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BUCURESTI, Str. Apolodor nr. 17, sector 5
Tel. 021-316.25.35; Tel./fax: 021-316.25.65
e-mail: incdt@incdt.ro; www.incdt.ro

TITUTUL NATIONAL DE CERCETARE-
DEZVOLTARE IN TURISM
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Citre Ministerul Mediului si Gospodarii Apelor

Subsemnata Maiorescu Georgeta, cercetator stiintific 1l n cadrul

INCDT Bucuresti, v transmit spre analiza studiul ,Model de dezvoltare

turistici a zonei miniere Zlatna — Bucium — Rosia Montana — Baia de Arieg
in perspectiva dezvoltarii durabileucié-_al_ter_nat_ivé a activitatii monoindustriale
e%al.ve’m declin”, Tn sustinerea ideii dezvoltarii turismului ca principala
-;temativé la implementarea proiectului minier de la Rosia Montana.

Studiul a fost realizat prin programul CERES 2004, fiind finantat de
Ministerul Educatiei si Cercetarii si a fost finalizat in anul 2006 avand ca
parteneri cele 7 primarii din zona posibil a fi afectata de exploatarea
minierd, care au participat si la cofinantarea proiectului.

Turismul este un domeniu ce ar putea relansa zona din punct de
vedere socio-economic, dar si cultural, sustinut fiind de un potential natural
si antropic de exceptie. Dezvoltarea infrastructurii si a utilitatilor, dar si
constientizarea populatiei locale asupra beneficiilor si posibilitatilor privind
cresterea nivelului de trai pe baza Tncasarilor din turism constituie puncte
cheie in stimularea acestei activitati.

in speranta ca veti analiza cu obiectivitate si bunavointa propunerile
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INCDT - Bucharest
NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR TOURISM RESEARCH — DEVELOPMENT

To,
Ministry of Environment and Water Management

The undersigned Maiorescu Georgeta, scientific researcher, degree II, within the INCDT
Bucharest, | submit you for analysis the study “Tourist development model of the mining area
Zlatna — Bucium — Rosia Montana — Baia de Aries in the perspective of durable development as
an alternative to the mono-industrial mining activity which is on decline” in order to sustain the
idea of tourism development as the main alternative to the mining project implementation from
Rosia Montana.

The study was carried out within the CERES 2004 program, being financed by the Ministry of
Education and Research and was finalized in 2006, having as partners the 7 town halls from the
area, possible to be affected by the mining operation, which participated also at the study coo
financing.

The tourism is a domain which might develop the area from social and economic point of view,
being supported by an excellent natural and antropic potential. The infrastructure development,
but also the local population awareness regarding the benefits and possibilities for the living
standard increase on the basis of tourism incomes, constitutes key points for the stimulation of
this activity.

Hoping that you will analyze objectively and with good will the proposals from study, | thank you
in advance for your kindness.

Project Manager
Georgeta Maiorescu

CD
“Model of tourist development of the area
Zlatna — Bucium — Rosia Montana — Baia de Aries”

Author: INCDT
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RASPUNS REFERITOR LA CONTESTATIA

Centrul istoric Rosia Montana

Plan de management al patrimoniului cultural

de

S.C. OPUS - ATELIER DE ARHITECTURA S.R.L.
(Bucuresti, 12 august 2006)



Tn legaturd cu documentul redactat de catre S.C. OPUS - Atelier de Arhitecturad S.R.L sunt necesare
0 serie de precizari.

Conform Tndrumarului de definire a domeniului evaluarii impactului asupra mediului transmis cu
adresa nr. 8070/24.05.2005 (,indrumarul”) emisa de Ministerul Mediului si Gospodaririi Apelor (MMGA)
catre S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. (RMGC), se solicita titularului de proiect prezentarea
unui Plan de Management pentru Monumentele Istorice si Zonele Protejate din Rosia Montana, ca anexa
a Raportului la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului pentru proiectul Rosia Montana.

Tin&nd cont de aceste cerinte, titularul de proiect a contractat aceasta lucrare cu Muzeul National de
Istorie a Romaniei (MNIR), institutie desemnata drept coordonator al tuturor cercetarilor si studiilor de
patrimoniu legate de proiectul Rogsia Montana, conform prevederilor OMCC nr. 2504/07.03.2001.

Prin contractul de prestari servicii, incheiat intre MNIR si RMGC, MNIR, in calitate de consultant de
specialitate, reprezentat prin dr. Paul Damian, director adjunct stiintific, se angaja "sa pregateasca o
documentatie de specialitate in vederea includerii in cuprinsul Studiului de Evaluare a Impactului asupra
Mediului pentru proiectul Rosia Montana, sectiunea Patrimoniu Cultural.” Aceasta documentatie de
specialitate trebuia ntocmita ,in conformitate cu standardele roméanesti, europene si internationale in
vigoare pentru studiile de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului.”

La randul sau, MNIR a subcontractat S.C. OPUS — Atelier de Arhitectura S.R.L. pentru a realiza ,0
documentatie cu referire exclusiva la zona de studiu a Centrului Istoric Rosia Montana”, practic doar o
parte din documentul general solicitat de MMGA prin adresa referitoare la stabilirea indrumarului de
definire a domeniului evalurii. In acest context, OPUS a redactat documentul intitulat “Centru Istoric
Rogia Montana — Plan de management al patrimoniului cultural. Redactarea |. Document pentru
consultarea partilor”.

Tinem sa precizéam cé redactarea finalé a ,Planului de management pentru monumentele istorice si
zonele protejate din Rosia Montana” a luat Tn considerare normele editoriale si instructiunile enuntate de
echipa de elaboratori atestati EIM coordonata de d-na Marilena Patrascu, expert evaluator principal, in
scopul de a raspunde cerintelor legale enuntate prin Indrumar.

Mentionam faptul ca evaluarea impactului asupra mediului pentru proiectul exploatarii miniere Rogia
Montana a fost realizata de catre “persoane fizice si juridice independente de titularul [.....] proiectului” si
“atestate de autoritatea competentd pentru protectia mediului””. “Raspunderea pentru corectitudinea
informatiilor puse la dispozitia autoritatilor competente pentru protectia mediului si a publicului revine
titularului [....] proiectului”, iar raspunderea pentru corectitudinea evaluarii impactului asupra mediului
revine autorilor acesteia’.

Lista persoanelor fizice si juridice atestate care au participat la realizarea Raportului la studiul de
evaluare a impactului asupra mediului a fost prezentata in capitolele 1 (Introducere) si 9 (Rezumat fara
caracter tehnic). In continuarea listei persoanelor fizice si juridice atestate, care au contribuit la realizarea
raportului la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului, a fost inclusa, ca dovada a recunoasterii
efortului depus si o lista de persoane fizice si juridice neatestate care au asistat elaboratorii atestati.
Responsabilitatea pentru realizarea evaluarii impactului de mediu si a corectitudinii interpretarii
informatiilor prezentate in raport revine insa doar “persoanelor fizice atestate la cel mai inalt nivel de
competentd” si “persoanelor juridice atestate™, care au participat la executarea evaluarii impactului asupra
mediului Tn baza contractului incheiat cu titularul proiectului si nicidecum consultantilor asistenti. Prin
urmare, decizia privind selectarea si utilizarea informatiilor furnizate de catre consultantii asistenti,
revine de asemenea, expertilor atestati.

Semnarea Raportului la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului (sau a “partilor” acestuia)
de cétre expertii atestati nu este o cerinta legald®.

" In conformitate cu prevederile Ordonantei de Urgenta a Guvernului nr. 195 din 22 decembrie 2005 privind protectia mediului,
publicata in Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei, partea I, nr. 1.196 din 30 decembrie 2005, aprobata cu modificari prin Legea nr. 265 din 29
iunie 2006, publicata in Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei nr. 586 din 6 iulie 2006, art. 21, lit. (a).

% |dem 2, art. 21, lit. (d)

% Conform art. 5 din Ordinului ministrului agriculturii, padurilor, apelor si mediului nr. 97 din 18 mai 2004 pentru modificarea si
completarea Ordinului ministrului agriculturii, padurilor, apelor si mediului nr.978/2003 privind Regulamentul de atestare a
persoanelor fizice si juridice care elaboreaza studii de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului si bilanturi de mediu, publicat Tn
Monitorul Oficial nr. 504 din 4 iunie 2004.

* Prevederea privind angajarea, “sub semnatura” expertului coordinator, a raspunderii pentru “calitatea studiilor si rapoartelor
Tntocmite”, stipulata n art. 5 (2) din Ordinul ministrului agriculturii, padurilor, apelor si mediului nr. 978 din 2 decembrie 2003 (publicat
n Monitorul Oficial nr. 3 din 5 ianuarie 2004) a fost eliminata prin Ordinul ministrului agriculturii, padurilor, apelor si mediului nr. 97
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in cele ce urmeaza este prezentatd o comparatie intre forma planului de management publicat de
catre S.C. OPUS Atelier de Arhitectura S.R.L. pe site-ul www.simpara.ro si ceea ce a fost publicat Tn
Raportul la Studiul de Impact asupra Mediului, respectiv in vol. 33 — Plan M, partea ll-a — Plan de
management pentru monumentele istorice si zonele protejate din Rosia Montana. Aceasta analiza
comparativa identifica 26 de diferente care exista intre planului de management publicat de catre S.C.
OPUS Atelier de Arhitectura S.R.L. pe site-ul www.simpara.ro si planul de management cuprins in
documentatia finala depusa n luna mai 2006 la Ministerul Mediului $i Gospodaririi Apelor.

MODIFICAREA 1: schimbarea titlului documentului

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN

www.simpara.ro DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE $I ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

.Centrul Istoric Rosia Montana .Partea a ll-a

Plan de management al patrimoniului cultural Plan de Management pentru monumentele istorice

Redactarea |. si zonele protejate din Rosia Montana”

Document pentru consultarea partilor”

Observatii:

e Studiul realizat de OPUS in baza subcontractului incheiat cu MNIR, parte a contractului MNIR
— RMGC, se referea doar la o anumitd parte a documentatiei (plan de management),
respectiv — contractorul OPUS va realiza intreaga documentatie [...] cu referire exclusiva la
zona de studiu Centru Istoric Rosia Montana, asa cum este indicata in Anexa E — Harti si
planuri, parte a prezentului subcontract. Dar Tn conformitate cu termenii de referinta emisi de
catre MMGA prin adresa nr. 8070 din 24.05.2005 (,Indrumarul”), cerintele legale cu privire la
raportul SIM erau foarte clare si specifice. In acest document este descrisa inclusiv structura
continutului obligatoriu pentru Planul de Management pentru monumentele istorice si zonele
protejate din zona Rosia Montana, prin urmare un document mult mai amplu in care OPUS
avea doar o parte din contributie. In conformitate cu termenii contractuali OPUS a fost pe
deplin avizat si Tn cunostinta de cauza asupra formatului cerut de MMGA.

e La redactarea finala a documentatiei pentru Raportul de Evaluare a Impactului asupra
Mediului, editorul general (Marilena Patrascu, elaborator atestat EIM) si consilierii juridici
contractati de catre RMGC au insistat asupra obligativitatii ca raportul sa se conformeze
deplin cerintelor enuntate de MMGA, inclusiv detalii precum titlul documentului, cuprinsul
acestuia (asa cum erau clar indicate Tn termenii de referinta). Acest fapt, a fost comunicat
verbal in ntalnirile de lucru avute cu OPUS. Modificarile operate au tinut cont de opinia
elaboratorului atestat EIM.

e Trebuie luat in considerare si faptul ca documentul (planul de management) — tindnd cont de
numarul mare de parti interesate, care au conform legii un rol in ceea ce priveste
managementul (gestionarea) patrimoniului cultural din Rogsia Montand — este doar o
propunere sau o redactare preliminara, care In mod necesar trebuie sa fie subiectul unor
modificari si completari ulterioare Tn urma procesului de consultare publica si a celui de
avizare. Acest fapt este foarte clar enuntat Tn cadrul documentului depus la MMGA Tn mai
2006 (vezi nota introductiva si p. 9, 64-65, 92, 98).

MODIFICAREA 2: modificari Tn cuprins

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN

www.Simpara.ro DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE $I ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul | Documentul a fost redactat in conformitate cu
mentionat sunt marcate de OPUS ca fiind | cerintele Indrumarului, in baza recomandarilor

din 18 mai 2004 (pentru modificarea si completarea Ordinului ministrului agriculturii, padurilor, apelor si mediului nr.978/2003 privind
Regulamentul de atestare a persoanelor fizice si juridice care elaboreaza studii de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului si bilanturi
de mediu, publicat in Monitorul Oficial nr. 504 din 4 iunie 2004).
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modificate urmatoarele titluri de
sectiuni/subcapitole:
-, Semnificatia patrimoniului cultural al Rosiei
Montane p. 7
- Scurtistoric p. 11
- Patrimoniul industrial (tehnic si minier) p. 18
- Peisajul cultural p. 19
- Valori naturale p. 25
- Valori culturale p. 25
- Relansarea mineritului la scard mare p. 32
- Obiectiv_13 Protejarea cadrului vizual si a
contextului istoric al sitului
- Obiectiv_14 Stabilirea si adoptarea de
masuri_de conservare si punere in valoare
a patrimoniului cultural
- Obiectiv.__ 16 Conservarea _caracterului
peisajului istoric al sitului, cu evidentierea si
punerea in valoare a componentelor
patrimoniului industrial ,,

facute de editorul general si consultantii juridici,
avand in vedere ca Documentul Opus nu respecta,
din punct de vedere al structurii si continutului,
cerintele obligatorii ale Indrumarului.

Toate aspectele marcate cu rosu in documentul
OPUS sunt cuprinse in raportul SIM Tnaintat
MMGA. A se vedea in continuare detaliile specifice
si comentariile aferente.

Observatii:

e Vezi mai sus observatiile pentru modificarea numarul 1

MODIFICAREA 3: Subtitlul: Semnificatia patrimoniului cultural al Rogiei Montane, aspect 1, nota de

subsol nr. 3

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE $I ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat sunt marcate de OPUS ca fiind
modificate urmatoarele sectiuni/subcapitole/texte:
- Subtitlul ,Semnificatia patrimoniului cultural
al Rosiei Montane p. 8”

- Propozitia a doua de la aspectul 1 era
Pentru perioada romana este semnificativ
peisajul _subteran, marturia _unui__efort
concertat al administratiei_ romane pentru
extragerea aurului: Tn aproximativ 50 de ani
a fost dezvoltat unul dintre cele mai vaste
complexe miniere de epocd romana.”

- Nota de subsol 3 spunea ,Vezi infra. nota 6.
Situl arheologic minier Rosia Montana este
asemuit de autoarea cercetarilor cu_situri
miniere_romane _exceptionale, Tnscrise in
Lista Patrimoniului_Mondial (de exemplu
Las Medulas): [....] ,centru minier important
al lumii romane, comparabil cu alte situri
miniere _sau metalurgice din _Peninsula
Iberica (Linares, Riotinto, Sao Domingos,
Aljustrel, Tres Minas etc. pentru care se
cunosc _tehnici _de exploatare miniera
subterane antice similare sau Las Medulas,
cunoscut _pentru o altd tehnologie miniera
antica, pentru_exploatari de suprafatd”, cf.
Béatrice Cauuet, Sinteza asupra

Au fost facute trei modificari:

- Subtitlul a fost eliminat fiind integrat unui
subtitlu mai general cerut prin termenii de
referintd si anume ,Necesitatea si scopul
planului de management (p. 9) ,,

- A doua propozitie de la aspectul 1 a fost
modificatd dupa cum urmeaza: ,Pentru
perioada romana sunt importante o serie
de vestigii arheologice de la suprafata si
din subteran, marturia unui efort concertat
al administratie romane pentru extragerea
aurului: pe parcursul sec. Il — Il p. Chr. a
fost dezvoltat unul dintre cele mai ample
complexe miniere de epocd romand.”

- Nota 3 a fost editatd dupa cum urmeaza:
.vezi infra n. 6. Situl arheologic minier
Rosia Montana este comparat de Beatrice
Cauuet, autoarea cercetarilor de arheologie
miniera, cu alte situri similare de epoca
romana: [..] ,centru minier important al lumii
romane, comparabil cu alte situri miniere
sau metalurgice din Peninsula Iberica
(Linares, Riotinto, Sao Domingos, Aljustrel,
Tres Minas etc. pentru care se cunosc
tehnici de exploatare miniera subterane
antice similare sau Las Medulas, cunoscut
pentru o alta tehnologie miniera antica
pentru exploatari de suprafatd”, [..], Sinteza
asupra cercetdrilor de arheologie miniera la
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cercetdrilor de arheologie minierd la Rosia
Montand (1999-2006), in Studiu de Impact
asupra Mediului - Proiectul Rosia Montana,
2006”

- Prima propozitie a aspectului 2: “Acest tip
de exploatare a marcat profund peisajul
natural al zonei, iar lacurile artificiale
(taurile) au devenit repere pentru acest
peisaj industrial Tn care erau nelipsite
steampurile, gurile de mina, haldele de
steril si muntii erodati de actiunea umana”

Rosia Montana (1999-2006), in Raport de
Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului -
Proiectul Rosia Montand, 2006. Se cuvine
insa mentionat faptul ca integritatea sitului
antic minier a fost afectata Tn mod major
prin deschiderea carierelor din masivul
Cetate (1970) si masivul Céarnic (mijlocul
anilor '90, Tn prezent activitatile de extractie
fiind stopate) de catre Statul Roméan, fara
efectuarea in prealabil a unor cercetari
arheologice cu caracter preventiv.”

- In versiunea finala, prima propozitie de la
aspectul 2 a fost editata astfel: “2. Mineritul
traditional Tn subteran, practicat in epocile
istorice amintite, precum si activitatile de
prelucrare conexe au marcat profund
peisajul natural al zonei, iar lacurile
artificiale (taurile) construite Tn a doua
jumatate a sec. XVIII au devenit repere

pentru acest peisaj industrial ih care pana
in anii '50 ai secolului trecut erau nelipsite
steampurile, gurile de mina, haldele de
steril si muntii erodati de actiunea umana”.

Observatii:
[ ]

Subtitlul a fost eliminat pentru conformarea cu termenii de referinta.

Cea de-a doua propozitie a fost modificata in baza faptului ca nu exista pana in prezent nici o
dovada istorica sau sursa scrisa care sa ateste faptul ca romanii au exploatat acest sit doar
50 de ani. Specialistii dezbat inca n jurul acestei probleme si de aceea a fost adoptata in
forma finald o formulare mai precisa, bazatd pe opinia unor specialisti arheologi implicati
direct din anul 2001 si pana Tn prezent in cercetarea si studierea patrimoniului arheologic de
la Rosia Montana, precum dr. Lucia Marinescu, dr. Paul Damian, Mihaela Simion si desigur,
pentru domeniul particular al arheologiei miniere, dr. Beatrice Cauuet. Trebuie remarcat ca
aceasta este o problema de competenta unor istorici, iar OPUS nu are competenta in
chestiuni de ordin arheologic sau istoric, fiind arhitecti, la care trebuie adaugat faptul ca situl
de la Rosia Montana este Tnca n curs de cercetare din punct de vedere arheologic si istoric.

Unul dintre cele mai importante aspecte privind situl in perioada romana nu este “peisajul
subteran” (opinia OPUS), ci “o serie de vestigii”. Din nou in acest caz este vorba de
competenta in anumite domenii de expertiza, iar in acest caz s-a considerat ca opinia echipei
de cercetare arheologica prevaleaza pe cea a doi arhitecti, care - dupa informatiile detinute de
catre echipa de cercetare arheologica de suprafata si de subteran - nu au vizitat niciodata
retelele miniere subterane din Rogia Montana. Echipa OPUS a avut la dispozitie textul
redactat de catre Beatrice Cauuet ca o sinteza preliminara asupra retelelor miniere subterane
de la Rosia Montana, unde aceasta specialista isi expune opiniile despre vestigii si urme de
exploatare si nu despre un peisaj subteran.

Prima propozitie de la aspectul 2 a fost completatd prin inserarea observatiei ca steampurile
si alte elemente de infrastructura asociate mineritului traditional au existat pana in anii ‘50,
cand au fost distruse de autoritatile comuniste.

MODIFICAREA 4:

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA Ill-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE

ISTORICE $I ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 11):

- Configuratia generald a terenului 1n

Textul exista Tn aceeasi forma la p. 16, singura

completare fiind cuvantul catunele (vezi mai jos):
.configuratia generala a terenului fin
aceasta zona sugereaza un amfiteatru
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aceastd zona sugereaza un__amfiteatru
natural, deschis spre valea paraului Rosia,
de-a_lungul careia se dezvoltd restul
localitatii. Morfologia particulara a
amplasamentului _este accentuatd _ de
masivele stancoase care il delimiteaza spre
nord si sud, precum si de culmile domoale
dinspre est. Nucleul acestui peisaj este
ocupat chiar de Piata centrald a localitatii,
1n jurul careia tesutul urban este ordonat de
poli secundari, plasati pe traseele
drumurilor care conduc spre vechile zone
de exploatare minierd si, mai departe, spre
satele invecinate. Aspectele diversificate
ale gruparilor _de constructii, conditionate
acut de topografia_agitatd a zonei, conduc
la_conturarea mai _multor subzone, cu
caracteristici _distincte _ale valorilor _de

patrimoniu.”

natural, deschis spre valea paraului Rosia,
de-a lungul careia se dezvoltd restul
localitatii. Morfologia  particulara a
amplasamentului este accentuata de
masivele stdncoase care 1l delimiteaza spre
nord si sud, precum si de culmile mai
domoale dinspre est. Nucleul acestui peisaj
este ocupat chiar de Piata centrala a
localitatii, Tn jurul careia tesutul urban este
ordonat de poli secundari, plasati pe
traseele drumurilor care conduc spre
vechile zone de exploatare miniera si, mai
departe, spre satele si___catunele
invecinate. Aspectele diversificate ale
gruparilor de constructii, conditionate acut
de topografia accidentata a zonei, conduc
la conturarea mai multor subzone, cu
caracteristici  distincte ale valorilor de
patrimoniu.”

Observatii:

e Se poate observa cu usurintd faptul ca textul este acelasi. In documentul original OPUS acest
text era utilizat pentru a descrie Centrul Istoric, de aceea n editarea finala a fost utilizat pentru
a descrie pe scurt Centrul Istoric Rosia Montana, clasat ca si monument istoric Th LMI.

MODIFICAREA 5: Scurt istoric al Rosiei Montane — perioada romana

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE S| ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

- vezi documentul atasat — Scurt istoric OPUS
versus MNIR

Textul redactat de OPUS a fost inlocuit cu
subcapitolul de scurt istoric redactat de
MNIR

Observatii:

e Aceasta inlocuire a fost dictata de ratiuni de ordin editorial, stabilite cu MNIR si luand in

considerare urmatoarele:

0 Atat Planul de management pentru monumentele istorice si zonele protejate din Rosia
Montana, cét si cel privind patrimoniul arheologic faceau parte dintr-un document mai
amplu si ar fi fost redundant s& existe doua versiuni de istoric al localitatii in cadrul

aceleiasi documentatii.

0 OPUS a primit inca de la Tnceputul lunii martie 2006 subcapitolul referitor la Scurtul istoric
al localitatii redactat de catre MNIR si ARHEOTERRA, dar au decis s utilizeze doar
anumite parti referitoare la perioada medievala si moderna, dar nu si cele legate de istoria

antica si unele aspecte de istorie moderna.

o 1nacest caz a prelevat opinia si expertiza unor istorici si nu a unor arhitecti.

o0 Istoria perioadei antice de la Rosia Montana este inca in curs de cercetare de catre o
echipa de specialisti coordonati din punct de vedere stiintific de catre MNIR (cf. deciziei
MCC din 2001), si de aceea s-a considerat ca punctul de vedere exprimat de catre MNIR
trebuie sa prevaleze in acest caz, respectiv cel al unor istorici si nu cel al unor arhitectii,

domeniul in discutie fiind cel al istoriei.
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MODIFICAREA 6: Nota de subsol nr. 10

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE S| ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 14, nota de subsol 10):

- " Cu_exceptia_unor sondaje arheologice
foarte restranse din anul 2000, efectuate in
contextul realizarii_studiului_de evaluare a
potentialului_patrimoniului _cultural din zona
Rosia Montand, in vatra actuald a localitatii
nu_s-au facut cercetdri de teren, care ar
putea aduce date suplimentare asupra
evolutiei localitatii Tn perioada medievala. “

- Textul exista la p. 24 fara nici o modificare:
“Cu exceptia unor sondaje arheologice foarte
restranse din anul 2000, efectuate Tn
contextul realizarii studiului de evaluare a
potentialului patrimoniului cultural din zona
Rosgia Montana, in vatra actuala a localitatii
nu s-au facut cercetari de teren, care ar putea
aduce date suplimentare asupra evolutiei
localitatii in perioada medievala “.

Observatii:

e nu se fac alte comentarii, textul fiind pastrat in forma similara celei propuse de catre

OPUS

MODIFICAREA 7: Propozitie despre taurile construite in sec. XVIII

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE S| ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 15):

- “Putem spune ca anul 1733, care
marcheaza inceputul realizarii _sistemului
de lacuri artificiale si amenajari
hidrotehnice, devine semnificativ_Tn _cadrul
amplelor transformari _economico-sociale
mondiale ale Revolutiei Industriale.”

- Textul exista la p. 24 In urmatoarea editare:
“Putem spune ca acest moment devine
semnificativ in cadrul amplelor transformari
economico-sociale  mondiale  denumite
conventional prin conceptul de “Revolufie
Industriald”, pentru zona Tn discutie fiind de
mentionat anul 1733 care marcheaza
inceputul amenajarii  sistemului de lacuri
artificiale si amenajari hidrotehnice, cu fonduri
provenite de la Tezaurariatul Transilvaniei “.

Observatii:

e nu se fac alte comentarii, textul fiind pastrat in forma similara celei propuse de catre

OPUS

MODIFICAREA 8: Scurt istoric al Rosiei Montane —

perioada moderna

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE S| ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 15-16):

- vezi documentul atasat — Scurt istoric OPUS
versus MNIR

- Textul redactat de OPUS a fost Tnlocuit cu
subcapitolul de scurt istoric redactat de
MNIR
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Observatii:

e Vezi mai sus observatiile pentru modificarea numarul 5

MODIFICAREA 9: Patrimoniul industrial — patrimoniul tehnic si patrimoniul minier

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE S| ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat sunt marcate de OPUS ca fiind
modificate urmatoarele texte (pp. 19-20):

Subtitlul: LPatrimoniul industrial -
patrimoniul tehnic_si_patrimoniul minier p.
19"

Propozitia: “Este posibil ca prin cercetari
arheologice sa se descopere, alaturi_de
amprenta __constructiei, elemente  care
alcatuiau aceste instalatii”.

Propozitia: "Sistemele de explorare, de
exploatare, de aerisire, reprezentate de
galerii, abataje sau alte lucrdri_romane,
medievale sau moderne, alcatuiesc o
unitate a_patrimoniului_industrial - Peisajul
Subteran al Rosiei Montane”.

Subtitlul: ,Peisajul cultural”

Propozitia: “Perspectiva _de analizd a
peisajelor _culturale este deschisa de
Conventia Patrimoniului Mondial: Peisajele
culturale reflectd deseori tehnici specifice
de valorificare a resurselor naturale, finand
cont de caracteristicile si limitele_ mediului”
si nota de subsol nr. 18: “WHC-96/CONF.
201/INF, Paris, 22 October 1996, paragraf
39"

Propozitia: “Peisajul cultural Rosia Montana
este definit de caracteristicile si_efectele
unei singure ocupatii: mineritului traditional”
si nota de subsol nr. 19: “Exploatarea de
suprafatd din Cariera Cetate, prin efectul
amplu_si distructiv_asupra mediului_natural
precum Si prin_epuizarea rapida a resursei
minerale  depaseste  cadrul __ definitiei
peisajului cultural”

Propozitia: “Prin urmare, in conformitate cu
definitile si metodologia de evaluare si
clasificare a peisajelor culturale, enuntate in
Operational Guidelines for the Implementation
of the World Heritage Convention (Directive
operationale pentru implementarea Conventiei
Patrimoniului Mondial), peisajul cultural al zonei
Rosia Montana se finscrie 1n categoria
peisajelor dezvoltate organic — subcategoria
peisaj fosil (pct. ii. a)” si nota de subsol asociata
nr. 21: “ii) Peisaj dezvoltat organic; rezulta dintr-

- Subtitlul a fost modificat in Informafii
tehnologice” conform cerintelor termenilor
de referinta

- Propozita a fost elimnata - vezi
consideratiile de mai jos

- Propozitia a fost modificatd dupd cum
urmeaza: ,Sistemele de explorare, de
exploatare, de aerisire reprezentate de
galerii, abataje sau alte lucrari romane,
medievale sau moderne alcatuiesc o
componenta a patrimoniului industrial -
universul subteran al galeriilor istorice din
Rosia Montana.” La editarea finala cuvantul
.peisaj”’ a fost tnlocuit cu cuvantul ,univers”.

- Subtitlul a fost eliminat

- Propozitia si nota de subsol aferentd au
fost eliminate — vezi consideratiile de mai
jos

- Propozitia a fost editatd dupa cum
urmeaza: ,Peisajul Rogiei Montane este
definit de caracteristicile si efectele unei
singure  ocupatii:  mineritul  traditional
desfasurat de cca. 1900 de ani” si nota de
subsol aferentd devenitd nr. 44 a fost
mentinuta dupa cum urmeaza:
.Exploatarea de suprafatda din Cariera
Cetate, prin efectul amplu si distructiv
asupra mediului natural precum si prin
epuizarea rapida a resursei minerale
depaseste cadrul definitiei  peisajului
cultural”.

- Propozitia si nota de subsol aferenta au
fost eliminate — vezi consideratiile de mai
jos
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un imperativ inifial social, economic,
administrativ si/sau religios si ajuns la forma
actuala prin asociere cu si ca raspuns la mediul
natural. Astfel de peisaje reflectd procesul de
evolufie in forma si atributele incluse. ii a)
peisaj fosil, in care un proces evolutiv s-a
incheiat la un moment trecut, fie brusc, fie Intr-
un interval de timp; caracteristicile particulare
semnificative sunt 1inca vizibile Tn forma
materiald” si propozitia: Aceastd incadrare nu
Isi gaseste un echivalent juridic, dat fiind c& in
legislatia _roméneasca de protectie a
patrimoniului cultural nu exista categoria ,peisaj
cultural”, In ciuda ratificarii de catre Roméania a
Conventiei Patrimoniului Mondial. Cu toate
acestea, notiunea de ,sit”, asa cum este
definita in legislatia de specialitate, cuprinde si
domeniul de aplicare al notiunii _de ,peisaj
cultural”, pe care il include in definitia sa si
nota de subsol nr. 22: "termenul desemneaza
cea mai ampld unitate definitd prin lege ca
monument istoric, reprezentdnd un teren
delimitat topografic cuprinzand acele creatii
umane in cadru natural care sunt marturii
cultural-istorice semnificative din punct de
vedere arhitectural, urbanistic, arheologic,
istoric, artistic, etnografic, religios, social,
stiintific, tehnic sau al peisajului cultural (s.n.)”;

cf. L.422/2001, art.3 c).”

Observatii:
[ ]

Tnlocuirea subtitlurilor s-a facut din ratiuni de ordin editorial.
Propozitia a fost eliminata tin&nd cont de faptul ca:

o Astfel de instalafii — steampuri — au fost investigate din punct de vedere arheologic in
cateva puncte pe platoul Habad si in valea Cornei. Nici un element constitutiv nu a fost
identificat.

o Exista o ampla arhiva istorica infatisdnd cum a aratat zona in trecut cu steampurile
raspandite pe vai.

o Exista reconstructii ale unor astfel de instalatii in muzeul din Rosia Montana si in alte
cateva muzee etnografice din Roméania, precum si texte care descriu foarte amanuntit
modul de constructie a unor astfel de instalatii.

Tnlocuirea cuvantului peisaj cu cel de univers (doar in versiunea in limba romand) a fost facuta
considerandu-se ca cel de-al doilea este mai sugestiv si mai adecvat pentru a descrie situatia
reald a retelelor subterane de la Rosia Montana.

Subtitlul si propozitiile referitoare la peisajul cultural au fost eliminate in baza recomandarilor
facute de catre editorul general al documentatiei, fiind necesar ca acest continut s& concorde
cu cel al capitolului de Peisaj din raportul SIM, si de asemenea luand in considerare faptul ca
notiunea de “peisaj cultural” este inca un subiect de dezbateri si reconsiderari in randul
specialigtilor la nivel international. Nota de subsol a fost stearsa prin eliminarea propozitiei.
Specialistii - atestati EIM — pentru probleme de peisaj nu au fost de acord cu interpretarea si
determinarea de categorie propusa de OPUS 1n ceea ce priveste peisajul fosil. Acest lucru a
fost transmis catre reprezentantii OPUS in cadrul sedintelor de lucru la care acestia au
participat si unde au fost de acord ca incadrarea nu este corecta, dar apoi neoperand in
consecinta modificarea. In acest caz particular s-a considerat ca trebuie sa prevaleze opinia
celor din urma, respectiv cea a specialistilor Tn probleme de peisa,j.

Trebuie amintit faptul ca in redactarea generald s-a tinut cont si de concluziile enuntate de
S.C. OPUS - Atelier de arhitecturda S.R.L. care au fost prezentate in documentatia
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,Completarea documentatiei pentru P.U.G. Rogia Montana; Studiu de restructurare a
centrului istoric Rogia Montana”, care a fost avizata de catre MCC in anul 2002, unde se
faceau urmatoarele afirmatii: ,Disparifia industriei miniere tradifionale Tn anii '50 si disparifia
proprietafii private ih domeniul exploatéarii aurifere, precum gi inifierea exploatarii de suprafata
din anii ‘70 au condus la modificdri ale peisajului, la modificarea structurii si ocupafiilor
populafiei, la parasirea si degradarea unor constructii industriale tradifionale, la demolarea,
degradarea sau chiar ruinarea unor construcfii sau ansambluri, printre care unele de reala
valoare patrimoniald. Implantarea férd discerndméant a unor locuinfe colective (blocuri) a
contribuit si mai mult la alterarea unor zone valoroase ale ansamblului urban. Potrivit Sudiului
condifiilor de mediu pentru lucrdrile de explorare geologica din zona Rosia Montang realizat
de Agraro-Consult S.A. in colaborare cu Institutul de Cercetare pentru Epurarea Apelor
Reziduale S.C. Prospecfiuni S.A., ICECHIM gsi Apele Roméne mediul ambiant este puternic
afectat de activitdfile miniere desfdgurate de-a lungul timpului cu implicafii asupra apei raului
Rosia, Aries si a solului. n plus, toate acfiunile intreprinse in zona in aceastd perioadd au
ignorat cu desavarsire imensul capital arheologic existent si cunoscut in mare mésura doar
documentar, fapt care a condus la distrugerea a numeroase vestigii, mai ales legate de istoria
si continuitatea exploatdrilor aurifere pe o perioadd de circa doud milenii. Lipsa legaturilor
rutiere dintre localitatile comunei, transportul Tn comun asigurat sporadic, conditiile economice
precare contribuie la izolarea comunei Rogia Montand de contextul economico-social nafional.
Cum valoarea sitului rezida Tn organicitatea rezultatd din modul unic de intercondifionare a
reliefului cu functiunile specifice si cu adaptarea perfectd a rezolvdrilor urbanistic-
arhitecturale, caracteristici sedimentate de-a lungul unei mari perioade de timp, pdstrarea
situafiei din anii '50 ar fi putut conduce astdzi la inscrierea cu succes a localitdfii Rogia
Montanad in integralitatea ei ca un sit clasat inh categoria "peisajelor culturale”. Asa cum arata
ins& situafia actuald, o asemenea incadrare nu mai este posibild. Mai mult, asa cum
rezultd din inventarierile valorilor de patrimoniu nafional si local, din cercetarea sociologicé gi
din cercetarea de teren, degradarea localitdfii este un proces progresiv si, n cazul pastrdrii
condifiilor actuale, vom asista neputinciosi la disparifia intregii localitdfi, nu numai a
elementelor de valoare.”

MODIFICAREA 10: Propozitie de la p. 25, sectiunea Functiuni.

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE $I ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 25):

“Schimbarile functionale majore _nu_au
antrenat _Tnca modificari _importante la
nivelul structurii urbane a localitatii.”

Propozitia a fost eliminata din greseala in
procesul final de editare a textului.

Observatii:

e nu se fac alte comentarii

MODIFICAREA 11: Evaluarea Centrului Istoric Rogia Montana, p. 26-27

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE S| ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 26):

- ,[...] l]a ruinarea si degradarea accentuata [...]”

Textul a fost inlocuit cu ,[...Jdegradarea
treptata a unora dintre acestea [...]"

10
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Evaluarea Zonei  Istorice si a
potentialului acesteia”

Valori
.Valori naturale — in mare parte sunt
asociate celor culturale, asociere

generatoare de peisaj cultural;”

sValori culturale asociate cu situl (valoare
de identitate, valoare tehnica) — toate
urmele exploatarilor miniere traditionale si
amenajarile pentru prelucrarea minereului
aurifer, elemente definitorii ale peisajului
cultural Rogia Montana;”

.[---] unicitatea culturii populare [...]"

- Subtitlul a fost schimbat din ratiuni
editoriale, vezi p. 45, sectiunea 2.2.2.
.Valori culturale asociate cu monumentele
istorice si zona protejatd (unicitate,
semnificafie locala / judefeana / regional& /
nafionald / internafionald, memorabila,
legendard, valoare artistica etc.)”, in
conformitate cu termenii de referinta

- Paragraful referitor la valorile naturale a
fost editat dupa cum urmeaza: “Valori
naturale — in mare parte sunt asociate celor
culturale. Sunt de mentionat cele doua
monumente ale naturii Piatra Corbului si
Piatra Despicata, dar si peisajul natural al
taurilor din partea estica a zonei protejate”

- Paragraful referitor la valorile culturale a
fost editat dupa cum urmeaza: “Valori
culturale asociate cu situl (valoare de
identitate, valoare tehnica) — vestigiile
exploatarilor  miniere  traditionale i
amenajarile pentru prelucrarea minereului
aurifer, elemente definitorii ale sitului
Centrul Istoric Rosia Montana”

- Textul a fost completat astfel:
Lparticularitatea culturii populare asociata
mediului minier”

Observatii:

e nu se fac alte comentarii

MODIFICAREA 12: Sectiunea Obiective strategice

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE $I ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 28):

J...] pentru conservarea resurselor de
patrimoniu _cultural si natural ale sitului
Rosia Montana / Zona Istorica Centrala

- J[...Jprotejarea valorii exceptionale a sitului [...]"

- Textul a fost modificat dupa cum urmeaza:
.conservarea resurselor de patrimoniu
cultural ale monumentelor istorice si ale
Zonei Protejate Centru Istoric Rosia
Montand”.

- Textul a fost modificat dupd cum urmeaza:
“protejarea valorii sitului”

Observatii:

e Prima modificare a fost facuta pentru conformarea cu termenii de referinta.

e A doua modificare a fost facuta dupa revizuirea finala a documentului, considerand ca
utilizarea repetitiva si excesiva a adjectivului exceptional nu corespunde unei realitati evidente
in raport cu alte situri mari/importante din Roméania sau din lume.

e Mai mult, in acest caz, opiniile exprimate de mai multe istorici/arheologi si expertiza realizata
de acestia au prevalat in fata opiniilor exprimate de arhitecti
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MODIFICAREA 13: Sectiunea Obiective generale

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE S| ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 28):
- ,[...] trebuie sa contribuie la protejarea si
conservarea sitului [...]"

- ,[.] sustindndu-i valoarea exceptionala

[.]

- ,[...] purtatoare de interese Tn gestiunea sau

utilizarea sitului_|[...]"

- ,[...] vor trebui sa fie bine familiarizate cu
valoarea si semnificatia sitului [...]"

- Textul a fost modificat dupa cum urmeaza:
Jrebuie sa contribuie la protejarea si
conservarea monumentelor istorice si
zonei protejate”.

- Textul a fost modificat dupa cum urmeaza:
“sustindndu-le valoarea deosebita”

- Textul a fost modificat dupa cum urmeaza:
“purtatoare de interese in gestiunea sau
utilizarea monumentelor istorice si_a
zonei protejate ”

- Textul a fost modificat dupa cum urmeaza:
“vor trebui sa fie bine familiarizate cu
valoarea si semnificatia acestora (n.n. a
monumentelor _istorice _si__a _zonei
protejate)”

Observatii:

e Prima, a treia si a patra modificare au fost facute pentru conformarea cu termenii de referinta.

e A doua modificare a fost facutda dupa revizuirea finala a documentului, considerand ca
utilizarea repetitiva si excesiva a adjectivului exceptional nu corespunde unei realitati evidente
n raport cu alte situri mari/importante din Roménia sau din lume.

e Mai mult, in acest caz, opiniile exprimate de mai multe istorici/arheologi si expertiza realizata
de acestia au prevalat in fata opiniilor exprimate de arhitecti

MODIFICAREA 14: Sectiunea Obiective ideale

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE S| ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 29):

- ,[...] Protejarea, conservarea si punerea in
valoare a Sitului Istoric Rosia Montana ca
intreg si mai ales a Centrului Istoric, ca
nucleu [...]"

- [...] transformarea sa Intr-un catalizator al
regenerarii economice [...]

- Textul a fost modificat dupa cum urmeaza:
.Protejarea, conservarea si punerea in
valoare a monumentelor istorice si a

zonei protejate ca nucleu cu maxima
coerenta si reprezentativitate al valorii
culturale ...".

- Textul a fost modificat dupa cum urmeaza:
“la transformarea sa intr-un posibil
catalizator al regenerarii economice ..."

Observatii:

¢ Prima modificare a fost facuta pentru conformarea cu termenii de referinta.

e Cuvantul “posibil” a fost adaugat in editarea finala pentru ca nu exista absolut nici o garantie
ca situl va actiona cu siguranta ca un catalizator.
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MODIFICAREA 15: Stergerea subtitlurilor de la p. 29

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE S| ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 29):

[---] Opportunities [...]"

....] Regeneration and development [...]”

Subtitlurile au fost eliminate din ratiuni
editoriale pentru conformarea cu cuprinsul
indicat de termenii de referinta elaborati de
MMGA.

Observatii:

Modificarea a fost facuta pentru conformarea cu termenii de referinta.

MODIFICAREA 16: Inlocuirea “Parteneriatului pentru Rosia Montana” cu Supraintendenta de

Patrimoniu Rosia Montana

Observatii:

Modificarea a fost facutd Tn editarea finala a documentatiei tinAnd cont de faptul ca

Supraintendenta de Patrimoniu Rosia Montana reflecta mai bine scopurile si obiectivele unei
astfel de structuri menite sa gestioneze la un nivel amplu problemele de patrimoniu de la
Rosia Montana. Trebuie luat Tn considerare ca atat “Parteneriatul”, cat si “Supraintendenta”
sunt doar propuneri si o serie de decizii viitoare trebuie luate de autoritatile roméane
competente in urma procesului de consultare publica si a celui de avizare referitor la Proiectul

Rosia Montana.

De asemenea, termenul de Parteneriat este mult prea general, compania RMGC avand in

momentul de fata in desfagurare multe tipuri de parteneriate pentru diverse zone de interes..

MODIFICAREA 17:

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE S| ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 30):

oL ]Situl, prin  profilul  sdu particular
(apartenenta la o categorie distinctd de
situri si la o problematica de patrimoniu si
ea bine individualizatd) are un amplu
potential pentru initierea unor relatii
specializate cu alte comunitati sau situri
miniere din alte regiuni, din Romania sau
din afaraei. [...]"

Textul a fost modificat dupa cum urmeaza:
“Situl,  prin  profilul  sau particular
(apartenenta la o categorie distinctd de
situri si la o problematica de patrimoniu gi
ea bine individualizatd — sit_minier_si
patrimoniu__industrial) are un amplu
potential pentru initierea unor relatii
specializate cu alte comunitati sau situri
similare din alte regiuni, din Roménia sau
din afara ei.”

Observatii:

e nu se fac alte comentarii
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MODIFICAREA 18: Modificarea subtitlului
“Supraintendenta si Planul de Management ”

— “Parteneriatul si Planul de Management” a devenit

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA Il-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE SI ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 30):

[...JParteneriatul si Planul de Management

[..]

Titlul a devenit: “Supraintendenta si
Planul de Management ”

Observatii:

vezi mai sus observatiile referitoare la modificarea 16

MODIFICAREA 19: Modificarea subtitlului — “Dimensiunea gi consistenta eterogena a sitului”

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE S| ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 30):

J--] Dimensiunile
eterogena a sitului [...]”

