Creek
over twenty years, raised my two children there wadall derived immense personal and social
benefits from living in and exploring that enviroant — we gained knowledge of the natural
environment, the area’'s prehistory and its potnial history, including, of course, its minihgstory,
and became familiar with its erratic meteorology alimate. The previous gold rushes have left
incontrovertible evidence of the damage causedalsy gold exploration and mining on such a fragile
and dynamic environment. Some areas have recovattegts are only just re-knitting themselves and
others will be forever sterilised by the soil eowsand disruption caused by mining.

Mining, tailings dams, and water extraction (thegwsed quantities required seem to be extremely
large) and water disposal (many mines in the aa®a hequired de-watering, particularly after a wet
year, of water containing a cocktail of mineraldgl @ements that can have consequences for many
plants and animals) affect not just the immediatality of a mining venture but follow drainagedm
downhill and over the waterfall into the valley il The interrelationships of soil, water, vegetatis
animals, birds and insects are not always immdgiatevious, particularly when the numbers of some
of the species are already very low or the indigldware seasonally rare (or abundant) or evehgin t
case of some birds, migratory. These all need tstindied carefully before the mine can be allowed t
go ahead with confidence that this ecosystem cauiveuand even continue to recover from the 19th
and 20th centuries' mining ventures.

The other noteworthy feature of the area is theeex¢ volatility of the rainfall, both in terms afisua
rainfall totals but also, and more importantly frtime point of view of the safety of a tailings dahe
nature and scale of the rainfall events. The maithis part of the Southern Tablelands is not
particularly seasonal nor predictable but has l@emvn to occur as major downfalls leading to flash
flooding. A single-walled tailings dam seems to tmée manifestly inadequate when one takes into
account both the steepness of the terrain anddtesmnal rainfall events that have triggered ftoit
the past. In the past month we have seen the dgicestaused by the failure of a tailings dam in
Hungary after an unseasonal deluge — and, givemthay climate change models predict lower
rainfall but more intense weather events, a simgiled dam in a steep catchment seems to me tc
an unacceptable risk of downstream damage.

| request that a full and detailed environmentakasment be made of the proposed mine and its
activities, including the effect of any mining, waextraction and/or disposal on both the immediate
area around the mine site and on Majors Creek;d@fle and the Araluen River downstream from the
site for a distance of at least ten kilometres.

Yours sincerely,
Angela Marshall

56 Hillcrest Avenue
North Naroomg
NSW 254¢

Phone no.: 02 447632

file://C:\Documents and Settings\gmobayed\Locati®gs\Temp\XPgrpwise\4CC¢... 27/10/201!



76, Burke Street

Majors Creek, NSW, 2622

269 October 2010

Mining & industry Projects

Dep. Planning

REF:  10-0054

To whom it may concern,

As long term residents of Majors Creek, some thirty years, we wish to inform the Minister of our
concerns regarding the proposed Dargues Reef Gold Mine ai Majors Creek.

WATER
>The proposed amount of water 10 be used and the subsegquent drog in the water table.

> Undertakings by the mine to replenish suppiies do not make up for the natural flow of the creek,
and the subsequent impact on the ecology of the creek,

>We have a spring on our property which we rely on in times of drought when our dam supply is
low.We would not want the drop in the water table to affect cur use of the spring.

NOISE

>Majors Creek is a very quiet village, a residential area. The proposed mine is on an industrial scale,
with 24 hour operations planned. Continual noise at any level at night is an impingement of the
enjoyment of life in this village.

TRAFFIC

>The increase in trafic, especially from trucks on the Majors Creek-Braidwood Road will have a
definite impact on local residents, not only those using the road, but Braidwood residents.



IMPACT ON WIDER ENVIRONMENT

t object o the proposed Dargues Reef mining project on the grounds that no assessment has been
made of the impact on the loss of groundwater beyond the two square kilometre radms of the
mine, nor on the fragile and threatened eco systems bellow the mine.

I request more time for these and other questions raised by the Environmental Assessment to he
investigated, including test bores 2-6 kilometres downstream from the mine site, to test the impact
of drilling on the groundwater over a period of a year, to allow for variation in rainfail.

| also request that a detailed assessment be made of endangered, critically endangered and
threatened flora and fauna in the four kilometres below the mine site. This also needs a year for

Completion, as some species are migratory and others, such as the endangered powerful owl, can
only be easily identified in late winter when they are calling.

| also request that a detailed assessment be made of heritage and Indigenous sites 2-6 kilometres
downstream from the proposed mine site and the tailings dam.

Yours faithfully

Gatron o

Maureen McAuliffe & Peter Gillespie
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Submission to the Palerang Shire Council concerninthe Dargue’s Reef Mining Project

As some members of the Council will be aware | haxigen extensively on mining history,
heritage and environmental matters for well ovey tecades. Most of my work has been in
southern NSW, and this region in particular. ir@sic that on the eve of the release of my
next book Dust and Dreams.Mining Communities in South-East New South Wales, that the
issue of mining and the environment should agaseris head.

Over the last week or so | have noted the fierdmtieconcerning this project. Unlike many
commentators | have visited the site. | did saolelhg the request from my publishers that |
give what is essentially a history book presentigdgvance by referring to local mining
developments and the environmental and heritagéealgas that they pose. Dust and
Dreams | stated that the sheer size of many new minigepts and the availability of heavy
hauling and extractive machinery meant that sonmengioperations, particularly open-cut
ones, will leave a large permanent scar on theskzaqae, and that contamination from tailings
dams will remain a serious environmental concern.

As the Dargues mine is underground the risks floeformer are much less. Not so the
tailings issue; the environmental challenges ofnéw mine are substantial because both it
and the processing area lie within the Araluentvaent area.

| said in the book that the project was very muehfuture face of mining in Australia, which
requires companies to consult with local inter@stigs and meet a plethora of regulations
and environmental safeguards. In the case of Dartiigemining company has had several
meetings with local residents and as a consequa®abandoned its original intention to use
open cut mining and cyanidation. The company hss given attention to waste disposal and
site rehabilitation, in particular the removal @ious weeds, something that successive
councils and landcare groups have been either limgvdr unable to effect.

Majors Creek is not, as some would suggest, ameisinvironment, but a highly degraded
one, not just by mining but over-grazing. Perhdyes is something that the Council should
look at afresh as part of its review of this projec

| have now had a chance to study the environmestdssment report and wish to comment
on the issues surrounding the placement of theagaildam. It is noted that the dam is located
atop the Majors Creek catchment area and ther#ferAraluen catchment area, and that the
wall will face downslope, heightening the fearsrany local residents that a collapse of the
wall would lead to a spillage of tailings into MegadCreek and ultimately the Araluen Valley.
The parlous state of the rivers downstream frome@s®wn in Tasmania are evidence of the
damage that unrestricted tailings flows can caBaeof course we don’t have to go that far
afield to appreciate such damage. The collapseeoCaptains Flat tailings dams in 1939 and
1942 led to the destruction of prime grazing laluth@ the Molonglo River, and litigation

that went on for almost two decades.

Today, tailings dams are much better constructed jrathe case of Dargue’s Reef it is noted
that measures would be put in place to preventaggeand to divert surface water flows. |



also understand that there is a possibility that#ilings could be used to backfill the mine,
thus reducing the quantity of tailings in the dam.

This all seems very responsible and far-sightet] bm not an environmental engineer, and
if there is any doubt at all in the Council’s miadd by the relevant state and federal

instrumentalities on the safety and appropriatené#ss tailings facility then either the mine
should not go ahead, or the location and struaifitee tailings dam should be reconsidered.

| have written the above with every effort to basgviews on a responsible risk assessment,
and being fully aware of the economic benefitstfa Shire that would flow from this mine.
But the overriding consideration should be thetyaded future of the environment and the
welfare of its residents, some of whom would seg@ tlarms and homes at risk if the dam
wall were to collapse.

| assume the Council will study the views of that&tgovernment environmental authorities
prior to any decision about the mine, and in daad urge that the above points be kept in
mind, and that every effort be made to ensureghatronmental risks are addressed

Kind regards

Dr Barry McGowan

Heritage consultant and historian and Visiting &wlhat the ANU School of Archaeology and
Anthropology.



Political Donations Disclosure Statement to Minister or the Director-General

If you are reguired under section 147(3) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 fo disclose any poiitical donations {see Page 1 for defails), please filf in this form and sign below

Disclosure statement details

MName of person making this disclosura Planning application reference (e.g. DA number, planning application title or reference, property
_ Al w pa i address or other description) = f . 2 2
DA AARKXT Me GOWAA) OARGUE'S AEEF MINE .Eh\.\‘_ﬁ.._hw CARAEEN @QDF__ml.

T

Your interest in the planning application (circle relevant option below)
You are the APPLICANT YES @ OR You are a PERSON MAKING A SUBMISSION IN RELATION TO AN APPLICATION YES NG

“Reportable political donations made by person making this declaration or by other relevant persons

* State below any mportabis poitical donations you have made over v Televant perfod (See plossary on page 2} If e donation was made by an ealify fand nol by you as an indhvidual) inclide the Ausiralian Susiness Mumber (ABN)
* if you &re the applicant of a refevant planning application stale below any repartabie poltical donations that you know, or cught easonabiy o know, were made by any persons with a financial interest in the planning sppication. OF
*If you are @ person making & submission y relafion fo Bn sppiicafion sfate beiow any repartabie pokical donakons thal you krow, or ought reasonablly (o know, were made by an ausociale

Mame of donor (or ABM if an entity) Donor's residental address or entity's registered address or Mame of party or person for whose benefit the | Date donation Amount! value
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Dargues Reef Gold Project PA 10_0054 29.0Octob£620

For such a major project, insufficient time hasrbgien for close examination of the details of
the Environmental Assessment by R.W. Corkery & @emy

(a)the key role of water issues including consitlr impact on the alluvial & granodiorite
aquifers, interference and reduction of the growatdwdischarges due to the proposed
underground mine operation, dewatering and stagirmundwater dependent ecosystems

(b) tailings storage facility (TSF) (25 m high emkment) during and following completion, of
mining related operations.

Extension of time for submissions would allow development of mordemstanding and logical
questioning of contradictions and /or possibly gasling by omission, in regard to Moruya and
Shoalhaven Catchment discharges (as apparenttiosdct.5) in relation to quality , quantities
and impact, and contentions therein..

Absence of examination and approvals or otherwise for (i) the dewatering of the undetgrd
mining and (ii)the adequacy of the TSF containnsénicture or necessity for a secondary , both
crucial features of the project, does at this sttgad to suggest that other detailed comment on
impacts of the proposal may be premature.

Questions on Waste rock quantities, management and impditd disposal from the surface
hinge on estimates of tonnage, and volumetric nreasent of loose as against solid rock.,
which is not clear..Hence whether there will bdae residue to clear.

Questionable also are the implied local socio-and economic fitsn® communities such as
Majors Creek and Braidwood which may be adverse

Comment from Terence O’Brien
76 Pennant Hills Rd.,

North Parramatta.NSW

2151.
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Kane Winwood - Reference number 10 0054 - re Dar gues Reef mining proj ect

From:  "Cathy Owen" <cathy-owen@bigpond.com>

To: <plan_comment@pl anning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 3/11/2010 7:11 AM

Subject: Reference number 10 0054 - re Dargues Reef mining project

Name: Cathy Owen
Address: 593 Majors Creek Rd Braidwood 2622

| have never made a political donation.

| write as a concerned local resident living on the road exiting the mine site. This is a small rural community of
farming families. Our children travel to school along this minor road. The proposed mine would increase the
traffic flow of large trucks beyond any safe capacity of the road and to the detriment of our community
amenity. Any consideration of the proposal requires careful traffic controls. Simply approving a widening of the
road would not alleviate the safety and noise issues. This is an unsuitable site for this development.

| object to the proposed Dargues Reef mining project for the following reasons:

1. I do not believe there will be any benefit to the local community,

2. 1 do not believe the proposal has the interests of the local community in mind,

3. | believe the proposal will have a negative impact on the Majors Creek community in terms of acoustic and
visual privacy,

4. | believe the proposal will have a negative affect upon my neighbouring communities in Araluen,
Braidwood, Bells Creek, Riedsdale and Jembaicumbene,

5. | believe the 24 hour per day operation of the mining facility is totally unacceptable,

6. | believe the 24 hour per day operation of the mining facility will reduce the value of my property, and if the
mine should operate under the proposal as set forth, i should have legal grounds to claim against the
shareholders, directors, managing directors and all others concerned with Big Island Mining Pty Ltd (or as we
know them Cortona), the local council (Palerang), the State Government or the Federal Government,

7. 1 believe the proposal will have a negative affect upon the groundwater levels and aquifer of the
surrounding locality, and i believe it will have a negative impact upon the communities of Majors Creek and
Araluen and will have a direct negative impact upon the local businesses, individuals and families in the
locality,

8. | believe the proposed tailings dam is completely unacceptable and poses a severe threat to the
individuals, communities, ecosystems and natural habitats of all plants and animals that live (RL below) that of
the dam, between Majors Creek and the coast.

9. | believe that the proposal will have a negative impact upon any indigenous site downstream of the
proposed location,

10. | believe the increased semi trailer movements associated with the mine operations will have a severe
impact upon the Majors Creek Road, the Araluen Road and the Kings Highway,

11. I believe that if Big Island Mining Pty Ltd (or as we know them Cortona) were to propose to mine in
neighbouring regions and process any of this material at the Majors Creek site that they should be prevented
from doing this as it will only further the negative affects upon the local community at Majors Creek,

12. | believe the increased traffic movements associated with the staff working at the mine will have a
negative affect upon the communities of Majors Creek and Braidwood,

13. | believe that if the locality surrounding the mine (any residence within a 5 km radius of the subject site),
has an existing ambient noise level below 30dB(A) between the hours of 7pm and 7am, that ANY increase in
this level is totally unacceptable, and if the mine should operate under the proposal as set forth, i should have
legal grounds to claim against the shareholders, directors, managing directors and all others concerned with
Big Island Mining Pty Ltd (or as we know them Cortona), the local council (Palerang), the State Government
or the Federal Government,

14. | believe that the amount of dust or airborne matter associated with works at the mine, through plant and
machinery, and the increased traffic movements along internal roads will have a negative affect upon the
surrounding community,

15. It is my opinion that the proposal does not comply with the Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act (the EPBC Act) and as such this development should require the Federal Governments
approval before proceeding,

16. | believe the specific climatic circumstances (including the heavy fog patterns) have not been taken into
account in the EA, and as such the assessment and its recommendations are incorrect,

file://C:\Documents and Settings\gmobayed\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\dCD12A... 4/11/2010
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17. | believe it is my right as a resident of the locality to have my opinions heard and taken into consideration
when decisions about any development in the area are made by any government body.

Cathy Owen
“Woodford”

593 Majors Creek Rd
Braidwood NSW 2622
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Kane Winwood - Online Submission from Allan Perry (object)

From: Allan Perry <amperryl@bigpond.com>

To: Kane Winwood <kane.winwood@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 27/10/2010 6:21 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Allan Perry (object)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Dear Sir/ Madam,

I am concerned with the Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10_0054) and other projects that have toxic chemicals
(including arsenic) in the mine waste being stored for extended periods. The wastes are toxic to the wildlife
surrounding the site and there is no way of stoping them from entering the waste. There is no fail safe way of
stopping toxic liquids leaching into the ground and contaminating sub surface water passages.

We can no longer have restricted water use for primary production of food and then allow unrestricted
contamination of water by miners just because they can pay more for the water. The water used by farmers does
not become lethal to the wildlife that drinks the fluid!

If it means that the price of minerals goes up due to restricted mining operations then there will be more effort put
in to recover the mineral from consumer waste products.

Before this, and any other future mining projects get the go ahead, there must be a process in place to stabilise the
waste as they are generated by the miner.

Name: Allan Perry

Address:

109 Cheltenham Road,

Croydon NSW 2132

IP Address: cpe-124-183-122-57.Ins15.ken.bigpond.net.au - 124.183.122.57

Submission for Job: #3871 Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10_0054)
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3871

Site: #2222 Dargues Reef Mine
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2222

Kane Winwood

E: kane.winwood@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Kane Winwood - Online Submission from Martyn Phillips (object)

From: Martyn Phillips <martjan@bordernet.com.au>

To: Kane Winwood <kane.winwood@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 21/10/2010 8:41 AM

Subject: Online Submission from Martyn Phillips (object)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Living on the Deua River downstream from the site of the proposed development I am uneasy about the effects of
the operation on the surface and groundwater.

While I understand that processing of the ore will be undertaken off site ( and such is welcomed!)I am uneasy
about the effect of the operations on the existing mine site and whatever remains of the old processes there.

There is scant information in the proposal detail about what chemicals and reactants will be stored on site and what
effect these might have on the catchmant and its waters.

My major concerns therefore are of the effects that the proposed mine will have on the catchment and thus the
Deua River and what specific safety arrangements will be provided to guarantee that there will be no adverse
effects.

I am also concerned about the effect that the mine would have on the general amenity of the Majors Ck township
and surrounding area. My family travels to the area regularly and are concerned about the visual and social
disruption the mine would create.

The old workings are still very visable and I believe are in need of considerable restoration work. To permit another
mine would seem to only compound the problems there. Will the proponents undertake the rehabilitation of the
existing old mine site as well as restoration of the new site works?

Name: Martyn Phillips

Address:

2274 Araluen Road

DEUA RIVER VALLEY NSW 2537

IP Address: - 59.154.42.226

Submission for Job: #3871 Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10_0054)
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3871

Site: #2222 Dargues Reef Mine
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2222

Kane Winwood

E: kane.winwood@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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30 October 2010

Dept of Mining and Industry Projects.
Dargues Reef Gold Project, Majors Creek.

Ref No: 10_0064

To Whom it may concern

We are writing o express our concern over the certainty of a significant increase in
heavy truck traffic passing through Braidwood's already busy main street, and along
the King's Highway, as a conseguence of the mining operations proposed at
Dargues Reef in Majors Creek.

We live right on the H'way at the Northern end of the town, right at the first sharp 45
degree bend of the road and have to deal with many small accidents as is, as
drivers, notwithstanding the 60 Km limit and all warning signs, overshoot the corer
and end up in our yard, At this already dangerous bend, and ell the turning points
along the maln road across Braidwood, the loud and disturbing noise made by the
use of compression braking in a village environment is intglerable,

The increase In the traffic by heavy vehicles originating from, or going to the
proposed mining operations, will add to the Kings Highway's already heavy traffic of
over 3 rillion cars per year (RTA figures). Braidwood's maln street, designed in the
1840's to accomrnodate horse drawn buggies!! is the arterial road to the South Coast
from Canberra, Without any alternative option, it is already used by many large semi
trailors as well as very large logging trucks, cattle trucks and the bumper-to-bumper
fiow of Canberra holiday makers.