Si consistenta

Subtitlu a fost pastrat ca atare fara
modificari: “Dimensiunile si consistenta
eterogena a sitului”

Observatii:

e nu se fac alte comentarii

MODIFICAREA 20: Modificarea subtitlului — “Pericole” si “Relansarea mineritului la scara mare”

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA Il-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE SI ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 30):

.-.] Pericole [...]

[...] Relansarea mineritului la scara mare

[.]

Jl.-.JExploatarea proiectata de RMGC,
desfagurata la o scard cu mult extinsa fata
de cea actuala, constituie un pericol
potential considerabil. [...]"

[...JPlanul de exploatare, definitivat doar
dupa incheierea evaluarii impactului asupra
mediului, va trebui adaptat In functie de
rezultatele acestei evaluari, astfel incat sa
nu afecteze negativ patrimoniul cultural si
natural al sitului. [...]

in procesul final de editare au fost facute
urmatoarele modificari pentru conformarea
cu termenii de referinta, respectiv: “Factori
cu posibil impact negativ’ si “Impactul
potenfial al exploatdrii miniere in carierd
deschisg”

Textul a fost modificat dupa cum urmeaza:
“Exploatarea  proiectata de RMGC,
desfagurata la o scara mai extinsa fata de
cea actuala, poate constitui un impact
potential.”

Textul a fost modificat dupa cum urmeaza:
“Planul de exploatare, definitivat doar dupa
incheierea evaluarii impactului asupra
mediului, va trebui adaptat in functie de
rezultatele acestei evaluari, astfel incat sa
nu afecteze negativ si ireversibil
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patrimoniul  cultural  reprezentat de
monumentele istorice si zona protejata
Centrul Istoric Rosia Montana.”

Observatii:

MODIFICAREA 21: Depopularea zonei, p. 33

Modificarea a fost facuta pentru conformarea cu termenii de referinta.

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE S| ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 33):

[.-.] La Rosia Montana insa acest fenomen
a luat amploare odata cu initierea
campaniei de achiziti imobiliare a
companiei RMGC. Astazi, dupa trei ani de
la achizitionarea primelor proprietati,
compania detine 34% din intravilanul Zonei
Centrale a localitatii, ceea ce se traduce, n
termeni demografici, printr-o depopulare
severd. Tendintele contrare, de cregtere,
reprezentate de un aport instabil de
populatie, sunt nesemnificative. Efectele
acestei situafii se fac simtite, evident, n
plan social, dar si Tn starea fizica a
patrimoniului construit, care s-a Tnrautatit in
ultimii ani. [...]”

Textul a fost modificat dupa cum urmeaza:
“La Rosia Montana acest fenomen a existat
in mod constant de-a lungul ultimelor
secole, fiind periodic constatate fluctuari ale
numarului populatiei. In urma inceperii
programului de achizitii al RMGC, dublata
de Timbatranirea populatiei si migrarea
voluntard a categoriilor tinere de populatie
catre mediul urban, fenomenul a cunoscut
0 accentuare. Astazi, dupa trei ani de la
achizitionarea primelor proprietati,
compania detine 34% din intravilanul Zonei
Centrale a localitatii, ceea ce se traduce, in
termeni demografici, printr-o depopulare
severa, dar trebuie subliniat ca o parte a
imobilelor nu mai erau deja locuite la data
achizitionarii, iar dupa intrarea acestora in
proprietatea RMGC acestea sunt utilizate
ca birouri si locuinte de serviciu. Tendintele
contrare, de crestere, reprezentate de un
aport instabil de populatie, sunt totusi
destul de nesemnificative, din punctul de
vedere a unei cresteri demografice.
Efectele acestei situatii se fac simtite, pe de
0 parte, n plan social, dar si in starea fizica
a patrimoniului construit, care s-a degradat
treptat incepand din anii '90.”

Observatii:

e nu se fac alte comentarii

MODIFICAREA 22:

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA Il-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE S| ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 30):

.[.-.JCompania RMGC, devenita proprietarul

Textul a fost modificat dupa cum urmeaza:
“Compania RMGC, devenita proprietarul
imobiliar majoritar in Zona Centru Istoric
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imobiliar majoritar Tn  Zona istorica,
desfagoara selectiv lucrari de Tintretinere.
Totusi, 0 mare parte a fondului construit
detinut de companie, in buna masura
compus din constructii de valoare, continua
sa se deterioreze intr-un ritm accelerat, ca
urmare a lipsei lucrarilor de fintretinere (in
Zona centrala, 51% din totalul imobilelor cu
constructii aflate Tn stare proasta sau foarte
proasta se afld n patrimoniul RMGC).
Aceeasi tendintd generald negativa se
constata si la constructiile care nu au intrat
in proprietatea RMGC. [...]"

Rosia Montana, desfasoara lucrari de
intretinere la imobilele aflate Tn proprietatea
sa, ntr-o prima etapa punéndu-se accentul
pe cladirile monument istoric. Totusi, o
mare parte a fondului construit detinut atat
de companie, cat si de alte categorii de
proprietari, compus ntr-o anumitd masura
din constructii de valoare, continua sa se
deterioreze intr-un ritm constant, ca urmare
a lipsei unui program coerent al lucrarilor
de Tintretinere (in Zona centrald, 51% din
totalul imobilelor cu constructii aflate in
stare proastd sau foarte proasta se afla in
patrimoniul RMGC, acestea fiind
achizitionate de companie in aceasta stare,
respectiv o stare generala de degradare).
Aceeasi tendintd generalda negativa se
constata si la constructiile care nu au intrat
in proprietatea RMGC.."

Observatii:

e nu se fac alte comentarii

MODIFICAREA 23: p. 40-41

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE S| ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 40):

[---] Peisajul Rosiei Montane este amplu si
variat, semnificativ pentru rolul sau de
cadru vizual, fundal pe care se desfagoara
componentele asezarii, si nu mai putin
pentru calitatile sale intrinseci, naturale si
antropice [...]"

J...] Toate aceste straturi, puternic
intrepatrunse, ale peisajului  Rosiei
Montane 1l definesc drept produs prin
excelenta al interactiunii comunitatii locale
cu mediul natural, sub influenta fortelor
sociale, economice si culturale, ceea ce |l
califica drept peisaj cultural. [...]"

Textul a fost modificat dupa cum urmeaza:
“Peisajul Rogiei Montane in cuprinsul zonei
protejate Centru Istoric Rogia Montana este
amplu si variat, semnificativ pentru rolul
sau de cadru vizual, fundal pe care se
desfasoara componentele asezarii, si nu
mai putin pentru calitdtile sale intrinseci,
naturale si antropice”.

Textul a fost modificat dupa cum urmeaza:
J...JToate  aceste  straturi, puternic
intrepatrunse, ale peisajului Centrului
Istoric Rosia Montana 1l definesc drept
produs prin excelentda al interactiunii
comunitatii locale cu mediul natural, sub
influenta fortelor sociale, economice si
culturale,[...]”

Observatii:

e Modificarile au fost facute pentru a sublinia contextul de incadrare, anume Zona
Protejata Centrul Istoric, asa cum era specificat in termenii de referintd si nu intreaga

zona Rosia Montana

e Modificarea privind clasarea peisajului cultural a fost facuta tindnd cont de opiniile
formulate de OPUS in documentatia de completare a PUG Rosia Montana, Tn anul
2002 (vezi supra, observatiile referitoare la modificarea 9).
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MODIFICAREA 24: Program 26 la p. 41

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN
DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE S| ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 41):

- ,[...] program 26. Descurajarea
proiectelor de orice fel, localizate in afara
teritoriului  sitului, care tind sa produca
efecte adverse asupra acestuia [...]"

- Acest text a fost eliminat.

Observatii:

e Termenul de ,descurajare” este ceva mult prea vag si indefinit ih acest context.

e Planul de Management subcontractat firmei OPUS se refera la programe ce sunt preconizate sa se

desfasoare in interiorul acestei Zone Protejate.

e 1n ceea ce priveste activitdtile si Planuri de Management specifice in Zona Industriald, au fost
contractati specialisti acreditati pentru activitatile ce se vor desfasura acolo. Acestia au dezvoltat in
mod particular si specific masurile de minimizare a impactului si Planurile de Management aferente.

MODIFICAREA 25: Obiectivul 14 la p. 41-42

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul
www.simpara.ro

RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA ll-a — PLAN DE
MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE ISTORICE
S| ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA MONTANA

In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 41):

- ,[..] Odata cu trecerea unei mari parti a
fondului imobiliar in proprietatea companiei
RMGC, ca efect al politicii sale de achizitii
intensive, zona s-a depopulat si multe
constructii au ramas fara utilizare, in timp
ce altele au fost reutilizate, cu functiuni
diverse. Consecinta naturala a acestei suite
de evenimente este agravarea starii de
conservare a unei mari parti a fondului
construit (din care 23.8% se afla in stare
proasta si foarte proasta, 54.3% in stare
medie si doar 21.9% in stare buna; cf.
evaluare Opus 2004). Data fiind aceasta
stare generala a resursei majore a sitului,
sunt necesare interventii urgente menite sa
stopeze si sa inverseze tendinta actuala
negativa. [...]"

- Textul a fost modificat dupa cum urmeaza:
....] Data fiind aceasta stare generala a
resursei majore a sitului, sunt necesare
interventii urgente menite sa stopeze si sa
inverseze tendinta actuala negativa. [...]"

Observatii:

e Modificarile au fost facute n editarea finala considerand ca OPUS exprima o opinie
proprie subiectiva in evaluarea sa, fara a tine cont de fenomenul general de
depopulare din muntii Apuseni si alte zone rurale ale Romaniei si de faptul ca unele
cladiri din Rosia Montana sunt abandonate sau nelocuite de ani de zile de catre
proprietarii lor, aspecte clar explicate intr-o serie de capitole ale Raportului de
Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului, redactate de experti in respectivele domenii.
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e De altfel, s-a tinut cont si de opinia exprimatda de OPUS in documentatia de
completare a PUG Rosia Montana, n anul 2002 (vezi supra, observatiile referitoare la
modificarea 9).

MODIFICAREA 26: Program 31 la p. 42

Documentul OPUS postat pe site-ul RAPORT SIM — PLAN M, PARTEA Ill-a — PLAN
www.simpara.ro DE MANAGEMENT PENTRU MONUMENTELE
ISTORICE $I ZONELE PROTEJATE DIN ROSIA
MONTANA
In conformitate cu documentul publicat pe site-ul
mentionat este marcat de OPUS ca fiind modificat
urmatorul text (p. 41): - Textul a fost modificat dupa cum urmeaza:
- » [..] program 31. Conservarea si J[...] program 30. Conservarea, amenajarea
amenajarea galeriilor romane, medievale si punerea in valoare — in conditii de siguranta
sau moderne cunoscute sau care vor fi — a unor tronsoane reprezentative pentru
descoperite (de exemplu tronsonul modern galerile romane, medievale sau moderne
si roman al galeriei Catalina-Monulesti [...]" cunoscute sau care vor fi descoperite (ca de

exemplu tronsonul modern si roman al galeriei
Catalina-Monulesti, sectorul minier Paru
Carpeni, zona Piatra Corbului, zona Vaidoaia)

L]

Observatii:

Modificarea a fost facuta Tn editarea finala considerand ca OPUS nu este obiectiv prin
propunerea unui astfel de program, tindnd cont si de faptul ca nu se tinea cont in aceasta
formulare de propunerile facute de dr. Beatrice Cauuet Tn raportul ei de sinteza asupra
acestor chestiuni.

De asemenea, un alt punct de vedere important care a fost luat in editarea finala cand s-a
facut modificarea a fost cel exprimat in raportul O’'Hara —,[...] Cercetarile nu implicd in mod
obligatoriu necesitatea ca orice descoperire sa fie si conservata, iar ideea academicienilor
privind o conservare in situ totalda nu este probabil adecvata intotdeauna tinadnd cont de
realitatile arheologiei de salvare si ale lumii comerciale. Cel putin astfel stau lucrurile Tn cazul
conservarii in situ a galeriilor romane de la Rosia Montana. Exista peste 5 km de astfel de
lucrari miniere, aparent cu o varietate limitatd si cu putine vestigii care au supravietuit.
Majoritatea sunt inaccesibile, de fapt chiar periculoase pentru turism. Propunerile alternative
cum ar fi desemnarea unei intregi zone ca peisaj cultural ce trebuie dezvoltat pentru scopuri
turistice nu au suport viabil. Singura sursa disponibila de obtinere a fondurilor Th acest scop o
constituie compania care doreste sa exploateze resursele minerale. Desigur, este necesar sa
se stabileasca si sa se conserve un esantion reprezentativ de galerii accesibile turistilor, la
Catalina Monulesti si/sau Orlea, si cu sigurantd este necesara monitorizarea continua pentru
a asigura identificarea valorilor arheologice distincte care se descopera cu ocazia sapaturilor
de cercetare arheologica sau miniera. Aceasta responsabilitate ii revine Ministerului Culturii”.
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ANSWER TO THE CONTESTATION

Rosia Montana HISTORICAL CENTER
CULTURAL HERITAGE MANAGEMENT PLAN

by
S.C. OPUS - ATELIER DE ARHITECTURA S.R.L.
(Bucharest, 12 August 2006)



With respect to the document prepared by S.C. OPUS - Atelier de Arhitectura S.R.L, the following
clarifications need to be stated.

Pursuant to the scoping guidelines for the Report on Environmental Impact Assessment sent by
the Ministry of Environment and Water Management (MEWA) under register number 8070/24.05.2005
(“the Guidelines”) to S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A (RMGC), the project titleholder was asked
to present a Management Plan for Historical Monuments and Protected Areas, as an annex to the
Environmental Impact Assessment Study for the Rosia Montana Project.

Taking these requirements into account, the project’s titleholder contracted this work to the
National History Museum of Romania (NHMR), the institution assigned to co-ordinate all the heritage
research and studies for the Rogia Montana project pursuant to the provisions of the Order of the Ministry
of Culture and Religious Affairs no. 2504/07.03.2001.

Through the professional services agreement concluded between RMGC and the National History
Museum of Romania (NHMR), the latter being an expert consultant, and having Paul Damian, PhD,
Deputy Scientific Director as its representative, the institution was committed “to prepare a specific
documentation to be included in the Environmental Impact Assessment for Rosia Montana Project,
Cultural Heritage section”. This specific documentation was to be prepared “in compliance with applicable
Romanian, European and international standards for the environmental impact assessment studies”.

In its turn, NHMR subcontracted SC OPUS - Atelier de Arhitectura Ltd. for the development of “a
documentation exclusively prepared for the Study Area of Rosia Montana Historic Centre”; to be precise
only a section of the entire document requested by MEWM through the official letter regarding the
assessment’s scoping guidelines. Within this framework, OPUS prepared the document called “The
Historic Center of Rogsia Montana - Cultural Heritage Management Plan. Draft I. A document for public
disclosure”.

We must emphasise the fact that the final version of the “Management Plan for the Protected
Areas and Historical Monuments of Rosia Montana Area” underwent several phases of editing according
to instructions formulated by the EIA certified team of experts, coordinated by Mrs. Marilena Patrascu,
overall expert reviewer, in order to meet all legal requirements that were included in “Guidelines.”

We note that the Environmental Impact Assessment Study for Rosia Montana mining Project was
prepared by “natural and legal entities that were independent of the project’s [....] titleholder”, and
“certified by environmental competent authority”. “The liability regarding the accuracy of information
disclosed to the environmental competent authorities and public lies with the project’s [...] titleholder”, and
the liability regarding the accuracy of the Environmental Impact Assessment lies with its authors?.

Chapters 1 (Introduction) and 9 (Non Technical Summary) include the list of all certified natural
and legal entities who participated to the development of the Report on Environmental Impact
Assessment Study. In order to express the gratitude for all their efforts, a list of uncertified natural and
legal entities that have assisted the certified specialists, was been added to the respective list.

The liability for the development of the Environmental Impact Assessment and for the accuracy of
the interpretation of the information included in the report lies only with “highly competent certified natural
and legal entities” and with “certified legal entities”, which have participated in the development of the
Environmental Impact Assessment based on the agreement concluded with the titleholder, and not with
the assistant (or sub-) consultants. Therefore, the decision regarding the selection and use of
information provided by the assistant consultants rests with the certified experts.

Signing the Report on Environmental Impact Assessment Study (or its “chapters”) by certified

" In compliance with the provisions of Governmental Emergency Ordinance no. 195 of December 22" 2005 on environmental
protection, published in the Official Gazette of Romania, part I, no. 1,196 of December 30", 2005 endorsed with all of its
amendments by Law no. 265 of June 29", 2006 which in its turn has been published in the Official Gazette of Romania no. 586 of
June 6™, 2006, art. 21, point (a).

% |dem 2, art. 21, letter (d).

% According to the 5™ article from the Ministerial Ordinance issued by the Minister of Agriculture, Forestry, Waters, and Environment,
no.97 of May 18", 2004 with regard to the alteration and amendment of the Ordinance issued by the Minister of Agriculture, Forestry,
Waters, and Environment no. 978/2003 on the Regulations governing the certification of natural and legal entities that prepare
environmental impact assessment studies and environmental balances, published in the Official Gazette no. 504 of June 4", 2004.
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experts is not a legal requirement”.

The following document presents a comparison between the version of the Management Plan
posted by S.C. OPUS Atelier de Arhitectura S.R.L. on the web-site www.simpatia.ro and the version
published in the Report on Environmental Impact Assessment Study, specifically in volume 33 — Plan M,
Part 1l - Management Plan for the Protected Areas and Historic Monuments of Rosia Montana Area. This
comparative assessment identifies 26 inconsistencies between the Management Plan posted by S.C.
OPUS Atelier de Arhitectura S.R.L. on the site www.simpatia.ro and the Management Plan included in the
final documentation submitted to the Ministry of Environment and Water Management in May 2006.

MODIFICATION 1: The title of the document has been changed

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON EIA. REPORT - PLAN M, PART Il -

www.simpara.ro MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF ROSIA
MONTANA AREA

“The Historic Centre of Rosia Montana “Part Il

Cultural Heritage Management Plan. Management Plan for the Protected Areas and

Draft 1. Historic Monuments of Rosia Montana Area”

Document for public disclosure”

Explanatory notes:

e The study prepared by OPUS based on the subcontract signed with NHMR, a part of the NHMR —
RMGC contract, was in reference to a specific part of the documentation (Management Plan),
specifically — the contractor OPUS was to prepare the whole documentation [...] exclusively for the
Study Area of the Rosia Montana Historic Centre, as it is indicated in Annex E — Maps and Plans,
a part of the referred subcontract. But according to the terms of reference issued by MEWM
(Ministry of Environment and Water Management) through the official letter no. 8070 of
24.05.2005 (“the Guidelines”), the legal requirements regarding the EIA report were very clear and
specific. This document described the structure of the required content with respect to the
Management Plan for Historic Monuments and Protected Areas of Rosia Montana, therefore
requiring a much more comprehensive document, to which OPUS had a modest contribution.
According to the contract conditions, OPUS was fully informed and aware of the format required
by MEWM.

e During the final review of the Environmental Impact Assessment documentation the overall
reviewer (Marilena Patrascu, expert certified to prepare EIA studies) and the solicitors contracted
by RMGC insisted on the liability related to the fact that the report had to fully comply with the
requirements stated by MEWM,; including details such as the title of the document, its table of
contents (as all these were clearly indicated by the terms of reference). This fact had been
verbally communicated during the working sessions held with OPUS. Thus, all of the changes that
were made took into account the opinion of the EIA certified expert.

¢ One should also note that the document (the Management Plan) - considering the large number of
stakeholders who, according to the law have a role within the Management (administration) of the
Rosia Montana Cultural Heritage - is a proposal or a first draft, which has to be the subject of
several further modifications and adjustments after the public consultation and permitting
procedures. This fact is clearly written in the document submitted to MEWM in May 2006 (see the
introductory note, p. 9, 64-65, 92, 98).

* The provision on the liability of the expert coordinator “upon their signing”, regarding the “quality of the studies and the reports
submitted” mentioned within article 5 (2) of the Ordinance issued by the Minister of Agriculture, Forestry, Waters, and Environment,
no. 978 of December 2™, 2003 (published in the Official Gazette no. 3 of January 5 2004) it has been removed through the
Ordinance issued by the Minister of Agriculture, Forestry, Waters, and Environment no. 97 of May 18", 2004 (for the alteration and
amendment of the Ordinance issued by the Minister of Agriculture, Forestry, Waters, and Environment no. 978/2003 regarding the
Regulations governing the certification of natural and legal entities that prepare environmental impact assessment studies and
environment balances, published in Official Gazette no. 504 of June 4", 2004).
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MODIFICATION 2: changes in the table of contents

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA° REPORT - PLAN M, PART Il -
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF ROSIA
MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the
abovementioned web-site there are several section
tittes/subchapters which appear to have been
amended:

- “The_ Significance of the Rosia Montana
Cultural Heritage p. 7

- Brief History p. 11

- Industrial Heritage (Technical and Mining)
p. 18

- Cultural Landscape p. 19

- Natural Values p. 25

- Cultural Values p. 25

- Relaunch of Large Scale Mining p. 32

- Objective 13 Protection of the Visual
Landscape and the Site's History

- Objective 14 The Establishiment and
Implementation _of Measures for the
Conservation _and Development of the
Cultural Heritage

- Objective 16 Conservation of the site’s
historical landscape character emphasizing
and developing the elements of industrial

heritage”

The document was prepared in compliance with the
Guidelines, based on the advice provided by the
overall reviewer and by the solicitors, given that
from the point of view of its contents and structure,
the OPUS Document fails to comply with the
Guidelines.

All the aspects that are marked in red in the OPUS
document are included in the EIA report submitted
to MEWM. Please see below for specific details and
comments.

Explanatory notes:

e See the explanatory notes from above for modification 1.

MODIFICATION 3: Subtitle: Significance of the Rosia Montana Cultural Heritage, aspect 1, footnote

3

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA. REPORT - PLAN M, PART Il -
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF ROSIA
MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the
abovementioned web-site there are several
sections/ /subchapters/texts which appear to have
been amended as follows:

- Subtitle “The significance of the Rosia
Montana Cultural Heritage p. 8”

- The second sentence of aspect 1 was: ,For
the  Roman period the underground
landscape is significant, as it represents a
synchronized effort of the Roman
government to _mine the gold: one of the
most ample Roman mining sites has been
developed here in about 50 years.”

- Footnote 3 was saying ,See infra. note 6.

There have been made 3 amendments:

- The subtitle was deleted being integrated
under a more general subtitle as required
by the reference terms, namely:
“Necessity  and Scope of the
Management Plan (p. 9).”

- The second sentence of aspect 1 has been
adjusted as follows: “There are a series of
archaeological surface and underground
vestiges which are relevant for the Roman
time, as they stand as testimony for a
synchronized effort of the Roman
government for gold mining: during the T
and 11" centuries p. Chr. when one of the
most ample mining sites of the Roman
world has been developed. “

- Footnote 3 has been edited as follows:
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The archaeological mining site from Rosia
Montand is compared by the author of
researches, with exceptional Roman mining
sites, registered in the World Heritage List
(e.g. Las Medulas): [...] “a _major_mining
centre of Roman civilization, comparable to
other mining or metallurgic sites from
Iberian Peninsula (Linares, Riotinto, Sao
Domingos, Aljustrel, Tres Minas, etc. where
several mining methods have been used,
some_methods that are similar to those
used for Rosia Montana, or Las Medulas,
known for a different ancient mining
technique, namely the open-pit_mining)”,
[...], Synthesis upon the mining
archaeology researches  from  Rosia
Montangd (1999-2006), in Environmental
Impact Assesment for Rosia Montand

Project, 2006.”

The first sentence of aspect 2: “This type of
mining activity has profoundly marked the
natural landscape of the area, and the
artificial lakes (“tauri”) have soon become
landmarks of this industrial landscape of
wood-stamps, adits, waste dumps and
mountains impacted by human
intervention.”

,See infra. n. 6. The archaeological mining
site_from Rosia Montand is compared by
Beatrice Cauuet, the author of
archaeological mining researches with
other similar Roman_sites [....] “a _major
mining _centre _of Roman _civilization,
comparable to other mining or metallurgic
sites  from Iberian Peninsula (Linares,
Riotinto, Sao Domingos, Aljustrel, Tres
Minas, etc. where several mining methods
have been used, some methods that are
similar to those used for Rosia Montana, or
Las Medulas, known for a different ancient
mining _technique, namely the open-pit
mining)”, [...], Synthesis upon the mining
archaeology  researches from  Rosia
Montangd (1999-2006), in Environmental
Impact Assessment for Rosia Montand
Project, 2006.” It is worth mentioning the
fact that the ancient site’s integrity has
been severely impacted by the opening the
pits in the Cetate Massif (1970) and Carnic
Massif (the middle of the 90’s , the mining
activities _being currently stopped) by the
Romanian State, without previous
development of certain preventive
archaeological researches.”

In the fnal version the first sentence of
aspec 2 has been edited as follows: “2.
Underground traditional mining, developed
during the aforementioned historic times, as
well as associated processing activities
have profoundly impacted the natural
landscape of the area, and the artificial
lakes (“tauri”) which have been built during

the second half of the XVIII" century have
become landmarks of this industrial
landscape of_wood-stamps, adits, waste
dumps and mountains impacted by human
intervention, a common fact during the 50’s
of the last century.”

Explanatory notes:

The subtitle was deleted in order to be consistent with the terms of reference.

The second sentence was amended based on the fact that there is no historic or written evidence
to testify to the fact that Romans developed mining activities for a period of only 50 years. The
experts still discuss the subject and, consequently, a more accurate definition was preferred
based on the expert opinion of several archaeologists who were directly involved in the research
and study of archaeological heritage of Rosia Montana, since 2001 including Lucia Marinescu,
PhD, Paul Damian, PhD, and Mihaela Simion, and of course, for the sector of archaeological
mining in particular, Beatrice Cauuet, PhD. It is emphasised that this matter should be
considered by experts in history, and OPUS has no competency in matters of historic or
archaeological relevance because they are all architects, and it is important to add the fact that
the Rosia Montana site is still under archaeological and historical research.

One of the major key aspects concerning the site during the Roman period is not “the
underground landscape” (OPUS view), but “a series of vestiges”. Moreover, this is an issue
regarding the proficiency in certain fields of expertise, and in this case it was considered that the
opinion of the archaeological team prevailed over the one expressed by two architects who —
according to the information held by the surface and underground archaeological research team —
had never visited the underground mining networks from Rosia Montana. The text written by
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Beatrice Cauuet had been provided to the OPUS team as a preliminary synthesis on the
underground mining networks from Rosia Montana, in which the expert expressed her opinions
about vestiges and traces of mining activities and not only about an underground landscape.

- The first sentence of aspect 2 was supplemented by inserting the remark on the fact that wood-
stamps and other infrastructure elements associated with traditional mining survived existed only
until the 50’s, when they were destroyed by the communist authorities.

MODIFICATION 4:

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA- REPORT - PLAN M, PART I -
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF
ROSIA MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the
abovementioned web-site the following text
appears to have been amended (p.11):

- ,The general configuration of the terrain in
this area appears like a natural formation
having the shape of an amphitheatre, with
the opening towards the valley of the Rosia
Stream, along which the rest of the
settlement evolves. The specific
morphology of this location is accentuated
by the rock massifs that border it to the
North and South, as well as by easy slopes
to the East. The core of this landscape is
occupied by the central Square of the
locality, around which the urban settlement
is arranged by secondary poles, located on
the routes leading to the old mining areas
and, further on, to neighbouring villages.
The diverse aspects of the construction
complexes, strictly conditioned by the
area’s _rough topography, illustrate the
image of several sub-zones with distinct
features of the heritage values.”

The text has the same structure at p. 16; the only

change is the insertion of the word “hamlets” (see

below):
»The general configuration of the terrain in this
area appears like a natural formation having the
shape of an amphitheatre, with the opening
towards the valley of the Rosia Stream, along
which the rest of the settlement evolves. The
specific morphology of this location is
accentuated by the rock massifs that border it
to the North and South, as well as by easy
slopes to the East. The core of this landscape
is occupied by the central Square of the locality,
around which the urban settlement is arranged
by secondary poles, located on the routes
leading to the old mining areas and, further on,
to neighbouring villages and hamlets. The
diverse aspects of the construction complexes,
strictly conditioned by the area’s rough
topography, illustrate the image of several sub-
zones with distinct features of the heritage
values.”

Explanatory note:

e One should easily notice that the text is the same. In the original OPUS document this text
was used to describe the Historic Centre; this is why for the final editing it has been used to
briefly describe the Rosia Montana Historic Centre, which is included as a historical
monument in the List of Historical Monuments.

MODIFICATION 5: Brief History of Rogia Montana — The Roman Period

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA. REPORT - PLAN M, PART II. -
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF ROSIA
MONTANA AREA

- see the attached document — Brief history —
OPUS v. MNHR

- The text OPUS wrote was replaced by the
Brief history subchapter prepared by
MNHR.

Explanatory notes:

e This substitution was decided together with the MNHR team, due to several editorial revisions,

taking into consideration the following:

0 Both the Management Plan for Historic Monuments and Protected Areas and the
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Archaeological Heritage Management Plan were parts of a much larger document and it
would have been redundant if two different versions for the locality’s history had existed
within the same documentation.

By early March 2006 OPUS had received the subchapter on Brief History for the locality
prepared by MNHR and ARHEOTERRA, but they decided to use only some of the parts
related to medieval and modern history and not those related to ancient history and to
some aspects of modern history.

In this case the opinion and the expertise of several historians prevailed over that
expressed by architects.

A team of specialists, scientifically coordinated by MNHR (according to the decision of
MCRA in 2001) continues research activities concerning the ancient history of Rosia
Montana, thus it has been reckoned the MNHR had to have “the last word” on this matter;
this fact implies that the point of view of historians should prevail over the opinion of
architects when history was the topic of discussion.

MODIFICATION 6: Footnote no. 10

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA° REPORT - PLAN M, PART I -
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND THE HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF
ROSIA MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the
abovementioned web-site the following text
appears to have been amended (p. 14, footnote
10):

- “Except for some archaeological trial
trenches performed in 2000, which have
been developed in the context of the study
conducted to assess the potential of the
cultural heritage in Rosia Montana area, in
the present day hearth of the commune, no
field research (that could provide extra
information _on_the development of the
settlement during the medieval period) has
been performed. “

- The text is at p. 24; it hasn’t been changed
at all: “Except for some archaeological trial
trenches performed in 2000, which have
been developed in the context of the study
conducted to assess the potential of the
cultural heritage in Rosia Montana area, in
the present day hearth of the commune, no
field research (that could provide extra
information _on the development of the
settlement during the medieval period) has
been performed. “

Explanatory notes:

- No further comments; the text has been left the same as proposed by OPUS

MODIFICATION 7: Sentence about artificial lakes built in the 18" c.

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA.- REPORT - PLAN M, PART I -
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF ROSIA
MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the

abovementioned web-site the following text

appears to have been amended (p. 15):
“We can say that the year 1733, which marks
the construction initiation of the artificial lakes
system, as well as of other water facilities,
becomes relevant within the ample world-
wide socio-economic_transformations of the
“Industrial Revolution.”

- The text is at p. 24 having the following
structure: “We can say that this moment in time
is relevant within the framework of the ample
world-wide  socio-economic  transformations
conventionally defined by the concept of
“Industrial Revolution”; for the area in question it
is worth mentioning the year 1733 which marks
the construction initiation for the artificial lakes
system, as well as of other water facilities, based
of funds from the Treasury of Transylvania.”
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Explanatory note:

- No further comments; the text has been left the same as the proposed by OPUS

MODIFICATION 8: Brief history of Rosia Montana —the modern period

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA. REPORT - PLAN M, PART Il -
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF ROSIA
MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the
abovementioned web-site the following text
appears to have been amended (p. 15-16):

- see the attached document — Brief history —
OPUS v. MNHR

- The text OPUS wrote has been replaced by
the Brief history subchapter prepared by
MNHR.

Explanatory notes:

- See the explanatory notes from above for modification 5.

MODIFICATION 9: Industrial Heritage —Technical and Mining Heritage

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA. REPORT - PLAN M, PART Il -
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF ROSIA
MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the
abovementioned web-site the following texts
appear to have been amended (pp. 19-20):
The subtitle: “Industrial Heritage —Technical
and Mining Heritage p. 19”

- The sentence: “Elements of these
installations together with the construction
footprint _may be discovered through
archaeological researches”.

- The sentence: “The exploration, mining and
ventilation _ systems _ represented by
galleries, work faces or other Roman,
medieval or modern works constitute a unit
of the industrial heritage — The Rosia
Montand Underground Landscape”.

- The subtitle: “The Cultural Landscape”

-  The sentence: “The perspective of the
assessment_on the cultural landscape is
established by the World Heritage
Convention: The cultural landscapes often
reflect specific techniques of valorisation of
natural resources, taking into account the
characteristics and limits of the
environment” and the footnote no. 18:
“WHC-96/CONF. 201/INF, Paris, October
22" 1996, paragraph 39"

- The sentence: “The cultural landscape of
Rosia  Montana is defined by the
characteristics and the effects of a single
occupation: traditional mining” and footnote

- The subtitle was changed in ,, Technological
information” according to the requirements
of the terms of reference

- The sentence was deleted — see further
considerations below

- The sentence was modified as follows: The
exploration, mining and ventilation systems
represented by the galleries, work faces or
other Roman, medieval or modern works
constitute a unit of the industrial heritage —
The Rogia Montand Underground universe
of the historic galleries”. In the final editing
in the word “landscape” was replaced by
the world “universe”.

- The subtitle was deleted

- The sentence and the associated footnote
were deleted — see further considerations
below

- The sentence was edited as follows: ,The
landscape of Rogia Montana is defined by
the characteristics and the effects of a
single  occupation: traditional mining
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no. 19: “The open-cast mining from Cetate
Pit, by the ample and destructive impact on
the environment and by the rapid depletion
of the mineral, exceeds the framework of
the definition for cultural landscape”

The sentences: “Thus, according to the
definitons and the assessment and
classification methodology for cultural
landscapes, stated in Operational
Guidelines for the Implementation of the
World Heritage Convention, the cultural
landscape of Rosia Montana area is
included in the category of organically
developed landscapes — subcategory fossil
landscape (point ii. a)” and the associated
footnote no. 21: “ii) Organically developed
landscape; it is the result of an initial social,
economic, administrative and/or religious
requirement and has reached the present
form by the association with and as an
answer to the environment. Such
landscapes reflect the evolution process in
their included forms and attributes; ii a)
fossil landscape, in which an evolution
process was ended at a given moment in
the past, either all of a sudden or over a
period of time; the significant
characteristics are still visible in their
material form” and the sentence:_this scope
of work has no legal equivalent, due to the
fact that Romanian leqislation for the
protection of cultural heritage does not
include such category as “cultural
landscape”, despite of the fact that
Romania has ratified the World Heritage
Convention .

However, "The term “site” as it is defined by
relevant legislation also includes the scope
of work of “cultural landscape”, including it
in its definition and the footnote no. 22: “the
term stands for the most ample unit which
has ever been defined by law as a historic
monument, representing a “topographically
outlined terrain including all those human
creations within the natural environment
which are significant cultural-historical
testimonies from an architectural, urban,
archaeological, historical, artistical,
ethnographical, religious, social, scientific,
and technical points of view or with regard
to the cultural landscape (s.n.)” according
to Law 422/2001 art. 3 ¢

performed for about 1900 years” and the
related footnote which became no. 44 and
it has been maintained as follows: ,The
open cast mining from Cetate Pit, through
its the extensive destructive impact on
natural environment and by the rapid
depletion of the mineral resource, exceeds
the framework of the definition for cultural
landscape”.

The sentence and the associated footnote
were deleted — see further considerations
below




Explanatory notes:

The substitution of subtitles was a consequence of several editing revisions.
The sentence has been deleted considering that:

o0 Such installations —wood-stamps — have been archaeologically investigated at several
locations on the Habad plateau and on Corna Valley. No constructed elements have been
discovered.

o0 There is a large historic archive depicting how the area looked in the past, with all these
wood stamps scattered through the valleys.

0 There are some reconstructions of such installations in the Rosia Montana museum and
in several other ethnographical museums in Romania, as well as texts, minutely
describing the methods used to build such installations.

The replacement of the word landscape with universe (only in the Romanian version) was made
considering that the latter is much more plastic and adequate to describe the real situation of the
Rosia Montana underground network.

The subtitle and the sentences regarding the cultural landscape were deleted based on the
recommendations made by the overall reviewer of the documentation; considering the fact that it
was necessary to make this text consistent with the content of the Landscape chapter of the EIA
report, and also considering that the concept of “cultural landscape” is still a matter of discussion
and consideration among specialists worldwide. The footnote was deleted by removing the
sentence. Experts on Landscape — individuals certified to prepare EIA studies — did not agree with
the interpretation and categorization proposed by OPUS regarding the fossil landscape. This fact
was transmitted to OPUS representatives during work sessions where it was decided that the
categorization wasn't appropriate, but without the actual implementation of this modification. In
this particular case it has been considered that the opinion of the experts on landscape issues
should prevail.

We have to emphasise the fact that in the overall version the conclusions prepared by OPUS —
Atelier de Arhitectura S.R.L. have been taken into consideration and presented within the
document: “Amendments of Rosia Montana P.U.G. documentation; Restructuring study for the
Historic Centre of Rosia Montana”, which has been certified by the Ministry of Culture and
Religious Affairs in 2002, where the following statements were made: ““The disappearance of the
traditional mining industry during the 50’s and the extinction of private properties in the field of
gold mining, as well as the initiation of the open cast mining during the 70’s have led to landscape
alterations, to the deformation of the population structure and occupations, to the abandon and
degradation of several traditional and industrial constructions, to the demolition and decay or even
to the ruin of certain constructions and sites, among which some having authentic heritage value.
The irrational implant of several collective accommodation buildings (blocks of apartments) has
contributed even more to alteration of certain important areas of the urban complex. According to
the Environmental Study for geologic exploration developed at Rosia Montana, prepared by
Agraro-Consult SA, together with the Research Institute for the Treatment of Domestic Waste
Waters SC Prospectiuni SA, ICECHIM and National Administration “Romanian Waters”, the
environment is severely impacted by the mining activities developed along time, having
implications on Rosia and Aries River and on the soil. Moreover, all the activities developed within
this area during this period of time have completely ignored the major archaeological asset that
has been currently discovered and documentary attested to a grate extent; this fact has led to the
destruction of several vestiges especially those related to the history and continuity of the gold
mining activities for a period of about 2000 years. Due to the lack of road connections between
the commune’s localities, to sporadic public transportation, and to unstable economic conditions
the commune of Rosia Montana is being isolated from the national economic-social context. Due
to the fact that the value of the site consists in the organicity resulted from the unique interrelation
of the relief with its specific functions and with the perfect adapting capacity of the urban-
architectural resolutions, these are some characteristics that have been accumulated during a
long period of time; if the situation of the 50’s had been maintained it could have led to the
successful enlistment of Rosia Montana locality as a site classified in the category of “cultural
landscapes”. Given the current situation, such classification is not possible anymore.
Moreover, as it results from the inventories of the national and local heritage values, from the
archaeological research and from the field research, the decay of the locality is a progressive
process and, provided the current conditions are maintained, we are going to witness helplessly
both to the extinction of the entire locality and of all important items.”
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MODIFICATION 10: Sentence from p. 25, Functions section.

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA.- REPORT - PLAN M, PART I -
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF ROSIA
MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the

abovementioned web-site the following text
appears to have been amended (p. 25):
“The major function changes havn't

generated major_alterations of the urban
structure of the town, yet.”

- The sentence was deleted by mistake
during the final editing process.

Explanatory notes:

- No further comments;

MODIFICATION 11: Assessment of the Rosia Montana Historic Centre pp. 26-27

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA. REPORT - PLAN M, PART Il -
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF ROSIA
MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the
abovementioned web-site the following text
appears to have been amended (p. 26):

- [...] toruining and severe degradation [...]

- “The Assessment of the Rosia Montana
Historic Area and its potential”
- Values

- “Natural values - they are mostly
associated with the cultural values, thus
generating the cultural landscape;

- Cultural values — they are associated with
the site (identity and technical value) — all
the traces of traditional mining exploitation
and the facilities for processing the gold
ore, defining elements of the cultural
landscape at Rosia Montana.”

- [...] the uniqueness of the local traditional
culture [...]

- The text was replaced with [...] the gradual
degradation of some of these [...]

- The subtitle was changed due to editorial
reasons, see p. 45, section 2.2.2. “Cultural
values in connection with the historical

monuments and the protected zone
(uniqueness, local / county / regional /
international  significance, = memorable,
legendary, and artistic value etc)”.,

according to the terms of reference

- The paragraph related to natural values
was edited as follows: “Natural values —
they are mostly associated with the cultural
ones. Here must be mentioned those two
natural monuments Piatra Corbului and
Piatra Despicatd but also the natural
landscape of the lakes from the eastern
side of the Protected Area”

- The paragraph related to the cultural values
was edited as follows: “Cultural values
associated with the site (identity and
technical value) — the vestiges of the
traditional mining operations and the
facilities for processing the gold ore,
defining elements of the site Rosia
Montana-Historic Centre”

- The text has been supplemented as
follows: ,the particularity of the traditional
culture associated to the mining field”

11
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Explanatory notes:

- No further comments

MODIFICATION 12: Strategic objectives section

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA REPORT PLAN M, PART |l
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORICAL MONUMENTS OF
ROSIA MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the
abovementioned web-site the following text
appears to have been amended (p. 28):

- [..] for the conservation of the natural and
cultural heritage resources of the Rosia
Montana / Central Historic Area site [...]

...] the protection of the site’'s exceptional

The text has been changed as follows: ,the
conservation of natural and cultural
heritage resources and of historical
monuments and the Protected Area - Rosia
Montana Historic Centre”.

The text has been changed as follows: “the
protection of the site’s value”

Explanatory notes:

e The first change was made in orderto b

[ ]
fact that redundant and excessive use
obvious reality when comparing Rosia
or worldwide. Also, in
historians/archaeologists prevailed over

MODIFICATION 13: General objectives section

this case

e consistent with the terms of reference.

The second change was made after the final review of the document, taking into account the

of the adjective exceptional doesn’t correspond to an
Montana with other major/important sites in Romania
the opinion and the expertise of several
that expressed by architects.

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.simpara.ro

EIA REPORT PLAN M, PART |l
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND THE HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF
ROSIA MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the
abovementioned web-site the following text
appears to have been amended (p. 28):

“[...] must contribute to the protection and
conservation of the site [...]"

“[...] supporting its exceptional value [...]"

[...] stakeholders interested in
management or usage of the site [...]

the

“[...] will have to be well familiarised with the
value and significance of the site [...]"

The text was changed as follows: ,must
contribute to the protection and
conservation of the historic monuments
and the protected area”.

The text has been changed as follows:
“supporting their special value”

The text was changed as follows:
“stakeholders interested in the
management or usage of the historic
monuments and the protected area”

The text has been changed as follows: “will
have to be familiarised with the value and
significance of the historic monuments
and the protected area”

12
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Explanatory notes:

The first, third and forth changes were made in order to be consistent with the terms of
reference

The second change was made after the final review of the document, taking into account the
fact that redundant and excessive use of the adjective exceptional doesn’t correspond to an
obvious reality when comparing Rosia Montana with other major/important sites in Romania

or worldwide. Also, in

this case

the opinion and the expertise of several

historians/archaeologists prevailed over that expressed by architects.

MODIFICATION 14: Ideal objectives section

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA.- REPORT - PLAN M, PART II. -
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF ROSIA
MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the

abovementioned web-site the following text

appears to have been amended (p. 29):
“[...] The protection, conservation and
emphasizing of the Rosia Montana site as
a_whole and especially of the Historic
Center as the most coherent nucleus [...]"

- [...] will act as a catalyst for economic

regeneration [...]

- The text has been changed as follows:
.,The  protection, conservation and
emphasizing of the historic_monuments
and the protected area as the most
coherent and representative nucleus of the
cultural value”.

- The text has been changed as follows: “will
act as a possible catalyst for economic
regeneration ...”

Explanatory notes:

e The first change was made in order to be consistent with the terms of reference.

e The word “possible” was added during the final editing version since there is no guarantee that the

site would really act as a catalyst.

MODIFICATION 15: Deletion of subtitles p. 29

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA. REPORT - PLAN M, PART Il -
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF ROSIA
MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the
abovementioned web-site the following text
appears to have been amended (p. 29):

- [...] Opportunities [...]

- [...] Regeneration and development [...]

- The subtitles were deleted due to editing
issues in order to comply with the table of
contents indicated by the terms of
reference prepared by MEWM.

Explanatory notes:

e The change was made in order to be consistent with the terms of reference.