One other point fo consider is the Monkittee Bridge, just around the corner from us.
This bridge Is our only means of walking up to town, it has a single footpath only
withaut any protection for pedestrians walking next to the road, and is used by many
school children daily. Extra heavy vehicle transport on this bridge is a disaster
waiting to happen.

In these circumstances:
Your figures for your truck usage on the highway seem fo be very “light”, but

aven with 10 semis or dog trucks per day, that is 20 trips per day over a 24
hour period, equal to about 1 per hour, at least.
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According to the article in the Braidwood Times (27 October 2010), you
anticipate “transporting 354,000 tonns of ore a year, transporied from the site
by truck.” If that passes through Braidwood that would mean 11,800 thirty ton
trucks a year OR 32 trucks per day, one way. Sixty four movements per 24
hours, or 2.5 movements per hour.

Could Braidwood cope with that up and down its main street? Would you like all this
heavy traffic down your street, where you live?

No.

On one of the most dangerous roads in the region, the King's Highway would
become a nightmare to drive. Even “just” 10 extra trucks per day would contribute
greatly to putting public safety at significant risk, where an already heavy traffic
travels on roads with scarce overtaking opportunities,

And as for llving on the highway as we do, this constant noisy movement, and
increased traffic is of great concern.

If you whish to transport your product, don’t do it through the Heritage Listed town of
Braidwood = create and use a bypass to ensure the Integrity and safety of
Braidwood and its residents,

Regards N

.:"'/
MrsCheryl Raper & Mr Don Raper
14 Solus St Braldwood. 2622
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Political Donations Disclosure Statement to Minister or the Director-General
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Submission: Re. Proposed Dargues Reef Gold Mine — Majors Creek
Reference: 100054 - 2010

Name: Donald William Robertson
Address: Lot 3 Grey Gums Road, Majors Creek, NSW 2622
Contacts: Ph. 0419682066, email. donrobertsonl@gmail.com

The basis of this submission relates to (a) scale, (b) impact on water tables,(c)
environmental issues and (d) infrastructure and expansion.

(@) Scale

Whenever mines are located adjacent to, or within the context of small rural communities,
there are implications as to noise, dust and general activity which significantly impacts on the
guality of life of residents. In this case, the scale of the operation becomes a negative impact
on the Major’s Creek village. Despite assurances that mine operations will keep noise, dust
etc. underground and despite the proposed construction of noise and visual attenuation
measures, surface operation activity will never contain dust and especially noise, which will
reverberate across the valley to the village itself and to neighbouring properties.

Outside the surface footprint, truck and other vehicle movements will spread noise along the
roads at levels well beyond the normal small vehicle noise footprint. Day or night truck noise
will continually impact upon otherwise the silence of a rural existence.

The impact of a proposed tailings dam again demonstrates the lack of attention to the
development’s scale and the impact of that scale ‘spreading’ to the neighbouring
environment. The surface operations impact will be unacceptably significant, especially if the
operations seek expansion approval in the future.

(b) Impact on Water Tables

To suggest that the removal of circa 66.2 megalitres of water from surface and underground
tables (at depths of 1 to 10 metres), will have minimal or acceptable impact on the quantity
and quality of the Majors Creek catchment is absurd. Also, to suggest that this impact will be
limited to the adjacent aquifer cannot be taken as correct and should be tested. Whenever
mining disturbs the immediate and fragile water table and feed-flow systems, such impacts
invariably impact negatively upon surface and underground catchments well beyond the
operational footprints. In this case, there must be detailed consideration given to this impact.
There must be a complete study of the water table to the 10 kilometre radius points to
assess the long term environmental impacts of such large scale water capture.

The rainfall for the area is unpredictable and variable. The village and its surrounding
properties must not be ‘left wondering’ about the likely water level and quality reduction for
the flora and fauna of the area. We cannot simply accept modelling that minimises water
impacts, where there are plenty of examples where mine development modelling in NSW
has failed and communities are now faced with permanent changes to water sources and


mailto:donrobertson1@gmail.com

courses; eg the current debate over the Thirlmere Lake system and other mine-affected
Southern Highlands aquifers.

(9] Environmental Issues

The EPA Act covers extensively matters of developmental impact. The main concerns of the
residents (including myself) those impacts relating to noise (refer above) and the visual
impact of the built footprint and the activity (visual and noise) generated from 24/7
operations. The visual and noise impacts may be curtailed to some extent by proposed
attenuation works. However there will be no ‘lid’ on such impacts and they will be seen
and/or heard at considerable distances, given the nature of the topography and its capacity
to ‘send’ noise in particular, to the wider Majors Creek community. Intermittent noise is often
worse than noise continuity, but both are unacceptable in this case.

Also, there are significant concerns about the initial and on-going disturbances to wildlife
habitats, in and around the site. | am requesting a more thorough investigation of the mine’s
impact upon such habitats, adjoining nature reserves and the national park, not just at the
footprint fringes, but well beyond, to corridors and migratory locations and habitats which
may be under additional threat.

(d) Infrastructure and Expansion

The developers are claiming that they will be responsible for ensuring that there is adequate
road infrastructure up-grading to cope with heavy and light vehicle movements. While there
have been commitments to upgrades, these commitments appear ad hoc and fail, in my
view, to take account of continual damage likely to occur, as mine activity increases. There
is no doubt that the present development will be expanded once the ore body yield dictates
commercial reality. This will mean further impact on carrying and intersecting roads. | am
unclear how these on-going impacts are to be compensated by the developers and/or
whether such general infrastructure will be maintained through contributions to Council and,
whether Council will inevitably be forced to use other infrastructure funding to boost
maintenance of roads in the future.

Don Robertson
30™ October 2010
(emailed on this date)
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From: angelo rossi <raame@skymesh.com.au>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 1/11/2010 5:26 pm

Subject: Reference number 10 0054

Name:angelo rossi
Address: 288 charleys forest rd mongarlowe 2622
Reference number 10 0054

| object to the proposed Dargues Reef mining project for the following
reasons:

1. I do not believe there will be any benefit to the local community,

2. 1 do not believe the proposal has the interests of the local
community in mind,

3. | believe the proposal will have a negative impact on the Majors
Creek community in terms of acoustic and visual privacy,

4. | believe the proposal will have a negative affect upon my
neighbouring communities in Araluen, Braidwood, Bells Creek, Riedsdale
and Jembaicumbene,

5. 1 believe the 24 hour per day operation of the mining facility is
totally unacceptable,

6. | believe the 24 hour per day operation of the mining facility

will reduce the value of my property, and if the mine should operate
under the proposal as set forth, i should have legal grounds to claim
against the shareholders, directors, managing directors and all others
concerned with Big Island Mining Pty Ltd (or as we know them Cortona),
the local council (Palerang), the State Government or the Federal
Government,

7. | believe the proposal will have a negative affect upon the
groundwater levels and aquifer of the surrounding locality, and i
believe it will have a negative impact upon the communities of Majors
Creek and Araluen and will have a direct negative impact upon the
local businesses, individuals and families in the locality,

8. | believe the proposed tailings dam is completely unacceptable and
poses a severe threat to the individuals, communities, ecosystems and
natural habitats of all plants and animals that live (RL below) that

of the dam, between Majors Creek and the coast.

9. | believe that the proposal will have a negative impact upon any
indigenous site downstream of the proposed location,

10. | believe the increased semi trailer movements associated with the
mine operations will have a severe impact upon the Majors Creek Road,
the Araluen Road and the Kings Highway,

11. I believe that if Big Island Mining Pty Ltd (or as we know them
Cortona) were to propose to mine in neighbouring regions and process
any of this material at the Majors Creek site that they should be
prevented from doing this as it will only further the negative affects
upon the local community at Majors Creek,

12. | believe the increased traffic movements associated with the

staff working at the mine will have a negative affect upon the
communities of Majors Creek and Braidwood,

13. I believe that if the locality surrounding the mine (any residence
within a 5 km radius of the subject site), has an existing ambient

noise level below 30dB(A) between the hours of 7pm and 7am, that ANY
increase in this level is totally unacceptable, and if the mine should
operate under the proposal as set forth, i should have legal grounds

to claim against the shareholders, directors, managing directors and
all others concerned with Big Island Mining Pty Ltd (or as we know
them Cortona), the local council (Palerang), the State Government or
the Federal Government,

14. | believe that the amount of dust or airborne matter associated
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with works at the mine, through plant and machinery, and the increased
traffic movements along internal roads will have a negative affect
upon the surrounding community,

15. It is my opinion that the proposal does not comply with the
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act (the EPBC
Act) and as such this development should require the Federal
Governments approval before proceeding,

16. | believe the specific climatic circumstances (including the heavy
fog patterns) have not been taken into account in the EA, and as such
the assessment and its recommendations are incorrect,

17. | believe it is my right as a resident of the locality to have my
opinions heard and taken into consideration when decisions about any
development in the area are made by any government body.

yours faithfully angelo rossi
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George Mobayed - Fw: Dargues Reef Mine, Majors Creek ; ref 10 0054

From: "lado ruzicka' <ladoruz@braidwood.net.au>

To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 28/10/2010 7:18 PM

Subject: Fw: Dargues Reef Mine, Majors Creek ; ref 10 0054

----- Original Message -----

From: lado ruzicka

To: plan _Comment

Sent: Thursday, October 28, 2010 6:57 PM

Subject: Dargues Reef Mine, Majors Creek ; ref 10 0054

We have lived in Majors Creek for more than 25 years, and support the proposal for the gold mine at Dargues Reef
(Ref 10 0054).

Over the period of several years that Cortona has been prospecting for gold and planning this mine, the company has
called several public meetings to explain its plans to the local community. In addition, Cortona has been in regular
communication with the committee established in Majors Creek to oversee the mine proposal, and its full written replies
to all issues raised by that committee have been circulated to the community.

Major concerns which were raised by the community - for example, reluctance to have gold extracted on site because
of the potentially dangerous chemicals involved - have been met by the mine owners (in this example, by agreeing
that the extraction processes would be undertaken elsewhere).

As part of the commitment to community consultation, before the mine's Environmental Impact Assessment was made
public a month ago, Cortona and the independent consultants for that Assessment held a two-day showing of the
findings at the Majors Creek village hall. The event was well publicised, and the consultants were available throughout
to answer questions or provide additional information.

We believe that the process of community consultation has been impressive dropout the mine's evolution.

We also believe that the mine has much to offer not only to Majors Creek but the whole Braidwood

district. Employment opportunities in the area are extremely few; most young people have to leave to get jobs
elsewhere. The mine offers employment and - perhaps even more important - is prepared to provide training to suitable
applicants. More generally, the mine is expected to contribute considerably to the economy of a district in which
average incomes have historically been, and continue to be, very low.

In addition, Cortona has offered to set up an independent trust fund to finance community projects over a long term. It
has already donated on an ad-hoc basis to a number of local projects, including the establishment of a children's
playground and refurbishment of the Community Hall and other village amenities within Majors Creek, and the
purchase of valuable historical artefacts for the Braidwood Museum.

Expression of interest: We have a small ($600) holding of Cortona shares.
Dr Lado Ruzicka, FASSA and Prof. Penny Kane Ruzicka, MSc (Econ).

The OId School
15 George Street
Majors Creek
NSW 2622
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The Director General B & K Sanderson

NSW Government 4 Red Hill Road N
Department of Planning Majors Creek HEOEIVED
PO Box 39 NW 2622

Sydney 9 00T gmmp
NSW 2001 ) Tel/Fax: o/~ 02 6282572,(56,26_\, '

Mob: 0407 451 591 = SUAGr-Gisners)
E Mail: azbrath@grapevine.com.au’

Dargues Reef Mine
Major Project Application No. PA 10-0054

Dear Sir,

Please find the enclosed joint submission on the Environmental Assessment for the
above project and nil return forms for political donations from us both.

We have no objection to our submission with our names being made available to the
proponent, other intersted public authorities and on your Department's website.

Yours sincerely
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Dr Brian R. Sanderson Dr Karis M Sanderson

27 October 2010 27 October 2010



ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT - XARGUES REEF MINE
Major Project Application Mo. PA 10-0054
Submission by Brian & Karis Sanderson

We have been impressed by Cortona's professionalism and its consultative and
conscientious approach to the mine proiect, and have no pre-formed opinion about it. This
submission nevertheless covers some general questions and items relevant for us as our
home, iike others, is very near the proposed mine and we border its extended envelope. Cur -
landowner reference is missing in the nresent Environmental Assessment { EA ), and we
understand that this will be added and is not a problem.

The matters we wish {o raise are as follows:

1. Economic benefit to Braidwood and region

The EA summary estimates the mine will contribute $3 fo $7m a year to the iocal and
regional economy. It could be that this estimate will change if the conditions and costs of
the project are revised in the final approval process. Insofar as economic benefit is a
relevant consideration in an environmental assessment, its inclusion perhaps argues for
a rigorous cost-benefit analysis. The net benefit for Braidwood and surrounds would
take into account the likely reduction in the growth of long-term residential building in the
area as a result of mining and/or processing operating 24/7 for @ years or longer.

2. Current application and possible follow-up proiects

The EA ascribes approximately 8 vears to the mining project. The project objectives
further mention processing "additional mineral resources that may be identified within
or in the vicinily of the project site”, In addition an ASX anncuncement from Cortona (7
October 2010 ) describes a "multi-pronged plan {is) o progress the Dargues Reef ...
with aggressive near-mine and regional exploration programs to underpin a long-term
gold production business.” It would be helpful to clarify how far, after the closure of the
mine that is the subject of the present EA, the crusher and flotation plant would be used
on site in the longer term, and operate 24/7 7 Extended use may have significant
implications for water use issues and the groundwater recavery times estimated in the
current EA.

3. Water consumption & impacts

The EA foreshadows the need for very large volumes of water, and the specialist study
recognises some degree of uncertainty in both its availability and the behaviour of
surface and ground water systems, and in the overall recovery time for groundwater
levels in the area. It also acknowiedges the likelihood of some bores being unusable for
those who depend upon them locally, and mentions compensation for those affected.
Procedures and costs for manitoring water quality, availability and responses including
compensation could form part of any detailed contingency plan, which might in turn feed
info a cost-benefit analysis for the mine. Since water related impacls may encompass a
range' of complex effects and causes it could prove simplistic for the EA summary to
assert that the upstream position of Majors Creek village is adequate to isolate its
existing water supply from ali water-related impacts.
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4 Noise and Vibration

The Report predicts likely noise and vibration levels during mine establishment and
subsequent 24/7 activities, including from blasting, machinery operation and vehicle
movements. It is not clear however if the as needs use of the hydraulic rock breaker will
include its night time operation. The transmission of sound and vibration through the air
and ground sfrata, and the effects in and upon buildings are not easy to predict; this is
presumably reflected in the range of locations nominated for monitoring. For houses

closest to the mine in particular, levels of noise and vibration monitored throughout -

operations should include a frequency analysis, since this affects both transmission and
the ear's response. In addition there should be reliable published procedures for
reporting, and for remedial action in case regulatory levels are exceeded.
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Political donations
disclosure statement

NEW GZ)VLH\?;H Nr: ;"“*;3
- Department of Plannmg

Difice use onty:

Datg moeived: (1 Planning application no.

This form may be used to make a political donations disclosure under
section 147(3) of the Environmenial Planning Assessment Act 1979 for
applications or public submissions to the Minister or the Director-General.

Please read the following information before filling out the Disclosure Statement on pages 3 and 4 of this
form. Also refer fo the 'Glossary of terms’ provided overleaf {for definitions of terms in italics below),
Once completed, please attach the completed daclaration to your ptanning application or submission.

Explanatcry mformatton

Making a piannmg appllcatlon ora pubi:c submasemn to the Mm:ster oF the Dlrector-GeneraI
Under section 147(3} of the Environmental Plannirig and Assessment ACt1979 (the Act’) a person: :
(&) who maKes & rélevant planning application 16 the Minister or the Dlrector-General is Tequired fo disdloss all
reportable political donations (if any) made within'the relevant period to anyone by any perscn with a
financial interest in the application, or . .
(b) who makes a refevant public submission tothe Minister or the Dlrectur-GeneraE in relatnon tothe apptlcahon :
is reqmred to disclose all reportable palitical donations (if any} made wnhm the re!evant penod to anyone by
1he person makmg the submlssmn or any aesocraie of that person S o '

How and when do you make a dlsclosure? '
The disclosuré to'the Mmlster ar the Director-General of a reporfabn’e pohtrca! donatron under sectnon 147 of the Act
is to be madé: )
(8} inorina siatement accompanying, the relevant planning appllcatlon or submlssmn sf the donatton is made
hefore the application or submission is mada, or
(b} if the donation is made afterwards, in a statement of the person to whom the relevant plannmg appilcatson
or sui}mtssmn was made wathm 7 days aﬁer the donatlon is made.’ ; :

What mformat:on needs' to be inciuded na d:sctosure?

The mformatxon requ:remente ofa dlsclosure ef repertable @DMICGI donahons are cutimed 1n sectuon 147(9} of the '

Pages 3 and 4 of thrs document mclude a Dzscloeus @ btatement Tempiate whlch outlmes the mformahon i
reqmrements for dlsclosures to the Minister orto the Du ector General of thie Department of PEannmg '

Note: A separate Dzsclosure Statement Template i3 1\ aliabie for disclosures to councﬂs

Warning: A person is quilly of an offence under section 128 of the Envirohimental Planning and Assessment Act
1978 in connection with the obligations tnder section 147 only if the persoh fails to make a disclosure of a political
donation or gift in accordance with section 147 Hat the pelson knows or ought reasonably to know was made and
is required to be disclosed under section 147,

The maximum penaity for any such offence is the mnxhnum penalty'untier Part 6 of tne:_EI_éez‘_i{j'n'Funding and
Disolosures Act 1981 for making & false statement i a declaration of disclosu’res to’dged Underthatpar’t :

Note: The maximum penally s clirrently 200 penally tnits (clrrently $22, 0(}0) or lmpnsonment for 12 monms or
hoth.




i’:’élassary of terms {under secion 147 of the Snviconmenta! Pianining and Assessment Act 1979)

gift means a gift within the meaning of Part 6 of the Eleciion Funding and Disclosures Act 1981, Nole. A gift includes a giff of
money or ihe provision of any other valuable thing or service for no consideration or inadequate consideration,

Note: Under section 84(1) of the Elacfion Funding and Disclosures Act 1981 gift is defined as follows:

gift means any disposition of propesty made by a persen to another person, otherwise than by will, being a disposition made
without consideration in money or money's worth or with inadeguate consideration, and includes the provision of a service
(other than volunteer labour} for no consideralion or for inadequate consideration.

tocal councilfor means a ceuncillor (including the mayor} of the council of a logal government area.

refevant planning application means!

a)  aformal request to the Minister, a council or the Uireclor-General to inifiate the making of an environmentat planning
instrument or development contro! plan in relation 1o development on a particular site, or

by aformal request to the Minister or the Direcior-General for development on a particular site to be made State significant
development or declared a project to which Past 24 applies, or

¢)  an spplication for appraval of a concept plan or project under Part 3A {or for the modification of a concept plan or of the
approval for a project), or

d}  an application for development consenl under Pait 4 {or for the modification of a development consent), or

@) any other application or request under or for the purposes of this Act that is prescribed by the regulations as a relevant
planning application, .

but does not include;

f)  an application for (or for the modification of) a complying development cerdificate, or

g} an application or request made by a public authoriy on ils own behalf or made on behaif of a public authority, or

h}  any other application or request that is excluded from this definition by the regulations.

refevant period is the period commencing 2 years before the application or submission is made and ending when the application is
determined.

relevant public submission means a wiitten submission made by a person ebjecting to or supporting a relevant planning
application or any development that would be authorised by ihe granting of the application.

reporiable polidcal donation means a reportable political donation within the meaning of Part 6 of the Election Funding and
Disclosures Act 1981 that is required to be disclosed under that Parl. Note. Reportable political denations include those of or
above $1,000.