13
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MODIFICATION 16: Replacement of the “Partnership for Rosia Montana” with the Rosia Montana

Heritage Superintendence

Explanatory notes:

e The change was made during the final editing version of the documentation considering that the
name of Rosia Montana Heritage Superintendence better reflects the aims and objectives of such
a structure, which has to manage at a broad level the heritage issues of Rogia Montana. It must
be emphasised that both the “Partnership” and the “Superintendence” are only proposals and a
series of further decisions would have to be taken by the relevant Romanian authorities following
public consultation and the permitting process regarding the Rosia Montana Project.

e Moreover, the term of Partnership is too general, as RMGC is presently developing several types

of partnerships for different areas of interest.

MODIFICATION 17:

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA. REPORT PLAN M, PART |l
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF ROSIA
MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the
abovementioned web-site the following text
appears to have been amended (p. 30):

- “[...] The site, through its special profile
(belongs to a distinctive category of sites
and to a well individualised category of
heritage issues), has an significant
potential for initiating specialised
relationships with other communities or
mining sites in Romania or abroad. [...]"

- The text has been changed as follows:
“The site, through its special profile
(belongs to a distinctive category of sites
and to a well individualised category of
heritage issues — mining and industrial
heritage site), has a significant potential
for initiating specialised relationships with
similar communities or sites in other areas
in Romania or abroad.”

Explanatory notes:

¢ No further comments

MODIFICATION 18: Subtitle change — “The Partnership and the Management Plan” has become

“The Superintendence and the Management Plan”

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA REPORT PLAN M, PART |l
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF ROSIA
MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the

abovementioned web-site the following text
appears to have been amended (p. 30):
- [..] The Partnership and the

Management Plan [...]

- The title has changed into: “The
Superintendence and the Management
Plan”

Explanatory notes:

e See the explanatory notes from above for modification 16.

14



http://www.simpara.ro/
http://www.simpara.ro/

MODIFICATION 19: The Subtitle has been changed — “The size and the heterogeneous consistency

of the site”

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTEDON www.simpara.ro

EIA REPORT PLAN M, PART |l
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF ROSIA
MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the
abovementioned web-site the following text
appears to have been amended (p. 30):
“[...] The size and the heterogeneous
consistency of the site [...]"

The subtitle has been left unchanged:
“[...]The size and the heterogeneous
consistency of the site [...]”

Explanation:

- No further comments

MODIFICATION 20: Subtitle changes — “Dangers” and “Relaunching of large scale mining”

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTEDON www.simpara.ro

EIA REPORT PLAN M, PART |l
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF ROSIA
MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the
abovementioned web-site the following text
appears to have been amended (p. 30):

[...] Hazards [...]

[...] Re-launching of large scale mining

[.]

- [...] The mining operation projected by the
RMGC, developed on a much larger scale
than the current one, constitutes a

significant potential hazard. [...]

[...] The mining operation plan, which will
be concluded only after the completion of
the environmental impact assessment, will
have to be adapted taking into account the
results of the above-mentioned
assessment, in such a manner that the
cultural and natural heritage of the site
wouldn’t be adversely impacted. [...]

In the final editing process the following
changes have been made in order to
comply with the table of contents indicated
in the terms of reference, namely: “Factors

with  potential negative impact” and
“Potential impact of open pit mining
operation”

The text has been changed as follows:
“The mining operation projected by the
RMGC, which is to be developed on a
larger scale than the present-day mining
activities, constitutes a potential impact.”

The text has been changed as follows:
“The mining operation plan, which will be
concluded only after the completion of the
environmental impact assessment, will
have to be adapted taking into account the
results of the above-mentioned assessment
in such a manner that the cultural heritage
which is represented by historic
monuments and the protected area Rosia
Montana Historic Centre wouldn't be
negatively and irreversibly impacted.”

Explanatory notes:

The change was made in order to be consistent with the terms of reference.
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MODIFICATION 21: The Depopulation of the Area p. 33

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA. REPORT - PLAN M, PART 1II -
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF ROSIA
MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the
abovementioned web-site the following text
appears to have been amended (p. 33):

- [...] Once the RMGC Company initiated the
properties  acquisition campaign, this
phenomenon has increased at Rosia
Montana. Today, three years after the
acquisition of the first properties, the
company owns 34% of the territory within
the Central Area of the locality, which can
be translated, in demographic terms, by a
severe depopulation. Contrasting growth
tendencies, represented by a variable
number of inhabitants, are irrelevant. The
effects of this situation can be felt, of
course, at social level, but also in the
physical state of the built heritage, which
worsened during the last years. [...]

- The text has been changed as follows: “At
Rogsia Montana, this phenomenon has
existed as an invariable process throughout
the last centuries with constant fluctuations
in the number of locals. The phenomenon
increased following the initiation of the
RMGC's properties acquisition campaign,
together with population ageing and
voluntary migration of young locals to urban
areas. Today, three years after the
acquisition of the first properties, the
company owns 34% of the territory within
the Central Area of the locality, which can
be characterised in demographic terms, by
a severe depopulation, but it must be
underlined that certain properties were no
longer inhabited when purchased by the
company. After the change of ownership
RMGC has been using these buildings as
offices and accommodations for
employees. Contrasting growth tendencies,
represented by a variable number of
inhabitants, are quite irrelevant, speaking in
terms of demographic growth. Effects of
this situation can be felt, of course, both at
the social level, and also in the physical
condition of the built heritage, which has
gradually degraded starting with the 90's.”

Explanatory notes:

e No further comments

MODIFICATION 22:

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA. REPORT - PLAN M, PART I -
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF ROSIA
MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the
abovementioned web-site the following text
appears to have been amended (p. 30):

- [...] RMGC, the owner of the main part of
the properties within the Historic Area,
selectively performs maintenance works.
However, a major part of the built area
owned by the company, including valuable
buildings, continues to deteriorate in a
accelerated rhythm as a result of the lack
of maintenance works (in the Central
Area 51% of all the buildings in a bad or
very bad conservation status are owned by
RMGC). The same negative general

- The text has been changed as follows:
“RMGC has become the owner of the
largest part of the properties within the
Central Area, and develops maintenance
works on the owned buildings, in a first
stage insisting on historic monuments.
However, an important part of the built area
owned both by the company, and by other
categories of owners, comprising several
valuable buildings, continues to deteriorate
in an constant rhythm as a consequence of
the lack of a coherent maintenance
program for the buildings (in the Central
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observed in the
are not owned by

tendency can be
constructions that
RMGC. [..]

Area 51% of all the buildings in bad or very
bad conservation status are owned by
RMGC, this was the their physical condition
when the company purchased them,
namely a general degradation status). The
same negative general tendency can be
observed in the constructions that are not
owned by the RMGC.”

Explanatory notes:

¢ No further comments

MODIFICATION 23: p. 40-41

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA.- REPORT - PLAN M, PART I -
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND THE HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF
ROSIA MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the

abovementioned web-site the following text

appears to have been amended (p. 40):
“[...] The landscape of Rosia Montana is
ample and varied, really relevant due to its
role as a visual frame, an area in which all
the elements of the settlement appear, but
no less for its own natural and human
influenced features [...]"

- “[...] All these strongly intertwined layers of
the Rosia Montana landscape define it as
an outcome of the interaction between the
local community and the natural
environment under the influence of social,
economic and cultural forces, labelling it
as cultural landscape. [...]"

- The text has been changed as follows:
“The landscape of Rosia Montana in the
framework of the Protected Area - Rosia
Montana Historic _Centre is broad and
diverse, really significant due to its role as
a visual setting, an area where all the
elements of the settlement appear, but no
less for its own natural and human
influenced features”.

- The text has been changed as follows: “[...]
All these strongly intertwined layers of the
Rosia Montana Historic Centre
landscape define it as a result of the
interaction between the local community
and the natural environment under the
influence of social, economic and cultural
forces [...]"

Explanatory notes:

- The changes were made in order to emphasise the framing context, specifically that of the
Protected Area — Historic Centre, as it was specified in the terms of reference, and not the entire

Rosia Montana area.

- The modification concerning the classification of cultural landscape was made taking into account
the opinions formulated by OPUS within the additional documentation for the P.U.G. Rosia
Montana, in 2002 (see the explanatory notes from above for modification 9.)

MODIFICATION 24: Program 26 at p. 41

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.simpara.ro

EIA. REPORT - PLAN M, PART I -
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF ROSIA
MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the

abovementioned web-site the following text
appears to have been amended (p. 41):

- “[...] program 26. Discouraging any type

of project, located outside the site, that

- This text was deleted.
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tends to adversely impact the site [...]”

Explanatory notes:

e The term “discouraging” is too vague and indefinite within this context.

e The Management Plan subcontracted to OPUS refers to certain programmes that are
meant to be developed within this Protected Area.

o Certified experts have been subcontracted in order to develop activities and prepare
Management Plans specific to the Industrial Area. They have mainly and specifically
developed mitigation measures for the Management Plans.

MODIFICATION 25: Objective 14 at p. 41-42

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA- REPORT - PLAN M, PART I -
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF ROSIA
MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the
abovementioned web-site the following text
appears to have been amended (p. 41):

- “[...JOnce most of the properties have been
acquired by RMGC, as a consequence of
its intensive acquisitions campaign, the
area was depopulated and many buildings
ceased to be used, while others have been
used for different purposes. The natural
consequence of this series of events was
the fact that the preservation status
worsened for a large part of the built area
(out of which 23.8% are in bad and critical
condition, 54.3% having an average
condition of conservation, and only 21.9%
are well preserved; according to the OPUS
evaluation from 2004). Given this general
situation of the site’s major resource, urgent
interventions are necessary to be taken if
the current negative trend is to be stopped
and reversed. [...]"

- The text has been changed as follows: “[...]
Given this general situation of the site’s
main resource, immediate actions need to
be taken if the current negative trend is to
be stopped and reversed. [...]”

Explanatory notes:

e The changes were made during the final editing process taking into account that in the
assessment prepared by OPUS, they expressed their own subjective opinion, without taking
into account the general depopulation aspect common to the Apuseni Mountains and other
rural areas in Romania; they have also disregarded the fact that some buildings in Rosia
Montana were abandoned or were not inhabited by their owners for long periods of time.
These aspects were clearly explained in a series of chapters of the Report on Environmental
Impact Assessment which had been prepared by experts in these specific fields.

e Thus, the opinion formulated by OPUS within the additional documentation of PUG Rosia
Montana in 2002, was taken into account (see the explanatory notes from above for

modification 9).
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MODIFICATION 26: Program 31 at p. 42

OPUS DOCUMENT POSTED ON
www.Simpara.ro

EIA. REPORT - PLAN M, PART Il -
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PROTECTED
AREAS AND THE HISTORIC MONUMENTS OF
ROSIA MONTANA AREA

According to the document posted by OPUS on the
abovementioned web-site the following text
appears to have been amended (p. 41):

- “[..]program 31. The conservation and the

development of Roman, medieval or
modern  galleries that have been
discovered or will be discovered (for
instance the segments of Catalina-

Monulesti Gallery which are both modern
and Roman [...]"

- The text has been changed as follows: [...]
program 30. The conservation and the
development — in safe conditions - of
certain representative segments of the
Roman, medieval or modern galleries
discovered and which are going be
discovered (for instance the the segments
of Catalina-Monulesti Gallery which are
both modern and Roman, the mining site
Paru Crapeni, Piatra Corbului area,
Vaidoaia area). [...]

Explanatory notes:

e The change was made during the final editing process considering that OPUS was not
impartial by proposing such a programme, and considering that the proposals formulated by
Beatrice Cauuet PhD in her synthesis on these aspects, were disregarded.

e However another important point of view which was included in the final editing process
when the modification was made, was the one expressed in the O’Hara report — “[...]
Research does not necessarily imply the need that any discovered item should be
conserved; the idea of academicians regarding a total in situ conservation might not be the
best choice for all cases considering the realities of preventive archaeological research and
business environment. At least, this is how things stay as far as the in situ conservation of
Rosia Montana’s Roman galleries is concerned. There are more than 5 km of such mining
works, apparently having a limited range and few vestiges which have survived. As a matter
of fact their great majority are unreachable, and thus dangerous for tourism activities.
Alternative proposals such as it might be declaring an entire area a cultural landscape which
must be developed for tourist reasons do not have a viable support. The only source that is
available in order to obtain funds for this purpose is the company that intends to mine the
mineral resources. Of course, it is necessary to settle and conserve a representative sample
of galleries which are going to be accessible for tourists, at Catalina Monulesti and/or Orlea,
and of course it is necessary to implement a continuous monitoring in order to guarantee
the identification of special archaeological values that are being discovered during the
development of archaeological or mining research excavations. This liability lies with the
Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs”
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MINISTERUL MEDIULUI ST GOSPODARIRIT APELOR
Bulevardul Libertatii nr.12

Sector 5
BUCURESTI

Proviema : ,, Saivadi Kosia Montana “

Subsemnatii :

- ing. Marc Gheorghe, domiciliat Tn Municipiul Cluj Napoca,
str. Clabucet nr.3, telefon 0264-562963,

- ing. Vidrean Viorel, DOMICILIAT IN Municipiul Clyj
Napoca, str. lezer nr.2, telefon 0264-562510,

- ing. Mihet Gheorghe, domiciliat in localitatea Dej, piata
Lupeni nr. 2, telefon 0745-516060,

- ing. Tranc Viorel, domiciliat in Municipiul Cluj Napoca, str.
Zorilor nr. 24, telefon 0745-229046,

- dr. Curticiu Radu, medic veterinar, domiciliat in Municipiul
Cluj Napoca, str. Grigore Alexandrescu nr.47, telefon 0264-486118, )

Cerem cu toatd fermitatea Ministerului Mediului i Gospodaigi
Apelor, sii nu isi_dea acordul pentru propunerea de exploatare minief&




aur si argint din Rosia Montana, de citre COMPANIA GOLD
CORPORATION, rebotezatd ,, GABRIEL”.

In sprijinul acestei solicitéri facem urmatoarea precizari:

- Suntem originari din Muntii Apuseni, localitdtile Cimpreni,
Scarisoara si respectiv Maguri Ricatau, fapt pentru care cunoastem foarte
bine specificul zonei, modul de viata al cetdtenilor din partea locului,
precum si preocupdrile, starea de spirit si sentimentele profund patriotice ale
lor.

Legat de cursul evenimentelor in problema mult discutatei
exploatatii miniere de la Rogia Montand de citre Compania Gold
Corporation, precum si de atitudinea ,dubioasd” si implicare ale
autorititilor, ba mai mult, chiar preocuparea insistentd in acordarea
sprijinului in privinta demararii ,,afacerii” acestei exploatdri, trebuie aratat
pe scurt urmatoarele :

Marea majoritate a locuitorilor comunelor din Tara Motilor in
propirtie de 95 — 100% se opun cu vehementd acestei exploatdri, exceptie
ficand cétiva, foarte putini, care au acceptat s se murdareascd cu ,,galbenii
blestemati” ai companiei, o parte din acestia fiind plecati din localitategi-au
Lamurit” parintii batrani, si 1si vanda proprietétile aproape fard voia lor,
acum ajungénd la disperare.

Indriiznim s3 spunem cd in discutiile purtate cu toate ocaziile,
cetitenii fac referire la complicitatea unor oameni de decizie, ,,demnitari”
sau de altd marime pe scara sociala care s-au ,,murdarit” cu banii oferiti, vezi
doamne drept ,comisioane”, de cdtre companie in schimbul obtinerii
avizelor si aprobarilor necesare.

Concret: In primul rind oamenii se referd la fostul §i actualul
munistru Radu Berceanu, cel care a dat aprobdrile initiale inca din anul 1998
cand in urma unor importante sume de bani a aprobat concesionarea catre
companie pe 20 ani a ,Patrulaterului Aurifer” din Muntii Apuseni fin
suprafati de 50.000 hectare. Spun locuitorii zonei plini de indignare sl
revolti ci atit acesta cit si ,,complicii” lui vor plati cu varf si indesat
comiterea aceste ,,excrocherii”.

Continua apoi si arate seria celor ,murdariti” cu asemenea
practici : Dan loan Popescu — fost ministru al Industriilor, Razvan
Teodorescu — fost ministru al Culturii, precum si alti sefi de la Culturd si
Mediu, precum si sefi judeteni si locali, exemplu primarul de la Rosia
Montani pe nume Narita, revocat de cétre prefect in urma preocuparilor
anticetitenesti si culmea repus in functie in urma interventiilgor companiei.
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Lista celor pe care nu i intereseazd decat ,,buzunarul propriu”
chiar dacd fondul preocuparii lor In aceasta afacere are un puternic iz de
,excrocherie” cu miros de ,,coadd de topor”, poate continua cu multe nume.

Un fapt care nu poate fi trecut cu vederea, este insistenta cu
care toti cetdtenii amintesc numele noii ,,stele” in slugdrnicia companiei si
anume d-na Sulfina Barbu — ministrul Mediului, care este un sarguincios
discipol al companiei — halal demnitari — care In loc sd apere interesul
national (al cetitenilor) sunt mult mai atenti fatd de propasirea ,,buzunarului
propriu”.

Trebuie aratatd si ,sdlbaticia ,, cu care compania se comportd
pentru atingerea scopurilor ei, bineanteles i de data aceasta autoritatile
nefiind strdine, ca de exemplu, organizarea discutirii mai multe localitati in
sedinte cu cetdtenii problemele exploatarii miniere si unde compania
transportd ,agitatori” platiti pentru a-i huidui pe cai care au péreri contrare
(alt simulacru organizat) cei care conduc sedintele, reprezentanti ai
autoritatilor neludnd atitudine — cazul directorului Heredea de la Mediu la
sedinta de la Alba Tulia precum si in alte parti. In aceste conditii normal ar fi
ca si organele de ordine sd se implice sa-i ia de guler pe acestia — si sd i
aduci la realitate (daci nu cumva or fi avind sarcini inverse). Unde esti tu
Doamne — autoritate a Statului — sau mai exact ,unde esti tu Tepes
Doamne?!! (TARA NIMANUI)!!

Ar fi cazul ca autorititile sa tind seama si de pdrerea cetitenilor
si si ,,sondeze” pulsul ,barometrului” cetitenesc din Muntii Apuseni sau
poate chiar din toatd Transilvania, pentru aflarea adevérului, dar nu o face
chiar datoritd acestui adevar care nu ar fi pe placul lor. Oricum in
eventualitatea unor verificiri sd nu se mai trimitd ,,comisii slugarnice” cum a
fost cea Tn urma cu cca 2-3 ani in fruntea careia a fost parlamentarul Sasu I.
(alt vandut), in opinia cetdtenilor gi ai cdrei membrii s-au facut cd nu vad
realitatea (mare tilharie).

Ardoarea cu care vor locuitorii acestei zone si apere adevarul,
frumusetile naturale ale zonei, sandtatea ecologicd, valoarea patrimoniului
istoric si arheologic si de ce nu §i averea auriferd a Patriei in lupta cu
,coruptia” si indiferenta autorititilor, reiese si din urmdtoarea remarcd in
urma discutiei cu ei : ,,Nu mai asteptim nici un sprijin din partea
autorititilor, iar plata acestei indiferente o vom ardta cu ocazia viitoarelor
alegeri. De asemenea cu orice ocazie isi exprimé regretul ci ea precedentele
alegeri s-au 1nselat.

Pe de altd parte existi si unele fapte favorabile in spijinul
rezolvirii dorite a problemei si anume :
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A. Speranta in implicarea unor organizatii externe cum ar fi
Greenpeace cu autoritatea ei; Fundatia pentru o Societate
Deschisd, interventia a numerosi oameni de stiintd si
organizatii atit din tard cét si din straindtate §i ce este mai
important ,,Vointa categorica a maii majoritati a populatiei”.

B. Existenta catorva sponsori cu posibilitdti financiare care se

obligi sa asigure plata a 2-3 autocare cu care sa se deplaseze
100 — 150 de oameni pana la Bruxelles si Strasbourg unde
isi vor cduta sprijinul, si cu oprire In cateva capitale
europene pentru a face cunoscutp si altora ,grija”
autoritatilor noastre fatd de cei care le-au dat votul. Este
simplu spun oamenii sa colinzi Europacu autocarul, mai ales
cd HORIA a parcurs pe jos drumul pana la Viena pentru
dreptate.

Un alt aspect al problemei: de ce s-a recurs acum la o altd

»strategie” pentru a se pune la indemdna ,,opiniei publice” ,studiul de
impact” asupra mediului (SIM) cénd se stie bine cd marea majoritate a
locuitorilor nu au pregitirea de specialitate pentru o asemenea analiza. in
aceste conditii sperand cd vor trimite propunerile lor cit mai putini oameni!!

Totusi trebuie ficutd precizarea cd marea majoritate a
oamenilor din zoninu poate fi de acord cu prevederile ,,Studiului de impart”
care sti la baza proiectului minier. Ardtdm doar citeva din prevederile
nerealiste ale Studiului si care sunt contestate, ca de exemplu:

- Tazul de decantare este situat chiar deasupra orasului Abrud,
iar in aval se afld numeroase localititi cum sunt Cérpenis Campeni, Bistra,
etc, asupra cirora putind sa aiba consecinte catastrofale in caz de rupere.

Nu existdi un raport de securitate depus spre consultarea
publicului si evaluare din partea autoritatilor competente potrivit cu
legislatia in vigoare (HG 95/2003).

Potrivit raportului SIM este o necorelare flagrantd intre
costurile totale pentru inchiderea minei prevéazute de cétre acesta gi valoarea
reald (70.789.884 dolari fatd de costurile reale aproximative de peste doua
miliarde dolari).

- Tazul de decantare propus nu va fi impermeabilizat, avand de a
face cu o incilcare a Directivei privind protectia apelor subterane, asa cum a
fost transpusi in legislatia romaneasca prin HG 351/2003.

- Din punct de vedere al biodiversitatii, Rosia Montand contine
habitate si specii importante de fauna si flord, care sunt pe deplin protejate
conform legislatiei romanesti si Directivei UE, privind habitatele.
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-Neconcordantd in ce privesc planurile de urbanism ale
localititilor Rosia Montand, Bucium, Abrud, Cimpeni si proiectul minier.

Oricum cetétenii din zona ,,Muntilor Apuseni” isi dau acordul si
sustin observatiile si propunerile ,specilistilor in domeniu pentru
STOPAREA” neconditionatd a Proiectului Companiei Gold Corporation
pentru exploatarea miniera Rosia Montana.-
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To:
Ministry of Environment and Water Management

12, Libertatii Boulevard
5" District
Bucharest

Issue: “Save Rosia Montana”
Undersigned:

- Marc Gheorghe, Engineer, with home address in Cluj Napoca, no.3, Clabucet
Street, telephone no.:0264-562963,

- Vidrean Viorel, Engineer, with home address in Cluj Napoca, no.2, lezer
Street, telephone no. : 0264-562510,

- Mihet Gheorghe, Engineer, With home address in Dej, no. 2, Lupeni Square,
telephone no.: 0745-516060,

- Tarc viorel, Engineer, with home address in Cluj Napoca, no. 24, Zorilor
Street, telephone no. : 0745-229046,

- Curticiu Radu, Veterinary, With home address in Cluj Napoca, no. 47, Grigore
Alexandrescu Street, telephone: 0264-486118,

We strongly ask Ministry of Environment and Water Management not to endorse the
approval for the proposal that Gold Corporation, renamed “Gabriel”, has submitted
for Rosia Montana gold and silver mining operation.

In order to support our request, we make the following specifications:

- We are natives of Apuseni Mountains, from the localities Campeni,
Scarisoara, Maguri Racatau respectively, this is why we know very well the area’s
characteristics, locals’ way of living, and also their concerns, their mentality and their
profound patriotic feelings.

- Regarding the chain of events in relation to the issue of the controversial
Rosia Montana mining operation developed by Gold Corporation, as well as the
“awkward” position and the involvement of authorities, moreover, the persistent
concernments with regard to providing assistance on starting the “business” of this
mining operation, there are several issues that must be briefly dealt with:

- The great majority of locals from the Motilor Land (Tara Motilor)
communes, in a percentage of 95-100%, are vehemently opposing to this mining
operation, few, very few locals, who have accepted to stain their hands with the
company’s “cursed ducats”, some of them being moved away from the localities, have
managed to “make it clear” to their old parents, to sell the properties almost unwillingly,
now being on the verge of despair.

- We dare to say that during discussions, on many occasions, the citizens
make reference to the complicity of certain decision makers, “high officials/big
guns/VIPs” or different people on social scale who have “stained” their hands with the
offered money -fancy that!- paid as a “commissions” by the company in exchange to all
the necessary approvals and authorizations.

Page 1 of 3



- Frankly speaking: Firstly, people make reference to the former and
present Minister Radu Berceanu, the one and only who gave the initial approvals even
from 1998, when after some important amounts of money he granted the license of the
50,000 ha “Golden Quadrilateral” from the Apuseni Mountains on behalf of the company
for 20 years. The locals of the area say, very offended, that both he and his
“accomplices” are going to pay interest for this hoax.

- Then they keep on presenting the series of those “stained” by such
practices: Dan loan Popescu — former Minister of Industries, Razvan Teodorescu —
former Minister of Culture, as well as otherh heads of departments of culture and
environment, as well as county and local leaders, for example the Mayor of Rosia
Montana, named Narita, dismissed by the Prefect after his anti civic behaviours and his
outrageous reactivation upon company’s interventions.

- The list of those who are interested only in their own “pockets” even if the
essence of their concern regarding this business has a strong “hoax” flavour smelling
like “lickspittle”, can continue enlisting many names.

- A fact that cannot be overlooked is the assiduous manner in which all
citizens reveal the name of the new “starlet” Sulfina Barbu — Minister of Environment,
who serves the company up, a diligent disciple of the company — what fine high officials
we have! — who, instead of protecting the national interest (people’s concerns) are much
more interested in the prosperity of their “pockets”.

- “The savageness” that the company displayed in order to achieve its
goals must be emphasized: of course that authorities were again familiar to this fact, as
for example: Organizing meetings in several localities with the participation of citizens in
order to debate the mining operation’s issues. The company brings paid “agitators” in
order to boo those who have different opinions (another staged simulacrum). Those who
chair these meetings, the representatives of the authorities, took no action - for example
the case of the director from Ministry of Environment, Mr. Heredea, at the debate held in
Alba Iulia as well as in some other locations. Given these conditions it would be
expected that security officers would get involved and take them by their collars — and
bring them down on earth (if not, by any chance their task was exactly the opposite,
namely to agitate those persons more). Where are you? My Lord? — Authority of the
state — or more precisely “Where thou art, you Tepes, my Lord! (NO-MAN’S-LAND!)

- The authorities should also take into account the citizen’s opinion and to
“explore” the civic “barometer” from Apuseni Mountains or maybe from the whole
Transylvania, in order to find out the truth, but they are doing nothing exactly due to this
truth, which might not fit their taste. Anyhow, should any other inspection take place, no
“submissive committees” must be established anymore, as the one sent 2-3 years ago and
it was headed by Sasu I., MP (another traitor to this country), as the citizens think of him,
and whose members pretended not seeing the reality (what a huge robbery).

- The passion that locals display in order to defend truth, area’s natural beauties,
ecologic health, cultural and historical heritage and, why not, the gold fortune of the
Motherland, and also in the battle against “corruption” and lack of interest from authorities,
is emphasized by the following remark subsequent to a discussion with them: “I did not
expect any support from the authorities, and the fee for this lack of interest will be
expressed on the occasion of the upcoming elections.” They also express their regret on
every occasion, due to the fact that at the previous elections they were wrong.

- On the other hand there are several favourable deeds in order to support the
desired solution of the problem, namely:

A. The hope that some external organisations such as Greenpeace and

itspower; The Foundation for an open Society, the intervention of several
men of science and organizations both Romanian and foreign and what is
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more important “The categorical will of the greatest majority of the
population”.

B. The existence of certain individuals having financial possibilities who bind
themselves to ensuring payment for 2-3 coach buses for 100-150 people to
move around to Brussels and Strasbourg where they are going to search
help, and having some stops in several European capitals in order to present
the “concern” of our authorities for those who voted for them. It is easy, say
the people to wonder all over Europe, especially that HORIA walked all the
way to Vienna for justice.

Another aspect of this issue: why did they resorted now to a different “strategy” to make
environmental “impact assessment” (EIA) so available for the “public opinion” while it is
very well known the fact that the great majority of the locals do not have proper training
for such an analysis. Given these conditions, the company hopes that as few people as
possible are going to send their proposals.

However, the following specification needs to be emphasized: the great majority of locals
may have a positive attitude with regard to the proposals of “Impact Assessment” that is
the base of the mining project. We display only a few of the unrealistic proposals of the
Study and which are being contested, as for example:

Neither a safety report nor an assessment prepared by the relevant authorities, have
been made available for public access even the legislation requires it under (HG
95/2003).

According to EIA there is a flagrant inconsistency between total costs for mine closure
anticipated by the study and the actual value ($70,789,884 compared to real expenses
that are higher than two billion dollars).

The proposed decant pond won't be lined. This fact breaches the regulations of
the Directive on Underground Waters Safety as it was transposed into the Romanian
legislation through Governmental Decision 351/2005.

From the point of view of biodiversity, Rosia Montana includes habitats and
important flora and fauna species, which are fully protected by the Romanian legislation
and by EU Directive on habitats.

Inconsistency between the urbanism plans prepared for Rosia Montana, Bucium,
Abrud, Campeni and the mining project.

However citizens from “Apuseni Mountains” area give their approval and support the
“relevant experts™ observations and proposals regarding the unconditioned STOPAGE
of Rosia Montana Gold Corporation’s mining operation.

9" of July 2006

Signatures:

1). not legible
2). -Il-

3). -Il-

4). -/l-

5). -Il-
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Raspuns la Contestatia nr. 892

Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. a luat in considerare toate aspectele ridicate prin aceasta
Contestatie, prin Raportul la studiul de impact asupra mediului (EIM) intocmit pentru Proiectul
Rosia Montana. Raspunsul nostru la Contestatia nr. 892 este urmatorul:

In scopul cumpararii proprietatilor necesare pentru dezvoltarea proiectului, compania a elaborat
un program de achizitii, in conformitate cu recomandarile privind stramutarea gi relocarea
populatiei, elaborate de Banca Mondiala. Abordarea RMGC, in aceasta privinta, se bazeaza pe
principiul vanzarii-cumpararii liber consimtite. In acest scop, RMGC a prevazut pachete de
compensare corecte pentru localnicii afectati de proiect, in deplin acord cu politicile Bancii
Mondiale Tn domeniu.

Dat fiind ca proiectul minier se va dezvolta in etape, nu este necesar ca toate proprietatile sa fie
achizitionate de la inceput. Prin urmare, compania si-a indreptat atentia asupra terenurilor
necesare pentru construirea si functionarea minei in primii cinci ani. in prezent, compania detine
peste 56% din terenul necesar in faza de constructie si in primii cinci ani ai fazei de exploatare.

Un procent de 98% din proprietarii de terenuri necesare gi inca neachizitionate au solicitat
evaluarea bunurilor, ceea ce indica faptul ca se gandesc in mod serios sa vanda aceste
proprietati. Din datele obtinute in urma evaluarii, rezultd ca existd un numar redus de proprietari
care s-ar putea dovedi refractari la ideea de a-si vinde gospodariile.

Cu privire la aceasta ultima situatie, unele proprietati sunt situate in zone care nu sunt necesare
in faza de constructie si in etapa initiala de exploatare. Prin urmare, pentru perioada imediat
urmatoare, nu exista motiv ca acesti proprietari sa constituie impedimente Tn calea dezvoltarii
proiectului minier, ei fiind liberi sa traiasca asa cum doresc.

In privinta numarului si mai mic de case situate in zonele destinate lucrarilor de constructie si de
exploatare initiala, compania va cauta solutii pentru modificarea planului de dezvoltare a minei,
astfel incéat casele si terenurile celor care doresc sa-gi pastreze proprietatile sa nu fie afectate.

Desigur, dupa toate aceste eforturi, s-ar putea ca un numar foarte mic de proprietari — poate
doar cateva familii — sa refuze sa 1si vanda gospodariile. In acest caz, este de competenta
autoritatilor romane sa decida daca vor face uz de instrumentele legale pe care le au la
dispozitie in vederea exproprierii proprietatilor. Este necesar sa se decida daca dorintele unui
numar restrans de persoane (care igi exercita dreptul de veto detinut de facto), pot sa aiba
intaietate in defavoarea vointei majoritatii locuitorilor din zona si a intereselor mai largi de
dezvoltare publica, tinand cont de faptul ca Roménia va avea un beneficiu de 2,5 miliarde $,
majoritatea fiind folositi intr-o regiune desemnata ,zona defavorizata”, caracterizata in prezent
de o saracie crunta.

Este de remarcat faptul ca articolul 6 din Legea Minelor nr. 85/2003 prevede Tn mod expres
exproprierea ca fiind una din modalitatile legale prin care titularul licentei poate dobandi dreptul
de folosintd asupra terenurilor necesare efectuarii activitatilor miniere din perimetrul de
exploatare. De asemenea, art. 1 din Legea nr. 33/1994 privind exproprierea pentru cauza de
utilitate publica, prevede ca “exproprierea de imobile, [...], se poate face numai pentru cauza de
utilitate publicd” iar art. 6 din aceeasi lege mentioneaza ca “sunt de utilitate publicd: prospecfiuni
si explordri geologice; extractia si prelucrarea substantelor minerale utile”.

in concluzie, exproprierea, in schimbul unei compensatii corecte, oferite anticipat, realizatd in
conformitate cu prevederile legale si constitutionale, reprezinta una din modalitatile de dobandire
a dreptului de folosintd asupra terenurilor necesare dezvoltarii unui proiect minier, fiind
prevazuta in mod expres de art. 6 din Legea Minelor nr. 85/2003 si de art. 6 din Legea nr.
33/1994.
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Compania neaga categoric acuzatiile contestatarului, ca oficialii au fost platiti.

Compania Rogia Montana Gold Corporation SA a fost infiintata in 1997 conform prevederilor
legale in vigoare la acea data, infiintarea acesteia avand loc cu respectarea tuturor conditiilor
impuse prin Legea nr.31/1990 privind societatile comerciale si Legea nr.26/1990 privind
Registrul Comertului si infiintarea societatilor cu capital comun.

Societatea mixta constituita de Gabriel Resources si Regia Autonoma a Cuprului Deva (in
prezent CNCAF Minvest SA) a fost infiintatd conform Legii nr.15/1990 privind reorganizarea
societatilor aflate Tn proprietatea statului ca societati autonome si comerciale, publicata n
Monitorul Oficial Partea 1 nr.98/08.08.1990, cu completarile si modificarile ulterioare. Articolul 35
din aceasta lege prevede posibilitatea ca regiile autonome sa se asocieze cu terte persoane
juridice din Romania sau din strainatate pentru a infiinta noi societati comerciale.

Mentionam ca Actul Constitutiv al companiei Rosia Montana Gold Corporation SA, care este
rezultatul acordului cu privire la termenii $i specificatiile asocierii dintre Statul roman si investitor,
este un document accesibil publicului. Acest document face parte din categoria celor care
conform Legii nr. 26/1990 privind Registrul Comertului, sunt publicate in Monitorul Oficial al
Romaniei. Oficiul Registrului Comertului este obligat sa emita copii conforme cu originalele pe
cheltuiala persoanelor care au facut solicitarea.

Potrivit prevederilor art. 44 (1) din Ordinul ministrului apelor i protectiei mediului nr. 860/2002
privind procedura de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului si de emitere a acordului de mediu
("Ordinul nr. 860/2002"), ,in timpul sedinfei de dezbatere publicd titularul proiectului [...]
rdspunde argumentat la propunerile justificate ale publicului, pe care le-a primit in form& scrisa
Tnaintea respectivei sedinfe de audiere”.

In acelasi timp, art. 44 (3) din Ordinul nr. 860/2002 prevede c&, “pe baza rezultatelor dezbaterii
publice, autoritatea competentd din  domeniul  protecfiei  mediului  evalueazd
propunerile/comentariile _fundamentate ale publicului _si solicitd _defingtorului _de titlu
suplimentarea_raportului la_studiul evaludrii_impactului_asupra mediului cu 0 anexd care sa
cuprind& solutiile pentru rezolvarea problemelor indicate.

Avéand in vedere textele legale citate mai sus si deoarece afirmatile dumneavoastra: (i) nu
identifica si nici nu indica problemele legate de proiectul initiat de RMGC, care sa cada sub
incidenta procedurii de evaluare a impactului de mediu; (ii) se refera la capacitatile decizionale
conform competentei unor autoritati publice, probleme la care RMGC nu este in pozitia de a
oferi vreun raspuns, mentionam ca detinatorul de titlu al proiectului nu poate si nici nu are
capacitatea de a da vreun raspuns in acest sens.

Cu toate acestea, cu privire la afirmatiile dvs., dorim sa facem urmatoarele comentarii:

Societatile Gabriel Resources si RMGC nu pot vorbi decat in numele lor. Si-au asumat obligatia
de a respecta cu strictete legile si regulamentele din toate jurisdictiile in care functioneaza.
Tuturor directorilor, functionarilor, angajatilor, contractorilor si consultantilor, in indeplinirea
responsabilitatilor lor, li se cere conform politicii de companie, sa se conformeze legilor, regulilor
si regulamentelor din locul in care compania Gabriel isi desfagoara activitatile comerciale gi n
acest sens se vor emite certificari anuale. Acolo unde exista nesiguranta si ambiguitate, trebuie
sa se ofere consultantd legald competenta. Directorul General al companiei Gabriel va fi
responsabil de obtinerea certificarilor anuale Tn timpul sau la sfarsitul primului trimestru fiscal al
fiecarui an de confirmarea in scris facuta Consiliului de Administratie conform céareia aceste
certificate au fost obtinute si pentru sintetizarea rezultatelor acestora.

Nici un angajat al societatii Gabriel Resources, indiferent de pozitia pe care o detine, nu va
comite nici un act ilegal sau imoral sau nu 1i va indruma pe ceilalti angajati sa comita astfel de
acte si va acorda certificatele anuale in acest sens in formularul anexat la acest Cod. Acolo
unde exista nesiguranta si ambiguitate, trebuie sa se ofere consultanta legala competenta.
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Punctele de vedere subiective pot fi diferite, de aceea procesul consultarilor publice respecta
legislatia romana.

Aceasta dezbatere publicad este organizatd conform legislatiei in vigoare, respectiv Ordinul
ministrului apelor si protectiei mediului nr. 860/2002 pentru aprobarea procedurii de evaluare a
impactului asupra mediului si de emitere a acordului de mediu (“Ordinul nr. 860/2002"). Locatiile
de desfasurare a dezbaterilor publice, precum si caile de acces la informatia referitoare la studiul
de impact asupra mediului a publicului interesat au fost stabilite Tn acord cu autoritatile de
reglementare si la termenele stabilite. Oamenii din Rogia Montana care au dorit sa participe la
dezbateri vin in timpul lor liber, deoarece sunt interesati de ce se discutéd despre proiectul
acesta. Consideram justificat interesul lor, deoarece este vorba despre localitatea si viitorul lor.
Mentionam ca transportul acestora a fost asigurat de catre sindicate si ONG-urile locale.

Conform Ordinului nr. 860/2002, sedinta este condusa de reprezentanti ai Ministerului Mediului
si Gospodaririi Apelor, care au stabilit si regulile de desfasurare a acestor consultari. in acest
sens, citam urmatoarele prevederi ale Ordinului nr. 860/2002:

JArt. 41. - Sedinta de dezbatere publica are loc in prezenta reprezentantilor autoritatii publice
competente pentru protectia mediului, In modul cel mai convenabil pentru public, pe teritoriul
unde urmeaza sa se implementeze proiectul si in afara orelor de program.”;

JArt. 44, - (1) n timpul sedintei de dezbatere publica titularul proiectului descrie proiectul propus
si evaluarea facuta in studiul de impact asupra mediului, raspunde intrebarilor publicului si
raspunde argumentat la propunerile justificate ale publicului, pe care le-a primit in forma scrisa
Tnaintea respectivei sedinte de audiere.”

Respingem cu tarie toate acuzatiile nedovedite cu privire la coruptie in procesul de aprobare a
acestui Proiect. Compania RMGC are 500 de angajati din zona Rosia Montana pentru a ajuta la
pregatirile pentru deschiderea minei, insa nimeni nu este platit sa sustina Proiectul.

Poate ca ar trebui sa va adresati gi organizatiilor care s-au opus proiectului. Din partea noastra,
am dori sa multumim reprezentantului acestei ONG despre care vorbiti, pentru interesul aratat
fata de proiect si pentru oferta facuta de a colabora cu noi in etapele de construire, exploatare gi
inchidere a minei.

In acelagi timp, mai multe organizatii non-guvernamentale si-au manifestat interesul fata de
Proiect, practic, fiecare aspect al proiectului fiind supus unui fel de monitorizare. Atat in timpul
construirii proiectului, cat si in timpul operatiunilor miniere, consultatii tehnici din partea bancilor
care ne-au finantat cu bani pentru proiect, expertii de asigurare, expertii independenti si
autoritatile romane vor monitoriza aceste zone pentru protectia mediului inconjurator, protejarea
patrimoniului cultural, efectele sociale, sanatate si sigurantd in mina. In plus, S.C Rosia Montana
Gold Corporation S.A. (RMGC) va continua sa deruleze procesul de consultari cu publicul si cu
factorii implicati, pe durata functionarii proiectului si isi declara disponibilitatea sa intalneasca
oricand organizatiile societatii civile pentru a discuta despre operatiunile proiectului.

Legislatia romana prevede alegerea functionarilor publici care au puterea de a actiona in numele
publicului.

Consultarea si informarea publicului Tn cadrul procedurii de evaluare a impactului asupra
mediului, inclusiv punerea la dispozitia publicului a documentatiei pentru consultarea Raportului
la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului (EIM) s-a facut conform cu respectarea
prevederilor (i) art. 11 (2), art. 12 si art. 15 din Hotararea Guvernului nr. 918/2002 privind
stabilirea procedurii-cadru de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului si pentru aprobarea listei
proiectelor publice sau private supuse acestei proceduri (“HG nr. 918/2002"), (ii) capitolul 1lI
privind informarea si participarea publicului la procedura de evaluare a impactului asupra
mediului din Ordinul ministrului apelor si protectiei mediului nr. 860/2002 privind aprobarea
procedurii de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului si de emitere a acordului de mediu ("Ordinul
nr. 860/2002”), precum si a principiilor stabilite in cuprinsul Conventiei de la Aarhus privind
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accesul la informatie, participarea publicului la luarea deciziei si accesul la justitie in probleme
de mediu, dar si a prevederilor Directivei 85/337/EEC privind evaluarea impactului asupra
mediului a proiectelor publice si private.

In considerarea prevederilor legale incidente in materie, publicul interesat beneficiaza de
urmatoarele drepturi in cadrul procedurii de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului:

0] Art. 11, alin. (2) din Hotararea Guvernului nr. 918/2002 privind stabilirea procedurii-
cadru de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului si pentru aprobarea listei proiectelor
publice sau private supuse acestei proceduri (,HG nr. 918/2002"): ,raportul la studiul
de evaluare este supus comentariilor publicului, ale carui observatii pertinente
sunt luate Tn considerare pe tot parcursul evaluarii impactului asupra
mediului”;

(i) Art. 40, alin. (1) din Ordinul nr. 860/2002 pentru aprobarea procedurii de evaluare a
impactului asupra mediului si de emitere a acordului de mediu (,Ordinul nr.
860/2002"): ,publicul poate Tnainta propuneri justificate privind evaluarea
impactului asupra mediului pand la data la care are loc dezbaterea publicad a
raportului la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului, si nu mai tarziu de
aceastd data”;

(iii) Art. 44, alin. (1) din Ordinul nr. 860/2000: ,in timpul sedinfei de dezbatere publica
titularul proiectului descrie proiectul propus si evaluarea facutd in studiul de impact
asupra mediului, raspunde Tintrebarilor publicului si raspunde argumentat la
propunerile justificate ale publicului, pe care le-a primit in forma scrisa Tnaintea
respectivei sedinfe de audiere”;

(iv) Art. 44, alin. (3) din Ordinul nr. 860/2002: ,in baza rezultatelor dezbaterii publice,
autoritatea competenta pentru protectia mediului evalueaza
propunerile/comentariile motivate ale publicului si solicita titularului
completarea raportului la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului cu o
anexd care confine solufii de rezolvare a problemelor semnalate, conform
formularului prezentat in anexa nr. 1V.2.”

Publicul interesat sa consulte Raportul la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului (EIM)
a avut la dispozitie numeroase mijloace in acest sens. De asemenea, Raportul la studiul EIM
cuprinde si un Rezumat fara caracter tehnic in care informatiile sunt prezentate intr-o forma
accesibila si persoanelor care nu au o pregatire de specialitate.

Conform legii, atat Ministerul Mediului cat si S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. (RMGC)
au folosit diverse metode de informare a publicului in legatura cu aceasta dezbatere publica:
anunturi in mass media, afise, caravana cu materiale informative (broguri, pliante etc.) - care s-a
deplasat in fiecare localitate Thaintea consultarilor publice. Participarea efectiva a publicului tine
Tnsa de spiritul civic al fiecaruia si de interesul pe care fiecare 1l arata Proiectului Rosia Montana,
nu mai depinde de companie.