Note: Under section 86 of the Election Funding and Disclosures Act 1987 reportable political donation is defined as follows:

86 Meaning of “reportable political donation”

{1} For the purposes of this Act, a reportable politics! donation is:

(a} inthe case of disclosures under this P21 by a party, elected member, group or candidate—a politicai donation
of or exceeding $1,000 made o or for the henefit of the party, elected member, group or candidate, or

(b} inthe case of disclosures under this Part by a major pelitical donar—a politicat donation of or exceeding $1,000:
(/) made by the major polilical donor io or for the benefit of a party, elected member, group or candidate, or
() made to the major political donor,

(2} A political donation of less than an amount specified in subsection (1) made by an entity or other person is to be freated
as a reportable political donation if that and other separate political donations made by that entity or other person to the
same parly, elacted member, group, candidate or person within the same financial year {ending 30 June} would, if
aggregated, constitute a reporiable polifical donation under subsection (1).

(3} A political donation of less than an amount specified in subsection (1) made by an entity or other person to a parfy is to
be treated as a reportable politicat donation if that and other separate political donations made by that entity or person to
an associaled party within the same financial year (ending 30 June) would, if aggregafed, constitute a reportable political
donation under subsection (1). This subsection dogs not apply in connection with disclosures of pelitical donations by
parties,

{4} For the purposes of subsection (3}, parties are sssociated parties if endorsed candidates of both parties were included in
the same group in the last periodic Councit election or are to be included in the same group in the next periodic Councit
election.

a person has a financial Interest in a relevant planning spplication if:

a) the person is the applicant or the person on whose behalf the application is made, or

b)  the person is an owner of the site to which the applicalion relates or has enfered into an agreement to acquire the site or
any part of it, or

¢} the personis associated with a person refesred 1o in paragraph {a) or {b) and is likely to ¢btain a financial gain if
development that would be authorised by the application is authorised or carried out {other than a gain merely as a
shareholder in a company listed on a stock exchangz), or

d) the person has any other interest relaiing to the application, the site or the owner of the site that is prescribed by the
regulations.

bersons are associated with each otherif:

a) they carry on a business together in connection with the relevant planning application (in the case of the making of any
such application) o they carry on a business togalher that may be aflected by the granting of the application {in the case
of a relevant planning submission), or

b)  they are related bodies corporate under the Corporafions Act 2007 of the Commonweallh, or

¢} oneis adirector of a corporation and the othier is any such related comoration or a director of any such related
corporation, or

d) they have any other relationship prescribed by the regulations.
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Political donations
disclosure statement

NSW GOVERNIENT
Departnmntfaf Pl'ummg

Dibfice use only:

Daisreceived,  f 1 Planning appiication 1ot

This form may be used to make a political donations disclosure under
section 147(3) of the Environmental Planning Assessment Act 1979 for
applications or public submissions to the Minister or the Director-General.

Please read the following information before filling out the Disclosure Statement on pages 3 and 4 of this
form. Also refer to the ‘Glossary of terms’ provided overleaf (for definitions of terms in italics below).
Once completed, please attach the completed declaration to your planning application or submission.

Explanatory information

Making a planning application ora public subiission to the Minister or the Director-General
Under section 147(3) of the Environmenial Planning and Assessment Act 1978 ('the Act’) a parson:

{a) who makes a'relevant planmng application to the Minister or the- Dlrector—GeneraI is required to dxsc[ose ail
reportable political donations {if any} made within the relevant penod to anyone by any person wn‘h a
financial interest in the application, or SRR

{b) who makes a refevant public submission & the Minister or the Dlrecior—Generat in retat:on o the apphcatton
is reguired to disclose alt reportable political donations (if any) made within the re!evant penod to anyone by
the" person making the submission or any associaie of thal person, :

How and when do you make a disclosure?
The disciosure to the Minister or the Director-General of a reporiable political donation under section 147 of the Act
is 10 be made: e
(a) in, or in a statement accompanying, the relevant planning application or submission if the denafion is made
hefore the application or submission is made, or
{b) if the donation is made afterwards, in a statement of the person to whom the relevant plannmg appltcatlon
or submissmn was made within 7 days after the donation is made, ;

What mformaﬁon needs to he |ncluded ina cﬁscloqm e?
The information requirements of a d[SC|OSUI‘e of repcrtable political donaztons are outhned in sechon 147(9} of the
Act.

Pages 3 and 4 of ihis document mclude a Disclosure Statement Template which outlines the mformatlcn
requlrements for disclosures to the Minister or to the Director-Generat of the Department of Ptannmg

Note: A separate Dlsciosure Statement Temp ate is av altabte for cl|sclosures to councﬂs

Warning: A person is guilty of an offence under section 125 of the Environmental Pianning and Assessment Act
1979 in connection with the obligations under section 147 only if the person fails to make a disclosure of a political -
donation or gift in accordance with section 147 that the person knows ar ought reasonably to know, was made and
is required to be disclosed under section 147. .

The maximum penalty for any such offence is the maxinsum penally Under Part 6 of fhe Election EUndi_ng and
Disclosures Act 1981 for miaking'a false statement in & declaration of disclosures lodged under that Part.

Note: The meaximurm penaty is currently 200 penalty units (currently $22,000) or imprisorment for 12 months, or
both.




(lossa iy Of £erMS (under section 147 of the Envionmental Flanning and Assessment Act 1979)

gift means a qift within the meaning of Part 6 of the Elsciion Funding and Disclosures Act 1981, Note. A gift includes & gift of
money or the provision of any other valuable thing or service for no consideration or inadequate consideration.

Note: Under section 84(1) of the Election Funding and Disclosures Act 1981 giftis defined as follows:

gift means any disposition of property made by a person ta another person, otherwise than by wilk, being a disposition made
without consideration in money or money's worth or with inadequate consideration, and includes the provision of a service
{other than volunteer iabour) for no consideration or for inadequate consideration.

tocal councifior means a councillor (including the mavor) of the council of a local government area.

refevant planning application means:

a)  aformat request to the Minister, a council or the Direclor-General o inifiate the making of an environmental planning
instrument or development contrct plan in relation to development on a particular site, or

b)  aformal request to the Minister or the Director-General for development on a particular site to be made State significant
development or deciared a project to which Pait 3A applies, or

¢) an application for approval of a concept plan or psoject under Part 3A {or for the modification of a concept plan or of the
approval for a project), or

d}  an application for development consent under Part 4 (or for the madification of a development consent), or

e) any other application or requast under or for the purposes of this Act that is prescribed by the regulations as a relevant
planning application,

but does not include:

f)  an application for {or for the modification of) a complying development certificate, or

g) an application or request made by a pubiic autharity on its own behaif or made on behalf of a public authority, or

h)  any other application or request that is excluded from this definition by the regutations.

relevant period is the period commencing 2 years before the application or submission is made and ending when the application is
determinad.

relevant public submission means a wrillen submission made by a person objecting to or suppotting a relevant planning
application or any development {hat would be authorised by the granting of the application.

reportable political donation means a reporiable polilical donation within the meaning of Part § of the Elaction Funding and
Disclosures Act 1981 that is required to be disclosed under that Part. Note. Reportable politica! donations inciude those of or
above $1,000,

Note: Under section 86 of the Elsction Funding and Risclosures Act 1987 reportable political donation is defined as follows:

86 Meaning of “reportable political donation™

{1) For the purposes of this Act, a reporiable polilical denation is:

(a) in the case of disclosures under this Part by a party, elected member, group or candidate—a political denation
of or exceeding $1,000 made 1o or for the benefit of the party, elected member, group or candidate, or

(b} inthe case of disclosures under this Part by a major political donor--a political denation of or exceeding $1,000:
{i} made by the major political donor 1o or for tha benefit of a parly, elected member, group or candidate, or
(if) made to the major political donor.

{2} Apolitical donation of less than an amount specified in subsection (1) made by an entily or other person is to be treated
as a reportable political donation if that and other separate political donations made by that entity or other perscn to the
same party, elected member, group, candidate or person within the same financial year (ending 30 June) wouid, if
aggregated, constitute a reportable political denation under subsection {1).