- Referitor la apropierea iazului de decantare de oragul Abrud specificam urmatoarele: lazul
de decantare a sterilelor este situat la o distantd de aproximativ 2 km deasupra orasului Abrud,
prin urmare criteriile de proiectare ale iazului au fost stabilite avand in vedere consecintele unei
cedari a barajului. Barajul propus pentru iazul de decantare a sterilelor si barajul secundar de la
iazul de captare sunt proiectate Tn mod riguros cu depasirea conditiilor impuse de reglementarile
romanesti si internationale, cu capacitate de Tnmagazinare a volumelor de apa rezultate ca
urmare a unor precipitatii abundente i cu prevenirea fenomenului de cedare a barajului datorita
deversarii peste baraj si a scurgerilor de cianurd, precum si a poluarii apelor de suprafata sau
subterane aferente.

in mod concret, iazul a fost proiectat pentru doua fenomene de precipitatii maxime probabile si
pentru viiturile maxime probabile aferente. Criteriul de proiectare pentru iazul de decantare a
sterilelor include o capacitate de Tnmagazinare a doua fenomene de viituri maxime probabile,
reprezentand un volum de precipitatii mai mare decét a fost vreodata inregistrat in zona. Graficul
de constructie n etape a ndiguirii i cuvetei iazului va fi realizat astfel incat sa se asigure ca
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ilazul are capacitatea de a retine scurgeri dintr-un fenomen meteorologic de tipul precipitatiei
maxime probabile pe toata durata de viatd a proiectului. lazul de decantare a sterilelor de la
Rogia Montana este prin urmare proiectat sa inmagazineze un volum total de precipitatii de
peste patru ori mai mare decat volumul impus de prevederile legale in vigoare in Romania. n
plus, se va construi un descarcator de siguranta pentru cazul putin probabil de aparitie a unui alt
fenomen dupa cel de-al doilea fenomen de precipitatii maxime probabile. Descarcatorul este
realizat numai din motive de siguranta pentru a asigura evacuarea corespunzatoare a volumelor
de apa in cazul acestui fenomen improbabil, Tn vederea evitarii deversarii peste baraj care ar
putea cauza ruperea acestuia. Prin urmare, normele de proiectare a iazului de decantare a
sterilelor depasesc in mod semnificativ cerintele legale privind siguranta in functionare. Aceasta
pentru a se asigura ca riscurile asociate utilizarii vaii Corna pentru depozitare de steril sunt mult
sub ceea ce este considerat ca sigur in viata de zi cu zi.

De asemenea, s-a realizat un studiu suplimentar privind conditiile seismice, iar astfel cum se
precizeaza in studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului, iazul de decantare a sterilelor
este proiectat sa reziste la cutremurul maxim credibil (CMC). CMC reprezinta cel mai puternic
cutremur care poate sa se manifeste in zona amplasamentului iazului, conform datelor
inregistrate de-a lungul timpului.

In plus, capitolul 7 din raportul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului (EIM) cuprinde o
evaluare a cazurilor de risc analizate si prezintd mai multe scenarii de cedare a barajului. Tn mod
specific, scenariile de cedare a barajului au fost analizate pentru situatia de cedare a barajului
de amorsare gi pentru configuratia finala a barajului. Rezultatele modelarii cazurilor de cedare a
barajului aratda marimea suprafetei acoperita de scurgerea de steril. Pe baza celor doua cazuri
analizate, sterilul nu va ajunge dincolo de confluenta paréului Corna cu raul Abrud.

Cu toate acestea, proiectul recunoagte necesitatea implementarii unui Plan de interventie in caz
de avarie/accident pentru cazul foarte improbabil de cedare a barajului. Acest plan a fost depus
impreuna cu documentatia EIM, ca Planul I, volumul 28.

- Raportul de Securitate a fost pus la dispozitia publicului prin publicarea acestuia pe adresa
de Internet http://www.mmediu.ro/dep mediu/rosia_montana_securitate.htm precum si in forma
tiparitd in mai multe puncte de informare in vederea dezbaterilor publice.

Cifra de peste doua miliarde de USD sugeratd in contestatie pentru acoperirea costurilor
inchiderii minei este atat nefundamentata céat si neplauzibil de mare. Costurile estimate de
RMGC pentru inchidere, care au fost calculate de un colectiv de experti independenti cu
experienta internationald si vor fi evaluate de experti terti, se bazeaza pe ipoteza ca proiectul
poate fi realizat conform planului, fara intreruperi, faliment, etc. Aceste costuri reprezinta calcule
si estimari rezultate din proiectul tehnic pe baza angajamentelor actuale din planul de inchidere
si sunt sintetizate in Planul de inchidere si reabilitare a minei din cadrul studiului EIM (Planul J
din studiul EIM). Anexa 1 din Planul J va fi actualizata folosind o abordare mai de detaliu, cu
analizarea fiecarui an in parte si calcularea valorii garantiei financiare care trebuie rezervata an
de an pentru refacerea ecologica a obiectivului minier inainte ca RMGC sa fie eliberata de toate
obligatiile sale legale. In plus, estimarile actuale presupun aplicarea celor mai bune practici
internationale, celor mai bune tehnici disponibile (BAT) si respectarea tuturor legilor i
reglementarilor romanesti si europene.

Lucrarile de inchidere si refacere ecologica la Rosia Montana cuprind urmatoarele activitati:

e Acoperirea cu covor vegetal a haldelor de steril, Tn masura in care acestea nu sunt
folosite ca rambleu Tn cariere;

e Rambleierea carierelor, cu exceptia carierei Cetate care va fi inundata si transformata
intr-un lac;

e Acoperirea cu covor vegetal a iazului de sterile si a suprafetelor barajelor;

e Demontarea instalatiilor de productie scoase din uz gi refacerea ecologica a suprafetelor
dezafectate;
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e Epurarea apelor prin sisteme semi-pasive (cu sisteme de epurare clasice ca sisteme de
rezerva) pana cand nivelul indicatorilor tuturor efluentilor se incadreaza in limitele admise
si nu mai necesita continuarea procesului de epurare;

« ntretinerea vegetatiei, combaterea fenomenului de eroziune si monitorizarea intregului
amplasament pana cand RMGC demonstreaza ca toate obiectivele de refacere au fost
realizate Tn mod durabil.

Desi aspectele legate de inchiderea si refacerea ecologica sunt numeroase, RMGC are
incredere in costurile estimate deoarece costul cel mai mare — cel aferent lucrarilor de
terasamente necesare remodelarii peisajului - poate fi estimat la un nivel ridicat de siguranta.
Dimensiunea suprafetelor care trebuie remodelate si refacute se poate determina utilizéand
documentatia tehnica a proiectului. De asemenea, existd numeroase studii si experimente
stiintifice care permit specialistilor sa determine grosimea stratului de sol vegetal necesar unei
bune refaceri ecologice. Inmultind dimensiunea suprafetelor cu grosimea necesara a stratului de
sol vegetal si cu pretul unitar (rezultat, de asemenea, din studierea lucrarilor de terasamente de
la alte amplasamente similare), se poate estima costul potential al acestui element major al
activitatii de refacere. Lucrarile de terasamente, care vor insuma aproximativ 65 milioane USD,
reprezinta 87% din costurile de inchidere si refacere ecologica.

De asemenea, la actualizarea estimarii garantiei financiare pentru refacerea mediului (GFRM)
se va prezenta necesitatea unor solutii tehnologice suplimentare, ceea ce conduce la 0 majorare
a sumelor alocate refacerii iazului de decantare a sterilelor, Tn special in cazul in care acesta
este inchis prematur si fara aplicarea unui regim optimizat de depozitare a sterilelor. Cifrele
exacte depind de detaliile privind strategia de inchidere a iazului de decantare a sterilelor, care
poate fi stabilita definitiv numai pe parcursul functionarii.

RMGC considera ca — departe de a fi prea mici — aceste costuri estimative sunt dovada gradului
ridicat de responsabilitate fata de inchidere si refacere ecologica. Doar ca o comparatie, cel mai
mare producator de aur din lume a rezervat suma de 683 milioane USD (incepand cu 31
decembrie 2006) pentru refacerea ecologica a 27 de exploatari, ceea ce inseamna in medie 25
milioane USD pe exploatare. Costurile estimative ale RMGC, recent majorate pe baza unor date
suplimentare de la suma de 73 milioane USD precizata in studiul EIM, totalizeaza in prezent 76
milioane USD.

- Proiectul iazului de decantare a sterilelor (IDS) prevede realizare unui strat de etansare. In
mod concret, iazul de decantare a sterilelor de la Rosia Montana (IDS sau “iazul”) a fost
proiectat in conformitate cu prevederile Directivei UE privind apele subterane (80/68/CEE)
transpusa in legislatia romaneasca prin HG 351/2005. IDS este, de asemenea, proiectat n
conformitate cu Directiva UE privind deseurile miniere (2006/21/CE), astfel cum se impune prin
Termenii de referinta stabiliti de MMGA in mai 2005. in alineatele urmatoare se prezinta unele
aspecte privind modul de conformare a iazului cu prevederile acestor directive.

IDS este alcatuit dintr-o serie de componente individuale, care cuprind:
e cuveta iazului de steril,
barajul de sterile;
iazul secundar de colectare a infiltratiilor;
barajul secundar de retentie; gi
puturi de hidroobservatie / puturi de extragere pentru monitorizarea apelor subterane,
amplasate in aval de barajul secundar de retentie.

Toate aceste componente formeaza parte integranta a iazului, fiind necesare pentru
functionarea acestuia la parametrii proiectati.

Directivele mentionate mai sus impun ca proiectul IDS s asigure protectia apelor subterane. in
cazul Proiectului Rogia Montana, aceasta cerintd este indeplinitd luand in considerare conditiile
geologice favorabile (strat de fundare a cuvetei IDS, a barajului IDS si a barajului secundar de
retentie constituit din sisturi cu permeabilitate redusa) si realizarea unui strat de etangare din sol
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cu permeabilitate redusd (1x10° cm/sec) re-compactat, sub cuveta IDS. Pentru mai multe
informatii, vezi Capitolul 2 din Planul F al studiului EIM intitulat “Planul de management al iazului
de decantare a sterilelor”.

Stratul de etansare din sol cu permeabilitate redusa va fi in conformitate cu cele mai bune
tehnici disponibile (BAT), astfel cum sunt definite de Directiva UE 96/61 (IPPC) si de Directiva
UE privind deseurile miniere. Proiectul iazului cuprinde gi alte masuri suplimentare privind
protectia apelor subterane, dupa cum urmeaza:
e O diafragma de etansare din material cu permeabilitate redusd (1x10° cm/sec) in
fundatia barajului de amorsare pentru controlul infiltratiilor;
e Un nucleu cu permeabilitate redusad (1x10° cm/sec) in barajul de amorsare pentru
controlul infiltratiilor;
e Un baraj si un iaz de colectare a infiltratiilor sub piciorul barajului de sterile pentru
colectarea si retentia debitelor de infiltratii care ajung dincolo de axul barajului;
e O serie de puturi de hidroobservatie, mai jos de piciorul barajului secundar de retentie,
pentru monitorizarea infiltratiilor si pentru a asigura conformarea cu normativele Tn
vigoare, in perimetrul ocupat de iazul de steril.

Pe langa componentele de proiectare precizate mai sus, se vor implementa masuri operationale
specifice pentru protectia sanatatii populatiei si a mediului. In cazul foarte putin probabil in care
se va detecta apa poluata in puturile de hidroobservatie, mai jos de barajul secundar de retentie,
aceste puturi vor fi transformate in sonde de pompaj pentru recuperarea apei poluate i
pomparea acesteia in iazul de decantare unde va fi incorporata in sistemul de recirculare a apei
la uzina de procesare a minereului apartinand de Proiectul Rosia Montana, pana cand se revine
la limitele admise de normativele in vigoare.

in ceea ce priveste observatile dumneavoastrd cu privire la o presupusad incalcare a
prevederilor Hotararii de Guvern nr. 315/2005 (“HG 315/2005") existd mai multe aspecte care
trebuie luate in considerare. Astfel:

1. Tn primul rand, v& rog sa retineti c&, in conformitate cu articolul 6 al HG 351/2005, orice
activitate care ar putea determina evacuarea de substante periculoase in mediu face
obiectul unei aprobari prealabile din partea autoritatilor de gospodarire a apei gi se va
conforma prevederilor autorizatiei de gospodarire a apelor emisa in baza legislatiei
aplicabile. HG 351/2005 stabilegte ca autorizatia de gospodarire a apelor se emite numai
dupa implementarea tuturor masurilor tehnico-constructive pentru a preveni descarcarea
indirecta a substantelor periculoase in apele subterane. Limitele maxime de descarcare
sunt prevazute in mod expres in HG 351/2005, iar respectarea acestora este o conditie
de acordare si pastrare a autorizatiei de gospodarire a apelor. Conform prevederilor HG
351/2005, limitele reale de descarcare trebuie avizate de autoritatea competenta, acest
proces fiind privit de legiuitor in contextul complexitatii si diversitatii activitatilor industriale
si a ultimelor realizari in plan tehnologic.

Prin urmare, mentionam ca etapa de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului nu urmeaza
a fi finalizata printr-o autorizatie generald, ci reprezintd numai o parte dintr-un proces de
autorizare mai complex. Mentionam faptul ca in conformitate cu art. 3 din HG 918/2002,
nivelul de detaliu al informatiilor furnizate de studiul EIM corespunde fazei de studiu de
fezabilitate a proiectului, fiind Tn mod evident imposibil atat pentru titularul de proiect cat
si pentru autoritatea competenta sa epuizeze toate datele tehnice necesare si
autorizatiile obtinute.

Protectia corespunzatoare a apelor subterane trebuie asigurata prin termenii si conditiile
din autorizatia de gospodarire a apelor. Autorizatia de gospodarire a apelor se va emite
n urma unei evaluari individuale a proiectului, luand Tn considerare aspectele specifice
ale acestuia, precum si cerintele legale aplicabile activitatilor miniere. Pana la emiterea
autorizatiei de gospodarire a apelor, orice afirmatie privind incalcarea prevederilor HG
351/2005 este in mod evident prematura, in principal datorita faptului ca autorizatia de
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gospodarire a apelor va reglementa, in conformitate cu prevederile legale in vigoare,
conditiile care trebuie respectate de titularul proiectului privind protectia apelor subterane.

2. In al doilea rand, mentionam ca specificul si complexitatea proiectelor miniere au
determinat necesitatea stabilirii unui cadru legislativ special. Prin urmare, pentru astfel de
proiecte, intelegerea unor prevederi legale dintr-un anumit act legislativ trebuie corelata
cu prevederile relevante ale altor reglementari aplicabile.

In acest sens, precizam ca interpretarea HG 351/2005 trebuie corelatd cu prevederile
tuturor actelor normative relevante aplicabile proiectului Rosia Montana, cu accent
special pe Directiva 2006/21/CE privind gestionare deseurilor din industriile extractive
(,Directiva 21").

Scopul concret al Directivei 21 este de a asigura un cadrul legal specific pentru deseurile
din industriile extractive si pentru depozitele de degeuri apartindnd de proiecte miniere,
luand in considerare complexitatea acestor proiecte gi aspectele specifice ale activitatilor
miniere care nu se pot supune intotdeauna reglementarilor obisnuite privind gestionarea
depozitelor de deseuri. Din aceasta perspectiva, Directiva 21 prevede ca un operator al
unui depozit de deseuri, astfel cum este definit de aceasta (mentiondm ca iazul de
decantare a sterilelor propus de RMGC este considerat un “depozit de deseuri” conform
Directivei 21) trebuie sa Tndeplineasca, inter alia, urmatoarele:

a) ,depozitul de deseuri este [.....] proiectat astfel incat s& indeplineascé condifile necesare
pentru ca, pe termen scurt sau lung, sd prevind poluarea solului, a aerului, a apelor
subterane sau de suprafafd, luand in considerare cu precddere Directivele 76/464/CEE
(1), 80/68/CEE (2) si 2000/60/CE, si sa asigure colectarea eficientd a apelor contaminate
si a levigatului astfel cum si atunci cand se impune conform prevederilor autorizafiei gi s&
reducd eroziunea provocatd de apd sau vant in masura in care este posibil din punct de
vedere tehnic gi viabil din punct de vedere economic”;

b) ,depozitul de degeuri este realizat, gestionat si intrefinut in mod adecvat pentru a asigura
stabilitatea fizicd a acestuia gi pentru a preveni poluarea sau contaminarea solului, a
aerului, a apelor de suprafafd sau subterane, pe termen scurt sau lung, si pentru a
reduce la minim pe céat posibil eventuala deteriorare a peisajului;

In plus, trebuie mentionat faptul cd MAPM a impus companiei RMGC prin Termenii de
referinta, elaborarea studiului EIM luand in considerare prevederile Directivei 21 si
gestionarea deseurilor miniere din perspectiva BAT. Directiva 21 a fost promovata de
Directoratul General de Mediu al UE in ideea de a reprezenta cadrul legislativ aplicabil
pentru gestionarea viabilda a deseurilor miniere in intreaga Europa, si prin urmare
respectarea prevederilor acesteia este obligatorie.

Cianura in reteaua hidrografica

Cianura este utilizata Tn sute de exploatari miniere aurifere si in multe alte industrii din lume.
lazul de decantare a sterilului din Rosia Montana va fi construit la cele mai Tnalte standarde
internationale. Va fi o constructie sigura din punct de vedere al protectiei mediului pentru
depozitarea permanenta a sterilelor denocivizate rezultate din procesarea minereurilor. Pentru
monitorizarea geotehnica si a nivelului apei vor fi utilizate echipamente sofisticate. Avand in
vedere ca denocivizarea va avea loc Thainte de depozitarea sterilelor in iazul de decantare,
acestea vor contine concentratii foarte scazute de cianura (5-7ppm), valoare sub limita admisa
de 10ppm adoptata recent in Directiva UE privind deseurile miniere.

Cianura utilizata in procesul tehnologic va fi manevrata cu multa atentie in conformitate cu
ghidurile UE si va fi stocata in conditii de siguranta. Cianura se descompune rapid in compusi
nepericulosi daca este expusa la conditii atmosferice normale, respectiv dispare repede in
mediu. Cianura utilizata Tn procesul tehnologic va fi supusa unui proces de distrugere, iar
cianura reziduala depozitatd impreuna cu sterilele Tn iazul de decantare se va descompune
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rapid. Acest sistem de utilizare si eliminare a cianurii in exploatarile aurifere este considerat BAT
(cea mai buna tehnica disponibild) de catre UE.

- Afectarea florei si faunei protejate se va manifesta doar la nivel local, impactul nefiind Tn
masura sa duca la disparitia vreunei specii. Proiectul minier a fost conceput inca de la inceput
pentru a Tndeplini conditile si normele impuse de legislatia roméaneasca i europeana in
domeniul protectiei mediului.

Compania considera ca impactul proiectului propus asupra mediului ramane important, cu atat
mai mult cu cat acesta urmeazd a se suprapune impactului pre-existent. Insad investitiile
presupuse de reconstructia/reabilitarea ecologica a zonei Rosia Montana in scopul rezolvarii
problematicilor complexe de mediu actuale, este posibila doar in urma implementarii unor
proiecte economice in masura sa genereze si sa garanteze asumarea unor actiuni directe gi
responsabile, ca gi componenta a principiilor ce stau la baza conceptelor de dezvoltare durabila.
Doar in prezenta unui sistem economic solid sunt abordabile procese si tehnologii economice
curate, in total respect fatd de mediu, care sa rezolve inclusiv efecte anterioare ale sumei
activitatilor antropice.

Documentele de fundamentare a proiectului constituie o justificare obiectiva a implementarii
acestuia, data fiind asumarea responsabilitati de mediu extrem de complex din zona Rosia
Montana.

Unele dintre speciile de la Rogia Montana ce beneficiaza de un anume statut de protectie
reprezinta un procent nesemnificativ din marimea populatiilor estimate la nivel national.
Caracterizarea speciilor din punctul de vedere al habitatului, desi nu reprezinta o cerinta impusa
de Directiva Habitate (92/43/EEC), se regaseste in tabelele cu specii din Cap. 4.6.
Biodiversitatea din Raportul la Studiul de Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului, precum si in
anexele la acest capitol. Din cauza volumului mare de informatie, se gasesc in varianta
electronicd a EIA pusa la dispozitia publicului de Companie in aprox. 6.000 de DVD/CD in
romana si engleza, fiind accesibila si de pe site-ul Companiei, respectiv a Ministerului Mediului si
Gospodaririi Apelor si a agentiilor locale si regionale de protectia mediului Alba, Sibiu, Cluj, etc.

Valoarea scazuta a impactului asupra florei si faunei protejate, din punct de vedere practic, este
evidentiata circumstantial si de inexistenta vreunei propuneri de declarare a zonei drept SPA
(zone de protectie speciala avifaunistica) si de respingerea ca nefondata a propunerii de
declarare a unui pSCI (situri de interes comunitar) Tn aceasta zona.

Consideram ca in aceste conditii proiectul propus este in concordanta cu prevederile Directivei
92/43 Habitate, respectiv a Directivei 79/409 Pasari, cu atat mai mult cu cat in Planul H de
Management al biodiversitati sunt prevazute masuri active si responsabile de
reconstructie/reabilitare a unor habitate naturale, Tn spiritul prevederilor acelorasi acte.

- In ceea ce priveste planurile de urbanism ale localititilor Rosia Montana, Bucium,
Abrud si Campeni, precizam ca in conformitate cu prevederile art. 41 alin. 2 din Legea Minelor
nr. 85/2003, autoritatile administratiei locale au obligatia de a modifica si/sau actualiza planurile
de amenajare a teritoriului si planurile urbanistice generale existente, pentru a permite
executarea tuturor operatiunilor necesare desfagurarii activitatilor miniere.

Distinct, mentionam faptul ca in anul 2002 s-a realizat un Plan de Urbanism General (PUG)
pentru intreaga localitate Rosia Montana care prevede reglementari urbanistice pentru toate
cele 16 sate aflate pe teritoriul comunei Rosia Montana, precum si 0 zona protejata, care sa
cuprinda cladirile cu valoare de patrimoniu. PUG a fost prezentat publicului si a fost subiectul
unor dezbateri publice, timp in care toti cei interesati au putut sa-si exprime opiniile legate de
directiile de dezvoltare ale comunei. Dupa parcurgerea etapei de participare a publicului, Planul
de Urbanism General a obtinut toate avizele necesare de la: ministerele de resort, Consiliul
Judetean Alba, Comisia de Urbanism, Agentia de Protectie a Mediului Alba, avizul detinatorilor
de retele si avizul final al Consiliului Local Rogia Montana.
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S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. a solicitat si obtinut de la Consiliul Judetean Alba un
certificat de urbanism cu nr. 78 din 26.04.2006 pentru intregul proiect minier Rosia Montana,
inclusiv pentru iazul de decantare al sterilelor. Acest certificat de urbanism corespunde in
totalitate cu propunerea de proiect al carui impact este evaluat in Raportul EIM, se suprapune
peste zona inclusa in Planul de Urbanism Zonal pentru Zona Industriald Rosia Montana si este
inclusa in Licenta de concesiune pentru exploatare emisa de Agentia Nationala pentru Resurse
Minerale. Planul de Urbanism Zonal pentru Zona Industriala a fost supus consultarilor si
dezbaterilor publice organizate in Rosia Montana, Bucium, Campeni si Abrud si a primit avizul
de principiu pentru continuarea procedurilor de avizare de la toate cele 4 consilii locale.

in ceea ce priveste planurile de urbanism ale celorlalte localitati, PUG pentru orasul Abrud a fost
reactualizat Tn anul 2002 si a incorporat partea de iaz care se afla pe teritoriul administrat de
Abrud si a parcurs aceeasi procedura de avizare ca si Planul de Urbanism General al comunei
Rosia Montana. Pentru orasul Cémpeni, Planul de Urbanism General este in curs de
reactualizare. Compania Rogsia Montana Gold Corporation a solicitat Consiliului Local includerea
in PUG a partii de conducta de alimentare cu apa si a captarii din Raul Aries. Dupa finalizare,
acesta va face obiectul procedurii de avizare descrise anterior.

Pe teritoriul administrativ al comunei Bucium va fi amplasat doar un drum care are un impact
nesemnificativ asupra planului de urbanism. In consecinta, in conformitate cu reglementarile
urbanistice aplicabile, nu este necesara includerea acestuia intr-un nou plan de urbanism sau
modificarea celui existent.
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Answer to the Contestation 892

RMGC has fully taken these issues into consideration in the development of the comprehensive
detailed Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) for the Rosia Montana project. Our specific
response to Contestation No. 892 is as follows:

In order to acquire the necessary properties, the company has established a property purchase
program compliant with the RRAP guidelines developed by the World Bank. When acquiring the
private property lands necessary for the development of Rogia Montana Project, RMGC's
approach is primarily based on the principle of a “willing seller-buyer basis”. To this extent,
RMGC provided fair compensation packages for the affected inhabitants of the impacted area, in
full compliance with the World Bank policies and guidelines in this field.

As the mining project proceeds in phases, it is not necessary to acquire all properties at the
outset. Accordingly, the company has focused on properties required for the construction and
operation of the mine in its first five years. To date, more than 56% of the properties needed to
construct the project and operate the mine for the first five years have been acquired.

Of those properties needed but not yet acquired, 98% have been presented for surveying by
their owners — a step that implies an interest in selling the property to the company. The survey
rate suggests that little more than a handful of properties are held by people who might prove
unwilling to entertain a sale.

Of that small number, some will lie in areas not needed for construction and early operation of
the mine. For the near-term, therefore, owners of these properties need not prove any
impediment to the mine development, and they can continue to live as they wish.

Of the even smaller number of homes that are located in areas in which the construction and
early operation of the mine will take place, the company will seek options to redesign the mine
plan to allow those owners to retain their property, unaffected by the mine.

Of course it may prove, at the end of all of these efforts, that a very small number of property
owners - perhaps a few families - will refuse to sell their holdings. At that point, the decision falls
to relevant Romanian authorities as to whether they will exercise the legal instruments available
to them to expropriate the properties. That decision will turn on whether a small number of
people, perhaps a handful, should prevail (via a de facto veto power) over the majority will of
local residents and public development interests as a whole to benefit from $2.5 billion USD
infused into Romania, much of it into a rural region that has been designated a “Disadvantaged
Zone” and knows only extreme poverty at present.

Mention should be made that art. 6 of the Mining law no. 85/2003 expressly provides
expropriation as one of the legal methods for a titleholder to acquire the usage right over the
lands necessary for the development of mining activities in the exploitation perimeter. Also, Art.
1 of Law no. 33/1994 on the expropriation for public utility cause provides that “the expropriation
of immovable property, [...], can be made only for cause of public utility”, and art. 6 of the same
law provides that “there are causes of public utility: geological exploration and prospecting;
extraction and processing of useful mineral substances”.

In conclusion, the expropriation, in exchange of a fair and prior compensation, made in
accordance with the legal and constitutional provisions, represents one of the modalities of
obtaining usage right over the lands necessary for the development of a mining project, being
expressly provided by Art. 6 of the Mining Law no. 85/2003 and by Art. 6 of Law no. 33/1994.

The company categorically denies claims that officials have been paid off as alleged by the
contestant.
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Rosia Montana Gold Corporation SA Company was established in 1997 according to the legal
provisions in force at that time, its establishment being done with the observance of all
conditions imposed by the Law n0.31/1990 regarding commercial companies and the Law
no.26/1990 on Commerce Register as regards the establishment of incorporated companies
with joint capital.

The joint venture between Gabriel Resources and Regia Autonoma a Cuprului Deva
(Autonomous Company of Copper, in present CNACAF Minvest SA) was established under the
Law no.15/1990 regarding the reorganization of the state owned companies as autonomous
companies and commercial companies, published in Official Gazette Part 1 n0.98/08.08.1990
with subsequent completions and modifications. The Article 35 of this law stipulates the
possibility for autonomous companies to associate with legal Romanian or foreign third parties,
in order to establish new commercial companies.

We mention that the Constitutive Act of the Rosia Montana Gold Corporation SA, which
represents the result of the agreement regarding the terms and specifications of the association
between the Romanian State and investor, is a document accessible for public. This document
belongs to the category of documents which according to the Law no. 26/1990 on Commerce
Register are published into the Official Gazette of Romania. The Commerce Register Office is
obliged to issue certified copies on the expenses of the person who made the application.

According to art. 44 (1) of the Order of the Minister of Waters and Environmental Protection no.
860/2002 regarding the environment impact assessment and the issuance of environmental
agreement procedures ("Order no. 860/2002”) "during the public debate meeting the project
titleholder [...], provides grounded answers to the justified proposals of the public, which were
received under a written form, previously to the respective hearing”.

At the same time, art. 44 (3) of Order no. 860/2002 provides that” based on the results of the
public debate, the relevant authority for the environmental protection evaluates the grounded
proposals/comments of the public and requests to the titleholder the supplementation of the
report on the environmental impact assessment study with an appendix comprising solutions for
the solving of the indicated issues”.

Considering the legal wordings quoted above, as your allegation (i) does not identify nor indicate
issues related to the project initiated by RMGC and undergoing the environment impact
assessment procedure, (ii) refers to decisional capacities under the competence of certain public
authorities, issues to which RMGC is not in the position to answer, we mention that the project
titteholder cannot and does not have the capacity to provide an answer in this respect.

However, as regards your question, we would like to provide the following comments:

Gabriel Resources and RMGC can only speak for themselves. They are deeply committed to
compliance with the laws and regulations in all jurisdictions in which they operate. All directors,
officers, employees, contractors and consultants, in discharging their duties, are required under
corporate policy to comply with the laws, rules and regulations of the location in which Gabriel is
performing business activities and will provide annual certification to that effect. Where
uncertainty or ambiguity exists, competent legal advice must be obtained. The Chief Executive
Officer of Gabriel will be responsible for ensuring that all annual certifications are obtained on or
before the end of the first fiscal quarter of each year, and for providing written confirmation to the
Board of Directors that such certifications have been obtained and summarizing the results
thereof.

No one working for Gabriel, regardless of his or her position, will ever commit an illegal or
unethical act, or will instruct other employees to do so and will provide annual certification to that
effect in the form attached to this Code. Where uncertainty or ambiguity exists, competent legal
advice must be obtained.

Subijective views can differ, that is why the public consultation process follows Romanian law.
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This public debate is organized in accordance with the laws in force, respectively Order no.
860/2002 issued by the Minister of Waters and Environmental Protection for the approval of the
environmental impact assessment and environmental permitting procedure (“Order no.
860/2002"). The locations of the public debates and the ways of access to information on the
environmental impact assessment report made available to the interested public have been
established together with the regulatory authorities and according to the set dates. The people
from Rosia Montana who wanted to participate in the debates, came to the meetings during their
spare time, because they are interested in what people discuss about this project. We believe
their interest is justified, since we are discussing their town and their future. Please note that
their transportation was ensured by the local unions and NGOs.

In accordance with Order no. 860/2002, the meeting is chaired by the representatives of the
Ministry of Environment and Water Management, who also set out the rules related to these
consultations. In this respect, please find below a quotation of the following provisions of Order
no. 860/2002:

“Article 41. — The public debate meeting shall take place in the presence of the representatives
of the competent authority for environmental protection, in the most convenient way for the
public, on the territory where the project is intended to be implemented, and after the working
hours.”;

“Article 44. - (1) During the public debate meeting, the project titleholder shall describe the
proposed project and the assessment made in the environmental impact assessment study,
shall answer the public’'s questions and shall respond with arguments to the justified proposals
coming from the public, received in writing before the meeting.”

We strongly reject any allegations of corruption in the approval process for this Project. RMGC
does employ 500 people in the Rosia Montana area to assist in preparations for opening the
mine, but no one is paid to support the Project.

You should also probably address to organizations that have opposed the Project. For our part,
we would simply like to thank the representative of this NGO you are talking about, for its
interest in the Project and its offer to work with us during mine construction, operations, and
closing.

Virtually every aspect of the Project will be subject to some sort of monitoring. Both while the
project is being constructed and during mine operations, technical consultants from the banks
that have lent money to the Project, insurance experts, independent experts, and the Romanian
authorities will monitor such areas as environmental protection, protection of cultural heritage,
social effects, and health and mine safety. In addition, S.C Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A
(RMGC) will continue its process of public and stakeholder consultation through the life of the
project and will be happy to meet with civil society organizations at any time to discuss project
operations.

Romanian law provides for the election of public officials who have the power to act in the
public’'s behalf.

Public consultation and information during the environmental impact assessment procedure,
including the publication of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Report documentation
for consultation purposes, have been made in compliance with the provisions of (i) Articles 11
(2), 12 and 15 of Government Decision no. 918/2002 2002 regarding the Environmental Impact
Assessment Framework Procedure and the Approval of the List of Public or Private Projects
Forming the Object of This Procedure (“Government Decision no. 918/2002"), (ii) Chapter 3
regarding the public information and participation in the environmental impact assessment
procedure of Order no. 860/2002 of the Minister of Waters and Environmental Protection
Regarding the Environmental Impact Assessment and Environmental Permitting Procedure
("Order no. 860/2002"), and of the principles established by the Aarhus Convention on access to
information, public participation in decision-making and access to justice in environmental
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matters, and also of the provisions of Directive 85/337/EEC on Environmental Impact
Assessment of the Effects of Certain Public and Private Projects on the Environment.

Considering the applicable legal provisions, the interested public has the following rights related
to the environmental impact assessment procedure:

0] Article 11 (2) of Government Decision no. 918/2002 regarding the environmental
impact assessment framework procedure and the approval of the list of public or
private projects forming the object of this procedure ("Government Decision no.
918/2002"): "the environmental impact assessment report shall be discussed by the
public, whose pertinent comments shall be taken into consideration
throughout the entire environmental impact assessment process;”

(i) Article 40 (1) of Order no. 860/2002 for the approval of the environmental impact
assessment and environmental permitting procedure ("Order no. 860/2002"): "the
public may submit justified proposals regarding the environmental
assessment, prior to the date set for the public debate on the environmental impact
assessment report, but not after that date;”

(i) Article 44 (1) of Order no. 860/2000 "during the public debate meeting, the project
titteholder shall describe the proposed project and the assessment made in the
environmental impact assessment study, shall answer the public’s questions and
shall respond with arguments to the justified proposals coming from the
public, received in writing before the meeting;”

(iv) Article 44 (3) of Order no. 860/2002:"based on the public meeting outcome, the
competent authority for environmental protection shall assess the justified
proposals/comments of the public and request the project titleholder to attach
an annex to the environmental impact assessment report, annex containing
solutions to the problems raised by the public, according to the form presented in
Annex no. IV.2."

Any interested party who wished to examine the Environmental Impact Assessment Study (EIA)
Report had many means to do so. Also, the EIA Report includes the Non-Technical Summary
where easy-accessible information for people of no expertise background can be found.

According to the law, both the Ministry of Environment, and Rosia Montana Gold Corporation
(RMGC) have used various methods to announce the public on the organization of this public
debate: mass media announcements, posters, the information caravan (distributing brochures,
leaflets, etc.) — that traveled to each town and village before the public consultations. However,
effective public participation depends on each person’s civic spirit and on their interest
manifested in the Rosia Montana project, it no longer depends on the company.

- Regarding the proximity to Abrud of the TMF we mention the followings:

The TMF is located approximately 2 km above the town of Abrud and therefore the design
criteria for the dam have been established to address consequence of a dam failure. The
proposed dam at the Tailings Management Facility (TMF) and the secondary dam at the
catchment basin are rigorously designed to exceed Romanian and international guidelines, to
allow for significant rainfall events and prevent dam failure due to overtopping and any
associated cyanide discharge, surface or groundwater pollution.

Specifically, the facility has been designed for two Probable Maximum Precipitation (PMP)
events and the associated Probable Maximum Flood (PMF). The design criterion for TMF
includes storage for two PMF flood events, more rain than has ever been recorded in this area.
The construction schedule for embankment and basin staging will be completed to ensure that
PMP storage requirements are available throughout the project life. The Rosia Montana TMF is
therefore designed to hold a total flood volume over four times greater than the Romanian
government guidelines. In addition, an emergency spillway for the dam will be constructed in the
unlikely event that another event occurs after the second PMP event. A spillway is only built for
safety reasons to ensure proper water discharge in an unlikely event and, thus, avoid
overtopping which could cause a dam breach. The TMF design therefore very significantly
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exceeds required standards for safety. This has been done to ensure that the risks involved in
using Corna valley for tailings storage are well below what is considered safe in every day life.

Additional study was done regarding earthquakes, and, as indicated in the EIA the TMF is
engineered to withstand the Maximum Credible Earthquake (MCE). The MCE is the largest
earthquake that could be considered to occur at the site based on the historical record.

In addition, Section 7 of the EIA report includes an assessment of the risks cases that have been
analyzed and include various dam break scenarios. Specifically, the dam break scenarios were
analyzed for a failure of the starter dam and for the final dam configuration. The dam break
modelling results indicate the extent of tailings run out. Based on the two cases analyzed, the
tailings will not extend beyond the confluence of the Corna valley stream and the Abrud River.

However, the project recognizes that in the highly unlikely case of a dam failure that a
Emergency Preparation and Spill Contingency Management Plan must be implemented. This
plan was submitted with the EIA as Plan I, Volume 28.

- The Security Report has been made available for public access by being posted at the
following Internet address http://www.mmediu.ro/dep mediu/rosia_montana_securitate.htm as
well as through the printed version which could have been found at several information locations
established for public hearings.

The figure of over 2 billion USD you suggest for covering the mine closure costs is both
unsubstantiated and implausibly high. RMGC's closure estimates, which were developed by a
team of independent experts with international experience and will be reviewed by third party
experts, are based on the assumption that the project can be completed according to the plan,
without interruptions, bankruptcy or the like. They are engineering calculations and estimates
based on the current commitments of the closure plan and are summarized in the EIA’s Mine
Closure and Rehabilitation Management Plan (Plan J in the EIA). Annex 1 of Plan J will be
updated using a more detailed approach looking at every individual year and calculating the
amount of surety, which must be set aside year by year to rehabilitate the mine before RMGC is
released from all its legal obligations. Most importantly, the current estimates assume the
application of international best practice, best available technology (BAT) and compliance with
all Romanian and European Union laws and regulations.

Closure and rehabilitation at Rogia Montana involves the following measures:
e Covering and vegetating the waste dumps as far as they are not backfilled into the open
pits;
Backfilling the open pits, except Cetate pit, which will be flooded to form a lake;
Covering and vegetating the tailings pond and its dam areas;
Dismantling of disused production facilities and revegetation of the cleaned-up areas;
Water treatment by semi-passive systems (with conventional treatment systems as
backup) until all effluents have reached the discharge standards and need no further
treatment;
¢ Maintenance of the vegetation, erosion control, and monitoring of the entire site until it
has been demonstrated by RMGC that all remediation targets have been sustainably
reached.

While the aspects of closure and rehabilitation are many, we are confident in our cost estimates
because the largest expense—that incurred by the earthmoving operation required to reshape
the landscape—can be estimated with confidence. Using the project design, we can measure
the size of the areas that must be reshaped and resurfaced. Similarly, there is a body of
scientific studies and experiments that enable scientists to determine the depth of soil cover for
successful revegetation. By multiplying the size of the areas by the necessary depth of the
topsoil by the unit rate (also derived from studying similar earthmoving operations at similar
sites), we can estimate the potential costs of this major facet of the rehabilitation operation. The
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earthmoving operation, which will total approximately US $65 million, makes up 87% of closure
and rehabilitation costs.

Also, the necessity of additional technological measures to stabilize and reshape the tailings
surface will be discussed in the update of the Economical Financial Guarantee (EFG) estimate,
which leads to an increase the provisions for tailings rehabilitation, especially if the TMF is
closed prematurely and no optimized tailings disposal regime is applied. The exact figures
depend on the details of the TMF closure strategy which can be finally determined only during
production.

We believe that—far from being too low—our cost estimates are evidence of our high level of
commitment to closure and rehabilitation. Just as a comparison, the world’'s largest gold
producer has set aside US $683 million (as of December 31, 2006) for the rehabilitation of 27
operations, which equates to US $25 million on average per mine. The RMGC closure cost
estimates, recently revised upward from the US $73 million reported in the EIA based on
additional information, currently total US $76 million.

- An engineered liner is included in the design of the Tailings Management Facility (TMF) basin.
Specifically, the Rosia Montana Tailings Management Facility (TMF or “the facility”) has been
designed to be compliant with the EU Groundwater Directive (80/68/EEC), transposed as
Romanian GD 351/2005. The TMF is also designed for compliance with the EU Mine Waste
Directive (2006/21/EC) as required by the Terms of Reference established by the MEWM in
May, 2005. The following paragraphs provide a discussion of how the facility is compliant with
the directives.

The TMF is composed of a series of individual components including:
e the tailings impoundment;
the tailings dam;
the secondary seepage collection pond;
the secondary containment dam; and
the groundwater monitoring wells/extraction wells located downstream of the Secondary
Containment dam.

All of these components are integral parts of the facility and necessary for the facility to perform
as designed.

The directives indicated above require that the TMF design be protective of groundwater. For the
Rosia Montana project (RMP), this requirement is addressed by consideration of the favorable
geology (low permeability shales underlying the TMF impoundment, the TMF dam and the
Secondary Containment dam) and the proposed installation of a low-permeability (1x10°
cm/sec) recompacted soil liner beneath the TMF basin. Please see Chapter 2 of EIA Plan F,
“The Tailings Facility Management Plan” for more information.

The proposed low permeability soil liner will be fully compliant with Best Available Techniques
(BAT) as defined by EU Directive 96/61 (IPPC) and EU Mine Waste Directive. Additional design
features that are included in the design to be protective of groundwater include:
e A low permeability (1x10°® cm/sec) cut off wall within the foundation of the starter dam to
control seepage;
e Alow permeability (1x10° cm/sec) core in the starter dam to control seepage;
e A seepage collection dam and pond below the toe of the tailings dam to collect and
contain any seepage that does extend beyond the dam centerline;
o A series of monitoring wells, below the toe of the secondary containment dam, to monitor
seepage and ensure compliance, before the waste facility limit.

In addition to the design components noted above specific operational requirements will be
implemented to be protective of human health and the environment. In the extremely unlikely
case that impacted water is detected in the monitoring wells below the secondary containment
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dam, they will be converted to pumping wells and will be used to extract the impacted water and
pump it into the reclaim pond where it will be incorporated into the RMP processing plant water
supply system, until the compliance is reestablish.

With respect to your comments made as regards a presumptive infringement of the provisions of
Government Decision N0.351/2005 (“GD 351/2005"), there are several aspects to be taken into
consideration. Thus:

1.

Firstly, please note that, according to the provisions of art. 6 of GD 351/2005, any activity
that might determine the discharge of dangerous substances into the environment is
subject to the prior approval of the water management authorities and shall comply with
the provisions of the water permit issued in accordance with the relevant legislation. The
GD 351/2005 provides that the water permit shall be issued only after all technical-
construction measures are implemented as prevent the indirect discharge of dangerous
substances into the underground waters. The maximum discharge limits are expressly
provided under GD 351/2005 and compliance with such is a condition for granting and
maintaining the water permit. In accordance with the provisions of GD 351/2005, the
actual discharge limits should be authorized by the relevant authority, such process being
understood by the lawmaker in consideration of the complexity and variety of industrial
activities, as well as the latest technological achievements.

Therefore, please note that the EIA stage is not intended to be finalized into an overall
comprehensive permit, but it represents only a part of a more complex permitting
process. Please note that, according with art. 3 of GD 918/2002, the data’s level of detall
provided in the EIA is the one available in the feasibility stage of the project, obviously
making impossible for both the titleholder and authority to exhaust all required technical
data and permits granted.

The adequate protection of the ground water shall be ensured by the terms and
conditions of the water permit. The issuance of the water permit shall be performed
following an individual assessment of the project, considering its particular aspects and
the relevant legal requirements applicable for mining activities. Until the water permit is
obtained, any allegation regarding the infringement of GD 351/2005 is obviously
premature mainly because the water permit shall regulate, in accordance with the
relevant legal provisions, the conditions to be observed by the developer as regards the
protection of the ground water.

Secondly, kindly note that the complexity and specificity of mining projects generated the
need of a particular legal framework. Therefore, for such projects, the reading of the legal
provisions of a certain enactment should be corroborated with the relevant provisions of
the other regulations applicable.

In this respect, please not that the understanding of GD 351/2005 must be corroborated
with the provisions of the entire relevant legislation enforceable as regards Rosia
Montana Project, with a particular accent to Directive 2006/21/EC on the management of
waste from the extractive industries (“Directive 217).

The very scope of Directive 21 is to provide a specific legal framework for the extractive
wastes and waste facilities related to mining projects, considering the complexity of such
projects and the particular aspects of mining activities that can not always be subject to
the common regulations on waste management and landfill. From this perspective,
Directive 21 provides that, an operator of a waste facility, as such is defined thereunder
(please note that the TMF proposed by RMGC is considered a “waste facility” under
Directive 21), must inter alia, ensure that:

“the waste facility is [.....]Jdesigned so as to meet the necessary conditions for, in the
short and long-term perspectives, preventing pollution of the soil, air, groundwater or
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surface water, taking into account especially Directives 76/464/EEC (1), 80/68/EEC (2)
and 2000/60/EC, and ensuring efficient collection of contaminated water and leachate as
and when required under the permit, and reducing erosion caused by water or wind as
far as it is technically possible and economically viable;”

b) “the waste facility is suitably constructed, managed and maintained to ensure its physical
stability and to prevent pollution or contamination of soil, air, surface water or
groundwater in the short and long-term perspectives as well as to minimize as far as
possible damage to landscape;”

In addition, it should be mentioned that RMGC was required by MWEM under the Terms
of Reference, to perform the EIA considering the provisions of Directive 21 and the BAT
Management of Mining Waste. The Directive 21 was intended by the EU DG of
Environment to be the legislative regime applicable to sound management of mining
waste throughout Europe and therefore compliance with its provisions is mandatory.

Cyanide in Waters

Cyanide is used in hundreds of gold mines and many industries around the world. At Rosia
Montana, the TMF will be constructed to the highest international standards. It will be an
environmentally safe construction for permanent deposition of detoxified tailings resulting from
ore processing. Sophisticated equipment will be used for geotechnical and water level
monitoring. Because detoxification will take place before the tailings are deposited to the TMF,
they will contain very low concentrations of cyanide (5-7ppm) which is below the regulatory limit
of 10ppm recently adopted in the EU Mine Waste Directive.

The cyanide used in operations will be carefully handled according to EU guidelines and safely
contained. Cyanide rapidly breaks down to harmless substances under normal atmospheric
conditions, i.e. it is short-lived in the environment. The cyanide used in the project will be subject
to a cyanide destruct process and residual cyanide deposited with the process tailings in the
Tailings Management Facility will degrade rapidly. This system of use and disposal of cyanide in
gold mining is classed as Best Available Techniques by the EU.

- The impact on the protected flora and fauna will be obvious only at local level, and it will not
lead to the disappearance of any species. The mining project was conceived from the onset so
as to comply with the conditions and standards stipulated by the Romanian and European
legislation in the field of environmental protection.

The company believes that the environmental impact generated by proposed project remains
significant the more so as it will add to the pre-existing ones. But the required investments for
the ecological restoration/rehabilitation of the Rosia Montana area meant to solve complex
environmental issues existing at present can be developed only after the implementation of
economic projects able to generate and ensure that direct and responsible measures are taken,
as part of the principles that represent the basis for the sustainable development concepts. The
presence of a strong economic system is the key for the implementation of clean economic
processes and technologies, in full respect of the environment, which are able to remove the
previous effects generated by human activities.

The documentation drafted to support this mining project represents an objective justification for
its implementation given that the company has assumed the environmental responsibility, which
is extremely complex in the Rosia Montana area.

Some of species existing at Rosia Montana that are under a certain protection status represent
an insignificant percentage from populations estimated at national level. The characterization of
species from their habitat point of view exists in the species tables presented in the Biodiversity
Chapter of the EIA Report and its annexes, although this is not a requirement imposed by the
Habitats Directive. Given the large amount of information contained, these tables are available in
the electronic format of the EIA. 6000 DVD/CDs comprising the EIA Report have been made
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available to the public both in English and in Romanian. Moreover, the EIA is also available on
RMGC's website as well as on the websites of the Ministry of Environment and Waters
Management and of the Local and Regional Environment Protection Agencies of Alba County,
Cluj County and Sibiu County, etc.

From practical point of view, the low value of conservation of the impact area is also indirectly
emphasized by the fact that there is no proposal to designate the area a SPA (aviafaunistic
special protected area) and by the denial as unfounded of the proposal to designate the area as
a pSCl area (sites of community importance).

Taking all these into account, we believe that the proposed Project is compliant with the
provisions of EU Directive no. 92/43 Habitats, and EU Directive no. 79/409 Birds respectively,
especially because within Biodiversity Management Plan, Plan H, several active and responsible
measures are provided to reconstruct/rehabilitate several natural habitats, pursuant to the
provisions of the same documents.

- Regarding the Urbanism Plans for the following localities: Rosia Montana, Bucium, Abrud and
Campeni, we underline the fact that pursuant to the provisions of art. 41, paragraph 2, from the
Mining Law no.85/2003, the authorities from the local administration have the liability to adjust
and/or update the territory arrangement plans and the general urbanism plans, in order to allow
the development of all operations necessary for the development of mining activities.

In other words, we mention the fact that the General Urbanism Plan for the entire Rosia Montana
settlement was prepared in 2002. This Plan stipulates urban-planning regulations for all 16
villages included in the Rosia Montana Commune, and for a protected area including historical
buildings. The General Urbanism Plan has been presented to the public and subject to public
debates, therefore all interested persons have been able to express their opinion regarding the
development opportunities of the commune. After the completion of the public participation
stage, the General Urbanism Plan has obtained all necessary approvals from the competent
ministries, from Alba County Council, the Urbanism Committee, Alba Environmental Protection
Agency, the network operators and the final approval of Rosia Montana Local Council.

S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. (RMGC) has requested and obtained, from Alba
County Council, the Urbanism Certificate no. 78 of 26.04.2006 for the entire Rosia Montana
mining project, including the tailings management facility (TMF). This urbanism certificate is fully
compliant with the project proposal whose impact is assessed in the EIA Report. The certificate
covers the area included in the Zonal Urbanism Plan for Rosia Montana Industrial Area and is
included in the Mining License issued by the National Agency for Mineral Resources. The Zonal
Urbanism Plan for the Industrial Area has been subject to public consultations and debates
organized in Rogia Montana, Bucium, Campeni and Abrud and it has received the approval to
continue the permitting procedures, from all 4 local councils.

Concerning the urbanism plans of the other settlements, the General Urbanism Plan for Abrud
city was updated in 2002, incorporating the part of the TMF located within the territory under
Abrud administration. This General Urbanism Plan has been subject to the same approval
procedure as the General Urbanism Plan of Rosia Montana Commune. The General Urbanism
Plan for Campeni city is currently being updated, and Rosia Montana Gold Corporation
requested the Local Council to include the part of the water supply pipe and the pipe collecting
water from Aries River. After completion, it will be subject to the approval procedure described
above.

Only one road will be constructed on the administrative territory of Bucium Commune, having a

reduced impact on the urbanism plan. Consequently, in compliance with the applicable urbanism
regulations it is not necessary to include it in a new urbanism plan or to modify the existing plan.
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Ministerul Mediului si al Gospodariri Apelor
Doamnei Ministiu Suifina Barbu

B-dul Libertatii nr.12

Sectoiul 5, Bucurest

Romania
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Stimatd Doamni Ministru,

Ministerul Mediului si al Gospodériri Apelor urmeaz3 sa analizeze « Raportul la
Studiul de impact asupra Mediului pentiu proiectiiiil minier din Rosia Montana ».

Proiectul controversat al deschiderii unei exploatiri miniere la zi in zona Raosia
Miohlana a nascut in ullimii ani numeroase controverse. Ministerul Mediutui Si &l
Gospodariri Apelor este chemat s3 ia o decizie corects in legatura cu o investitie mare,
dar cu impact semnificativ, ridicat asupia mediului din zona de ampiasare. Dincolo de o
respingere din principiu 2 proiectulyi sau de o acceptare fard rezerve a acestuia, MMGA
irebiie 58 analizeze argumentele rationale pro si contra realizani proiectului PIopUs si 55
aclopte solutia adecvatl

Aldturi de aiii critici ai proiectului Supus anaiizei publice cred ci Ministeru}
Mediului si 3l Gospodiririi Apelor ar trebui s3 ny isi dea acordul pentry
propunsiea e nhntare a unel exploatidnl miniere de aur 5§ argint i zona Rosia
Montana. -
i Spiijinul salicitani mele, atasez Comentariul de jos, care cuprinde 0 parte a
observatilor ce rezultd din lectura decumentatiilor legate de proiectul mentionat,

disponibile pe internet si care fac, in opinia mea, ca proiectil minier Rosia Montana s3

nu fie unul fezabil, cel putin in aceasts pericada.

Proiectul Rosia Montana — comentariu de mediu

Froieciul Rosia Montana (RMP) propune realizarea n zona Muntilor Apuseni a
unei exploatar miniere, asociatd cu instalatii de prelucrare a unor pretinse rezerve de
aur care s-ai puiea afla aici. Prolectul, care prevede o exploatare la Zi, i3l propung
excavarea completd, pe ¢ mare adancime a suprafetei a patru munti care inconioara
iocalitates Rosia Montand. La finalul proiectului celei mai mari exploatani de supraiata
din Europa Roménia va rdmane in dotare, pe termen nelimitat, cu un iaz de peste 600
de heciare (comparabil cu ménimea lacului Vidraru), creat pentru decantarea sierilului
tratat cu cianuri. Un barai de 185 m indltime ar desparfi localitatea Abrud, aflats la doar
ki distania, de ceie pesie 214 de milcane ione de steri ce ar rezuita in urma
xtragerii minereului din zona concesionats, depozitatd Tn amenajarea mentionats
iMma canadiand Gabiiel Resources Lid., caie propune proiectul, pretinde ci acesta
ste realizat Iz nivelul standardelor intemationale din  domeniu. Parcurgerea

ocumentatiei accesibile evaludiii publics (proieciul tehinic, evaluarea de impact) indica
existenta a numeroase deficiente, care fac ca Proiectu! Rosia Montana s3 fie departe de
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pireisnua msntionaid.
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Pefitia publica a organizatiei Alburnus Maior, fransmis3d Ministerului Mediuiui
enumea un numar maie de deficisnie ale proeciuiui si EIM. In confinuare, propun o
completare a acestora.

Dupd cum spune si F undatia pentru o Societate Deschis3 in scrisoarea deschiss
adresaid Guvernului roman ‘Lipsa de preocupars reald a administratiei privind solutiile

de dezvoltare locald durabil3, intr-n zond mai putin dezvoltatd sustine implicit nozitia -
invesiitoriior care, smreféﬂui creani catorva suie de jocuri de muncs pe perivada
expioatarni (maximum 14 ), nu urmirese nimic alfceva decst derularea unui business
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extrem de avantajos pentru actionariatul majoritar al unui "off-shore” cu sediul intr-o
casutd posiald din Insulele Barbados”.

Proiectul Rosia Montana pomeste de ia citeva ipoteze gresite.

In evaluares ficutd proiectul considerd c# situatia actuald a factorilor de mediu
din zond este dezastruoasd, situatie generatd de funciionarea minei Mininvest Neva

care urmeaza sa fie Inchisd. Evaluarea proiectului nu tine seama de faptul ca odata cu
inchidersa minei, Mininvest Deva va asigura. conform prevederilor legale. si 0 refacers g
mediului zonei prin bani alocati de Guvernul Romanisi,

Proiectsl Rogia Montana propune o solutie falsd pentri nrohlemele locale
Proiectul propus asigurd crearea unui numar mic de jocuri de munca in zons {un NumMar
maxim de 1200 locuri pentru perioade scurte, un numar mediu de cca 560 locuri), nentry
0 perioada scurtd de timp (14 -16 ani).

Odatd cu finalizarea exploatdnii proiectate de firma Gabriel Resources $i a
mchiderii sanfieruiui. dupa o pericadd de numai 14 -16 ani. zona se va afia in aceiasi
situatie sociald, dar in fata unui adevirat dezastr ecologic.

i o

In elaborarea proiectelor de asemenea anvergurd ca RMP se au, in general, in
vedere anumite principii. valabile de aitfei. si peniry proiecte sai investitii muit mai mici:
principiul  protectiei  mediului, principiul conservari mediului, principiul  prevenirii
deteriorarii mediului, principiul ameliorsrii caiitatii mediului, principiul precautiei in luarea
deciziilor care ar putea afecta mediul, principiul abordzarii globale, principiul dezvoltdrii
durabile etc. In cazul documentatiei elaborate nu pare a se fi finut seama prea mult de

principiile enumerate.

Principiul protectiel mediului presupune luarea unor masuri de precautie si
prevenire sau de conservare a mediului, asociate cu acele masur necesare evitaiii
actiunilor nocive pentru calitatea factorilor de mediy, precum si adoptarea unor masuri
pozitive pentru a Tmpiedica deteriorarea acestuia. Principitl conservdiii este bazat pe
cerinta mentinerii calitative si cantitative a starii mediului, pe conservarea resurseior
naturale regenerabile sau neregenerabile. Principiul prevenini presupune evaluarea
riscurilor, a tuturor riscurilor, incd din faza de proiectare pentni a evita perisolele nontr
mediu. Principiui precautiei pomeste de ia ideea ¢ absenis certiiuding stiintin

te constitul un pretowt pentr o n i

R
SARFERANL Ly sy rure wpliRhEL

4
o
¢

]
i

au Modificaiiior ineversipile f
I ol

fi luate chiar daca nici o day

Avand In vedere obisctul or ratentia respectdrii in totalitate 2
recomandariion principiilor care solicitau pr FSEI0T din Zons
= . : s <

ar putea parea excesivd, <a § preve : mediului. Dacs
primeie doud principi enumersic = durabii perinu

<

mediu, amelicrarea reclam? luares unor madsurd pozitive pentr: imbundidtirea calitati
NPSGRTIIR. RenT TRRN ; Ay - L s e SR o P e o it - PP SRR T [ R | Ery- .
e 1| un momen ual. abt manimea uuusebua a proesciung, !HIQIICEEIIIC Sale

speciale asupra factorilor de mediu din zona de amuolasare ar fi cerut 83 fie mai atent
privite Tn elaborarea proiectelor tehinice, ca $ in studile de evaluare a impactului,
importanta recomandarilor principiilor preveniri si al precautiei.

Proiectul Rosia Montana propune realizarea celel mal mar explostar s 2 de
auriargint din Europa  Principaieie caraciensiici jehnice aie proleciuiul minier  suni
urmatoarsle: oroductie anuald de 14,2 milicane de tone minereuri imp de 15 ani, pe o
suoraiaia divecia Je 1258 ha, produciia maximd urmand & se realiza in & doiiea an de
exploatare, cu ¢ cantitate de 21 575 milicane de tone minereur!, pentru ca apol &3
ajunga ia 17,315 miliocane de tone in anuj CinGi, 15,413 in al Zecelea an si 14.212 in cel
treisprezecelea. Pentru a procesa minereul exiras, est
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mediu anual de 13000 de tone de cianuri. Minereurile de aur/argint vor fi extrase din
patru munti © Carnic, Cetate, Orlea si Jig, totalizénd o suprafatd de 205 ha. Sunt
proiectate doud halde de steril, acoperind o suprafata de 177,36 ha, care vor gazdui
130,681 milioane de tone de deseuri-steril. Depozitul de deseuri cu cianuii, situat in
valea Corna va acoperi 698 de ha. lazul de decantare va avea o suprafatad de 363,12 ha
iar cantitatea totald de steril ce va fi depozitata este aproximata ia 214,205 milicane de
tone. lazyl de decantare nu va impermeabilizat In valea Comei existd ape subterane si
de suprafald, care sunt si surse locale de alimentare cu apd. Raportul EiM admite ca
roca de bazd este fisurats Rarajul principal Corna, cu inaltimea totals de 185m, va fi
construit din roci care genereaza ape acide. Sterilul utilizat va coniine metaie greie si
sulfuri in concentratii diferite Acestea din urm3 sunt o surs3 importants de ape acide,
care pot fi generate pentru perioade de timp foarte lungi si antrenate in straturile de ape
subterane din zond. Propunerea de proiect minier nu prevede ca sulfurile s fie tratate
separat si depozitate intr-un iaz de decantare special, impermeabilizat. imensul depozit
de deseuri cu cianuri este situat chiar deasupra orasului Abrud, putdnd determina o
catastrofa In caz de rupere. Suprafata imensa a depozitului va produce, probabil, o
cantitate semnificativd de praf in conditi meteorologice secetoase. Raportul nu
evaiueaza corect aceasid problema, mai ales avandu-se in vedere aprogierea de orasul
Abrud.

Aceasla sunt doar cateva exemple evidenie, nu foate, de incdlicare a principiior
de prevenire a poludrii mediului sau al celui al precautiei, de care ar fi trebuit s3 se tina
seama la elaborarea proiectului, ca si la evaluarea impactului asupra mediului.

Dar avdnd in vedere dubile care planeazs asupra situatiei reale a
amplasamentului avit in vedere, legat de marimea reald a resurselor de aur/argint, ca si
necesitatea conservarii resurselor minerale neregenerabile, conform principiului de
Dezvoltare durabild, care cere ca dezvoltarea si asigure necesitétile prezentului, f5ra a
compromite posibilitatea generatiilor viitoare de a-si le satisface pe ale lor. zona ar trebui
sa fie lasaté in grija generatiilor vitoare, cand, poate, se va descoperi o tehnica de
expoatare a minereurilor si o tehnologie de obtinere a aurului mai putin nocive decat
Ceie propuse In actualul proiect al firmei Rosia Montana Goid Corporation.

Nici proiectul tehnic si nici EIM nu au in vedere riscul ca proiectul propus sa nu
poata fi finalizat si activitatea pe santier 58 inceteze nainte de limita pericadei fixate
pentru functionare de 14 -16 ani. Evaluares concentratilor de Au/Ag si, ca atare,
estimarea rezervelor din zond avute in vedere la proiectare, s-ar putea sa fie gresite iar
continuarea exploatarii $8 nu mai economic fezabild $i 83 nu mai poatd fi sustinuts.
Romania are exempiu de evaluare gresitd a unor rezerve minerale, cum a fost cea a
resurselor de sulf din muntii Calimani terminaii prinir-o decopertare partiald a zonei
inginie ca operaiia s& fie opiitd. Ce se va intdmpia la Rosia Moniand in cazul in care
praiectul este sistat inainte de sfarsitul perioadei fixate? Ce se va intAmpla cu zona, cine
C va reface, cu ce fonduri?

Alt risc netratat in EIM este cel, posibil, al falimentului firmei Rosia Montana Gold
Corporation, care propune proiectul, in timoul densdni proiechidni sau g sfarsitul
acestuia. Ce se Intdmpla cu santierul, cu denozitele de steril i cianuri si supravegheres
acesfora, cu zona afectatd etc in cazul Falimentului firmei Rosia Montana Goid
Corporation? Va trebui s3 suporte staful roman pagubele create, cum s-a intAmplat cu
receniui accident de la Baia Mare, in care au fost impiicate cantitati mai mici de cianuri?

Probabil c3 ar fi fost necesara tratarea separatd. in detaliv a avantajelor (cele
eénumerate sunt ofi incorect formulate, ori fictive Tn fond), dezavantajelor si a riscuriior
derivate pentris comunitatea locals ca st pentru statul roman din punerea in aplicare a
RMP de calre o irma mics, necunoscula, fard experientd prea mare in domeniy. De
asemenea, avand in vedera riscurile asnciate imanse, s;:.i'reé!e dupd cum s-a vazut in
accideniul de la Baia Mare, firma ar trebui 53 dispund, inainte de inceperea dem!z“m
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proiectului, de o asigurare la o firma de specialitaté din domeniu. Acest lucru nu este
mentionat in EIM elaborat pentru proiectul investitiei de ia Rosia Montana. Asigurarea ar
suplini, cel putin partial, o parte a riscurilor asociate unui posibil faliment al firmei

initiatoare a proiectului.
Ministerul Mediului si al Gospodariri Apelor prin decizia sa finald trebuie s3a

P e ¢

evalueze fezabilitatea proieciului propus sub aspecieie saie diverse . a) lezabiilaiea

stiintifica, tehnica si tehnologics ; b) fezabilitatea financiar3 ; c) fezabilitatea economica
si sociald ; d) fezabilitatea de mediu.

Daca sub aspect stiintific proiectud nu pronune ceva nou, marimea proiectului §i

cantitatea foarte mare a unol subsianie din caiegona ceior pericuivase, cum suni
cianurile, folosite in procesele tehnologice, cantitatea foarte mare de deseuri rimase si

depuzitaie peniru o iungd pericada de timp, deseun care poi condine resiun de cianuri

2 e Tl D

gieu de estimat $i ai cdror produsi pot fi nocivi elc. pot arunca indoieii asupra fezabiiitati
tehnice si tehnologice, impunand precautii suplimentare in luarea deciiziilor.

Dacd in problema asigurdni resurselor financiare de derulare a investitiei
réspunderea ramane a firmei initiatoare a proiectului, in cazul in care din anumite motive
evalaurea resurselor disponibile s-a ficut gresit iar proiectul nu mai poate fi continuat
sau firma din diverse motive da faliment (probabiiiiali ce nu poi §i exciuse), atunci
comunitatea locald si statul roman vor trebui, probabil, s# suporte financiar operatiile de
inchidere a gantieruiui $i de lichidare a consecinieior derivate. Sub acest ullim aspect
fezabilitatea proiectuini este Tndoielnics, cu atdt mai mult cu cdt firma inifiatoare nu
dispune de o asigurare corespunzéioare a achvitdlii propuse, astfel incat se impun si
sub acest aspect precautii suplimentare in luarea deciiziilor finale.

Sub asdpect economic si sorial proiectul propune solutii false, doar de amanare
a rezolvaii probiemelor jocuiforler din zond, Distrugerea localitdliior i mutarea
lncalnicilor este nejustificata. Proiectul nu este fazabil sub aspectul aconomic: si social

Proiectul propus, in cazul realizdrii sale, la sfarsitul pericadei de existentd va
produce un dezastiu ecologic al zonei : strimutarea iocalnicilor si distrugeraa localitatiior
de crigine, decopertarea masivd a patru munli, afectarea definitivd a biodiversitatii in
zona, crearsa unor depogzite masive de steril si resturi de substanie periculoase active
pe o pericadd exirem de Indelungatd efc. vor genera un impact semnificativ, puternic

o s Fah

asupia medivlui, nejusiifical Tn raport cu beneficile Tndoielnice ale aplicarii proiectului.
Sub acest aspect realizarea proiectului este nejustificata.

07.08.2006 \A]Z

D. Smaranda, <

Bucuresti, str. Zambila fonitd nr.4.
bl.7D, sc. B, ap.79, sectorul 2
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Ministry of Environment and Waters Management
Minister SULFINA BARBU

12, Libertatii Avenue

5™ district, Bucharest

Romania

Honourable Minister Sulfina Barbu,

The Ministry of Environment and Waters Management is going to analyse the “Report on the
Environmental Impact Assessment Study for the Rosia Montana mining project”.

This project regarding the development of an open cast gold mine operation in Rosia
Montana has been a very controversial issue over the last years. The Ministry of
Environment is now called in to make a fair decision about a massive investment, but with
significant environmental impact on the area where it will be developed. Beyond a rejection
on principle or a full approval of the project, the MEWM must weigh the reasonable
arguments for and against this project and then take the appropriate decision.

Alongside other critics of the project submitted to the public’'s assessment, | believe
that the Ministry of Environment and Waters Management should reject the proposal
regarding the development of an open-cast gold and silver mine at Rosia Montana.

To support my request, | enclose here the Comments below. They comprise part of
my conclusions reached after reading the documentation related to the above mentioned
project, available on the Internet. In my opinion, the Rosia Montana mining project is not
feasible, at least not for now.

The Rosia Montana project — Environmental comments

The Rosia Montana project (RMP) proposes the development in the Apuseni
Mountains of a mining and processing operation of alleged gold deposits that might be
located there. This project that plans an open cast mining proposes a deep and complete
excavation of four mountains surrounding the village of Rosia Montana. Once the project for
the largest open cast mining operation in Europe is completed, Romania will remain with a
large size tailings management facility (TMF) (over 600 ha) (similar to the size of the Vidraru
lake). An 185 m high tailings dam will separate the town of Abrud located 1 km away from
the over 214 million tons of waste resulted from the ore mining in the leased area, that will be
stored in the above-mentioned facility. Gabriel Resources Ltd., the Canadian based company
that proposes the project, claims that this TMF complies with the international standards in
the field. Reading the documentation available to the public (the technical project, the
environmental impact assessment-EIA), | realized that it comprises many inaccuracies.
Consequently it is far from complying with the standards referred to by the developer.

The public petition submitted to the MEWM by the Alburnus Maior NGO lists
numerous inaccuracies comprised in the project and in the EIA. In what follows, | would like
to continue this list:

As stated in the public letter sent to the Romanian Government by the members of
the Open Society Foundation: “The administration’s lack of real interest regarding the
solutions available for a sustainable development in a less developed area, implicitly support
the position of the investors that claim to create several hundreds jobs during the operational
phase (14 years at the most) when in fact the only thing they want is to carry out a highly
profitable business for the main shareholder, of an “off-shore” company having its
headquarters in a post-office box in the Barbados islands.”

The Rosia Montana project starts from several wrong hypotheses.
According to the assessment made for the project, the environmental factors are

currently in a poor condition because of the Minvest Deva mine operation which is going to
be closed down. The EIA does not take into account the fact that once the mine is closed,
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the company Minvest Deva will perform a state-funded environmental rehabilitation of the
area, according to the legislation in force.

The Rosia Montana project proposes an unrealistic solution to the local problems.
The project proposed provides a limited number of jobs in the area (a maximum of 1200 jobs
for short periods of time, an average of 560 jobs) for a short period of time (14-16 years).

Once the mine operation and closure proposed by Gabriel Resources are completed,
after only 14-16 years, the area will return to the same social situation, but facing also a true
ecological disaster.

There are certain principles taken into account when elaborating such large-scale
projects as the RMP, principles that can be applied also to much smaller projects or
investments. Such principles are: the protection and preservation of the environment; the
prevention of environmental deterioration; the improvement of the quality of the environment;
the precautionary principle in making decisions which might have an impact on the
environment; the global approach principle; the sustainable development principle; etc.
These principles seem to have been little taken into account in the documentation elaborated
for the RMP.

The environmental protection principle implies taking precautionary and prevention
measures or measures of environmental preservation coupled with measures required in
order to avoid actions that might affect the quality of the environmental factors as well as
positive measures to prevent its deterioration. The preservation principle is based on the
requirement of qualitatively and quantitatively maintaining the environmental condition, on
the preservation of natural renewable and non-renewable resources. The prevention
principle implies an assessment of all the risks starting from the design phase in order to
avoid environmental hazards. The precautionary principle relies on the idea that the absence
of scientific certitudes cannot be a pretext for not taking the measures needed in order to
prevent severe impacts or irreversible changes of the environment. Environmental protection
measures must be taken although no environmental damages are predictable.

Given the object of this project, the full compliance with the principles of protection
and preservation of the resources in the area may seem exaggerated same as the principle
of the environment quality improvement. While the first two principles would require the
maintenance of a sustainable environmental status quo, the environmental improvement
principle requires positive measures to improve the quality of the environment at a certain
moment. But given the dimension of the project and its special impacts on the environmental
factors from the project area, the prevention and precautionary principles should have been
more carefully tackled in the elaboration of the technical projects and of the environmental
impact assessment (EIA).

The Rosia Montana project is aimed at developing the largest open-cast gold and
silver mine operation in Europe. These are the main technical characteristics of the project:
annual production: 14. 3 million tons of ores for 15 years on a direct surface of 1256 ha; with
a peak period during the second year of operation (21. 575 million tons of ore) to get to
17.315 million tons during the 5™ year of operation, to 15.413 million tons during the 10" year
and to 14.212 million tons during the 13" year of operation. 13.000 tons of cyanide are
estimated to be used on average every year for the ore processing. Four mountains will be
mined for gold and silver: Carnic. Cetate, Orlea and Jig, totalizing a surface of 205 ha. Two
waste dumps are planned on a surface of 177.36 ha, which will store 130.691 million tons of
tailings. A surface of 698 ha will be covered by a storage facility where cyanide-bearing
tailings will be stored. A tailings management facility (TMF) will be built on a surface of
363.12 ha which will allow approximately 214.905 million tons of tailings. This TMF will be
unlined. In Corna Valley there are surface and underground waters that are local water
supply sources as well. The EIA report acknowledges that the bedrock is fractured. The main
Corna dam, 185 m high, will be built of rocks that generate acid waters. The tailings to be
used will bear different concentrations of heavy metals and sulphides. The latter represent a
significant source of acid rock drainage (ARD), which can be generated for very long periods
of time and can seep into the underground waters from the area. The project proposal does
not stipulate that sulphides be treated and stored separately in a special, lined tailings pond.
This huge storage facility of cyanide-bearing waste is located right upstream of the town of
Abrud, and it could generate a catastrophe in case of dam failure. The huge surface of the
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storage facility is likely to generate significant quantities of dust during the dry periods. This
issue is not correctly addressed in the EIA report, especially given the proximity of the town
of Abrud.

These are but some of the obvious examples proving that the prevention of the
environmental pollution and the precautionary principles have not been complied with in the
elaboration of the project and of the EIA.

But, given the doubts related to the real status of the site envisaged, to the real size
of the gold/silver resources and the necessity to preserve the non-renewable mineral
resources, according to the sustainable development principle based on which the
development should satisfy the present needs, without jeopardizing the possibility that the
future generation could satisfy their own needs, this area should be left to the generations to
come to take care of it, as perhaps they will find a new ore mining and gold processing
technique less dangerous than the one proposed for RMGC’s current project.

Neither the technical project nor the EIA take into account the possibility that the
proposed project could not be completed and the activity on-site might stop prior to the date
scheduled for operation (14-16 years). The assessment of the concentrations of Au/Ag and
implicitly the estimates regarding the reserves in the area taken into account when the
project was elaborated might be wrong, and it would become economically impossible to
support the continuation of the exploitation process. Romania already has a precedent in this
sense, namely the assessment of the sulphur deposits in the Calimani Mountains that ended
up in a partial stripping of the area before the works were ceased. What happens with Rosia
Montana if this project stops prior to the time scheduled? What happens with this region, who
will rehabilitate it, with what funds?

Another risk omitted by the EIA refers to the possibility that the developer (RMGC),
goes bankrupt while the project is under way, or when it is completed. What happens with the
mine site, with the cyanide-bearing waste dumps and their monitoring, with the impacted
area, etc. in case RMGC goes bankrupt? Will the Romanian Government have to cover for
the damages as it was recently the case for the accident in Baia Mare, an accident that
involved smaller quantities of cyanide?

A separate, detailed analysis of the advantages (those listed in the EIA are either
inaccurate or fictional), disadvantages and risks incurred by the local community and the
Romanian state for allowing this project to be carried out by a small, unknown company that
lacks expertise in the mining field. Moreover, given the enormous risks real or associated,
see the case of the Baia Mare accident, the company should be insured with a specialised
company in the field, before beginning the project. This aspect is not referred to in the EIA
elaborated for the Rosia Montana project. This insurance would partially compensate for part
of the risks associated to a possible bankruptcy of the developer.

Through its final decision, the MEWM must assess the feasibility of the proposed
project under its various aspects: a). the scientific, technical and technological feasibility of
the project; b). the financial feasibility; c¢). the social and economic feasibility; d). the
environmental feasibility.

Although this project does not bring anything new from the scientific point of view, its
size and the large amount of hazardous substances such as cyanide used in the
technological processes, the huge quantity of waste stored for a long period of time, such
waste might contain traces of simple or complex cyanide that may be released into the
environment or could lead to chemical reactions difficult to anticipate and which may result in
dangerous products etc. may raise doubts about its technical and technological feasibility
requiring additional precautions in the decision-making process.

If in terms of financial resources for the development of the project, the company that
proposed it is the sole responsible, if for various reasons the financial resources available
have been wrongly estimated and the company cannot go on with the project or it goes
bankrupt (such probabilities should not be overlooked), then the local community and the
Romanian Government will financially are likely to finance the closure of the mine site and to
handle its related consequences. The feasibility of the project is questionable under this last
aspect mentioned, all the more that the developer does not have an appropriate insurance
for the activity it proposes. Thus additional precautions are required under this aspect too, in
the decision-making process.
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The project proposes false solutions regarding the economic and social aspects,
which will only postpone solving the problems faced by the locals. The destruction of
localities and the resettlement of the inhabitants are not justified. This project is not
economically and socially feasible.

Should the proposed project be carried out, an ecological disaster would be
generated at the end of its lifetime: resettlement of locals; destruction of their original
localities; four mountains massively stripped out; the biodiversity of the area definitively
impacted; huge waste dumps bearing traces of hazardous substances that remain active for
a very long period of time, etc. all these will have a significant impact on the environment.
And given the questionable benefits brought by this project, this impact is not justified. From
this point of view, the development of this project is not justified.

07.08.2006
D.Smaranda
[signature/

Bucharest, 4, Zambila lonita Street
BIl. 7D, sc.B, ap.79, 2nd district
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Raspuns la Contestatia Nr. 893:
D. Smaranda

SC Rosia Montana Gold Corporation SA (RMGC) a luat in considerare toate aceste probleme in
elaborarea unei Evaluari a Impactului asupra Mediului (EIM), comprehensive si detaliate pentru
proiectul Rogia Montana. Raspunsurile noastre specifice la Contestatia nr. 893 sunt dupa cum
urmeaza:

Chiar daca Gabriel Resources este o companie relativ tAnara, conducerea sa are peste 60 ani
de experienta in construirea gi avizarea a gsapte exploatari miniere aflate pe patru continente
diferite.

Este, de asemenea, incorecta afirmatia conform careia Gabriel Resources nu dispune de
resursele financiare necesare implementarii proiectului. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation
(RMGC) lucreaza la acest proiect inca din anul 1998 si a investit peste 200 milioane USD pana
in prezent. Cand va incepe productia, compania va fi investit aproape 1 miliard USD. Capitalul
estimat necesar pentru finalizarea proiectului Rogia Montana -- inclusiv dobanzile, finantarea si
costurile companiei — este de aproximativ 750 milioane USD. Compania anticipeaza ca va
finanta aceste costuri cu o cota de aproximativ 20% din resurse proprii (150 milioane USD), iar
80% vor fi obtinuti din Timprumuturi, acestea pot fi imprumuturi majore si medii sau cu randament
mare. Compania a obtinut deja capitalul de 150 milioane USD si este in curs de a finaliza
negocierile pentru componenta obtinuta din imprumuturi.

Raportul la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului (EIM) a avut in vedere toate
alternativele de dezvoltare, inclusiv aceea de a nu demara nici un proiect — o optiune care nu va
antrena niciun fel de investitii, ceea ce va face ca problemele de poluare existente gi declinul
socio-economic sa continue (Capitolul 5 — Analiza alternativelor). Raportul a luat in considerare,
de asemenea, activitati alternative — inclusiv agricultura, pasunat, procesarea carnii, turism,
silvicultura si produse forestiere, industria artizanala, colectarea de elemente de flora/fauna
pentru uz farmaceutic — si a ajuns la concluzia ca niciuna dintre activitati nu poate oferi aceleagi
avantaje economice, culturale si in privinta mediului ca cele oferite de Proiectul Rogia Montana.
Capitolul 5 examineaza, totodata, alternativele privind locatia pentru cele mai importante
instalatii precum si variantele de tehnologie pentru minerit, procesare s$i managementul
deseurilor, la nivelul celor mai performante tehnici, si in conformitate cu documentatia pentru
cele mai bune tehnici disponibile publicata de UE (BAT).

RMGC - nu statul roman — va achita toate obligatiile ce revin proiectului Rosia Montana.
Costurile actuale de inchidere a proiectului Rosia Montand se ridica la 76 milioane USD,
calculate pe baza functionarii minei timp de 16 ani. Garantia financiara pentru refacerea mediului
(GFRM) va fi constituita Th conformitate cu Legea Minelor din Roméania si Directiva UE privind
deseurile miniere, Tnainte de aparitia oricarei raspunderi. GFRM este reglementata de Legea
Minelor (nr. 85/2003) si de Instructiunile si Normele de aplicare a Legii Minelor emise de Agentia
Nationala pentru Resurse Minerale (nr. 1208/2003).

De asemenea, RMGC va achita obligatiile preexistente de reabilitare ale Minvest SA care se
inscriu In perimetrul ocupat de proiectul Rogia Montana (respectiv, punerea in functiune a unei
statii de epurare a apei pentru efluentii din galeria 714). Obligatile care NU se inscriu in
perimetrul ocupat de proiectul Rogia Montana (cum ar fi cele asociate iazului de sterile Salistei)
vor trebui achitate de titularul care raspunde de ele, sau de catre stat, daca titularul actual
(Minvest) nu poate plati. Nu se poate pretinde ca RMGC sa achite obligatii care nu i revin.

Detalile cu privire la garantia financiara pentru refacerea mediului (GFRM) oferita de Rosia
Montana Gold Corporation (“RMGC") sunt prezentate integral Tn capitolul din Evaluarea
Impactului asupra Mediului intitulat "Planuri ale sistemului de management de mediu si social”
(Anexa 1 din subcapitolul “Planul de inchidere si reabilitare a minei”). GFRM este actualizata



anual si va reflecta intotdeauna costurile aferente refacerii ecologice. Aceste fonduri vor fi
pastrate in conturi protejate la dispozitia statului roman.

Constituirea unei garantii financiare pentru refacerea mediului este obligatorie Tn Roméania
pentru a se asigura ca operatorul minier dispune de fonduri adecvate pentru refacerea mediului.
GFRM este reglementata de Legea Minelor (nr. 85/2003) si de Instructiunile si Normele de
aplicare a Legii Minelor emise de Agentia Nationala pentru Resurse Minerale (nr. 1208/2003).
Exista, de asemenea, doua directive ale Uniunii Europene care au efect asupra GFRM: Directiva
privind deseurile miniere (,DSM”) si Directiva privind raspunderea de mediu (,DRM").

Directiva privind deseurile miniere are scopul de a asigura ca exista acoperire pentru 1) toate
obligatiile ce deriva din autorizatia acordata pentru eliminarea deseurilor rezultate ca urmare a
activitatilor miniere si 2) toate costurile aferente lucrarilor de refacere a terenurilor afectate de
depozitul de deseuri. Directiva privind raspunderea de mediu reglementeaza activitatile de
remediere si masurile care trebuie luate de autoritatile de mediu Tn cazul unui accident ecologic
cauzat de operatorii minieri, n scopul de a se asigura ca operatorii dispun de resurse financiare
corespunzatoare pentru lucrarile de remediere ecologica. Degi aceste directive nu au fost inca
transpuse in legislatia romaneasca, termenele pentru implementarea mecanismelor de aplicare
sunt 30 aprilie 2007 (DRM) si 1 mai 2008 (DSM) - deci, Thainte de Tnceperea exploatarii la Rosia
Montana.

RMGC a initiat deja procesul de conformare cu aceste directive, iar in momentul in care normele
de punere in aplicare vor fi adoptate de guvernul roman, RMGC va fi in deplina conformitate.
Fiecare GFRM va respecta regulile detaliate elaborate de Banca Mondiala si Consiliul
International pentru Minerit si Metale.

Costurile actuale de inchidere a proiectului Rosia Montand se ridica la 76 milioane USD,
calculate pe baza functionarii minei timp de 16 ani. Actualizarile anuale vor fi stabilite de experti
independenti, in colaborare cu ANRM, in calitate de autoritate guvernamentala competenta in
domeniul activitatilor miniere. Actualizarile asigura ca in cazul putin probabil de inchidere
prematura a proiectului, in orice moment, GFRM reflecta intotdeauna costurile aferente refacerii
ecologice. (Aceste actualizari anuale vor avea ca rezultat o valoare estimativa care depaseste
costul actual de inchidere de 76 milioane USD, din cauza ca n activitatea obignuita a minei sunt
incluse anumite activitati de refacere ecologica).

Sunt disponibile mai multe instrumente financiare care sa asigure ca RMGC este capabila sa
acopere toate costurile de inchidere. Aceste instrumente, pastrate in conturi protejate la
dispozitia statului roméan cuprind:

o Depozite Tn numerar;

Fonduri fiduciare;

Scrisori de credit;

Garantii;

Polite de asigurare.

in conditile acestei garantii, autoritatile romane nu vor avea nici o raspundere financiara cu
privire la refacerea mediul ca urmare a proiectului Rosia Montana.

Intr-o zon& care se confrunta cu o ratd a somajului extrem de ridicata, locurile de munca directe
care vor fi create de Rosia Montana Gold Corporation (RMGC) vor avea o puternica influenta
stabilizatoare in Rosia Montana si In Intreaga regiune.

in ceea ce priveste crearea unor noi oportunitati economice pentru locuitorii din zona, RMGC are
in prezent aproape 500 de angajati, dintre care peste 80% locuiesc in Rosia Montana, Abrud gi
Campeni. Proiectul Rosia Montana (RMP) conteaza pe angajarea, in medie, a 1200 de
persoane,, in timpul perioadei de constructie de 2 ani gi a 634 de persoane, inclusiv contractori
externi pentru servicii de securitate, transport si curatenie, pe parcursul celor 16 ani de
exploatare. Scopul este sa se angajeze cat mai mult personal local cu putinta. Sunt in curs de
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desfagurare programe de instruire pentru a ajuta locuitorii din comunitatile locale din jurul Rosiei
Montane sa se califice pentru locurile de munca oferite, atat pe durata constructiei, cat si ulterior,
in timpul functionarii minei. Daca nu sunt disponibile anumite competente pe plan local, se vor
face oferte rezidentilor de pe o raza de 100 de km de la Rogia Montana, de preferinta locuitorilor
din judetul Alba. Pe baza evaluarii preliminare, se estimeaza ca majoritatea posturilor, atat in
timpul constructiei, cat si al operarii va fi ocupata cu personal provenit din comunitatea locala.
Dar proiectul va genera, de asemenea, aproximativ 6000 de locuri de munca indirecte.

Desfagurata de-a lungul a 20 ani, infuzia de investitii in zona, daca este administrata corect, ar
trebui sa stimuleze si alte dezvoltari. RMGC se angajeaza sa promoveze oportunitati de
dezvoltare pe termen lung Tn cadrul planului sau de dezvoltare durabila.

Conform prevederilor Art. 52 (1) din Legea Minelor nr. 85/2003, pentru incetarea activitatilor
miniere, companiile ar trebui sa inainteze autoritatilor competente o cerere insotita de planul de
incetare a activitatilor miniere, cu descrierea detaliata a actiunilor necesare pentru o inchidere
eficientd a minei. Planul de Tnchidere a Minei ar trebui sa contina, printre altele, un program, de
protectie sociala pentru personal.

La momentul inchiderii minei, compania va face tot ce ii va sta in putintd pentru forta de munca
existenta, asigurandu-i asistenta in gasirea unui alt loc de munca. Avand in vedere experienta si
abilitatile dobandite de muncitori, acesti pot ocupa locuri de munca existente in cadrul altor
proiecte de minerit intr-o regiune cu potential semnificativ de dezvoltare a resurselor. Ca
alternativa, RMGC va asigura oportunitati de recalificare si asistentd pentru infiintarea unor
afaceri in alte domenii decat cel minier.

Unul din aspectele cele mai importante ale dezvoltarii este imbunatatirea si dezvoltarea
capacitatilor comunitatii si ale autoritatilor locale. Chiar nhainte sa inceapa proiectul, compania
este interesata sa lucreze impreuna cu comunitatea pentru gasirea celor mai bune solutii de
dezvoltare pentru zona. Sub auspiciile Programului Natiunilor Unite pentru Dezvoltare (PNUD),
se va infiinta un numar de grupuri de lucru, dintre care unuia i se va incredinta sarcina explorarii
oportunitatilor de dezvoltare.

intre timp, un numar de programe deja existente au ca scop imbunétatirea profilului educational
si a nivelului de calificare din comunitate, pentru a corespunde necesitatilor proiectului gi pentru
a Tncuraja oamenii sa se gandeasca la alte cai de castigare a existentei in afara de minerit.
Programul de calificare profesionala este unul dintre aceste programe, in timp ce instruirea in
domeniul afacerilor face parte din programul de calificare profesionala. Se infiinteaza de
asemenea un incubator de afaceri.

Pentru informatii suplimentare, vezi anexa 4 — Rosia Montana Programe si Parteneriate pentru
Dezvoltare Durabila.