{3) A npolitical donation of less than an amount specified in subsection {1) made by an entity or other person to a parly is to
be treated as a reporiable political donation if that and cther separate political donations made by that entily or person to
an associated party within the same financial year {ending 30 June) would, if aggregated, constitute a reportable politicat
donation under subsection (1). This subsection does not apply in connection with disciasures of political denations by
parties.

{4) For the purposas of subsection (3), parties are associated parlies if endorsed candidates of both parties were included in
the same group in the last periodic Council eleciion or are lo be includaed in the same group in the next periodic Council
election,

a persecr has a financiat interest in 2 televant planning appiication if:

a) the personis the applicant or the person on whose behalf the application is made, or

by  the person is an owner of the site fo which tha application relates or has entered into an agreement to acquire the sile or
any part of it, or ’

c) the person is associated with a person referred lo in paragraph (a} or (b) and is likely to obtain a financial gain ¥
development that would be authorised by the application is authorised or carried out {other than a gain merely as a
sharehclder in @ company listed on a stock exchange), or

d) the person has any other interest relating to the application, the site or the owner of the site that is prescribed by the
regulations. -

persons are assoclated with each otherif,

a} they carry on a businass fogether in connection with the relevant planning application (in the case of the making of any
such application) or they camy on a business fogather that may be affected by the granting of the application (in the case
of a relevant planning submission), or

b) they are refated bodies corporate under the Corporations Act 2007 of the Cammonweaith, or

¢} oneis adirector of a corporation and the other is any such related corporation or a director of any such related
cotporation, or

d) they have any cther relationship prescribed by ihe requlations.
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Pagel of 2

George Mobayed - Objection to Dar gues Reef mining Ref. 10 0054

From: "Mark Selmes" <The.Forest@bigpond.cc
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.i

Date: 29/10/2010 10:26 Al

Subject: Objection to Dargues Reef mining Ref. 10 O

The Department of Planning,
Ref. 10
0054
Mark Selmes
PO Box 47
Taralga NSW
2580

The.forest@bigpond.com

29t October 2010

| object most strongly to the proposed Dargues Reeing project.

| am aware of the importance of this area for a lpemof threatened (and more common) species.
In particular :

Zieria adnophora- this plant was once considerédax and is now only known from 2
populations less than 100 metres apart in this area

NPW NSW 200X*Due to the specific habitat required , it is uelik the species will ever expand”

Eucalyptus kartzoffiana- changes to available gdeater will effect chances of survival.

Powerful owl- these birds of prey require a largeaaof habitat and show a high fidelity to an area,
and cannot just simply move on, when availablethhls disappearing.

Barking owls. The recently listed Scarlet robin.

| am also informed that Gang gang cockatoos, tltegeshawk and Little eagle all nest at times in
the area below the mine site and that there iseexel of Spotted Tail Quolls in this locality.

It is well known that gold mining activities useda amounts of water and have been known to
change the chemical composition of surroundingssaild effect groundwater flows. Long term
changes to the hydrology of the area would be d@rddo have impacts on surrounding sensitive
vegetation and adverse environmental impactsofallecosystems and a chain of interdependent
species.

May | ask if such cumulative impacts have been icemed in any environmental assessment? If
not , then | would ask that a more detailed assestsbe required and that the opinion of the
Federal Government be sought over matters rel&titige EPBC act. Has concurrence from the
Threatened Species unit in DECCW been sought? bfthae various Water Catchment
Authorities?

Considering such sensitive biodiversity componenthis area and the limits to our knowledge
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long term impact | would call for the applicatiohaoprecautionary approach in its considera

Loss of biodiversity is currently reaching critidavels, with some scientists stating that we are
possible experiencing a “sixth wave “ of extincBoimhese impacts were considered so critical that
the United Nations has declared 2010 The Internati¥ear of Biodiversity.

Mining in an area surrounded by National parks thnelatened species may profit the mining
company, but the long term effects will come atwcingreater cost to the environment and the
broader community.

| would ask the Planning Committee to take intooact our natural heritage (documented through
the tales of local author Jackie French ) whenidensg this application and reject it as an
inappropriate activity in such an area.

| thank you for your time in considering this subsmon.

Regards
Mark Selmes
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Kane Winwood - Online Submission from John & Kate Spring (other)

From: John & Kate Spring <hotsprings@grapevine.net.au>
To: Kane Winwood <kane.winwood@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 15/10/2010 10:05 AM

Subject: Online Submission from John & Kate Spring (other)
CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

We would like to state our views in regard to the Dargues Reef mining proposal by Big Island Mining Pty Ltd.

We are positive about the proposed mine and in principle do not oppose it and recognise that there are social and
economic benefits resulting from a development such as this.

Our property is Lot 5, DP1093136, about 40 hectares in size, to the south west of Shingle House Creek. It is
referred to in the Environmental Assessment as land reference 100. We were successful in having the property
gazetted a Wildlife Refuge in November 2007 and in April 2009 obtained building approval from Palerang Council
and we plan to build in 2011. The approved house site is approximately 1400m from the centre of the ROM pad and
has clear line of sight to most of the proposed surface activities of the mine. It will be one of the closest houses to
the proposed mine and is located between the 35dB and 40dB noise contour during inversion conditions.

It seems that the Environmental Assessment did not address the effect the mine would have on our property. The
visual impact and the anticipated noise levels will significantly compromise the amenity of our peaceful location.
This oversight of the assessment process could be addressed by Big Island Mining Pty Ltd implementing the
following measures:-

1/ Continuous long-term monitoring and reporting of sound levels at our house site.

2/ More extensive sound bunding at the ROM pad.

3/ Tree planting measures at the mine site and/or on our property to minimise the visual impact of the
development.

We would like to liaise with the company to achieve a positive outcome, not only for us to enjoy the peaceful
retirement we had planned, but for the benefit of the whole Majors Creek community.

Name: John & Kate Spring

Address:

24 Carr Crescent

Wanniassa ACT 2903

IP Address: - 110.144.252.219

Submission for Job: #3871 Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10_0054)
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3871

Site: #2222 Dargues Reef Mine
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2222

Kane Winwood

E: kane.winwood@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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From: Arno and Nel Struzina <astruz@bigpond.com>

To: Kane Winwood <kane.winwood@pl anning.nsw.gov.au>

CC: <assessments@pl anning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 19/10/2010 12:33 pm

Subj ect: Online Submission from Arno and Nel Struzinaof nil (object)

submission re Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10_0054) - Exhibition

There can belittle doubt in anybodies mind that

the proposed mine will have significant impact

on the environment,the residents and our lives

in Mgors Creek.

A court in Y ass came to this conclusion in the 1980s and ruled against a mining proposal then.
Now we are again facing the possibilty of mining.

The Eis claims impact to be within permissible limits.

We believe the proposed mine will seriously affect

the life of the people of MAJORS CREEK and surrounding areas detrimentaly.

The air we breathe,the water we drink,the rural peace and quiet we now enjoy would all be considerably
downgraded.Noise impact at al stages from traffic, explosions ,processing and

operation will be considerable.

Also threatened isthe water supply for the peoplein
areas as far distant as the Coast line between
Batemans Bay and Narooma.

The proposed tailings dam will contain heavy metals.A Magjor rain event as we see now frequently in
Australia and overseas could result in the escape of these contaminantsinto the Deua and onto Moruya
river which isthe water supply for a population of over 100,000
people.

Which of the two figures for the project duration shown in the Eis are correct
Upto5 yearsor 9.

Name: Arno and Nel Struzina

Organisation: nil

Address:
16 seymour st



maj ors creek

2622

IP Address: cpe-60-229-9-102.Ins3.ken.bigpond.net.au - 60.229.9.102

Submission for Job: #3871 Dargues Reef Gold Project (PA 10_0054)
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl ?action=view_job&id=3871

Site: #2222 Dargues Reef Mine
https://maj orproj ects.onhiive.com/index.pl ?action=view_site& id=2222



Submission on Dargues Reef Mine, Majors C Pagel of 2

George Mobayed - Submission on Dargues Reef Mine, Majors Creek

From: Bryan Sullivan <sullivan@braidwood.net.¢
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.i

Date: 1/11/2010 3:13 PI

Subject: Submission on Dargues Reef Mine, Majors C

Attachments. Dargues Creek Mine Submission_Drake.pdf; DarguegiCMine
Submission_Drake.p

Reference: 10 0054
Submission on Dargues Reef Mine, Majors Creek

From:

Bryan Sullivan

381 Majors Creek Mountain Road

Araluen Valley

Postal Address: PO Box 63 Braidwood 2622

ToWhom It May Concern

| object to the opening of the Dargues Reef Mine.

| am the owner of the nearest commercial orchatégroposed mine, only four kilometres downstrelaam also the
holder of an irrigation licence for three of theifg@roperties.

| object to the mine on the following grounds:

1.No investigation has been made of the impadti@froposed mine on the flora, fauna or orchardnasudket garden
businesses directly downstream, even though irgagsin has been made of the areas that are Ikalst o be affected
by the mine.

2. Cortona has repeatedly ignored professionaldigdical assessments of the possible impact ofirtine on the
Araluen valley, and has not included that maténids assessment.