Respingem categoric afirmatia petentului. Studiul Evaluarii Impactului asupra Mediului (EIM), pe
care Rogia Montana Gold Corporation (RMGC) a depus-o0, a raspuns integral gi intr-o maniera
profesionala, Termenilor de Referinta propusi de catre Ministerul Mediului si Gospodaririi Apelor
(MMGA) si a fost elaborata in conformitate cu prevederile legale si practicile internationale.
Raportul a fost pregatit de mai mult de 100 de consultanti (atestati) si specialisti independenti
experti, renumiti la nivel national, european gi chiar international. Suntem convingi ca EIM ofera
suficiente informatii detaliate si explicatii pentru concluziile pentru a permite MMGA sa ia decizia
privind proiectul Rosia Montana (RMP). RMGC schimbase anterior diferite parti din propunere,
n primul rdnd o reducere a dimensiunilor catorva dintre cariere propuse, ca $i accentuarea mai
intensa a activitatilor de dezvoltare durabild, si o angajare mai puternica pentru pastrarea
patrimoniului cultural, inclusiv un impact mai redus asupra bisericilor locale, ca raspuns la
consultarea cu factorii de mare importanta inainte de prezentarea studiului EIM. Tn plus, suntem
convingi ca proiectul va sprijini initiativele comunitatii de a dezvolta alte activitati decat mineritul,
iar asta este ideea centrala din Planul de Administrare a Dezvoltarii Durabile a Comunitétii,
anexat la raportul EIM (Plan L).



Expertii tehnici reprezentand mai multe banci internationale private din domeniu gi agentii de
creditare a exporturilor au concluzionat ca EIM se conformeaza Principiilor Equator stabilite
pentru a promova creditarea responsabila a proiectelor care ridica probleme de mediu si sociale,
iar un comitet ad hoc de experti Europeni (Grupul International al Expertilor Independenti - IGIE)
a declarat public ca EIM a fost bine elaborat, luand in considerare sugestiile si recomandarile
lor. O copie a raportului IGIE si raspunsul RMGC sunt incluse ca document de referinta in
actuala Anexa a EIM.

Nu suntem de acord nici cu opinia ca proiectul va duce la distrugeri ale mediului in zona Rosia
Montana si in regiunea Tnconjuratoare. Legislatia cu privire la protectia mediului care este n
vigoare n intreaga lume, inclusiv in Romania, nu permite distrugerea mediului Tn nici un fel de
circumstante. Proiectul Rosia Montana va fi desfasurat in totald conformitate cu legislatia de
mediu si cu alte legi din Roméania si Europa si in conformitate cu cele mai bune practici
internationale. Proiectul va aduce in Romania cele mai bune tehnologii disponibile (BAT), dintre
care multe sunt menite sa reduca la minimum impactul operatiunilor de exploatare miniera
asupra mediului.

Asa cum se arata detaliat in studiul EIM, RMGC va pune in aplicare si un plan semnificativ de
reabilitare a zonei, nu numai pentru a diminua efectele Proiectului actual asupra mediului, ci si
pentru a elimina efectele precedentelor practici nocive din minerit. Cand se va incheia procesul
de inchidere a minei, pe amplasamentul acesteia va fi mai putina poluare decéat este acum.

in conformitate cu dispozitiile legale, titularul licentei de exploatare are obligatia de a constitui o
garantie financiara pentru refacerea mediului. In acest sens, va rugdm s& aveti in vedere faptul
ca, garantia financiara de refacere a mediului este reglementata prin (i) Legea Minelor nr.
85/2003 (“Legea nr. 85/2003"), (ii) Normele de aplicare ale Legii nr. 85/2003 si prin (iii) Ordinul
nr. 58/2004 pentru aprobarea Instructiunilor tehnice privind aplicarea si urmarirea masurilor
stabilite Tn programul de conformare, planul de refacere a mediului si proiectul tehnic, precum si
reglementarea modului de operare cu garantia financiara pentru refacerea mediului afectat de
activitatile miniere (“Ordinul nr. 58/2004").

Garantia financiara pentru refacerea mediului este anuala si finala.

Garantia financiard anuald pentru refacerea mediului

Conform art. 131 din Normele de aplicare a Legii nr. 85/2003 “garantia financiard pentru
refacerea mediului, in cazul licentei de exploatare, se constituie anual, in prima lund a perioadei
la care se referd, si se stabileste in licenfa, astfel incat s& acopere lucrdrile de refacerea
mediului specificate n planul de refacere a mediului si Tn proiectul tehnic”.

Potrivit art. 133 (1) din Normele de aplicare a Legii nr. 85/2003, garantia financiara pentru
refacerea mediului nu poate fi mai mica decat valoarea lucrarilor de refacere a mediului aferente
anului respectiv, astfel incat garantia va acoperi lucrarile de reabilitare in cazul in care titularul
licentei Tnceteaza activitatea miniera si nu desfasoara activitatile de reabilitare.

Garantia financiard finald pentru refacerea mediului

Potrivit prevederilor art. 15 din Ordinul nr. 58/2004, garantia financiara finala de refacere a
mediului se constituie anual si se calculeaza ca o cota din valoarea lucrarilor de refacere a
mediului, conform programului de monitorizare a factorilor de mediu post-inchidere, care este
inclus in programul tehnic de dezafectare.

De asemenea va rugam sa notati ca dispozitiile HG nr. 349/2005 privind depozitarea deseurilor,
prin care a fost transpusa Directiva nr. 31/1999 privind depozitarea deseurilor nu este aplicabila
Proiectului Rosia Montana si in consecinta RMGC nu este obligata sa constituie garantii
financiare pentru depozite de deseuri. Aceasta concluzie se desprinde din reglementarea cadru
in materie, Directiva nr. 2006/21/EC referitoare la gestionarea deseurilor din industriile
extractive, care in cuprinsul art. 2 (4) mentioneaza in mod expres faptul ca deseurile care provin



din industria extractiva si sunt reglementate in cuprinsul Directivei nr. 21/2006 nu cad sub
incidenta reglementarilor Directivei nr. 31/1999.

In ceea ce priveste asigurarea, va rugam sa aveti in vedere ca dispozitile art. 81(2) din fosta
lege a mediului nr. 137/1995, conform carora ,in cazul activitdfilor de risc major, asigurarea
pentru daune este obligatorie”, au fost abrogate prin OUG nr. 195/2005 si ca nicio prevedere
legala in vigoare nu solicita constituirea unei asigurari.

Directiva nr. 2004/35/CE privind raspunderea pentru poluarea mediului si prevenirea si
remedierea daunelor aduse mediului, publicata in Jurnalul Oficial al Comunitatii Europene nr.
L143/56 ("Directiva nr. 35/2004") stabileste cadrul general de reglementare Tn domeniul
raspunderii pentru poluarea mediului Thconjurator.

Potrivit prevederilor art. 1 din Directiva nr. 35/2004 "scopul prezentei directive este de a stabili
un cadru general Tn domeniul rdspunderii pentru mediului Tnconjurdtor pe baza principiului
poluatorul plateste, de a preveni si remedia pagubele cauzate mediului inconjurator”.

Directiva nr. 35/2004 statueaza la nivel de principiu in cuprinsul dispozitiilor art. 14 (1) faptul ca
"Statele Membre vor lua toate mé&surile necesare pentru dezvoltarea piefelor si instrumentelor
financiare de garantare prin intermediul operatorilor economici si financiari, inclusiv mecanisme
financiare in cazul insolventei, in scopul de a asigura operatorilor garanfiile financiare necesare
pentru obligafile asumate prin directiva”.

Mai mult, conform prevederilor art. 19 (1) Directiva nr. 35/2004, Statele Membre vor implementa
in legislatia interna dispozitiile Directivei pana la data de 31.04.2007. Precizam faptul ca, pana la
acest moment, Directiva nr. 35/2004 nu a fost transpusa in legislatia noastra. Avand in vedere
aspectele mentionate anterior, va rugam sa observati faptul ca, proiectul propus de RMGC nu
incalca Directiva nr. 35/2004 intrucét nu exista reglementari interne cu caracter normativ care sa
stabileasca aspectele de ordin material si procedural privind constituirea unei astfel de
garantii/asigurari. Cu toate acestea, in masura in care vor exista dispozitii legale specifice in
privinta constituirii unor garantii, RMGC va lua toate masurile necesare pentru indeplinirea
obligatiilor legale care 1i incumba.

Proiectul cuvetei iazului de decantare a sterilului (IDS) prevede realizarea unui strat de etansare
pentru a asigura protectia apei subterane. Concret, iazul de decantare a sterilelor de la Rosia
Montana (IDS sau ,iazul”) a fost proiectat astfel incat sa se conformeze prevederilor Directivei
UE privind protectia apelor subterane (80/68/CEE), transpusa in legislatia romaneasca prin HG
351/2005. IDS este, de asemenea, proiectat astfel incat sa respecte Directiva UE privind
deseurile miniere (2006/21/CE), in conformitate cu Termenii de referinta stabiliti de MMGA in
luna mai 2005. Alineatele de mai jos explica modul in care iazul se conformeaza prevederilor
acestor directive.

IDS este alcatuit dintr-o serie de componente individuale, care cuprind:
e cuveta iazului de steril;
barajul de sterile;
iazul secundar de colectare a infiltratiilor;
barajul secundar de retentie; si
puturi de hidro-observatie / puturi de extractie pentru monitorizarea apelor subterane,
amplasate in aval de barajul secundar de retentie.

Toate aceste componente formeaza parte integranta a iazului, fiind necesare pentru
functionarea acestuia la parametrii proiectati.

Directivele mentionate mai sus impun ca proiectul IDS s& asigure protectia apelor subterane. Tn
cazul Proiectului Rogia Montana, aceasta cerinta este indeplinita luand in considerare conditiile
geologice favorabile (strat de fundare a cuvetei IDS, a barajului IDS si a barajului secundar de
retentie constituit din sisturi cu permeabilitate redusa) si realizarea unui strat de etangare din sol
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cu permeabilitate redusd (1x10° cm/sec) re-compactat, sub cuveta IDS. Pentru mai multe
informatii, vezi Capitolul 2 din Planul F al studiului EIM intitulat “Planul de management al iazului
de decantare a sterilelor”.

Stratul de etansare din sol cu permeabilitate redusa va fi in conformitate cu cele mai bune
tehnici disponibile (BAT), astfel cum sunt definite de Directiva UE 96/61 (IPPC) si de Directiva
UE privind deseurile miniere. Proiectul iazului cuprinde si alte elemente de proiectare
suplimentare privind protectia apelor subterane, dupa cum urmeaza:
e O diafragma de etansare din material cu permeabilitate redusd (1x10® cm/sec) in
fundatia barajului de amorsare pentru controlul infiltratiilor;
e Un nucleu cu permeabilitate redusa (1x10° cm/sec) in barajul de amorsare pentru
controlul infiltratiilor;
e Un baraj si un iaz de colectare a infiltratiilor sub piciorul barajului de sterile pentru
colectarea si retentia debitelor de infiltratii care ajung dincolo de axul barajului;
e O serie de puturi de monitorizare, mai jos de piciorul barajului secundar de retentie,
pentru monitorizarea infiltratiilor si pentru a asigura conformarea cu normativele n
vigoare, Tnainte de limita iazului de steril.

Pe langa componentele de proiectare precizate mai sus, se vor implementa masuri operationale
specifice pentru protectia sanatatii populatiei si a mediului. Tn cazul putin probabil in care se va
detecta apa poluata in puturile de hidro-observatie, mai jos de barajul secundar de retentie,
aceste puturi vor fi transformate in sonde de pompaj pentru recuperarea apei poluate i
pomparea acesteia in iazul de decantare unde va fi incorporata in sistemul de recirculare a apei
la uzina de procesare a minereului apartinand de Proiectul Rosia Montana, pana cand se revine
la limitele admise de normativele in vigoare.

“Planul de management al iazului de decantare”, Planul F din EIM, specifica faptul ca barajul va
fi construit din urmatoarele materiale: anrocamente pentru prismul barajului, roca sfaramata
pentru drenuri si zonele de filtrare si sol cu permeabilitate scazuta pentru nucleul barajului.
Anrocamentele pentru prismurile barajului vor fi obtinute din cariera de agregate de pe
amplasament sau din roca sterila (materiale care nu contin minereu) rezultatd din activitatile
miniere.

Concret, pentru barajul de amorsare, anrocamentele pentru zona de prism vor fi obtinute din
cariera Sulei. Suprainaltarile ulterioare ale barajului iazului de steril vor fi realizate din roca
sterila rezultatd din activitatea miniera. Roca sfaramata pentru zonele de filtrare si drenaj vor fi
obtinute din cariera La Paraul Porcului. Solul cu permeabilitate scazuta pentru nucleul barajului
va fi obtinut din depozitele coluviale ce acopera taluzurile cuvetei iazului de steril.

Doua sunt motivele pentru care se vor utiliza rocile sterile rezultate din activitatea de extractie
minierd pentru ridicarea barajului. in primul rand, permite depozitarea rocii sterile, diminuandu-
se zonele de haldare pentru depozitarea rocilor sterile. In al doilea rand furnizeaza materialul
necesar pentru constructia barajului, fara extinderea zonelor de Tmprumut sau crearea
necesitatii pentru noi zone de imprumut.

Unele din materialele ce se vor utiliza la suprainaltarea barajului iazului de steril sunt potential
generatoare de ape acide, prin urmare exfiltratiile prin si pe sub baraj pot fi acide si pot contine
ioni de metale. Ca urmare, un sistem de retinere secundara este prevazut in aval de barajul
principal pentru a colecta scurgerile potential acide, de asemenea, pentru a colecta exfiltratiile
care pot sa apara prin si pe sub barajul principal. Alegerea unei solutii de proiectare ca baraj
permeabil are mai multe motive, in primul rand pentru ca reduce debitul potential de exfiltratii
catre vaile adiacente gi asigura conditii mai bune de siguranta pe termen lung.

Sulfurile in cazul proiectului Rosia Montana pot aparea diseminate in cadrul zacaméantului, iar
sulfatii Tn anumite concentratii, Tn ndmolul rezultat de la uzina de epurare a apelor acide. In cazul
sulfurilor diseminate, exceptand pirita, acestea au continuturi extrem de scazute si nu vor fi
recuperate si tratate special.



Pentru namolul de la uzina de epurare a apelor acide, in functie de fazele de dezvoltare ale
Proiectului, sunt proiectate urmatoarele scheme:
* In faza de exploatare namolul ingrosat provenit din bazinul de sedimentare de la uzina
de epurare a apelor acide va fi eliminat Tn iazul de decantare ca deseu suplimentar n
raport de 1:500 fata de materialul steril;
» In faza de inchidere a minei, este planificat ca acest flux de deseuri sa fie eliminat in
lacul de cariera Cetate, deoarece iazul de decantare nu va mai fi disponibil pentru
depunerea deseurilor in aceasta faza.

Impactul asupra mediului determinat de eliminarea namolului de epurare a apelor acide in iazul
de decantare este neglijabil comparativ cu impactul provocat de sterilul de procesare datorita:
= cantitatii mult mai mici a namolului de epurare in raport cu cantitatea de steril;
= proprietatilor toxice mult mai reduse ale namolului de epurare in raport cu cele ale
sterilului.

Se justifica deci referirile la Sectiunea 2.8.1.8 din Raportul la studiul de evaluare a impactului
asupra mediului (EIM) pentru perioada in care namolul de epurare a apelor acide va fi depozitat
n iazul de decantare.

Daca namolul de epurare a apelor acide este depozitat in cariera inundata Cetate, namolul se
poate dizolva si va elibera metale grele si ioni neutri majori (sulfat, calciu) in apa din cariera
daca aceasta devine acida. insa apa din lac nu va fi evacuata direct in mediu. Apa din cariera
care va ajunge n lucrari subterane poate fi captatad de barajul Cetate si repompata in statia de
epurare, astfel incat sa nu ajunga in mediu nici un fel de poluare.

Mai mult, sunt prevazute masuri preventive care sa minimizeze riscul ca apele acide generate
de portiunile sulfurice ale peretilor carierei sa aciduleze apa din cariera. Aceste masuri sunt
descrise in Sectiunea 2.8.2.9. din EIM

lazul de decantare a sterilelor este situat la o distantd de aproximativ 2 km deasupra oragului
Abrud, prin urmare criteriile de proiectare ale iazului au fost stabilite avand in vedere
consecintele unei cedari a barajului. Barajul propus pentru iazul de decantare a sterilelor si
barajul secundar de la iazul de captare sunt proiectate in mod riguros cu depasirea conditiilor
impuse de reglementarile roméanesti si internationale, cu capacitate de inmagazinare a
volumelor de apa rezultate ca urmare a unor precipitatii abundente gi cu prevenirea fenomenului
de cedare a barajului datorita deversarii peste baraj si a scurgerilor de cianura, precum si a
poluarii apelor de suprafata sau subterane aferente.

in mod concret, iazul a fost proiectat pentru doua fenomene de precipitatii maxime probabile si a
viiturilor maxime probabile aferente. Criteriile de proiectare pentru IDS prevad o capacitate de
inmagazinarea a doua precipitati maxime probabile (PMP), ceea ce reprezintd mai multe
precipitatii decat au fost vreodata inregistrate in aceasta zona. Graficul de constructie in etape a
Tndiguirii si cuvetei iazului va fi realizat astfel incat sa se asigure ca iazul are capacitatea de a
retine scurgeri dintr-un eveniment meteorologic de tipul precipitatiei maxime probabile pe toata
durata de viatd a proiectului. lazul de decantare a sterilelor de la Rogia Montana este prin
urmare proiectat sa inmagazineze un volum total de precipitatii de peste patru ori mai mare
decét volumul impus de prevederile legale in vigoare in Roméania. Pentru cazul putin probabil de
aparitie a inca unui fenomen dupa cea de-a doua precipitatie maxima probabild se va construi
un descarcator de siguranta. Descarcatorul de siguranta este construit din motive de securitate
pentru a se asigura evacuarea corespunzatoare a apei in cazul unui fenomen meteorologic putin
probabil, evitandu-se astfel revarsarea peste baraj care ar putea provoca cedarea acestuia. In
consecinta, proiectul iazului de decantare a sterilelor depaseste semnificativ standardele impuse
pentru sigurantd. Acest lucru s-a facut pentru a se asigura ca riscurile pe care le implica
folosirea vaii Corna ca depozit pentru sterile sunt mult sub ceea ce se considera in mod normal
sigur.



De asemenea, s-a realizat un studiu suplimentar privind conditile seismice, iar astfel cum se
precizeaza in studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului, iazul de decantare a sterilelor
este proiectat sa reziste la cutremurul maxim credibil (CMC). CMC reprezinta cel mai puternic
cutremur care poate sa se manifeste Tn zona amplasamentului iazului, conform datelor
inregistrate de-a lungul timpului.

In plus, capitolul 7 din raportul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului (EIM) cuprinde o
evaluare a cazurilor de risc analizate si prezintd mai multe scenarii de cedare a barajului. Tn mod
concret, scenariile de cedare a barajului au fost analizate pentru situatia de cedare a barajului
de amorsare gi pentru configuratia finala a barajului. Rezultatele modelarii cazurilor de cedare a
barajului aratd marimea suprafetei acoperitd de scurgerea de steril. Pe baza celor doua cazuri
analizate, sterilul nu va ajunge dincolo de confluenta paréului Corna cu raul Abrud.

Cu toate acestea, proiectul recunoagte necesitatea implementarii unui Plan de interventie in caz
de avarie/accident pentru cazul foarte improbabil de cedare a barajului. Acest plan a fost depus
impreuna cu documentatia EIM, ca Planul I, volumul 28. Pentru o analiza tehnica mai detaliata,
va rugam sa vedeti capitolul 7, sectiunea 6.4.3.1 din cadrul EIM intitulata "Scenarii de cedare
potentiala a iazului de decantare a sterilelor".

Prin proiect, depozitarea sterilelor de procesare va fi efectuata astfel inhcat sa se asigure
umiditatea permanenta a depozitului, pentru a se elimina posibilitatea formarii de suprafete
uscate. Ca urmare, se va elimina efectul eroziunii eoliene asupra acestor suprafete si emisiile de
particule aferente.

Masurile operationale de prevenire a emisiilor de particule prevad:
e monitorizarea permanenta a starii iazului de decantare pentru a se preveni aparitia
suprafetelor uscate in perioadele de seceta sau cu temperaturi foarte ridicate;
e umezirea suprafetelor si remedierea sistemelor de depozitare a sterilului.

Imediat dupa Tncetarea activitatilor miniere, iazul de decantare a sterilelor de procesare va fi
acoperit si reabilitat (vegetat).

Mentionam faptul ca iazul de decantare de la Rosia Montana va fi un iaz de vale, ale carui
taluzuri laterale le vor constitui versantii naturali care marginesc Valea Cornei, iar digul va fi
construit din roca. Asadar, iazul de decantare a sterilelor de procesare poate fi asemuit cu un lac
care se umple treptat, eventualele zone uscate de sterile putandu-se forma doar pe suprafata
libera, orizontala, a iazului. Pana la umplerea completa, taluzurile vor constitui obstacole fizice
care vor impiedica imprastierea, in zonele adiacente, a particulelor care ar putea fi antrenate de
vant de pe eventualele suprafete uscate.

Eventualele emisii de praf, incidentale si de scurta durata, nu pot afecta calitatea aerului decéat in
ariile din stricta vecinatate a iazului, pana la distante de cel mult cateva sute de metri, asadar, in
perimetrul industrial.

Detalii: Raportul la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului (Volumul 12 — Cap. 4.2,
Subcap. 4.2.4) si Planul de management al calitatii aerului (Volumul 24, Plan D) includ, in mod
detaliat, masurile tehnice si operationale pentru reducerea/eliminarea emisiilor de praf generate
de activitatile Proiectului.

Raportul la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului (EIM) a avut in vedere toate
alternativele de dezvoltare, inclusiv aceea de a nu demara nici un proiect — o optiune care nu va
antrena niciun fel de investitii, ceea ce va face ca problemele de poluare existente gi declinul
socio-economic sa continue (Capitolul 5 — Analiza alternativelor).

Raportul a luat in considerare, de asemenea, activitati alternative — inclusiv agricultura, pasunat,

procesarea carnii, turism, silvicultura si produse forestiere, industria artizanala, colectarea de
elemente de flora/fauna pentru uz farmaceutic — si a ajuns la concluzia ca niciuna dintre activitati

8



nu poate oferi aceleasi avantaje economice, culturale si in privinta mediului ca cele oferite de
Proiectul Rosia Montana.

Capitolul 5 examineaza, totodata, alternativele privind locatia pentru cele mai importante
instalatii precum si variantele de tehnologie pentru minerit, procesare s$i managementul
deseurilor, la nivelul celor mai performante tehnici, si in conformitate cu documentatia pentru
cele mai bune tehnici disponibile publicata de UE (BAT).

Cianura este un compus toxic si trebuie manipulata si tratata cu multa grija. Totusi, pentru ca in
conditii atmosferice normale se dezintegreaza rapid in substante ne-periculoase, nu cum este
mercurul, de exemplu. Proiectul Rogsia Montana va utiliza cele mai bune tehnologii disponibile
pentru extractia aurului i tratarea deseurilor si se va conforma Directivei europene cu privire la
reziduurile care contin cianuri.

Cianura este una dintre putinele substante care pot dizolva aurul. Cianura este utilizatd in sute
de mine de aur de pe tot globul, ca si in multe alte ramuri industriale. La Rosia Montana,
Instalatia de Tratare a Reziduurilor (TMF) va fi construita conform celor mai inalte standarde
internationale. Ea va fi o constructie sigura pentru mediu, destinata pentru depozitarea
permanenta a reziduurilor detoxificate care rezulta din prelucrarea minereului. Pentru
monitorizarea geotehnica si a nivelului apei vor fi folosite echipamente sofisticate. Deoarece
detoxificarea va avea loc inainte ca reziduurile sa fie depozitate in TMF, ele vor contine o
concentratie de cianura foarte scazuta (5-7 parti per milion, sau ppm, sau mg/l), ceea ce este
mai putin decat limita reglementata de 10 ppm, adoptatd recent de UE in Directiva asupra
Reziduurilor din Minerit 2006/21/EC. Reziduurile din minerit din UE pot contine actualmente o
concentratie de cianura de 50 ppm, pe care Directiva mentionata o reduce la 10 ppm pentru
minele noi. Instalatia TMF de la Rogia Montana va avea o concentratie de 5-7 ppm.

RMGC a semnat Codul International pentru Managementul Cianurilor (ICMC), pe care il va gi
respecta, cod care impune utilizarea celor mai bune metode Tn domeniul tratarii cianurilor.
RMGC va obtine cianurile de la un producator care se conformeaza si el acestui Cod. De
asemenea, transportatorul se va alinia ICMC. Studiul de Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului
(EIM) mai evalueaza si alte alternative la folosirea cianurii, din punct de vedere economic, al
aplicabilitatii Tn procesul tehnologic si al perspectivei ecologice. Studiul trage concluzia ca
utilizarea cianurii, asa cum va fi folosita in Proiectul Rosia Montana, intra in categoria Celor Mai
Bune Tehnologii Disponibile, asa cum sunt definite de Directiva UE 96/61/EC (IPPC).

Prin intermediul programului sau de achizitii, elaborat in conformitate cu standardele Bancii
Mondiale, RMGC face tot posibilul sa achizitioneze proprietatile necesare in faza de constructie
si exploatare a proiectului Rosia Montana.

Potrivit prevederilor legale relevante, publicul poate Tnainta propuneri justificate privind
evaluarea impactului asupra mediului. Conform art. 44 (3) din Ordinul nr. 860/2002 "in baza
rezultatelor dezbaterii publice, autoritatea competentd pentru protecfia mediului evalueazd
propunerile/comentariile_motivate ale publicului si solicitd titularului completarea raportului la
studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului cu o anex& care confine solufii de rezolvare a
problemelor semnalate.

Intrucat afirmatia participantului la dezbaterile publice (i) se referd la existenta unor asa-zise
inadvertente ale raportul la studiul de Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului (EIM), fara a da
indicatii clare in acest sens, si (ii) nu identifica si nici nu semnaleaza probleme in legatura cu
proiectul initiat de Rosia Montana Gold Corporation (RMGC) si supus procedurii de evaluare a
impactului asupra mediului, RMGC nu este Tn masura si nici nu are calitatea de a formula un
raspuns sau sa faca vreun comentariu in acest sens.

In orice caz, mentionam faptul c& studiul socio-economic asupra gospodariilor este documentat

in studiul Planning Alliance din 2002 — Proiectul minier pentru extractia aurului de la Rosia
Montana — Gold and Cold: Caracteristicile comunitatilor din zona de impact, Planning Alliance.
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Acest studiu a inclus administrarea unui chestionar Tn cadrul unui numar de 247 de gospodarii
reprezentand circa 25% dintre cele afectate. Sunt incluse si discutii de grup si interviuri cu
persoanele cheie din comunitate. Chestionarele adresate gospodariilor si persoanelor cheie din
comunitate au fost concepute pentru a se obtine informatii socio-economice esentiale asupra
gospodariilor afectate. Indicatorii si/sau zonele de analizéa au inclus: angajare, venituri, fluxul
veniturilor, agricultura (inclusiv cresterea animalelor si gradinaritul), educatie, sanatate,
infrastructura si modul de percepere a Proiectului Rosia Montana (RMP).

Avéand in vedere saracia inregistrata in zonele rurale din Roménia, precum si experienta altor
state in curs de dezvoltare, RMGC considera ca exploatarea rationala a resurselor minerale
poate fi un catalizator pentru dezvoltarea economica in Romania.

Prin intermediul programului sau de achizitii, elaborat in conformitate cu standardele Bancii
Mondiale, RMGC face tot posibilul sa achizitioneze proprietatile necesare in faza de constructie
si exploatare a proiectului Rosia Montana. De asemenea, in masura in care acest lucru este
posibil, compania se angajeaza sa refaca planul de dezvoltare miniera, pentru a exclude
proprietatile celor care nu doresc sa vanda.

In cele din urma, este posibil ca unii proprietari de pAmanturi sa incerce sa opreasca proiectul
refuzand sa-si vanda terenurile. In acest caz, este de competenta autoritatilor romane sa faca uz
de instrumentele legale pe care le au la dispozitie in vederea exproprierii proprietatilor.
Autoritatile vor decide astfel daca exploatarea resurselor minerale din Romania, la cele mai
inalte standarde europene si internationale, Tn cadrul unui proiect care va aduce beneficii de 2,5
miliarde USD, majoritatea intr-o zona desemnata “zona defavorizata” reprezinta sau nu un
obiectiv de interes national strategic.

Avand n vedere saracia inregistrata in zonele rurale din Roméania, precum si experienta altor
state in curs de dezvoltare, RMGC considera ca exploatarea rationala a resurselor minerale
poate fi un catalizator pentru dezvoltarea economica in Romania.

Este de remarcat faptul ca articolul 6 din Legea Minelor nr. 85/2003 prevede Tn mod expres
exproprierea ca una din modalitatile legale prin care titularul licentei poate dobandi dreptul de
folosinta asupra terenurilor necesare efectuarii activitatilor miniere din perimetrul de exploatare.
Totodata, art. 1 din Legea nr. 33/1994 privind exproprierea pentru cauza de utilitate publica,
prevede ca “exproprierea de imobile, [...], se poate face numai pentru cauza de utilitate publicad”,
iar art. 6 din aceeasi lege mentioneaza ca “sunt de utilitate publicd: prospecfiuni si explordri
geologice; extracfia si prelucrarea substanfelor minerale utile”.

in concluzie, exproprierea, in schimbul unei compensatii corecte, oferite anticipat, realizata in
conformitate cu prevederile legale gi constitutionale, reprezinta una din modalitatile de dobandire
a dreptului de folosintd asupra terenurilor necesare dezvoltarii unui proiect minier, fiind
prevazuta in mod expres de art. 6 din Legea Minelor nr. 85/2003 si de art. 6 din Legea nr.
33/1994.

Proiectul Rosia Montana (RMP) ofera sansa de a utiliza banul privat pentru promovarea
dezvoltarii economice intr-o zona dezavantajata, cu o puternica traditie in minerit. Ea va servi
drept catalizator pentru promovarea dezvoltarii unei economii viabile in regiune, asa cum se
arata Tn mai multe anexe ale Raportului la Studiul Evaluarii Impactului asupra Mediului (EIM), Tn
special in Planul de Dezvoltare Durabila a Comunitati (CSDP). In prezent, rata somajului in
Rosia Montana este de 70%. Este dovada dificultatii de a atrage noi forme de dezvoltare
economica intr-o zona care a ramas subdezvoltata, poluata si relativ inaccesibila. De asemenea,
studiul de referinta pentru conditile economice arata dificultatile cu care se confrunta regiunea in
lipsa proiectului.
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Valoarea profitului economic pentru Romania a fost calculata cu precizie, pe baza unui proces
complex, care a evaluat valoarea metalului pretios care va fi extras, inmultita cu cifrele care
reprezinta un pret al aurului de 600 USD/uncie, si al argintului de 10,50 USD/uncie.

Afectarea florei si faunei protejate se va manifesta doar la nivel local, impactul nefiind ih masura
sa duca la disparitia vreunei specii. Proiectul minier a fost conceput inca de la inceput pentru a
indeplini conditile si normativele impuse de legislatia romaneasca gi europeana in domeniul
protectiei mediului.

Compania considera ca impactul proiectului propus asupra mediului ramane important, cu atat
mai mult cu cat acesta urmeazd a se suprapune impactului pre-existent. Insad investitiile
presupuse de reconstructia/reabilitarea ecologica a zonei Rosia Montana in scopul rezolvarii
problematicilor complexe de mediu actuale, este posibila doar in urma implementarii unor
proiecte economice in masura sa genereze si sa garanteze asumarea unor actiuni directe gi
responsabile, ca si componenta a principiilor ce stau la baza conceptelor de dezvoltare durabila.
Doar in prezenta unui sistem economic solid sunt abordabile procese si tehnologii economice
curate, in total respect fata de mediu, care sa rezolve inclusiv efecte anterioare ale sumei
activitatilor antropice.

Documentele de fundamentare a proiectului constituie o justificare obiectiva a implementarii
acestuia, data fiind asumarea responsabilitati de mediu extrem de complex din zona Rogia
Montana.

Unele dintre speciile de la Rogia Montana ce beneficiazd de un anume statut de protectie
reprezinta un procent nesemnificativ din marimea populatilor estimate la nivel national.
Caracterizarea speciilor din punctul de vedere al habitatului, desi nu reprezinta o cerinta impusa
de Directiva Habitate (92/43/EEC), se regaseste in tabelele cu specii din Cap. 4.6.
Biodiversitatea din Raportul la Studiul de Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului, precum si Tn
anexele la acest capitol. Din cauza volumului mare de informatie, se gasesc in varianta
electronica a EIA pusa la dispozitia publicului de companie in aproximativ 6000 de DVD/CD in
romana si engleza, fiind accesibila si de pe site-ul Companiei, respectiv a Ministerului Mediului si
Gospodaririi Apelor si a agentiilor locale si regionale de protectia mediului Alba, Sibiu, Cluj, etc.

Valoarea scazuta a impactului asupra florei si faunei protejate, din punct de vedere practic, este
evidentiata circumstantial si de inexistenta vreunei propuneri de declarare a zonei drept SPA
(zone de protectie speciala avifaunistica) si de respingerea ca nefondata a propunerii de
declarare a unui pSCI (site-uri de interes comunitar) in aceasta zona.

Consideram ca in aceste conditii proiectul propus este in concordanta cu prevederile Directivei
92/43 Habitate[1], respectiv a Directivei 79/409 Pasari[2], cu atat mai mult cu céat in Planul H de
Management al biodiversitati  sunt prevazute masuri active si responsabile de
reconstructie/reabilitare a unor habitate naturale, in spiritul prevederilor aceloragi acte[3].

Toate aceste argumente sunt susfinute gi prezentate in urméatoarele referinfe:

[1] art.3, alin. 2. Fiecare Stat Membru contribuie la crearea (retelei) NATURA 2000 proportional
Cu reprezentarea, pe teritoriul sau, a tipurilor de habitate naturale si a habitatelor speciilor
prevazute in paragraful |. In acest scop, Statele Membre, Tn conformitate cu Articolul 4,
desemneaza situri ca zone speciale de conservare, avand in vedere obiectivele prevazute
in paragraful I.

art.4, alin.1. Pe baza criteriilor stabilite in Anexa lll (Etapa I) si a informatiilor stiintifice
relevante, fiecare Stat Membru propune o lista de situri indicAnd tipurile de habitate
naturale din Anexa | si speciile indigene din Anexa Il pe care le adapostesc. Pentru speciile
de animale care ocupa teritorii vaste, aceste situri corespund locurilor, in cadrul ariilor
naturale de raspandire a acestor specii, care prezinta elementele fizice si biologice
esentiale pentru viata si reproducerea lor. Pentru speciile acvatice care ocupa teritorii
vaste, astfel de situri vor fi propuse numai acolo unde este posibil de determinat in mod clar
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0 zona care prezinta elementele fizice si biologice esentiale pentru viata si reproducerea
lor. Statele Membre propun, daca este cazul, adaptarea listei Tn lumina supravegherii
prevazute in Articolul IlI. [...]

alin.2.[...] Statele Membre ale caror situri adapostesc unul sau mai multe tipuri de habitate
naturale prioritare ori una sau mai multe specii prioritare reprezentand mai mult de 5% din
teritoriul national pot, in acord cu Comisiunea, sa solicite ca criterile enumerate in Anexa Ill
(etapa 2) sa fie aplicate mai flexibil in selectarea siturilor de importantd comunitara pe
teritoriul lor. [...]

art.6, alin.4. Daca, contrar concluziilor negative ale evaluarii implicatiilor si in absenta solutiilor
alternative, un plan sau proiect trebuie totusi sa fie realizat, din motive imperative de interes
public major, inclusiv de natura sociala sau economica, Statul Membru ia toate masurile
compensatoare necesare pentru a asigura ca coerenta generala a (retelei) NATURA 2000
este protejata. Statul Membru informeaza Comisiunea despre masurile compensatoare
adoptate.

art. 16. Cu conditia ca nu exista o alternativa satisfacatoare si ca derogarea nu este in
detrimentul mentinerii populatiilor speciilor respective intr-o stare de conservare favorabila,
Statele Membre pot deroga de la dispozitiile Articolelor 12, 13, 14 si 15 (a si b): [...]

- In interesul sanatatii si securitatii publice sau pentru alte ratiuni de interes major, inclusiv de
natura sociala sau economica si pentru motive de importanta primordiala pentru mediu;

[2] art.4, alin. 1. Speciile mentionate in anexa 1 fac obiectul masurilor de conservare speciale
privind habitatul, Tn scopul asigurarii supravietuirii si a reproducerii lor in aria lor de
distributie. [...].

Se va tine cont - pentru a trece la evaluari de tendinte si de variatiile nivelurilor de populare.

Statele Membre claseaza in special in zonele de protectie speciala teritorile cele mai

asemanatoare ca numar si suprafatad la conservarea lor in zona geografica maritima si terestra

de aplicare a prezentei Directive.

[3] Directiva 92/43 Habitate, art. 2 alin.2.; Directiva 79/409 Pasari, art. 3 alin. 2 lit. c.

Lucrarile de inchidere si refacere ecologica la Rosia Montana cuprind urmatoarele activitati:

o Acoperirea cu covor vegetal a haldelor de steril, in masura in care acestea nu sunt
folosite ca rambleu n cariere;

o Rambleierea carierelor, cu exceptia carierei Cetate care va fi inundata gi transformata
intr-un lac;

o Acoperirea cu covor vegetal a iazului de sterile si a suprafetelor barajelor;

o Demontarea instalatilor de productie scoase din uz si re-vegetarea suprafetelor
dezafectate;

o Epurarea apelor prin sisteme semi-pasive (cu sisteme de epurare clasice ca sisteme de

rezerva) pana cand nivelul indicatorilor tuturor efluentilor se incadreaza in limitele admise gi
nu mai necesita continuarea procesului de epurare;
o Intretinerea vegetatiei, combaterea fenomenului de eroziune si monitorizarea intregului
amplasament pana cand RMGC demonstreaza ca toate obiectivele de refacere au fost realizate
n mod durabil.

Pentru informatii suplimentare privind procedurile de inchidere, rugam vedeti Capitolul 7 din
Planul F, Planul iazului de decantare a sterilului din Raportul EIM.
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Answer to Contestation No. 893:
D. Smaranda

Rosia Montana Gold Corporation (RMGC) has fully taken these issues into consideration in the
development of the comprehensive, detailed Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) for the
Rosia Montana project. Our specific responses to Contestation No. 893 are as follows:

While Gabriel Resources is a relatively new company, its senior management has over 60 years
of experience permitting and developing seven mines on four continents.

It is inaccurate to suggest that Gabriel lacks the financial resources to complete the project.
Rosia Montana Gold Corporation (RMGC) has been working on this project since 1998 and has
invested over US$ 200 million to date. By the time production begins, the company will have
invested almost US$ 1 billion. The estimated capital cost to complete the development of the
Rogia Montana Project (RMP) -- including interest, financing, and corporate costs — is
approximately US$ 750 million. The company anticipates financing these costs with
approximately 20% equity (US$ 150 million), and 80% debt, which could include senior and
mezzanine or high yield debt. The company has already raised the US$ 150 million equity
component and is in final negotiations for the debt component.

The EIA Report considered all alternative developments, including the option of not proceeding
with any project — an option that would generate no investment, allowing the existing pollution
problems and socio-economic decline to continue. (Chapter 5 — Assessment of Alternatives).
The report also considered alternative developments — including agriculture, grazing, meat
processing, tourism, forestry and forest products, cottage industries, and flora/fauna gathering
for pharmaceutical purposes — and concluded that none of these industries could provide the
economic, cultural ands environmental benefits brought by the RMP. Chapter 5 also examines
alternative locations for key facilities as well as alternative technologies for mining, processing
and waste management, in line with best practice and as compared against published EU best
available techniques (BAT) documentation.

The RMGC—not the Romanian state—will pay for any liabilities of the Rosia Montana Project.
The current projected closure cost for Rosia Montana is US $76 million to be paid by RMGC,
which is based on the mine operating for its full 16-year lifespan. An Environmental Financial
Guarantee (EFG) as required by the Romanian Mining Law and the EU Mine Waste Directive
will be in place before any liability is incurred. The EFG is governed by the Mining Law (no.
85/2003) and the National Agency for Mineral Resources instructions and Mining Law
Enforcement Norms (no. 1208/2003).

RMGC will also pay to rehabilitate pre-existing Minvest SA liabilities that fall within the RMP
licensed project perimeter (i.e. installation of a water treatment plant for the effluents from the
714 Adit). Liabilities which are NOT in the licensed project perimeter of the RMP (i.e. the Salistei
tailings pond) will have to be rehabilitated by the titleholder responsible for them or eventually
the state if the current titleholder (Minvest) is not able to pay. RMGC should not be expected to
pay for liabilities with which it has nothing to do.

Information regarding our Environmental Financial Guarantee (“EFG”) is fully discussed in the
section of the Environmental Impact Assessment titled “Environmental and Social Management
and System Plans” (Annex 1 of the subchapter titled “Mine Rehabilitation and Closure
Management Plan”). The EFG is updated annually and will always reflect the costs associated
with reclamation. These funds will be held in protected accounts at the Romanian state disposal.

In Romania, the creation of an EFG is required to ensure adequate funds are available from the
mine operator for environmental cleanup. The EFG is governed by the Mining Law (nho. 85/2003)
and the National Agency for Mineral Resources instructions and Mining Law Enforcement Norms



(no. 1208/2003). Two directives issued by the European Union also impact the EFG: the Mine
Waste Directive (“MWD") and the Environmental Liability Directive (“ELD").

The Mine Waste Directive aims to ensure that coverage is available for 1) all the obligations
connected to the permit granted for the disposal of waste material resulting from mining activities
and 2) all of the costs related to the rehabilitation of the land affected by a waste facility. The
Environmental Liability Directive regulates the remedies, and measures to be taken by the
environmental authorities, in the event of environmental damage created by mining operations,
with the goal of ensuring adequate financial resources are available from the operators for
environmental cleanup efforts. While these directives have yet to be transposed by the
Romanian Government, the deadlines for implementing their enforcement mechanisms are 30
April 2007 (ELD) and 1 May 2008 (MWD) — thus before operations are scheduled to begin at
Rosia Montana.

RMGC has already begun the process of complying with these directives, and once their
implementation instruments are enacted by the Romanian Government, we will be in full
compliance. Each EFG will follow detailed guidelines generated by the World Bank and the
International Council on Mining and Metals.

The current projected closure cost for Rogia Montana is US $76 million, which is based on the
mine operating for its full 16-year lifespan. The annual updates will be completed by independent
experts, carried out in consultation with the NAMR, as the Governmental authority competent in
mining activities field. These updates will ensure that in the unlikely event of early closure of the
project, at any point in time, each EFG will always reflect the costs associated with reclamation.
(These annual updates will result in an estimate that exceeds our current US $76 million costs of
closure, because some reclamation activity is incorporated into the routine operations of the
mine.)

A number of different financial instruments are available to ensure that RMGC is capable of
covering all of the expected closure costs. These instruments, which will be held in protected
accounts at the Romanian state disposal, include:

o Cash deposit

Trust funds

Letter of credit

Surety bonds

Insurance policy

Under the terms of this guarantee, the Romanian government will have no financial liability in
connection with the rehabilitation of the Rosia Montana project.

In an area grapping with chronic high unemployment, the direct jobs created by Rogia Montana
Gold Corporation (RMGC) will prove a strong stabilizing influence in Rogia Montana and the
region.

In terms of creating new economic opportunites for local residents, RMGC currently employs
almost 500 people, of whom more than 80% live in Rosia Montana, Abrud, and Campeni. The
Rosia Montana Project (RMP) expects to employ on average 1,200 people during the two-year
construction period and 634 people, including security, transportation and cleaning contracted
personal, during its 16 years of operations. The goal is to source as many of the jobs locally as
possible. Training programs are underway to assist people from the local communities around
RMP to qualify for positions both during construction and then operations. If the required skills
are not available locally, offers would be made to residents within a 100 km radius of RMP, with
a preference to residents of Alba county. Based on our preliminary assessment, the majority of
jobs both during construction and operations are expected to come from the local community.
But the project will also result in the creation of approximately 6000 indirect employment
opportunities.



Taken over 20 years, the injection of investment into the area, if handled correctly, should
stimulate other development. RMGC is committed to promoting long term development
opportunities as part of the sustainable development plan.

According to the provisions of art. 52 (1) of the Mining Law no. 85/2003, the entities ceasing the
mining activities should submit to the competent authority an application accompanied by the
updated mining activities cessation plan, describing the details for the actions necessary to be
performed for the effective mine closure. The Mine Closure Plan should contain, among others,
a social protection program for the personnel.

At the time of closure, the company will do all it can for the existing workforce in providing
assistance in finding alternative employment. Given the skills base and experience that the
workers will have acquired, this might be jobs on other mining projects in a region with significant
resource development potential. Alternatively, RMGC will provide the opportunity of re-training
and support in setting up alternative businesses.

One of the most important sides of development is community and local authorities capacity
building and development. Even before the project starts, the company is interested in working
together with the community to finding the best development solutions for the area. Under the
auspices of the United Nations Development Plan, a number of working groups will be
established, one of which will be assigned the task of exploring development opportunities.