3. Despite a meeting with myself and Cortona o®t&®ber 2010 Cortona has failed in its agreeneeptdvide me
with a transcript of that meeting, and its agreeteprovide a letter agreeing to two test bonesny property and the
Major's Creek National Park Nature Reserve. At theeting the experts employed to do the EA exprksarprise at a
commercial business so close to the mine, and dghe¢ no assessment of the area beyond the tavméite radius
tested could be reliable as there are so manyblasia

Before any consideration is given to approvingfaegues Reef Mine, | submit that:

- A further Environmental Assessment be requestetth, avhydrological report and study of six kilomstgownstrear
from the proposed mine, with particular attentiortte region six kilometres from the proposed nsite. That a
secondary wall be erected below the tailings datieifmine is given approval

- That Cortona pay for independent flora and faundiss of the Major's Creek National Park Reseitwelocument
the endangered and critically endangered specigskabr if not, that we be given a year to comsita such studies.
(The year is necessary as some of the endangetksgacies are migratory, and the powerful owl@aly be reliably
recorded during late winter when its call can bartieThe grey-headed flying fox is also seen oolyards the end of
summer.)

- - that Cortona supply the clarificatioegjuested in the submission by Jessica Drake, Sieih& Advisor,
The Fenner School ANA, attached to this submisdiefgre any further consideration is made to thegDals Reef
Proposal

12. If, despite objections, the proposed minevgigipermission to proceed, | ask that:

1. A series of test bores be establishaderregion six kilometres below the mine site, #rat before mining takes
place assessments are made of the normal groundiuateations over a period of a year.
. That data from the test bores be collected wdiilenining operations are in place, and made alkElo myself and all
other interested parties
2. That an independent hydrologist be employegbtess the ground water reading. If, in their opinmining
operations are casing a drop in groundwater beth@wntine, then those operations will cease and adition plan will
be put into effect in consultation with the relevgnvernment departments and all landowners affiecte

Note: as Cortona have indicated that theycardident that there will be no impact beyond #ilometres of the
mine site, they can have no objection to a conaitisking for remediation if such an effect occurs.
3. Alternate water sources be purchased insteadinf water from an already endangered catchniénis could
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Submission on Dargues Reef Mine, Majors C Page2 of 2

include the trucking in of water from areas of geeavater as well as the smaller capacity fromcidyature of clean
storm flow run-off from extensive roof areas thaght be constructed over mine facilities such ast#ilings stock-pile.
4. All water returned to the Major's Creek and Aeal aquifers from the Dargues Reef Mine be testeal daily basis
and the levels of pollution made available towdlb have made submissions to this enquiry. If thesels are shown to
be higher than the levels in the EA then all wdrkidd cease until the relevant NSW and Federal ixaygats can
assure the community that the water is safe fodeass to drink, wash in, use on the orchards aarket gardens, and
for the continuation of the animals and plants detweam.

5. That an adequate bond be required to compelasatewners and all with a commercial interest m d&hea below the
Dargues Reef mine. This will need to cover not fhstan estimated $Au3 million per annum incomeaaly generated
in the Araluen Valley, but other personal and figciahloss, including loss of value of propertiesl dnusinesses. The
value of land and businesses in the eight kiloasgiist below the mine alone amount to more thad 2@ million, anc
this is without costs of remediation and long tdnasiness and personal loss. This compensationghotibe limited tc
those in the catchment below the mine, but to albb Wwave a demonstrated financial and personakisttén the land and
water system affected.

6. That if whichever company is currently minirtgoargue's Reef goes into liquidation before relitation and
compensation can occur, and if the cost of compgEmsand rehabilitation is more than the bond exdénto by the
company at the Department of Planning's requesst, tthe NSW Government accept full responsibilitysach
compensation and rehabilitation necessary for agative effects of the proposed Dargue's Reef Micleded in this
and other submissions.
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George Mobayed - Dargues Reef Mine Project

From:  Robin Wallace-Crabbe <robcrab@bigpond.com>
To: <"plan_ comment" @pl anning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 27/10/2010 6:04 PM

Subject: Dargues Reef Mine Project

R & V Wallace-Crabbe

PO Box 30 (41 Monkittee St)
Braidwood

NSW 2622

Reference number 10 0054

We have problems with the Dargues Reef mine project. We are worried about ground water in
periods of below average rain, pollution, and therefore the health of ecosystems - wildlife, plants,
micro-organisms - connecting to this groundwater.

We think more time should be devoted to studying the effect of the mine on the environment and that
the people responsible for such study should be truly disinterested parties.

Gold gets hot in the minds of investors when the price goes up. In Australia that story goes back to

the 19t century, and it is disturbing to walk through those areas around Braidwood that were worked
for gold way back then; interesting to view evidence of the degree of interference with the landscape
at that time. It is equally interesting to note the total lack of interest in repairing the damage
displayed by those who profited back then or by any party since.

A wealth accumulation lifeis short, the afterlife of destroyed environmentsis long.

Yours sincerely
Robin and Virginia Wallace-Crabbe
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Political donations i QT NSW GOVERNMENT
disclosure statement G Department of Planning

Office use only

Date received Planning application n

This form may be used to make a political donations disclosure under
section 147(3) of the Environmental Planning Assessment Act 1979 for
applications or public submissions to the Minister or the Director-General.
Please read the following information before filling out the Disclosure Statement on pages 3 and 4 of this

form. Also refer to the ‘Glossary of terms’ provided overleaf (for definitions of terms in italics below).
Once completed, please attach the completed declaration to your planning application or submission.

Explanatory information

Making a planning application or a public submission to the Minister or the Director-General
Under section 147(3) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (‘the Act') a person:

(a) who makes a refevant planning application to the Minister or the Director-General is required to disclose all
reportable political donations (if any) made within the relevant period to anyone by any person with a
financial interest in the application, or

(b) who makes a relevant public submission to the Minister or the Director-General in relation to the application
is required to disclose all reportable political donations (if any) made within the relevant period to anyone by
the person making the submission or any associate of that person.

How and when do you make a disclosure?
The disclosure to the Minister or the Director-General of a reportable political donation under section 147 of the Act
is to be made:
(a) in, orin a statement accompanying, the relevant planning application or submission if the donation is made
before the application or submission is made, or
(b) if the donation is made afterwards, in a statement of the person to whom the relevant planning application
or submission was made within 7 days after the donation is made.

What information needs to be included in a disclosure?
The information requirements of a disclosure of reportable political donations are outlined in section 147(9) of the
Act.

Pages 3 and 4 of this document include a Disclosure Statement Template which outlines the information
requirements for disclosures to the Minister or to the Director-General of the Department of Planning.

Note: A separate Disclosure Statement Template is available for disclosures to councils.

Warning: A person is guilty of an offence under section 125 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act
1979 in connection with the obligations under section 147 only if the person fails to make a disclosure of a political
donation or gift in accordance with section 147 that the person knows, or ought reasonably to know, was made and
is required to be disclosed under section 147.

The maximum penalty for any such offence is the maximum penalty under Part 6 of the Election Funding and
Disclosures Act 1981 for making a false statement in a declaration of disclosures lodged under that Part.

Note: The maximum penalty is currently 200 penalty units (currently $22,000) or imprisonment for 12 months, or
both.
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Sarah & Gordon Waters
“Moonrise”

46 Red Hill Road
MAJORS CREEK 2622
Email: sarah@balmer.id.au

Mining and Industry Projects
Department of Planning
GPO Box 39

Sydney 2001

SUBMISSION - DARGUES REEF GOLD PROJECT
Major Application PA 10_0054

Our property is referenced in the Noise and Blasting Assessment as R10 in Table 1, page 19. Our
proximity to the Project Site can be seen in Figure 5, page 21.

My family currently enjoys an idyllic lifestyle of peace and tranquility in the village of Majors
Creek. We spend a considerable amount of time outside (especially late afternoons, evenings and
weekends) on the verandah enjoying the sounds of nature, including the intermittent sound of frogs
in the creek contrasted against the background of deep and peaceful silence.

We are now feeling like the days of this simple enjoyment are numbered, and we are set to lose the
things that we treasure most about living in this village. This EA does not meaningfully explore and
measure the potential loss of qualities unique to our village and way of life, such as its character,
ambience and occasions of blissful silence.

The proposed gold mining operation at Dargues Reef will have numerable negative impacts on
qualities that we value as central to the way of life we currently enjoy. The most serious concerns
that we have include the Project's impact on:

* Noise levels;

* Light pollution;

» Effects of the mine's considerable use of water;

* Increased road traffic;

* Increased demand on limited community infrastructure

In our submission we have chosen to focus on the effects of the introduction of industrial noise
and the anticipated increase in the level of noise in our village.

We would like it to be considered that:

1. Any industrial noise audible at our home at any time of the day or night is unwelcome and
will severely compromise the way of life we currently enjoy.

2. Any industrial noise audible at our home at any time of the day or night would adversely
alter the ambience of our village.
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9.

10.

11.

Any industrial noise audible at our home at any time of the day or night would have an
adverse impact on the value of our property.

The applicant claims in this EA to have taken measures to reduce noise levels at residences
to comply with legislated limits. We argue that complying with legislated noise level limits
1s not enough to negate the negative impact of industrial noise at our home.

As we now feel resigned to the inevitable, we will gracefully accept some industrial noise
(subject to the collection and review of real data) during daylight hours if it were to be offset
by compensatory contributions to benefit the residents that are directly affected by industrial
noise, specifically, the residents of Majors Creek.

We will not gracefully accept any industrial noise at night between the hours of 9.00pm and
6.00am.

That those compensatory contributions to offset noise should be listed as a condition of
consent.

. Examples of compensatory contributions that we would welcome include, but are not

limited to:
8.1 Noxious weed eradication;
8.2 Rehabilitation of land degraded by historical mining operations;
8.3 Street tree planting in the village;

8.4 Further development of noise controls (in addition to those already proposed in the
assessment):

a) Explore the potential to further reduce the anticipated increase in noise levels
in the village by substantial plantings of trees and shrubs on areas of the applicants'
land deemed likely to have the most effect. Tree and shrub planting to reduce noise
should occur in consultation with expert advice and the community.

b) Explore and adopt new technology to replace existing irritating beeping noise
on reversing vehicles.