Meanwhile, a number of programs already in place aim at raising both the educational profile
and the level of skills in the community, to meet the needs of the project and to encourage
people think of other ways of making a living apart from mining. The vocational training program
is one of them. Business training is part of the vocational training program. A business incubator
is also established.

For more information, please see Rosia Montana Sustainable Development Programs and
Partnerships annex.

We strongly disagree with the questioner’s assertion. The Environmental Impact Assessment
study report (EIA) that Rosia Montana Gold Corporation (RMGC) submitted responded fully and
professionally to the Terms of Reference proposed by the Ministry of the Environment and Water
Management (MEWM) and complied with the relevant legal provisions and international
practices. More than 100 independent consultants, (certified) experts and specialists renowned
at the national, European, and even international levels, prepared the report. We are confident
that the EIA provides sufficiently detailed information and reasoning for its conclusions to permit
the MEWM to make its decision on the Rosia Montana Project (RMP). RMGC had previously
changed various parts of the proposal, notably a reduction in the size of several proposed pits as
well as enhancing sustainable development activities, and a stronger commitment to
preservation of cultural patrimony including a reduced impact on local churches, in response to
stakeholder consultations before submission of the EIA. Further, we believe the project will
support the community’s initiatives to develop industries other than mining, and this is central to
the Community Sustainable Development Management Plan attached to the EIA report (Plan L).

Technical experts, representing several international private sector banks and export credit
agencies have concluded that the EIA complies with the Equator Principles designed to promote
responsible lending by financial institutions to projects which raise environmental and social
concerns, and an ad hoc committee of European experts (International Group of Independent
Experts — IGIE) has publicly stated that the EIA was well-developed, taking into considerations
their recommendations and suggestions. A copy of the IGIE report and RMGC's response is
included as a reference document to the present annex of the EIA.

We further disagree with the view that the project will lead to environmental destruction in the

Rosia Montana area and the surrounding region. The environmental protection laws that are in
effect all over the world, including in Romania, do not allow the destruction of the environment
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under any circumstances. The RMP will be conducted in full compliance with Romanian and
European environmental and other laws and in accordance with international best practices. The
Project will bring Best Available Techniques (BAT) to Romania, many of which are designed to
minimize the impact of mining operations on the environment.

As detailed in the EIA, RMGC will also undertake a significant plan of environmental
rehabilitation at the site not only to mitigate the environmental effects of the current project but to
clean up the effects of past poor mining practices as well. There will be less pollution at the site
after the mine closure process is complete than there is now.

According to the legal provisions, the titleholder of the exploitation license is obliged to create a
financial guarantee for the environmental recovery. To this end, please consider that the
financial guarantee for the environmental recovery is regulated by (i) the Mining Law no. 85/2003
(“Law no. 85/2003"), (ii) the Norms of enforcement of Law no. 85/2003 and by (iii) Order no.
58/2004 for the approval of the Technical Instructions on the enforcement and monitoring of the
measures established by the conformation program, the environmental recovery plan and the
technical project, as well as the regulation of the manner to operate with the financial guarantee
for the recovery of the environment affected by mining activities (“Order no. 58/2004").

The financial guarantee for the environmental recovery is annual and final.

Annual financial guarantee for environmental recovery

According to art. 131 of the Norms of enforcement of Law no. 85/2003, “the financial guarantee
for the environmental recovery, in case of the exploitation license, is created annually, in the first
month of the period it refers to, and it is established within the license, so that it cover
environmental recovery works specified in the environmental recovery plan and in the technical
project”.

According to art. 133 (1) of the Norms of enforcement of Law no. 85/2003, the financial
guarantee for the environmental recovery cannot be under the value of the environmental
recovery works related to the respective year, so that the guarantee cover the rehabilitation
works, in case the license’s titleholder ceases the mining activity and does not fulfill the
rehabilitation activities.

Final financial guarantee for environmental recovery

According to the provisions of art. 15 of Order no. 58/2004, the final financial guarantee for the
environmental recovery is created annually and computed as a quota of the value of the
environmental recovery works, according to the monitoring program for the post-closing
environmental factors, which is included in the clearing technical program.

Also, please note that the provisions of GD no. 349/2005 on the wastes storing, whereby the
Directive no. 31/1999 for the storing of the wastes does not apply to the Rosia Montana Project,
and consequently RMGC is not obliged to create financial guarantees for wastes warehouses.
This conclusion is drawn from the framework regulation in this matter, the Directive no.
2006/21/EC referring to the management of the wastes from the extractive industries, which, in
the content of art. 2 (4), provides expressly the fact that the wastes resulting from the extractive
industry and which are regulated in the content of the Directive no. 21/2006 do not fall under the
regulations of the Directive no. 31/1999.

As for the insurance, please note that the provisions of art. 81 (2) of the former environmental
law no. 137/1995, according to which “in case of activities with major risk, the insurance for
damages is mandatory”, have been abrogated by GEO no. 195/2005, and that no legal provision
applicable requires the creation of an insurance.

The Directive no. 2004/35/CE on the liability for the environmental pollution and prevention and
remedying of the damages to the environment, published in the Official Journal of the European



Community no. L143/56 (“Directive no. 35/2004"), establishes the general regulating framework
in the field of the liability for the pollution of the environment.

According to the provisions of art. 1 of the Directive no. 35/2004 “the purpose of this directive is
to establish a general framework in the field of liability for the environment, based on the
principle the polluter pays, of preventing and remedying the damages caused to the
environment”.

The Directive no. 35/2004 establishes at principle level, in the content of the provisions of art. 14
(1), the fact that “The Member States shall take all necessary measures for the development of
the markets and financial instruments of guaranteeing, through the means of the economic and
financial operators, inclusively financial mechanisms in case of insolvency, for the purpose of
insuring the operators with the financial guarantees necessary for the obligations undertaken by
the directive”.

Moreover, according to the provisions of art. 19 (1) of the Directive no. 35/2004, the Member
States will implement in the internal legislation the provisions of the Directive until 31.04.2007.
We underline that, up to now, the Directive no. 35/2004 was not adopted by our legislation.
Considering the above mentioned, please note that the project RMGC proposes does not breach
the Directive no. 35/2004, as there are no internal regulations with a normative character which
should establish the material and procedural aspects concerning the creation of such a
guarantee/insurance. Nevertheless, to the extent there will be specific legal provisions in regard
of the creation of guarantees, RMGC shall take all necessary measures to fulfill the legal
obligations incumbent on it.

The proposed Tailings Management Facility (TMF) does include a liner. An engineered liner is
included in the design of the Tailings Management Facility (TMF) basin to be protective of
groundwater. Specifically, the Rosia Montana Tailings Management Facility (TMF or “the
facility”) has been designed to be compliant with the EU Groundwater Directive (80/68/EEC),
transposed as Romanian GD 351/2005. The TMF is also designed for compliance with the EU
Mine Waste Directive (2006/21/EC) as required by the Terms of Reference established by the
MEWM in May, 2005. The following paragraphs provide a discussion of how the facility is
compliant with the directives.

The TMF is composed of a series of individual components including:
e the tailings impoundment,
the tailings dam,
the secondary seepage collection pond,
the secondary containment dam, and
the groundwater monitoring wells/extraction wells located downstream of the Secondary
Containment dam.

All of these components are integral parts of the facility and necessary for the facility to perform
as designed.

The directives indicated above require that the TMF design be protective of groundwater. For the
Rosia Montana project (RMP), this requirement is addressed by consideration of the favorable
geology (low permeability shales underlying the TMF impoundment, the TMF dam, and the
Secondary Containment dam) and the proposed installation of a low-permeability (1x10-6
cm/sec) recompacted soil liner beneath the TMF basin. Please see Chapter 2 of EIA Plan F,
“The Tailings Facility Management Plan” for more information.

The proposed low permeability soil liner will be fully compliant with Best Available Techniques
(BAT) as defined by EU Directive 96/61 (IPPC) and EU Mine Waste Directive. Additional design
features that are included in the design to be protective of groundwater include:
e A low permeability (1x10-6 cm/sec) cut off wall within the foundation of the starter dam to
control seepage,



e A low permeability (1x10-6 cm/sec) core in the starter dam to control seepage,

e A seepage collection dam and pond below the toe of the tailings dam to collect and
contain any seepage that does extend beyond the dam centerline,

e A series of monitoring wells, below the toe of the secondary containment dam, to monitor
seepage and ensure compliance, before the waste facility limit.

In addition to the design components noted above specific operational requirements will be
implemented to be protective of human health and the environment. In the extremely unlikely
case that impacted water is detected in the monitoring wells below the secondary containment
dam, they will be converted to pumping wells and will be used to extract the impacted water and
pump it into the reclaim pond where it will be incorporated into the RMP processing plant water
supply system, until the compliance is re-establish.

The “Tailings Facility Management Plan,” Plan F of the EIA, describes that the dam will be built
with rockfill materials for the shell of the dam, crushed rock for the drains and filter zones, and
low permeability soil for the core of the dam. The rockfill for the dam shell zones will be obtained
from either the onsite rock quarry or from waste rock (non-ore materials) from the mining
operations.

Specifically, for the starter dam the rockfill for the shell zone will be obtained from the Sulei
quarry. Subsequent raises will be constructed with rockfill from the mining operation. The
crushed rock for the drain and filter zones will be obtained from the La Piriul Porcului quarry. The
low permeability soil core for the dam will be obtained from the thick colluvial deposits within the
tailings basin slopes.

The use of “waste” rock to construct the dam raises serves two purposes. First, it allows storage
of waste rock, minimizing additional waste rock stockpiles. Second, it provides a structural
material for constructing the TMF dam without expanding existing, or creating new, borrow
areas.

Some of the materials to be used for raising the tailings dam are potentially Acid Rock Drainage
generating, and therefore, seepage through and under the tailings dam may be acidic and
contain metal ions. Therefore, a Secondary Containment System is provided downstream of the
TMF dam to collect any possible ARD runoff, and to collect seepage that occurs through and
under the TMF dam. The pervious dam concept has been selected for a number of reasons,
primarily because with these proper controls, it reduces the potential for seepage from the
tailings basin to the adjacent valleys and provides a higher margin of long-term safety.

The sulphides in the case of the Rosia Montana project may occur disseminated within the ore
deposit, and the sulphates in certain concentrations within the sludge resulted from the
treatment plant of the acid waters. In the case of the disseminated sulphides, excepting pyrite,
these have extremely low contents and will not be recovered and specially treated.

For the sludge from the treatment plant of the acid waters, depending on the development
stages of the Project, the following flow sheets are designed:
= During the operation stage, the thickened sludge, resulting from the sedimentation basin
of the treatment plant of the acid waters, will be discharged into the tailings management
facility as supplementary waste in a ratio of 1:500 as compared with tailings.
= During the mine-closure period, this waste stream will be discharged into the Cetate
open pit lake, because the tailings management facility will not be still available for
waste discharge.

The environment impact caused by the discharging into the tailings management facility of the
sludge resulting from the treatment of the acid waters will be negligible comparatively with the
impact caused by the processing tailings due to:

= Much less quantity of resulted sludge in comparison with the quantity of tailings;

= Much lower toxic properties of the sludge in comparison with those of tailings.
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Thus, the references from the Section 2.8.1.8 to the period when the sludge resulted from the
acid water treatment plant will be deposited into the tailings management facility are justified. If
the sludge of acid water treatment is deposited into the Cetate flooded open pit, the sludge may
dissolve and liberate heavy metals and neutral major ions (sulphate, calcium) into the water from
open pit, if this water becomes acid. But the water from lake will not be evacuated directly into
environment. The water from open pit if is reaching the underground works may be collected by
Cetate dam and pumped back to the treatment plant, so that no pollution will be discharged into
environment. Moreover, prevention measures are provided in order to minimize the risk that the
acid waters generated by the sulphuric portion of the open pit walls to acidulate the waters from
open pit. These measures are described in Section 2.8.2.9.

The TMF is located approximately 2 km above the town of Abrud and therefore the design
criteria for the dam have been established to address consequence of a dam failure. The
proposed dam at the Tailings Management Facility (TMF) and the secondary dam at the
catchment basin are rigorously designed to exceed Romanian and international guidelines, to
allow for significant rainfall events and prevent dam failure due to overtopping and any
associated cyanide discharge, surface or groundwater pollution.

Specifically, the facility has been designed for two Probable Maximum Precipitation (PMP)
events and the associated Probable Maximum Flood (PMF). The design criterion for TMF
includes storage for two PMF flood events, more rain than has ever been recorded in this area.
The construction schedule for embankment and basin staging will be completed to ensure that
PMP storage requirements are available throughout the project life. The Rosia Montana TMF is
therefore designed to hold a total flood volume over four times greater than the Romanian
government guidelines. In addition, an emergency spillway for the dam will be constructed in the
unlikely event that another event occurs after the second PMP event. A spillway is only built for
safety reasons to ensure proper water discharge in an unlikely event and, thus, avoid
overtopping which could cause a dam breach. The TMF design therefore very significantly
exceeds required standards for safety. This has been done to ensure that the risks involved in
using Corna valley for tailings storage are well below what is considered safe in every day life.

Additional study was done regarding earthquakes, and, as indicated in the EIA the TMF is
engineered to withstand the Maximum Credible Earthquake (MCE). The MCE is the largest
earthquake that could be considered to occur at the site based on the historical record. .

In addition, Section 7 of the EIA report includes an assessment of the risks cases that have been
analyzed and include various dam break scenarios. Specifically, the dam break scenarios were
analyzed for a failure of the starter dam and for the final dam configuration. The dam break
modelling results indicate the extent of tailings run out. Based on the two cases analyzed, the
tailings will not extend beyond the confluence of the Corna valley stream and the Abrud River.

However, the project recognizes that in the highly unlikely case of a dam failure that a
Emergency Preparation and Spill Contingency Management Plan must be implemented. This
plan was submitted with the EIA as Plan |, Volume 28. For a more detailed technical analysis,
please refer to Chapter 7, Section 6.4.3.1, “TMF Potential Failure Scenarios” of the EIA.

According to the project, the processing tailings discharge will be carried out in a way which
assures the permanent humidity of the tailings management facility and avoids the possibility of
dry surface occurrence. As a result, the effect of the wind erosion of these surfaces and the
emission of particles will be eliminated.

The operational measures, preventing the emission of particles provide:
- Permanent monitoring of the tailings management facility’s condition in order to prevent
the occurrence of dry surfaces during the droughty or very hot seasons;
- Moistening of surfaces and maintenance of the tailings management facility.



Immediately after the ceasing of the mining activities, the tailings management facility will be
covered and vegetated.

It must be mentioned that the Rosia Montana tailings management facility will be a valley type
pond of which lateral slopes will be constituted by the natural versants bordering the Corna
valley, and the dam will be built from rock. Thus, the tailings management facility may be
assimilated to a lake filling progressively, the eventual dry tailings areas being possible only onto
the free horizontal surface of the pond. Until the complete filling, the slopes will constitute
physical obstacles avoiding the spreading into the adjacent areas of the eventual particles
carried along by wind from the possible dry surfaces.

The likely dust emissions, incidental and short lasting, cannot affect the air quality but within the
areas from the close vicinity of the tailings management facility, up to distances at the most few
hundreds meters, therefore within the industrial perimeter.

Details: The Report to Environment Impact Assessment Study (Vol.12 — Chapter 4.2, Sub-
chapter 4.2.4) and Air Quality Management Plan (Vol. 24, Plan D) contain in detail the technical
and operational measures for reduction / elimination of dust emission generated by the Project
activities.

The EIA Report considered all alternative developments, including the option of not proceeding
with any project — an option that would generate no investment, allowing the existing pollution
problems and socio-economic decline to continue. (Chapter 5 — Assessment of Alternatives).

The report also considered alternative developments — including agriculture, grazing, meat
processing, tourism, forestry and forest products, cottage industries, and flora/fauna gathering
for pharmaceutical purposes — and concluded that none of these industries could provide the
economic, cultural ands environmental benefits brought by the RMP.

Chapter 5 also examines alternative locations for key facilities as well as alternative technologies
for mining, processing and waste management, in line with best practice and as compared
against published EU best available techniques (BAT) documentation.

Cyanide is a toxic compound and it must be handled and managed carefully. Still, as it
disintegrates rapidly in normal atmospheric conditions into non-hazardous substances, unlike
mercury, for instance. The Rosia Montana Project will use the best available technologies for the
extraction of gold and management of wastes and will comply with the European Directive
regarding management of wastes containing cyanides.

Cyanide is one of the few substances that can dissolve gold. Cyanide is used in hundreds of
gold mines around the world and in many other industries. At Rosia Montana, the Tailings
Management Facility will be constructed to the highest international standards. It will be an
environmentally safe construction for permanent deposition of detoxified tailings resulting from
ore processing. Sophisticated equipment will be used for geotechnical and water level
monitoring. Because detoxification will take place before the tailings are deposited to the TMF,
they will contain very low concentrations of cyanide (5-7 parts per million or ppm or mg/l), which
is below the regulatory limit of 10 ppm recently adopted by the EU Mining Waste Directive
2006/21/EC. Mine waste in the EU is currently permitted to have a 50 ppm concentration of
cyanide, which the Directive reduces to 10 ppm for new mines. Rosia Montana’s TMF will have a
concentration of 5-7ppm.

RMGC has signed and will comply with the International Cyanide Management Code (ICMC),
which requires the use of best practices in the field of cyanides management. RMGC will obtain
the cyanides from a manufacturer that also complies with this code. Also, the transporter will
comply with ICMC. The EIA study also evaluated alternatives to cyanide from the economic,
process applicability, and environmental perspectives. The study concluded that the use of



cyanide as it will be used in the Rosia Montana Project is a Best Available Technique as defined
by EU Directive 96/61/EC (IPPC).

RMGC is doing all it can to acquire the necessary property to build and operate the RMP by way
of its property purchase program, designed to meet World Bank standards.

According to the relevant legal provisions, the interested public may submit justified proposals
on the environment impact assessment. Art. 44 (3) of the Order no. 860/2002 on the
Environment Impact Assessment Procedure and the issuance of the environmental approval
provides to this end that ,based on the results of the public debate, the relevant authority for the
environmental protection evaluates the grounded proposals/comments of the public and
requests the titleholder the supplementation of the report to the environmental impact
assessment study with an annex containing solutions for the solving of the underlined issues”.

As the statement of the attendant to the public consultations (i) refers to the existence of alleged
false aspects in the EIA Report, without containing any specific indications, and (ii) identifies and
specifies no problems in regard of the project initiated by RMGC, subject to the environmental
impact assessment procedure, RMGC is not in position to answer and has not the capacity to
make any comments to this end.

Nonetheless, please note the Household socio-economic study is documented in the Planning
Alliance study 2002 - Rosia Montana Gold Mining Project — Gold and Cold: Traits of the
Communities in the Impacted Area, Planning Alliance.

This study included the administration of a questionnaire to 247 households representing about
25% of affected households. It also included focus group discussions and key informant
interviews. The household and key informant questionnaires were designed to capture basic
socio-economic information on a cross-section of affected households. Indicators and/or areas
of inquiry included: employment, income, income streams, agriculture (including animal
husbandry and gardening), education, health, infrastructure and perceptions about the Rosia
Montana Project.

Given the poverty in rural Romania and the experience of other developing nations, RMGC
believes that rational exploration of mineral wealth can be a catalyst for economic growth in
Romania.

RMGC has developed and is implementing a Resettlement and Relocation Action Plan (RRAP)
that is compliant with World Bank methodological provisions regarding such activities. RMGC is
doing all it can to acquire the necessary property to build and operate the RMP by way of its
property purchase program, designed to meet World Bank standards. The company is also
committed whenever feasible to redesign the mine plan to exclude properties whose owners do
not wish to sell.

Ultimately, however, it is possible that a few property owners will seek to stop the project by
refusing to sell their land. At that point, the decision falls to the relevant Romanian authorities to
exercise the legal instruments available to them to expropriate the properties by deciding
whether development of Romania’s mineral wealth—using advanced E.U. and international
standards—in a development benefiting from $2.5 billion USD infused into Romania, much of it
into a rural region designated a “Disadvantaged Zone”, constitutes a strategic national interest.

Given the poverty in rural Romania and the experience of other developing nations, RMGC
believes that rational exploitation of mineral wealth can be a catalyst for economic growth in
Romania.

In this respect, mention should be made that art. 6 of the Mining law no. 85/2003 expressly
provides expropriation as one of the legal methods for a titleholder to acquire the usage right
over the lands necessary for the development of the mining activities in the exploitation
perimeter. Also, art. 1 of Law no. 33/1994 on the expropriation for public utility cause provides
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that “the expropriation of immovable property, [...], can be made only for cause of public utility”,
and art. 6 of the same law provides that “there are causes of public utility: geological exploration
and prospecting; extraction and processing of useful mineral substances”.

In conclusion, the expropriation, in exchange of a fair and prior compensation, made in
accordance with the legal and constitutional provisions, represents one of the modalities of
obtaining usage right over the lands necessary for the development of a mining project, being
expressly provided by art. 6 of the Mining Law no. 85/2003 and by art. 6 of Law no. 33/1994.

The Rosgia Montana Project (RMP) offers the chance to use private money to promote economic
development in a disadvantaged area with an extremely strong mining tradition. It will serve as a
catalyst for promoting sustainable economic development in the region, as is detailed in several
of the appendices to the Environmental Impact Assessment study report (EIA), notably the
Community Sustainable Development Plan (CSDP). The current unemployment rate in Rosia
Montana is 70%. This is proof of the difficulty of attracting new economic development to an
area that is remote underdeveloped, polluted, and relatively inaccessible. The baseline study of
economic conditions similarly shows the challenges faced by the area in the absence of the
project.

The amount of economic benefit to Romania has been calculated precisely based on a
sophisticated process to measure the amount of precious metals that will be mined and then
multiplying those figures assuming a gold price of US$ 600/ounce and a silver price of US$
10.50/ounce.

The impact on protected flora and fauna will exist only locally, but this impact will not lead to the
loss of any specie. The Project has been designed even from the beginning to fully comply with
the requirements and norms imposed by Romanian and European environmental legislation.

The company believes the fact that the project impact on environment remains significant,
especially because covers previous impacts. But, the investments required to ecologically
restore/rehabilitate Rosia Montana area in order to address current complex environmental
issues, are only achievable following the implementation of some economic projects that will
generate and warrant implementation of some direct and responsible actions as a component of
base principles of sustainable development concepts. Clean processes and technologies may
be developed Only in the presence of a solid economic environment fully compliant with the
environment that will also resolve previous impacts of anthropic activities.

The base documents of the Project are in fact an unbiased reason of its implementation,
considering the highly complex environmental commitment within Rosia Montana area.

Some of the Rosia Montana species that are under a certain protection status stand for an
insignificant percentage of the scale of populations estimated at national level. The
characterization of species from their habitat point of view exists in the species tables presented
in the Biodiversity Chapter of the EIA Report and its annexes, although this is not a requirement
imposed by the Habitats Directive. Due to their large volume of information, the annexes of
chapter 4.6 Biodiversity can be found in the electronic version of the EIA disclosed by the
company both in Romanian and English through approx. 6000 DVD/CD copies, being accessible
on the company website, and on the websites of Ministry of Environment and Water
Management, local and regional environmental protection agencies of Alba, Sibiu, Cluj, etc.

From practical point of view, the low value of conservation of the impact area is also indirectly
emphasized by the fact that there is no proposal to designate the area a SPA (aviafaunistic
special protected area) and by the denial as unfounded of the proposal to designate the area as
a pSCI area (sites of community importance).

Taking all these into account, we believe that the proposed Project is compliant with the
provisions of EU Directive no. 92/43 Habitats[1], and EU Directive no. 79/409 Birds[2]
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respectively, especially because within Biodiversity Management Plan, Plan H, several active
and responsible measures are provided to reconstruct/rehabilitate several natural habitats,
pursuant to the provisions of the same documents [3].

References:

[1] art.3.

2nd paragraph, Each Member State shall contribute to the creation of Natura 2000 (network) in
proportion to the representation within its territory of the natural habitat types and the habitats of
species referred to in paragraph 1. To that effect each Member State shall designate, in
accordance with Article 4, sites as special areas of conservation taking account of the objectives
set out in paragraph 1.

art.4.

1st paragraph. On the basis of the criteria set out in Annex Ill (Stage 1) and relevant scientific
information, each Member State shall propose a list of sites indicating which natural habitat
types in Annex | and which species in Annex Il that are native to its territory the sites host. For
animal species ranging over wide areas these sites shall correspond to the places within the
natural range of such species which present the physical or biological factors essential to their
life and reproduction. For aquatic species which range over wide areas, such sites will be
proposed only where there is a clearly identifiable area representing the physical and biological
factors essential to their life and reproduction. Where appropriate, Member States shall propose
adaptation of the list in the light of the results of the surveillance referred to in Article 11. [...]

2nd paragraph.[...] Member States whose sites hosting one or more priority natural habitat types
and priority species represent more than 5 % of their national territory may, in agreement with
the Commission, request that the criteria listed in Annex Il (Stage 2) be applied more flexibly in
selecting all the sites of Community importance in their territory. [...]

Art. 6.

4th paragraph. If, in spite of a negative assessment of the implications for the site and in the
absence of alternative solutions, a plan or project must nevertheless be carried out for
imperative reasons of overriding public interest, including those of a social or economic nature,
the Member State shall take all compensatory measures necessary to ensure that the overall
coherence of Natura 2000 is protected. It shall inform the Commission of the compensatory
measures adopted.

Art. 16. Provided that there is no satisfactory alternative and the derogation is not detrimental to
the maintenance of the populations of the species concerned at a favourable conservation status
in their natural range, Member States may derogate from the provisions of Articles 12, 13, 14
and 15 (a) and (b):[...]

- in the interests of public health and public safety, or for other imperative reasons of overriding
public interest, including those of a social or economic nature and beneficial consequences of
primary importance for the environment;

[2] Art.4,

1st paragraph. The species mentioned in annex 1 shall be the subject of special conservation
measures concerning their habitat in order to ensure their survival and reproduction in their area
of distribution. [...]

Trends and variations in population levels shall be taken into account as a background for
evaluations.

Member states shall classify in particular the most suitable territories in number and size as

special protection areas for the conservation of these species , taking into account their
protection requirements in the geographical sea and land area where this directive applies
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[3] Dire
letter c.

ctive 92/43 Habitats, art. 2, 2nd paragraph; Directive 79/409 Birds, art. 3, 2nd paragraph,

Closure and rehabilitation at Rosia Montana involves the following measures:

Covering and vegetating the waste dumps as far as they are not backfilled into the open
pits

Backfilling the open pits, except Cetate pit, which will be flooded to form a lake

Covering and vegetating the tailings pond and its dam areas

Dismantling of disused production facilities and revegetation of the cleaned-up areas
Water treatment by semi-passive systems (with conventional treatment systems as
backup) until all effluents have reached the discharge standards and need no further
treatment

Maintenance of the vegetation, erosion control, and monitoring of the entire site until it
has been demonstrated by RMGC that all remediation targets have been sustainably
reached

For further information on closure procedures, please see Chapter 7 of Plan F, The Tailings

Facility

Management Plan of the EIA Report.
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elaborat de un specialist geolog, se bazeazi pe date stiintifice si nu este scris
intr-o notd emotionald. Cred ca meritd studiat cu atentie de expertii
Dumneavoastra.

Cu deosebiti stima.

‘LU‘_{'QT‘LV A

cad. Tonel Haiduc

Calea Victoriei 125, 010071 Bucuresti-Romania
Tel:+40-21-312 27 60, Fax: 40-21-312 02 09




Observatii privind ,,Proiectul Rosia Montani”
de exploatare in cariere a mineralizafiei auro-argintifere reziduale

(in principal diseminate) si de procesare a2 masei mineralizate cu ajutorul cianurii de Na

-

de Justin Andrei

Incepand din anii *60 aj secolului trecut, geologii de la Tntreprinderea Minierd Rosia Montani
s-au preocupat si de valorificarea mineralizatiilor auro-argintifere de tip diseminat. Aceastia
preocupare a fost determinati de faptul ci mineralizatiile de la Rosia Montani .sub formd de
filoane si volburi cu continuturi auro-argintifere foarte bogate, exploatate incii de pe vremea
romanilor, erau in curs de epuizare. In special in muntele Cetate (denumire provenitd de la
rdmdsitele unei exploatiri romane la suprafafd), continuturile mineralizatiei diseminate din rocile
vulcanice acide au indicat la suprafatd continuturi medii cuprinse intre 2-3 g/t Au. Cu toati
opozitia embrionarei miscéri ecologiste (in special a Prof. Dr. Marcian Bleahu), s-a hotirat

exploatarea aurului in carierd. Asa a fost distrusd ,,cetatea” romani din vérful omonim.

In decursul anilor, cariera Cetate a coborét de la 1000 m la altitudini sub 900 m, constatindu-se o
scidere progresivd a confinutului de Au. Acest fapt, combinat cu folosirea unor utilaje de
capacitate micd §i cu ineficienta economici a intreprinderilor miniere cu capital predominant de

stat, au conditionat supravietuirea activititii miniere de suportul financiar al Statului.

Datele problemei
fncepﬁnd din 1995, in prospectarea mineralizatiei auro-argintifere diseminate de la Rogia

Montand (in special in sectoarele miniere Cérnic si Tarina-Orlea) s-a implicat din ce in ce mai
activ societatea particulari canadiani Gabriel Resources. Dupi asocierea cu S.C. Mininvest S.A.
(cea care exploateazi cariera Cetate) a Iuat fiintd S.C. Rosia Montani Gold Corporatlon S.A.
(R-M.G.C.). Aceasta societate in care Gabriel Resources detine 80% din capital, a pus pe tapet
exploatarea mineralizaiilor auro-argintifere reziduale (in mod preponderent de impregnatie) in

patru cariere: Carnic, Cetate, Orlea si Jig, si procesarea celor aproximativ 215.000.000 de tone de

roci mineralizate prin procedeul cianuririi.

Promovarea acestui proiect implici:

* distrugerea in totalitate a lucrdrilor miniere subterane de [a Rogia Montand, rimase

! Institutul Geologic al Roméniei (pensionar)



exceptionald a acestor lucriri miniere subterane se datoreazi silicifierii foarte puternice a
rocilor care gizduiesc mineralizatiile auro-argintifere (in special dacite §i brecii
crateriale). in Europa, dupé peninsula Cornwall din sud-vestul Agliei, Rosia Montand si
in mai mici masurd alte exploatiri miniere din ,Patrulaterul Aurifer” al Muntilor
Metaliferi contin vestigii antice care trebuie transmise in mod integral generatiilor
viitoare. Este o lipsd gravi a intregii clase politice si a societdtii civile din Roménia c&
aceste vestigii nu sunt apdrate de nici o lege;

o dirdmarea si strimutarea populatiei vii si moarte a jumitate din Rogia Montana si integral
a localititii Corna; in realitate, in urma exploziilor cvasi-diurne din carierele adiacente (in
special din cariera Cérnic), ,,zona protejatd” a Rogiei Montane va deveni in citiva ani un
morman de ruine. Datbritz”l proximititii (120-400 mietri) si competentei deosebite a
dacitelor silicifiate de a transmite cu atenudri minime energia elastica a exploziilor, toate
bisericile si celelalte cladiri istorice cu grad ridicat de uzurd nu vor rezista acestei
,,canonade”. in ceea ce priveste strimutarea majoritatii populatiei din Rosia Montand si
din Corna pe amplasamente din vecinitatea nord-estici a satului Gura Rosiei, avem de-a
face cu o glumd sinistrd. Acest amplasament, ,,Noua Rosic Montana”, se ingird pe o
culme de deal, intre cotele 650-870 m, unde in trecut nu a existat nici o casi. In aceste
conditii, apreciez cd ,,Noua Rosie Montani™ va fi greu de locuit in timpul iernilor cu
viscole;

e edificarea in bazinul vaii Corna a unui uriag iaz de decantare in care, in spatele unui baraj
care n final trebuic s atingd o indltime de 185 m, se vor acumula reziduurile provenite
din micinarea si tratarea cu o solutie concentrati de cianuri de Na a celor 215 milioane
de tone de roci mineralizate cu aur si argint, preconizate a fi exploatate. Barajul respectiv

- va fi construit doar in partea sa inferioard (aproximativ 100 m) din roci lipsite de sulfuri
de Fe, in rest se va folosi ca material de constructie o parte din rocile sterile rezultate din
edificarea carierelor. Aceste roci au un continut important de piritd (in mod frecvent cu 1-
3% S). in contact cu apa ia nastere HaSOq, care va polua pentru totdeauna paraul Corna si

pardul Abrud care traverseazi orasul omonim.

Marele pericol il va constitui iazul de decantare al uzinei de procesare cu cianuri de Na a rocilor
mineralizate. in comentariile tehnice asupra studiului de fezabilitate si asupra descrierii
Proiectului Rosia Montand (David Chambers, 2002), in analiza Proiectului R.M.G.C. facutd de
Acad. Tonel Haiduc in mai 2003, precum si in alte materiale similare, au fost prezentate ,,fard

masci” marile pericole pe care le prezintd acest iaz de decahtare, atat in timpul exploatirii, ct si

pe o perioadd ce nu poate {i definitd, dupa oprirea productiei i a operatiei de ,,ecologizare” (dacid




o posibild ,,falimentare” a RM.G.C. nu va amina sine die orice operatie de acest fel). Intr-
adevir, orice misurd de neutralizare a uriaselor cantitﬁti de cianurd de Na utilizate, va crea alti
compusi (cianati, complecsi metalo-cianici), nocivi daci sunt acumulati in cantititi mari. De
asemenea, continutul ridicat si peren in metale grele si As din iazul de decantare va infesta apele
subterane din zonele adiacente. Aceste procese, mult prea putin studiate de R.M.G.C. (sau
studiate dar nedifuzate) si incomplet investigate, chiar in cazul altor obiective similare din
strdindtate, ar fi limitate daca s-ar utiliza o izolatie din material plastic. Aceastd variantd a fost

analizati de citre R.M.G.C., dar a fost respinséd deoarece limita beneficiul companiei.

S-a motivat ca rocile cretacice pe care este amplasat iazul de decantare sunt suficient de
impermeabile pentru a nu infesta acviferele subterane din zond. Dacd in ceea ce priveste
fqrmatiunea de Soharu (depozite predominant lutitice gi siltice aptian superioare-albian
inferioare, din versantul drept al vidii Corna) afirmatia este partial corectd, in privinta
formatiunilor din versantul sting situatia este total diferitd (vezi harta geologicd a Romaniei la
scara 1:50 000, foaia Abrud, editata de Institutul Geologic al Roméniei). Intr-adevir, in versantul
stAng al viii Corna si pe interfluviul Corna-Abruzel apar formatiuni maastrichtiene (cretacice
terminale) reprezentate prin depozite terigene grezo-gistoase n care gresiile (destul de poroase)
au o‘frec.:venté de 80-90%. Prezenta unor sisteme de fracturi (asupra cérora nu s-a facut nici un
studiu prin metode moderne, in special geofizice) accentueazi infiltratia in subsol a solutiilor
puternic nocive. Aceste aspecte vor determina contaminarea apelor freatice i de adancime de pe

raza satelor: Muntar, Rodu, Bucium-Sat, Cerbu si a orasului Abrud.

Un ultim aspect major al Proiectului Rogia Montana, remarcat de mine si neprezentat in mod
explicit in documentatiile mult prea fastidioase ale R-M.G.C., se referd la variatia pe verticald a
continutului de aur in mineralizatiile de tip filonian (exploatatd in trecut, astizi prezentd doar in
mod rezidual), precum si in cea de tip impregnatie, adiacentd precedentei. Din studiul geologico-
minier elaborat cu o nalti competenti de T.P. Ghitulescu si M. Socolescu (vezi anuarul
Institutului Geologic, volumul XXI, 1941) rezultd cd mineralizatia auro-argintiferd de tip filonian
exploatati cel putin de pe vremea romanilor, prezinti o tendinti de sdricire spre adancime.
Astfel, aceste mineralizatii dispar la 30-60 m sub nivelul minier de bazd (cota 720 m). De
asemenea, si mineralizatia auro-argintiferd de tip impregnatie prezinti, cum este si logic, aceeasi
tendinti de siricire spre adancime, fapt remarcat atat in cariera actuald Cetate, cit si in lucrérile

miniere accesibile, dar mai ales in forajele practicate in zona Rosia Montana.
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Aceste informatii, care nu pot sd scape unui specialist cu experientd, nu sunt prezentate In mod
explicit in cele 33 de volume ale Proiectului Rosia Montani (editia mai 2006). Oare care este
motivul real al acestei secretizari (nu pretexte, care se gisesc totdeauna)?
in urma analizei a 11 volume din cele 33 ale Proiectului Rosia Montand am ajuns la concluzia
cd cele mai bogate mineralizatii auro-argintifere de tip impregnatie si reziduale de la Rosia
Montani (cu totul special cele care cad in incidenta carierei Carnic) urmeazi sa fie extrase in
primii 6 ani de la declansarea activititii miniere. Planificarea executiei unei stive de minereu, cu
0 capacitate prezentatd grafic de 6,5 milioane de tone (cu posibilitatea extinderii spre nord-vest),
plasatd in imediata vecinitate a uzinei de procesare, precum si a unui depozit de ,,minereu sdrac”
denoti clar ci: |
e masele aurifere cu continutul aurifer cel mai bogat (in medie de 2 g/t Au) trebuie extrase
aproape in totalitate in primii 5-6 ani de la declansarea Proiectului Rogia Montand, la
inceput in paralel cu construirea uzinei de procesare si a iazului de decantare;
e masecle miniere cu continut mediu de ordinul a 0,8 g/t Au, vor fi depozitate separat, cu

scopul declarat de a fi procesate 1n anii 14-16 ai proiectului sau poate niciodata.

Din analiza prezentati in studiul ,,Aspecte privind eficienta economicd a Proiectului Rosia
Montand”, elaborat de citre Stefan Rigilie in cadrul Institutului National de Cercetiri
Economice al Academiei Roméine in 2003, anexa 1, rezultd o scddere a continutului aurifer
mediu de 2,0 g/t Au in primii 5 ani, la un continut mediu de 1,2 g/t Au in urmitorii ani. Pe de
altd parte, pe médsurd ce carierele se adincesc, costul transportului masei mineralizate utile (in
continua sdrdcire) si cea a sterilului, cu basculantele de 150 t creste. Prin urmare, dupi atingerea
unui anumit nivel in cariera Cérnic (precum si in anumite sectoare cu continuturi mai bogate ale
carierelor Cetate si Orlea) si extragerea a 60-70 milioane de masid mineralizatd, intreg Proiectul
Rogia Montani devine nerentabil. Nu cred c@ o societate ca Gabriel Resources a planificat si

patroneze, dupd anul 6 al Proiectului Rosia Montani, o afacere nerentabila.

Alternative de dezvoltare

R.M.G.C. a denumit in deridere alte posibilititi de dezvoltare a anticului Alburnus Major
,alternativa zero”. Multi specialigti au ardtat cd la ,Proiectul tabula rasa” existd posibilitati
alternative de dezvoltare cu adevirat durabile a Rogiei Montane, pundnd-o in frunte pe cea a
turismului cultural. Evident, un asemenea proiect implicé in prealabil dezvoltarea pe scard largd
a cercetdrilor arheologice, investitii destul de importante din fonduri particulare, de stat si ale

Comunititii Europene, dar in primul rind implicd stoparea distrugerii vestig_i_ilo’g@ﬁ(@ixj;g!}ga_ civile

si mai ales miniere.
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Toate sunt bune si frumoase, dar inchiderea carierei Cetate bate la usa si ne poate aduce aminte
cd ,,drumul pini la iad este pavat cu intentii bune™. Supravietuirea Rogiei Montane, localitate cu
traditic minierd bimilenara, trebuie sd vind pe termen scurt, tot de la un proiect minier imediat

rentabil, dar care si nu distrugd decdt, cel mult, citeva silase ale unor crescitori de animale.
in consecintd, in cadrul ,,alternativei zero” voi prezenta, in mod succint, un alt proiect minier.

Alternativa minierii Bucium-Tarnita

fn 1972 autorul acestor rinduri a descoperit mineralizatia cupriferd-auriferd de impregnatie de la
Bucium-Tarnita. Aceastd mineralizatie, denumitd de tip ,,porphyry copper”, este localizatd intr-
un corp subvulcanic andezitic-microdioritic aflorat, cu o yarsti de aproximativ 12 milioane de
ani. Corpul subvulcanic strapunge formatiuni sedimentare cretacic inferioare in facies de flis, iar
spre suprafatd si andezite sarmatiene. Tot acest ansamblu este transformat hidrotermal, cu
argilizari intense si silicifieri, in ariile adiacente corpului intrusiv si cu o hldrometasornatoza
potasici cu silicifieri in cuprinsul acestuia. Corpul subvulcanic de la Bucmm~Tam1ta are forma

unui cilindroid, cu o razi medie de aproximativ 250 m, care inclind spre nord.

Mineralizatia sus mentionatd a fost investigatd cu galerii si cu foraje pana la adancimi de 1200
m. Spre partea superioard comportd in medie continuturi de 0,31 Cu si 0,3-0,35 g/t Au, argintul
fiind de asemenea prezent. Continutul foarte mic de aur este recuperabil in conditii foarte bune,
deoarece granulele microscopice de aur sunt incluse in cristalele de calcopiritd, principalul
mineral cuprifer din zdcamént. fn acest fel, aurul se regiseste, aproape integral, in concentratul
cuprlfer de la flotatie. Acest important zdcamant este plasat in bazinul superior al pardului Izbita,
la 9 km sud-est de centrul Rosiei Montane si apartine din punct de vedere administrativ de

comuna Bucium, judetul Alba. Actualmente este concesionat de Gabriel Resources.

Recomand exploatarea partii superioare a zicamAantului cuprifer-aurifer diseminat Bucium-
Tarnita intr-o carierd cu urmdtorii parametri:
o talpa carierei la cota 690 m, in prima etapa — cota medie a terenului deasupra
sacamantului h medie = 963 m; diametrul de talpd — 550 m;
e uzina de flotatie va fi amplasatd in vecindtatea confluentei V. Pietrile cu V. ladului, iazul
de decantare va fi constituit pe V. Ruzii in aval de confluenta sus-mentionatd, digul

iazului va fi plasat pe V. Ruzii imediat in amonte de confluenta cu V. Ampoiului, langa
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castelul Hatieganu. Detritusul din iazul de decantare nu este nociv, deoarece la
procesarea masei mineralizate nu se vor utiliza cianuri;

» transportul masei mineralizate din carierd la uzina de flotatie se va face prin subteran cu
trenuri de mare capacitate, sau la suprafatd, cu benzi transportoare sau cu basculante de
150 t. In prima variants, barajul iazului de decantare se va construi cu gresii i siltite
cretacice nemineralizate, din tunelul (sau tunelurile) de transport;

e sterilul din carierd se va depune n bazinul superior al V. Poieni la sud si est de muntele

La Tau (cota 1105 m).

Cariera Bucium-Tarnita poate fi extinsi mult In addncime, deoarece masa mineralizatd coboari

sub cota 0 m, insé sub nivelul h=690 m apele din carierd nu mai pot fi evacuate gravitational.

Avind in vedere caracteristicile sus-mentionate, pina la cota 690 m se va extrage o masi
mineralizatd de 136.500.000 tone, din care se vor recupera 380.835 t cupru si 1.046.645 uncii de
aur fin. '
La preturile actuale: - cuprul 7.830 $/t (03.08.2006)

- aurul 644,5 $/XAU (08.08.2006)
Se obtin 3.656.500.753§ care provin 81,55% din productia de cupru si 18,45% din cea de aur.
La acestea s¢ mai adaugii valoarea argintului extras, care cu totul informativ, ar avea un continut

de ordinul a 2g/t (dar cu un recuperaj sub 60%).

Analizi comparati economici a celor doud proiecte
Inainte de a incheia, vom compara valoarea productiei anuale de cupru si aur din cariera
Bucium-Tarnita cu cea de aur din carierele de la Rogia Montand. Vom considera ci si la Bucium-

Tarnita ‘se vor extrage anual 13.000.000 t masd mineralizata.