The Project's presence has already benefited the Majors Creek community to some degree
by contributing towards community facilities such as the new tennis court. We argue that
the contributions made to date do not sufficiently offset the negative impact of industrial
noise.

Majors Creek residents will suffer more negative impacts than Braidwood residents given
the Project Site's proximity to the Majors Creek village, in particular with regard to noise
levels.

A planning agreement is being negotiated between Palerang Council and the applicant for

the upgrading of facilities at the Braidwood Recreation Ground as a compensatory
contribution. This will benefit Braidwood residents more so than Majors Creek residents.
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12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

It is unclear from the EA whether data specifically relating to the Majors Creek physical and
meteorological environments have been used in the computer modeling to predict noise
levels. As we are not experts in this field we must hope that the computer modeling used in
the EA to predict noise took into account noise attenuation due to distance as well as local
characteristics such as atmospheric absorption, barriers, effects of intervening ground types
and local weather conditions, and information about local topography (Industrial Noise
Policy, 2000). We wonder at the accuracy of the computer model and whether its
predictions are a true reflection of the real impact of noise generated by the Project.

We accept that there are many factors that influence noise levels and we deduce from this
that noise levels will be unique at each receiver location.

We agree that noise levels need to be monitored.

It is claimed that the locations deemed suitable for routine noise compliance monitoring
have been chosen because of their proximity to the Project Site, so that compliance at these
would imply compliance at more distant receivers (Noise and Blasting Assessment, p 42). It
is of concern to us that the four proposed locations for noise compliance monitoring will not
reflect accurately noise levels across all receiver locations. In particular, there does not
appear to be a noise monitoring location that would be reflective of the unique noise levels
at our property (Noise and Blasting Assessment, R10, Figure 5, p21).

We ask for more thorough and inclusive monitoring of noise levels, and that this is listed as
a condition of consent.

The predicted noise levels based on computer modeling contained in the EA should only
apply until real data is collected. Then it can be determined absolutely whether noise levels
comply with the legislated limits, and at what level they are acceptable to Majors Creek
residents such as ourselves. Therefore a precautionary approach should be adopted by the
planning authorities.

We ask that a fair, transparent and direct procedure is adopted by the applicant to give
Majors Creek residents an avenue for making formal complaints regarding excess noise.
Complaints made through this procedure should be addressed in a timely manner by the
applicant with empathy for the resident. We ask that this should be listed as a condition of
consent.

Despite the Noise and Blasting Assessment there is still a large element of uncertainty as to the
extent that increased noise levels will affect us. After all, what does an extra 5-15 dB really sound
like in our environment? We are worried. The lifestyle that we cherish and the ambience of our
village is at stake.

There is still the possibility of negotiating an outcome in which all stakeholders feel they have won
something in their favor, and that all adverse impacts resulting from the Project are minimized. We
must trust that the Department of Planning will give due consideration to the issues we have raised.

Sarah & Gordon Waters
1* November, 2010
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George Mobayed - Dargues Reef Gold Mine: submission

From: "Millpost" <millpost2621@bigpond.com>
To: <plan_comment{@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 2/11/2010 11:27 AM

Subject: - Dargues Reef Gold Mine: submission

Attachments; POLITICAL DONATIONS FORM.JPG

David Watson
"Millpost”
P.O.Box 12
Bungendore
N.S.W. 2621

Ref No: 10_0054

| do not support Cortona's proposal to mine gold on the fringes of the Majors Creek village, for the following
reasons.,

The Environmenial Assessment for the mine does not accurately represent the major and ongoing impacts of
the mine on the local, regional, national or global environments.

The mine will be too close 1o the settlement and although the EA does not reflect this, there is a strong
possibility that it will cause noise problems for residents, particularly at night and particularly in winter when
the inversion ocours which magnifies noise. There will be considerable vehicle noise due to truck movements
on local roads. The residents were there first. Their needs must come before that of a development company.

The proposed tailings dam - which the EA claims will not contain substances dangerous for the environment -
nevertheless must pose risks for the watercourse and the living things dependent upon it including human
beings.

Recent extreme weather events in Palerang, including a storm which delivered 100mm of rain in 45 minutes
to the village of Bungendore causing the stormwater system to fail, demonsirate that it is virtually impossible
to create a fail-safe system.

The mine will not enhance biodiversity in the area, even in the long-term. Australia's biodiversity is already
severely damaged thanks to European settlement, and any further human activity should from this point
onwards demonstrate both local and global benefits to biodiversity. Even minimal clearing is unacceptable for
a profit-making, industrial-scale project such as a mine. Any human disturbance on the site will trigger the
further loss of vulnerable woodland species of birds, reptiles, invertebrates and flora suffering population
decline due to recent drought and historic clearing. These woodland species are worth more than gold.

Water use by mines has already severely damaged Australian surface and groundwater supples, and their
dependent ecosystems. On this the driest continent, with Climate Change already resuiting in devastating
consequences for agriculture and the environment, the use of any of this precious public resource for private
profit is totally unacceptable.

The greenhouse gas consequences of thousands of trucks travelling to and from the mine, in addition to all
the machinery used in the mining process, plus the commuting of staff to work and back, are unacceptable.
The effect on road safety on all the affected roads will of course be negative.

| believe the mine is undesirable and that the road to a sustainabie future lies in the opposite direction.

Yours faithfully,
David Watson

file://C:\Documents and Settings\gmobayed\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\dCDOOF...  2/11/2010




Political Donations Disclosure Statement to Minister or the Director-General

i you are required urder section $47{3) of the Environmeniat Planning and Assessment Acl 1879 1o disclose any poitical donations (see Pege 1 for detailst pleass

Disclogure siatement detalls
MName of person making ihis disclosure Pianning application reference (2.g. DA number, planning application title or reference. property
. adgress or gther description) ,

DAvip Japw GATIN /o _oos ¥

Your interest in the planning application {circle ralevant option below]

You are the APPLICANT YES \fwwmw\w OR You are 2 PERSON MAKING A SUBMISSION IN RELATION TO AN APPLICATION @2 MO

Reparitabie political donations made by person making this declaration or by other refevani persons

« State below any reporieble polifical donations you have mads over the relevant pericd’ (sse glossary oh page 2. I ihe donetion was made by an entily (and nol by you &s an indiidualj include the Augiraliar Busingss Number (A

I you are the applicant of & refevent planning application state below any reportabie political donations thal you know, or ought reasonably fo know, were mede by any persons with & financial inferest in the planning spplication, GR

S you are & person making a submission i reletion fo an application, stale boiow any reportable pofilical donations that you foow, of ought regsonably {0 knov, were made by arn assoviale.

Mame of donor {or ABN if an entity) Donor's residential address or entity’'s registersd address or Mame of party or person for whose benefit the | Date donation Amount/ value
other official office of the donor donation was made made of donation

4 &
Mﬁm mm

Plpase list all reporiabie poliical donations—additional space is provided overleaf if required.

By signing below, lwe hereby declare that all information contalned v i this stalement is accurats at the time of signing.

Signature(s) and Date .,

DT il oo Yoy Bty 2070
o pavib Jots A Tor

Name(s)
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SPECIALIST CONMSULTANT STUDIES
Part 5a: Aboriginal Herifage Assessment

BIG ISLAND MINING PTY LTD
Dargues Reaf Gold Froject
Report No. 762/05
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MF10/4366

Jeffery Wm:u rad

Dear Mr VWolford

{ refer to your corr ,spondzmm of 8 May 2 510 fo the Prer
aboul Coriona Resources Limitad's noise immact% from axplo
the oroposed Dargues Reel Ming al Majors Gresk. As the m
oortfolio responsi Di%l.f“‘ the Premisr has forwarded v
rESPONse.

Cortona Fesources Limited | : e ih : 1032 and
Exploration Licence 8003 st Majors Crask. The fa Asit bility atuddy, m.iu stry &
: -

{ {i NSWY an © July 2008, involves m.ﬂmatom .f_néiéizw 3t 87 :O(‘ad’}%"
A l; or

investimenrt NSW
Prior to comma

@

frovmantal

14 winrks, 2 Review of

3 &

EReri S

£

yoponent. A noisa managemant sirategy
Ehvironmentsa

i~ CAC‘.U" 3.

I am advised that the cument exploration program

assessimenis and follow up snvﬁounnnom oy ﬂmus" undereiandmg

’fhai‘ noise management 8 3 racomimeanded by ant én‘\.roiv%ng the
nstruction of noise barrier %, h va been implementsd by Cortona D\& aources Limied.

arvironmeantal

P
f‘.]

in May 2010 1& NSW instructed Cortona Resources Limited fo review the houwrs of ihe
current oparation with the view of reslicting the hours of oporation o stendard j syfime

hours.

3 2

I am advised that as of July 2010, Cortona has formally restricted thelr current operations
to 7am - 6pm, 7 days a week. Any additional exploration programs and potential change
in opeiauonai hours will be subject to a separate assassment complying with relevant
noisa assessmant guidelines

)

Should you have any turther questions regarding the prc}gram ang the
("i

- BSouthern

i
approved hours of cperation, please contact Mr Chris Rudens (Affeam Leade
Region) on 02 4222 8321

Sydney Gl

wWoligngong O

Erail oft
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