Bucium-Tarnita

Cupru
Continut: 13.000.000 t x 0,0031 = 40.300 t

Recuperabil: 40.300tx 0,9=36.270t
Valoarea productiei: 36.270 t x 7830 $/t = 283.994.100 $

Aur
Continut: 13.000.000 t x 0,3 g/t = 3.900.000 g
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Valoarea productiei: 99.681 XAU x 644,5 $/XAU = 64.244.089 $
TOTAL: 283.994.100 + 64.244.089 = 348.188.189 $

Rosia Montani
Aur

Continut: 13.000.000 t x 1,46 g/t = 18.980.000 g
Recuperabil: 18.980.000 g x 0,823 = 15.620.540 g —499.059 XAU
Valoarea productiei: 499.059 XAU x 644,5 $/XAU = 321.643.388 $
Raportat la Bucium-Tarnita 321.643.388 = 92,38%

348.188.189

Detaliind aceastd analizii elementard pe cele doud perioade de desfisurare a proiectului Rogia

Montani (asa cum sunt planificate oficial), rezulti ci:

e in primii 5-6 ani ai proiectului, valoarea productiei anuale raportati la Bucium Tarnita
455.062.300 =130,69%
348.188.189

e dupi anul 6 al proiectului, valoarea productiei anuale raportati la Bucium-Tarnita
263.400.766 =75,65% |
348.188.189

Per ansamblu, valoarea anuald a productiei in cazul proiectului Rosia Montand reprezintd
62,38% din aécla;;i indice economic 1n cazul proiectului Bucium-Tarnita, iar dupi anul 6 raportul
scade la 75,65%. In plus, la Rosia Montani mineralizatia diseminati de aur dispare sub cota de
aproximativ 680 m (iar cea mai bogati se plaseazi mult mai sus). in schimb, la Bucium-Tarnita
sub cota 690 m (talpa carierei in prima etapd) mai avem rezerve uriase de cupru, aur si argint.
Impedimentele tehnice, respectiv economice, legate de extinderea carierei Bucium-Tarnita sub

cota 690 m sunt neesentiale atdt timp cit se mentin continuturile de cupru si aur luate in calcul in

cadrul prezentei analize.

Prin urmare, proiectul minier Rosia Montand nu trebui abandonat doar din ratiuni de interes
national major, de ordin ecologic si de asigurare in viitor a unei dezvoltiri economice

durabile, dar per ansamblu chiar si din punctul de vedere al eficientei economice.




Explozia pretului cuprului (in ultimele 8 luni a crescut cu 80%) va pune serios problema
reconsiderarii exploatirii de cupru de la Rosia-Poieni. S.C. Minvest S.A. si Ministerul
Economiei si Comertului vor trebui si analizeze posibi[itatea moderniziirii carierei Rogia-Poieni.
Probabil ci in acest scop va fi necesard asocierea S.C. Minvest S.A. cu o sursd de capital.
Mentinerea in viitor, in conditii rentabile, a exploatirii de cupru din cariera Rosia-Poieni, va avea
efecte benefice imediate asupra gradului de utilizare a fortei de munca din zona Abrud-Bucium-

Rosia Montand-Musca.

in final, autorul acestor randuri, un simplu membru al societitii civile, isi exprima gratitudinea si
admiratia pentru acele forte stiintifice si civice precum Academia Romaiani si acei putini
reprezentanti ai societdtii civile ca revista Formula As si asociatia Alburnus Maior, care
precum strdmosii nostri Daci, nu au depus armele niciodatd. Poate ci aceste exemple
pilduitoare vor sensibiliza in sférsit organele Statului (Presedintia, Parlamentul si Guvernul) sa
sustind fird nici o ezitare afirmarea adevératelor noastre interese nationale. In ceea ce-i priveste
pe aceia care timp de zece ani au crezut cd in Romania totul este de vanzare, poate cd
argumentele prezentate in partea finald a acestui studiu 1i va convinge ci interesul lor economic

sti in abandonarea proiectului Rogia Montana.

Imi exprim incd o datd speranta cd intreaga clasa politicd din Roménia va promova de urgentd un
act legislativ care si interzicd proiectul Rosia Montani si orice altd activitate similard, care ar
aduce atingere vestigiilor noastre istorice, siinititii mediului ambiant si dezvoltdrii noastre

economice viitoare.

12 august 2006

Justin Andrei
Cercetitor stiintific | pensionar
Fost director stiintific al Institutului Geologic al Romaniei

Str. Stirbei Voda nr. 7, Buftea, jud. [lfov, cod 070000




Autorul are o experientii de 45 de ani in prospectarea geofizicii a mineralizatiilor auro-argintifere
si cuprifere din Munfii Metaliferi i Muntii Zarand, precum si in reinterpretarea informatiilor
geofizice, geochimice si geologice in scopul identificirii unor mineralizatii ca cele sus-
mentionate, in special de tip diseminat. In perioada 1972-1989 a pus in evidentd, cu ajutorul
colectivului siu de la Institutul de Geologie §i Geofizicd, zicimintele cuprifere cu continut
aurifer de tip porphyry copper: Bucium-Tarnita, Remetea-Rovina, Bolcana-Troita, Valea Morii

Nouii, Trimpoiele, Voia-Micris (Muntii Metaliferi), Talagiu (Muntii Zarand) etc.

In ultimii 6 ani se preocupd de identificarea unor mineralizatii filoniene auro-argintifere cu
continut bogat, asociate unor structuri subvulcanice incomplet cercetate sau deduse doar din date

geofizice, in extinderea proximald a ,,Patrulaterului Aurifer”.

in perioada 1990-1999 a fost directorul stiintific al Institutului de Geologie si Geofizicd (din
1994 Institutul Geologic al Romaniei). Doua dintre lucrdrile sale au primit premii ale Academiei
Roméne (1975 si 1989), iar in 2000 a fost laureat cu prestigioasa diplomd pentru contributii

remarcabile in prospectarea geofizicd in Romania, emisd de SEG din SUA.

In 2006 a elaborat una dintre cele mai valoroase lucriiri de prognoza: ,,Noi perspective de
hidrocarburi in Carpatii Orientali $i in vorlandul lor proximal” (comunicare la simpozionul

GEO-2006, 26-27 mai, Bucuresti), primitd cu mult interes de cvasi-totalitatea specialistilor in

materie.
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Translated by Angela Duplenschi

The Romanian Academy Bucharest, August 18" 2006
The President

To
Mrs. Sulfina Barbu
Minister of Environment and Waters Management

Dear Madam Minister,

I have the honour to submit to your attention an interesting document concerning a possible
alternative to the Rosia Montana Project. The document has been drawn up by a geology
expert, it is based on scientifical data and lacks any emotional note. | believe it deserves to
be thoroughly examined by your experts.

Yours Sincerely,
Acad. lonel Haiduc

Comments on the “Rosia Montana Mining Project” proposing the open cast
exploitation of the residual (mainly disseminated) gold and silver mineralization and
the processing of the mineralized rock using Na cyanide
By Justin Andrei*

Starting with the 1960s, geology experts at the Rosia Montana Mining Company have
become interested, among other things, in the exploitation of disseminated gold and silver
mineralizations. Their interest was motivated by the fact that high-grade gold and silver stock
work and vein-hosted mineralizations at Rosia Montana, exploited ever since the Roman
times, were subject to depletion. In particular the disseminated mineralization hosted by acid
volcanic rocks at Cetate open pit (hamed after the remains of an open cast Roman mining
exploitation) showed average grades of 2-3 g/t Au in the upper layers. Despite the opposition
of a junior ecologist association (especially that of Prof. Dr. Marcian Bleahu), it has been
decided that gold was to be exploited at the surface. Consequently, the Roman “castle” on
top of the massif with the same name was destroyed.

Throughout the years, Cetate pit dropped from 1,000 m to altitudes below 900 metres, while
gold grade diminished progressively. Consequently, and considering also the use of small
machinery and the economic inefficiency of predominantly state-owned mining companies,
mining activities relied heavily on state aid for survival.

Overall presentation
Starting with 1995, the private company Gabriel Resources became actively involved in the

prospecting activities of gold-silver mineralization carried out at Rosia Montana (especially in
the Carnic and Tarina-Orlea mining areas). S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation

! The Romanian Geological Institute (retired researcher)
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(R.M.G.C.) was created as a joint venture between Gabriel Resources and SC Minvest S.A.
(the company that operates mining activities at the Cetate open pit). The company, whose
main shareholder (80 %) is Gabriel Resources, plans to mine residual gold-silver
mineralization (mostly impregnation type) at four open pits: Carnic, Cetate, Orlea and Jig,
and to process approximately 215,000,000 tons of mineralized rocks using cyanide leach.
The implementation of the project will result in:

e The complete destruction of the ancient underground mining works at Rosia
Montana, that have been preserved until the present day despite nineteen centuries
of historic mining, dating back to the Roman period. Their exceptional preservation is
due to the advanced silicification of the rocks that host the gold and silver
mineralization (in particular dacite and vent breccia). In Europe, along with the
Cornwall Peninsula located in the south-west of England, Rosia Montana and, to a
lesser degree, other mining exploitations in the Golden Quadrilateral within the
Metaliferi Mountains, contains ancient remains that should entirely be passed over to
the next generations. The fact that there is no law to protect the remains is entirely
the fault of the Romanian politicians from all parties and of the Romanian civil society.

e demolition of houses, resettlement of the inhabitants and relocation of graveyards
(half of the entire population in Rosia Montana and complete relocation of the
inhabitants in the Corna commune are to be relocated); the truth is that, as a
consequence of the blasts carried out almost every day in the adjacent galleries (in
particular at Carnic open pit), Rosia Montana “protected zone” will soon become a
heap of rubble. Due to their proximity (120-400 metres) and to the special capacity of
the silicified dacite to transmit, with minimal attenuation, the elastic energy caused by
the blasts, churches and other dilapidated historical buildings will not withstand the
vibrations and will cave in. As for the resettlement of most of the population in Rosia
Montana and Corna to a site located north-east of the Gura Rosiei village, this is
nothing but a sinister joke. The “ New Rosia Montana “ site is located on top of a hill,
at an altitude of 650-870 metres, where no houses were ever built. Considering all
these facts, my opinion is that it would be very difficult living there during stormy
winters;

e The construction of a huge tailings management facility in the Corna Valley, protected
by a dam with an ultimate height of 185 metres. The TMF will be used for storing the
tailings resulting from the grinding and processing with concentrated Na cyanide
solution of the 215 million tons of mineralized gold and silver ore that are estimated to
be mined. Rocks without ferrous sulphides are to be used only in the inferior part of
the dam (100 metres), the remaining part will be built using waste rock resulted from
the digging of the open pits. These rocks are rich in pyrite (frequently with 1-3% S).
As a result, H,SO, will form in the presence of water, generating permanent pollution
of the Corna stream and the Abrud stream (that flows through the town with the same
name).

The tailings management facility adjacent to the process plant using Na cyanide poses the
biggest threat. The technical comments on the Feasibility Study and on the Rosia Montana
Presentation, made by David Chambers (2002), the analysis of the RMGC project made by
Acad. lonel Haiduc (may 2003), as well as other similar documents have brought to light the
threats posed by the TMF, both in the operational phase and during a period which cannot
be clearly defined, after production stops and the “rehabilitation” process starts ( unless
RMGC'’s possible bankruptcy postpones sine die any such operations). Indeed, irrespective
of the method used for the detoxification of the huge quantities of Na cyanide, other
compounds will form (cyanites, metal-cyanide complexes), which can be extremely noxious if
stored in large quantities. In addition, quantities of concentrated heavy metals and arsenic
will infiltrate into the underground waters in the neighbouring areas. These processes have
not been sufficiently studied by RMGC (or if they had been, the results had not been
published) or by international mining companies operating similar exploitations.
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Environmental damages could be limited should a plastic liner be used. RMGC has assessed
this option but has rejected it, as it would limit the company’s profit.

It has been claimed that the Cretaceous bedrock on which the tailings pond will be built is
impervious enough not to allow contamination of nearby aquifers. The statement is partially
true in the case of the Soharu formation ( Upper Aptian-Lower Albian mostly lutitic and siltic
deposits), situated on the right slope of the Corna Valley. However, when it comes to the
formations located within the left slope, things are different (see the Abrud map included in
the Romania’s geological map, at a scale of 1:50 000, edited by the Geological Institute of
Romania). Indeed, on the right slope of the Corna Valley and on the Corna-Abruzel interfluve
there are Maastrichtian formations (late Cretaceous) in the form of terrigenous sandstone
schists with 80-90% sandstone (quite porous). The existing system of fractures (which have
not been subjected to any modern, geophysical survey) enhances the risk of toxic
substances infiltrating into the groundwater. This will result in the contamination of the water
table and the groundwater on an area comprising Muntar, Rodu, Bucium-Sat, Cerbu villages
and the town of Abrud.

I have noticed one last major aspect related to the Rosia Montana project, not comprised in
the dull documentation submitted by RMGC. It refers to the vertical variation of the gold ore
in the vein-hosted mineralizations (exploited in the past, now existing only in a residual form)
and associated impregnation style mineralization. The geological mining study expertly
carried out by T.P. Ghitulescu and M. Socolescu (see the annual publications of the
Geological Institute, volume XXI, 1941) shows that the vein-hosted gold and silver
mineralization, exploited since the Roman times or even earlier, tends to turn into a low-
grade ore mineralization in the deeper layers. Thus the abovementioned mineralizations are
no longer present in the layers located 30-60 metres beneath the main exploitation layer (720
metres altitude). In the same manner, gold and silver impregnation style mineralization
shows the same tendency in its deeper layers. The phenomenon is evident both in the
current Cetate open pit and in the easily accessible mining works, but especially as a result
of the drilling works carried out in the Rosia Montana area.

The facts mentioned above are evident to any experienced expert; however, the 33 volumes
of the Rosia Montana Project ( the May 2006 edition) make no explicit mention of them. What
is the reason behind this secrecy? ( | would like to be given the real reason and not a pretext,
as pretexts can be easily found).

After carefully assessing 11 out of the 33 volumes of the Rosia Montana project, | have come
to the conclusion that the gold and silver impregnation style and residual mineralization with
the highest ore grade are to be mined in the first 6 years (this is especially the case at Carnic
open pit). Operations will involve the processing of an ore stockpile with a graphically shown
capacity of 6,5 million tons, situated in the vicinity of the process plant (with a possible
extension to the north-west), as well as a ,low-grade ore deposit”. It is obvious from the
information presented that:

e deposits with the highest grade gold (an average of 2g/t Au) are to be mined almost
entirely in the first 5 -6 years of the Rosia Montana Project; in the initial stage, mining
operations and construction works for the process plant and the tailings management
facility will be carried out in parallel;

e Mineralized rocks with an average grade of 0,8 g/t Au will be stored separately, to be
mined during years 14-16 of the mining project, or maybe they will not be mined at all.

Stefan Ragalie’s study “ The economic efficiency of the Rosia Montana Project” carried out in
2003, at the National Institute for Economical Research of the Romanian Academy, Annex 1,
shows a decrease of the average grade ore of 2,0 g/t Au in the first 5 years, to an average
grade ore of 1,2 g/t Au in the following years. On the other hand, as open pits get deeper,
hauling the mineralized rocks ( subject to continuous depletion) and waste rocks, using 150-
ton haul trucks, becomes more expensive. Once mining works reach a certain level at the
Carnic open pit, as well as at other high-grade ore deposits in the Cetate and Orlea pits,
once 60-70 million tons of mineralized rocks are extracted, the whole Rosia Montana project
becomes unprofitable. | doubt that Gabriel Resources has planned to operate an unprofitable
business, starting with year 6.
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Alternatives to the project

RMGC has derisively used the phrase “Zero alternative* for the other development options of
the ancient Alburnus Maior town. Many experts have shown that there are alternatives to the
“tabula rasa project”, which will ensure genuine sustainable development for the Rosia
Montana area, the most important being cultural tourism. It is clear that such a project will
involve developing preliminary large-scale archaeological investigations, massive
investments with private, state and EU funding, but most importantly, it will involve putting an
end to the destruction of the Roman civil and(most importantly) mining archaeological
remains.

All fine and good but the closure of the Cetate open cast mine is imminent, reminding us that
“the way to Hell is paved with good intentions”. Short-time survival of Rosia Montana, an
area with a two-thousand-year mining experience, must come from an alternative mining
project, with immediate profitability, but which will cause the destruction of, at most, a few
farmers’ houses.

Therefore, | would like to submit to your attention an alternative mining project as part of the
“zero alternative”.

Bucium-Tarnita alternative mining exploitation

In 1972 the author of these lines discovered the copper-gold impregnation style
mineralization at Bucium-Tarnita. This type of mineralization, called ,porphyry copper” is
hosted by an outcropped subvolcanic andesitic microdioritic body that formed approximately
12 million years ago. The subvolcanic body intrudes low Cretaceous sedimentary formations
in a flysch facies and, near the surface, Sarmatian andesites. The complex has undergone
hydrothermal alteration, with intense argillisations and silicifications in the areas adjacent to
the intrusive bodies and potassic metasomatism with silicifications within the intrusive body.
The subvolcanic body at Bucium Tarnita has a cylindroid shape with a radius averaging 250
metres, dipping to the north.

Adits and hole drills to depths of up to 1,200 metres have been used to test the
abovementioned mineralization. In its upper parts it shows average grades of 0,31 Cu and
0,3-0,35 g/t Au; silver is also present. The low-grade gold content can be easily recovered,
as the microscopic gold grains are embedded in chalcopyrite crystals that constitute the most
important copper-bearing mineral within the deposit. Thus, gold can be almost entirely
recovered from the copper flotation concentrate. This important deposit is located within the
upper catchment area of the Izbita stream, 9 km south —east of the Rosia Montana centre.
Administratively, it is part of the Bucium commune, Alba County. The deposit is currently a
Gabriel Resources concession.

| suggest the exploitation of the upper part of the disseminated copper-gold deposit at
Bucium Tarnita. The open pit should have the following characteristics:

e the open pit bottom at an altitude of 690 metres, the average altitude of the land that
overlies the deposit :963 metres; the open pit bottom diameter-550 metres;

¢ the flotation plant should be located near the confluence of the Pietrile Valley and the
ladului Valley, the tailings management facility should be located on the Ruzii Valley,
downstream of the abovementioned confluence, the tailings dam should be situated
on the Ruzii Valley, upstream of the confluence with V. Ampoiului, near the Hatieganu
castle. The tailings deposited in the tailings management facility are not toxic, as
cyanide will not be used for ore processing.

e the mineralized ore will be transported from the open pit to the flotation plant using
heavy underground haulage trains or a surface system consisting of conveyor belts or
150-ton trucks. In the first case, Cretaceous sandstones and siltite waste rock
extracted from the transport tunnel (or tunnels) will be used for the construction of the
dam.

e Waste rock will be stored on an area corresponding to the upper catchment area of
the Poieni valley, south and east of the La Tau Massif (1105 metres altitude ).
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The Bucium Tarnita open pit can be extended at deeper levels, as the mineralized body
descends below 0 altitude, but once it gets below 690 metres altitudine gravitational
evacuation of water becomes impossible.
Taking into account the abovementioned characteristics, 136,500,000 tons of mineralized ore
will be extracted until the 690 level is reached, out of which 380,835 tons of copper and
1,046,645 ounces of fine-grained gold will be recovered.
Considering the current prices :copper 7,830 $/t (3 August2006)

Gold 644,5 $/XAU(8 August 2006),

the total will amount to $ 3,656,500,753, out of which 81,55% come from copper output and
18,45% from gold output. We should add to this the price of the extracted silver, grading
approx. 2g/t (however the recovery percentage is less than 60%).

Contrasted economic analysis of the two projects

In the following, | would like to compare the annual copper and gold output at Bucium Tarnita
open pit with the gold output obtained at Rosia Montana. | have assumed that the
mineralized ore extracted yearly at Bucium Tarnita pit is the same:13,000,000 tons.

Bucium Tarnita
Copper

Mineralized ore: 13,000,000 t x 0,0031 = 40,300 t
Recoverable metal: 40,300t x 0,9 = 36,270 t
Output : 36,270 t x 7830 $/t = $ 283,994,100

Gold

Content: 13,000,000 t x 0,3g/t = 3,900,000 g
Recoverable metal 3,900,000 g x 0,8 = 3,120,000 g-99,681 XAU
Output: 99,681 XAU x 644,5 $/XAU = $ 64,244,089

TOTAL: 283,994,100 + 64,244,089 =$ 348,188,189

Rosia Montana
Gold

Mineralized ore:13,000,000 t x 1,46 g/t = 18,980,000 g
Recoverable metal: 18,980,000 g x 0,823 = 15,620,540 g-499,059 XAU
Output: 499,059 XAU x 644,5 $/XAU=$ 321,643,388

Compared to the Bucium Tarnita deposit 321,643,388 = 92,38%
348,188,189

Considering the two stages of the mine operations (as they have been originally planned),
this elementary analysis can be broken down as follows:
e In the first 5-6 years of the project, the annual output value compared to that of
Bucium Tarnita deposit 455,062,300 = 130,69 %
348,188,189
e After year 6 of the project, the annual output value compared to that of the Bucium
Tarnita deposit 263,400,766 = 75,65 %
348,188,189
Overall, the annual output value for the Rosia Montana project represents 92,38% of the
output value obtained at Bucium Tarnita, and after year 6 the ratio decreases to 75,65%.
What is more, the Rosia Montana disseminated gold mineralization disappears below the
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altitude of approx. 680 metres (and the highest grade gold mineralization can be found at
much higher altitudes). Or, the Bucium Tarnita deposit presents huge copper, gold and silver
reserves below the altitude of 690 metres (which corresponds to the open pit bottom during
the first stage of the mining operations). Technical and economical impediments to the
continuation of the mining operations at Bucium Tarnita pit below the altitude of 690 metres
are not important as long as the copper and gold mineralized ore taken into consideration in
the present analysis remain unchanged.

Consequently, Rosia Montana Project should be abandoned not only out of major national
interests, for ecological reasons, or because it does not ensure sustainable economic
development, but also out of economic reasons.

Given the upsurge in copper prices (80 % in the last 8 months), copper mining operations at
Rosia Poieni need to be reconsidered. S.C. Minvest S.A. and the Ministry of Economy and
Commerce should take into consideration the idea of modernizing the Rosia Poieni mining
exploitation. That will probably mean that S. C. Minvest would have to enter into partnership
with a financing source. If the Rosia Poieni copper exploitation unit is kept operational in a
cost-effective manner, there will be immediate, beneficial consequences on employment in
the Abrud-Bucium-Rosia Montana-Musca area.

Finally, the author of these lines, a simple member of civil society, expresses gratitude and
admiration for those scientific and civic driving forces such as the Romanian Academy and
those few representatives of civil society such as the Formula As magazine and the
Alburnus Maior association. Following the example of our ancestors, the Dacians, they
have never laid down arms. Hopefully their exemplary actions will finally increase the
awareness of public institutions (The Presidency, the Parliament and the Government) and
will determine them to offer firm support for our genuine national interests. As for those who,
in the last ten years , have thought that everything is for sale in Romania, their opinion might
change after reading the arguments presented in the final part of the present study. They
might find out that it is in their best economic interests to abandon the Rosia Montana
Project.

| reiterate the hope that the Romanian politicians will unanimously pass an urgent piece of
legislation destined to ban the Rosia Montana project or any other similar activities that are
likely to affect our historical remains, the environment and our future economic
development.

August 12th, 2006

Justin Andrei,
Retired Scientific Researcher |
Former Scientific Director of the Romanian Geological Institute

7 Stirbei Voda Street, Buftea, lIfov County, postal code 070000

The author has a 45-year long experience in geophysical prospecting of gold, silver and
copper mineralizations in the Metaliferi and Zarandului Mountains, as well as in reinterpreting
geophysical, geochemical and geological information with the aim of identifying
mineralizations as mentioned above, especially disseminated mineralizations. Between
1972-1989, with the help of the research team at the Geology and Geophysics Institute and
of other experts, he outlined the following copper-gold porphyry style deposits: Bucium-
Tarnita, Remetea-Rovina, Bolcana-Troita, Valea Morii Noua, Trampoiele, Voia-Macris (The
Metaliferi Mountains), Talagiu (the Zarand Mountains) etc.

In the past 6 years he has devoted himself to the identification of vein-hosted high-grade
gold and silver mineralizations, associated with subvolcanic structures insufficiently surveyed
or inferred from geophysical data only, situated in the proximity of the , Golden
Quadrilateral”.
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Between 1990-1999 he was the Scientifical Director of the Geology and Geophysics Institute
(since 1994 The Romanian Geological Institute). Two of his works have won him the awards
of the Romanian Academy (in 1975 and 1989), and in 2000 he has been honoured for his
outstanding contribution to the Romanian geophysical exploration by the Society of
Exploration Geophysicists, based in the USA.

In 2006 he has elaborated one of the most valuable prognosis works ,, New possibilities of
hydrocarbon reserves in the Eastern Carpathians and in their foreland”( paper presented at
the GEO 2006 Symposium, 26-27 May 2006), appreciated by the quasi-totality of the experts
in the field.
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RASPUNS REFERITOR LA CONTESTATIA

Observatii privind ,,Proiectul Rogia Montana” de exploatare in cariere
a mineralizafiei auro-argentifere reziduale (in principal diseminate)
si de procesare a masei mineralizate cu ajutorul cianurii de Na

de
JUSTIN ANDREI
(12 august 2006)

Pentru informatii de sinteza asupra istoricului cercetarilor i al principalelor descoperiri
legate de galeriile istorice de la Rosia Montana, precum si pentru a cunoaste concluziile
specialistilor, Tn aceasta chestiune, dar si evaluarile facute pentru realizarea unui traseu turistic
dedicat structurilor miniere istorice din masivul Carnic va rugam sa consultati anexele intitulate
.informafii cu privire la patrimoniul cultural al Rogiei Montane i gestionarea acestuia” i
,Evaluarea costurilor lucrérilor de amenajare a refelelor miniere istorice din masivul Carnic”.

Privitor strict la afirmatia dumneavoastra din contestatie va putem spune ca, principalele
documente legislative aplicabile in ceea ce priveste protectia patrimoniului cultural din Roméania
sunt:

. OG 43/2000 privind protejarea patrimoniului arheologic gi declararea unor situri de
interes national, cu modificarile ulterioare;

. Legea nr. 182 / 2000 privind protejarea bunurilor mobile de patrimoniu cultural national;
. Legea nr. 422/2001 privind protejarea monumentelor istorice, cu modificarile ulterioare;

o Legea nr. 5/2000, publicata in Monitorul Oficial nr. 152 din 2000, privind aprobarea
Planului de Amenajare a Teritoriului National (PATN) si lista zonelor naturale si a celor
cu valori de patrimoniu de interes national,

. Legea nr. 311/20083 referitoare la muzee si colectii;
o Reglementarile privind Planul de Urbanism General (PUG) nr. 525/1996.

o Ordinul Ministrului Culturii si Cultelor OMCC 2682/2003 privind aprobarea Normelor
metodologice de clasare si evidentd a monumentelor istorice, a Listei monumentelor
istorice, a Figei analitice de evidentda a monumentelor istorice si a Figei minimale de
evidenta a monumentelor istorice, cu modificarile si completarile ulterioare, cu
modificarile si completarile ulterioare, respectiv Ordinul Ministrului Culturii si Cultelor
2807/2003 cu privire la Normele metodologice de clasare si evidenta a monumentelor
istorice

° Ordinul Ministrului Culturii si Cultelor OMCC nr. 2392/2004 privind standardele si
procedurile Tn arheologie.

Cercetarile arheologice la Rosia Montana au demarat in anul 2000 prin participarea
colectivelor de arheologi de la Muzeul National al Unirii Alba lulia gi de la Centrul de Proiectare
pentru Patrimoniul Cultural National Bucuresti (devenit din anul 2002 Institutul National al
Monumentelor Istorice). Incepand cu anul 2001 a fost instituit Programul National de Cercetare
“Alburnus Maior” prin Ordinul Ministrului Culturii nr. 2504 din 07.03.2001.

Cercetarile arheologice preventive sunt coordonate stiintific de catre Muzeul National de
1



Istorie a Romaniei. Cercetarile derulate in fiecare campanie arheologica sunt autorizate de catre
Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor (MCC) in baza planului anual de cercetare arheologica aprobat de
catre Comisia Nationald de Arheologie, desfagurandu-se in baza autorizatiilor de sapatura
arheologica preventiva emise de MCC. Programul, s-a desfasurat conform prevederilor legale cu
sprijinul financiar al S.C. Rogia Montana Gold Corporation S.A., adica al companiei miniere care
intentioneaza sa extinda si sa continue exploatarea de suprafata a zacamantului auro-argentifer
de la Rosia Montana. Astfel, s-au desfasurat si sunt in curs de derulare ample cercetari
arheologice preventive Tn zona de impact a proiectului minier Rosia Montana avand ca scop
cunoasterea caracteristicilor si distributiei elementelor de patrimoniu arheologic. In functie de
rezultatele acestor cercetari s-a aplicat procedura de descarcare de sarcina arheologica a unor
perimetre aflate in zona de interventie a investitorului sau au fost luate deciziile de conservare in
situ a unor structuri si monumente reprezentative, respectiv de continuare a cercetarilor, n
conformitate cu prevederile legale.

Astfel, se are in vedere crearea unui Muzeu modern al Mineritului cu expoziti de
geologie, arheologie, patrimoniu industrial si etnografic, precum si amenajarea accesului turistic
n galeria Catalina-Monulesti si la monumentul de la Tau Gauri, cat si conservarea si restaurarea
celor 41 de cladiri monument istoric gi a zonei protejate Centru Istoric Rosia Montana.

Intr-o alta ordine de idei, ca parte a procesului de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului
(EIM), au fost realizate estimari preliminare cumulative pentru utilajele motorizate stationare si
pentru sursele liniare (vehicule), in vederea obtinerii unei imagini initiale privind impactul
cumulativ datorat zgomotului i vibratiilor generate de surse ambientale sau aferente Proiectului
Rosia Montana, si a elabora o strategie a activitatilor de monitorizare si masurare, impreuna cu
selectarea celor mai bune tehnici disponibile si a celor mai bune practici de management pentru
atenuarea suplimentara a impactului sonor si vibrational potential datorat activitatilor din cadrul
Proiectului. Aceste estimari preliminare se aplica majoritatii activitatilor de constructie, precum si
activitatilor de exploatare si de dezafectare/inchidere a minei si uzinei de procesare. Aceste
estimari sunt documentate sub forma unor tabele de date si harti cu izoplete pentru principalele
activitati generatoare de zgomot in anumiti ani reprezentativi din ciclul de executie a Proiectului;
a se vedea Tabelele 4.3.8 pana la 4.3.16 Plansele 4.3.1 pana la 4.3.9. Toate aceste detalii
legate de metodologia de evaluare aplicata, datele de input ale modelului de
dispersie,rezultatele modelarii si masurile de prevenire/minimizare/eliminare a impactului
potential pe toate etapele proiectului (constructie, operare,inchidere) se gasesc in capitolul 4
sectiunea 4.3 Zgomot si Vibratii a raportului EIM.

Prin folosirea unor tehnologii moderne, masuri si actiuni adecvate, vibratile (sau
cutremurele) rezultate in urma exploziilor din cariere vor fi pastrate in anumite limite astfel Tncat
sa se asigure protectia constructiilor si a celorlalte monumente istorice existente in zona si care
sunt propuse spre conservare

S.C. Ipromin S.A. a elaborat un studiu denumit “Studiu geomecanic pentru determinarea
efectelor lucrarilor de derocare asupra constructiilor din zona protejata” in vederea analizarii
efectelor tehnologiilor de excavare care se vor aplica in perimetrul minier Rosia Montana si n
vederea identificarii solutiilor tehnologice prin care sa se asigure protectia constructiilor existente
in zona protejatd sau a altor constructii cu valoare de patrimoniu prin urmare si a bisericilor din
zoha respectiva.

Pentru ca efectele produse de exploziile de derocare sa nu determine degradarea sau
deteriorarea constructiilor din zona protejata, s-a adoptat conditia ca viteza maxima de oscilatie
masurata langa obiectivul de protejat sa fie de maxim 0,2 cm/s.

Aceste viteze teoretic trebuie sa asigure integritatea celor mai sensibile si mai uzate
constructii de patrimoniu existente la Rosia Montana.

Deoarece in Romania la momentul redactarii SIM, nu exista un normativ specific care sa
reglementeze protectia constructiilor la efectul seismic al exploziilor de derocare, aceasta
valoare a fost adoptata prin consultarea normativelor de specialitate din tari cu traditie in acest
domeniu si corespunde exigentelor normativului DIN 4150/83 din Germania - cel mai exigent
normativ european (tabelul nr. 1).



Valori limita ale vitezei de oscilatie (mm/s) conform DIN 4150/83:

Tabel nr. 6
. - Viteza (mm/s)
Tip de cladire <10 Hz 10-50 Hz 50-100 Hz
Sedii si cladiri de fabrici 20 20-40 40-50
Cladiri rezidentiale 5 5-15 15-20
Monumente istorice 3 3-8 8-10

Se observa ca valoarea de 3 mm/s este viteza maxima admisad pentru protectia
monumentelor istorice.

Atunci cand aprinderea secventiala este temporizatd adecvat, sunt detonate simultan
numai mici cantitati de explozibil. Utilizarea secventelor de puscare controlate cu sistemul de
temporizare Nonel permite producerea unor explozii mici multiple, care actioneaza insa ca o
singura incarcatura, fara generarea unei deplasari de material in afara zonei puscate mai mare
decét aria de actiune a fiecarei explozii individuale.

Temporizarile de ordinul milisecundelor actioneaza eficient deoarece deplasarile rocii in
afara ariei de influenta a unei singure gauri este de aproximativ 3 milisecunde pe metru. Ca
exemplu, daca doua randuri de gauri de puscare sunt perforate la un interval de 8 metri, al
doilea sir de gauri va exploda la aproximativ 24 milisecunde dupa detonarea primului sir. Astfel
momentul detonarii celui de-al doilea sir de gauri poate fi stabilit astfel Tncat sa maximizeze
eficienta de rupere a rocii.

Atunci cand puscdrile miniere sunt executate corespunzdtor, un observator extern va
putea vedea ridicarea gi coborarea terenului in mod asemanator cu frontul unei unde, ca gi cum
cineva ar transmite o oscilafie lind intr-un covor agezat pe podea. Pe masurd ce unda se
deplaseazd, serii de explozii multiple de intensitati mici vor propaga unda de sfaramare a rocilor.

O descriere detaliata a tehnologie de derocare propuse a fost atasata in anexa 7 a
formularului privind raspunsurile la observatiile publicului interesat sa poata fi consultatd pe
pagina de web a companiei www. rmgc.ro.

Ridicarea noi localitati Piatra Alba este programata sa inceapa in vara anului 2007, data
exacta depinzand de aprobarile pe care trebuie sa le dea autoritatile locale din Rosia Montana.
Pe masura ce numarul va creste intrucat avanseaza constructiile, 30 de familii si-au manifestat
dorinta de a se muta in Piatra Alba (15 au semnat deja contractele in forma finala), se va face o
combinatie de dotari moderne (inclusiv o gcoala noua, dispensar, magazine, primarie, si facilitati
de recreere) si arhitectura traditionala.

Revenind la spectrul tehnic, industrial, mentionam ca inca din etapa de proiectare, Proiectul
Rosia Montana a fost gandit sa se conformeze celor mai bune tehnologii disponibile (BAT) —
vezi documentul BREF, legislatiei romane si directivelor europene. Proiectul Rosia Montana fost
gandit in vederea conformarii noii directive privind depozitarea deseurilor din industria extractiva
(Directiva Mine Waste din 1 aprilie 2006). Totodatda RMGC este prima companie miniera
europeana semnatara a Codului International de Management al Cianurii, vezi
www.cyanidecode.org.

Nu este nicio legatura intre cantitatea de minereu extras ih scop comercial si rocile
utilizate pentru constructia barajului Corna sau inchidere la sfarsitul proiectului. Barajul iazului
de decantare (TMF) / barajul Corna va fi construit potrivit unui proiect tehnic foarte specific.
Planul ,lazului de decantare” Planul F al EIM descrie faptul ca barajul va fi construit la partea
exterioara din roci de umplutura, roca sfardmata in zonele de filtrare si scurgere si un miez
format din sol cu permeabilitate redusa. Rocile de umplutura folosite in constructia barajului vor
fi obtinute fie din cariera aflata pe amplasament fie din haldele de steril (roci nemineralizate)
rezultate din activitatile de extractie.

Mai exact, pentru imbracamintea barajului initial, materialul de umplutura va fi extras din
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cariera Sulei. naltarile ulterioare vor fi construite cu material de umplutura obtinut din activitatile
miniere. Roca sfaramata pentru zonele de scurgere si filtrare se vor obtine din cariera La Paraul
Porcului. Miezul de sol de permeabilitate redusa al barajului se va obtine din stratul gros de
coluvii de pe pantele bazinului de acumulare a sterilului de prelucrare.

Utilizarea rocii ,sterile” in constructia Tnaltarilor barajului serveste dou& scopuri. in primul
rand permite stocarea rocilor sterile, reducand la minim numarul de halde de steril in plus. In al
doilea rénd, ofera material de structura pentru constructia iazului de decantare fara a extinde

zonele de imprumut existente sau crea altele noi.

in tabelul de mai jos sunt prezentate cantitatile de roci sterile ce vor rezulta in fiecare an
de existenta a minei gi sunt indicate locurile in care vor fi depozitate aceste materiale.

Destinatia materialelor
Concasor n n n .
el sau Halda | Constr. | Depozit | Depozit cariers | cariers | cariers In cariera Total

halda Cetate iaz Cetate | Carnic camic | Orlea Jig Mausoleu | material

conc. ktone ktone ktone ktone Kt ktone ktone

ktone one ktone ktone

Preproductie 420 312 343 1075
1 11342 7807 4812 9125 2914 36000
2 13014 8561 4147 4515 6263 36500
3 13320 3751 3196 8287 7946 36500
4 13190 3251 6449 1349 12261 36500
5 13300 4015 18685 36000
6 13515 1538 3895 17052 36000
7 14248 2877 18875 36000
8 13990 2150 19860 36000
9 14881 2838 11 14664 3606 36000
10 15413 2530 15057 33000
11 15317 2125 15558 33000
12 13712 5622 12330 1936 33600
13 14212 2299 15111 1614 33236
14 5796 4885 1739 12420
15 2941
16 2941
185671 29235 53707 23287 118863 34221 15850 13944 1939 471831

Cianura folosita Tn etapa de procesare v-a fi manipulata/stocata in concordanta cu standardele
UE si prevederile Codului International de Management al Cianurii (ICMC-
www.cyanidecode.org), si pastrata in sigurantd pe amplasamentul uzinei de procesare, pentru a
preveni orice scurgeri potentiale. Cianura si compugii acesteia vor fi supusi detoxificarii prin
procedeul INCO(DETOX) considerat Cea Mai Buna Tehnica Disponibila (BAT- best available
technique), conform documentul BREF, iar sterilele de procesare vor fi deversate in iazul de
decantare conform Directivei UE 2006/21/CE privind managementul deseurilor din industria
miniera.

Capitolul 5 al raportului de studiu EIM (Evaluarea Alternativelor) ofera o examinare
exhaustiva a optiunilor disponibile pentru extragerea aurului si argintului din minereu. Tabelul
5.15 enumera si clasifica reactivii care ar putea fi luati in considerare pentru folosire in locul
cianurii. Acest tabel clasifica, de asemenea, reactivii dupa criterii economice, tehnice si de
mediu, iar cianura este clar preferata ca optiune. Aceasta parte a raportului concluzioneaza
astfel: Clasificarea prezentata indica faptul c&, in ciuda faptului cd cianura nu este un reactiv
ideal pentru extragerea aurului, este mai buna in mod considerabil decéat orice alta alternativa,
conform criteriilor celei mai bune tehnologii disponibile.

Sectiunea 4.3 intitulata ,Agenti de lesiere alternativi” din Capitolul 5 (Alternative) al EIM
include o evaluare a alternativelor la folosirea cianurii, din perspectiva protectiei mediului si dintr-
0 perspectiva economica, de aplicabilitate in cadrul procesului de preparare . S-a ajuns la
concluzia ca utilizarea cianurii reprezinta Cea mai buna Tehnica Disponibila (BAT) fin
conformitate cu definitia acceptata in uniunea Europeana.
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Raportul la studiul EIM prezinta masurile de minimizare care vor fi adoptate asa incat
prevederile legislative privind protectia mediului sa fie respectate in totalitate. Factorii cei mai
importanti sunt legati de producerea, transportul si utilizarea cianurii in conformitate cu Codul
deja mentionat precum si cei legati de utilizarea, in uzina de procesare, a unei instalati DETOX
de tratare, care sa reduca concentratia de cianura din tulbureala de steril evacuata in iazul de
decantare astfel incat aceasta sa fie mai mica decat concentratia considerata a fi toxica pentru
oameni si pasari (mai putin de 10 parti pe milion).

lazul de decantare (TMF) al proiectului Rosia Montana respecta pe deplin standardele
internationale si recomandarile citate in Documentul de Referinta cu privire la Cele mai bune
Tehnici Disponibile pentru Managementul Sterilelor si a Rocii sterile in cadrul Activitatilor Miniere
ce asigura reducerea la minim a oricarui impact potential generat de catre iazul de decantare.

In acest sens iazul de decantare va fi construit din anrocamente, va avea un miez
impermeabil si este proiectat sa reziste unor cutremure majore de 8 grade pe scara Richter,
precum si sa inmagazineze 2 precipitati maxime probabile consecutive. In aval de barajul
Principal se va construi un baraj secundar, ce va avea rolul de a colecta apele de exfiltratie, ape
ce vor fi repompate in iazul de decantare.

In ceea ce privegte concentratile de cianura care vor ajunge in iazul de decantare,
acestea vor fi neutralizate in 1 — 3 ani. Procesul de neutralizare si minimizare pana la
concentratii care sunt mai mici decéat cele emise in fumul de tigara este un proces continuu.
Concentratiile de cianura trebuie sa se inscrie in standardele impuse de Uniunea Europeana si
care sunt de 5 ori mai mici decat in Canada, SUA, Australia. Aceleasi procedee tehnologice sunt
folosite in peste 400 mine din Tntreaga lume.

In concluzie, un procent semnificativ din cantitatea initiala de cianura depozitata in iazul
de decantare, este reciclat in uzina de procesare, impreuna cu apa recuperata, iar restul este
supus procesului de descompunere naturala (de ex. activitatea bacteriilor), care continua sa
reduca concentratia cianurii din iazul de decantare. Aceste fenomene naturale nu pot fi
cuantificate de la inceput; dar RMGC se angajeaza sa respecte regulamentele din Romania, cel
mai relevant in acest domeniu fiind NTPAOOL1. NTPAOO1 impune o limita de 0,1 ppm a Cianurii
Totale pentru deversarea apei din iazul de decantare. Timpul cel mai indelungat prevazut pentru
detoxificare este asociat cianurii ingropate in steril; dar esential este ca aceasta cianura va
raméane in iazul de decantare pana ce este detoxificata si ca nu este eliberata Tn mediu.

In ceea ce priveste toxicitatea al sterilelor (generate n urma procesului de prepare) care
contin compusi ai cianurii, merita observat ca proiectul Rogia Montana a fost astfel proiectat si
dezvoltat incéat sa recicleze la maxim cianura utilizata in cadrul procesului pe cat de mult este
posibil din punct de vedere al fezabilitatii tehnice si, Tn plus, include o etapa de distrugere a
cianurii (DETOX) ce va aduce concentratia cianurii CNwap la 0 valoare sub 10 ppm. Acest nivel
al cianurii este stabilit de catre Directiva europeana asupra sterilelor miniere (2006/21/EC). Mai
mult, iazul de decantare (TMF) al proiectului Rosia Montana respecta pe deplin standardele si
recomandarile citate Tn Documentul de Referinta cu privire la Cele mai bune Tehnici Disponibile
pentru Managementul Sterilelor si a Rocii sterile n cadrul Activitatilor Miniere(BREF') ce
asigura reducerea la minim a oricarui impact potential generat de catre iazul de decantare

Metodologia utilizata tn EIM pentru estimarea timpului a fost conservatoare. Ea supraestimeaza
perioada de timp necesara pentru ca apele de mina sa ajunga la o calitate mai buna astfel incat
sa poata fi supuse unei epurari semi-pasive in lagunele proiectate in zona din aval de barajul
Cetate si in final sa atinga o calitate acceptabila pentru a fi evacuate in mediu fara a mai
necesita epurare. Cu toate acestea, in EIM s-a mentinut abordarea conservatoare si anume ca
va fi necesara epurarea in continuare.

Pentru a intelege mai bine potentialul de a genera ape de mina, in 2004 RMGC a
demarat un program de cercetari pentru evaluarea potentialul rocii sterile de a genera ape acide
de mina. RMGC va finanta programe de cercetare si pentru viitoarele procese tehnologice din

! Best Available Techniques for Management of Tailings and Waste-Rock in Mining Activities. EUROPEAN COMMISSION,

DIRECTORATE-GENERAL JRC JOINT RESEARCH CENTRE, Institute for Prospective Technological Studies, Technologies for
Sustainable Development, European IPPC Bureau, Final Report, July 2004 (http://eippcb.jrc.es/pages/FActivities.htm)
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sistemele de epurare semi-pasiva/ pasiva. In faza de exploatare a proiectului, RMGC va construi
lagune de epurare semi-pasiva In vederea testarii si optimizarii proceselor de epurare semi-
pasiva menite sa realizeze criteriile stabilite de conformare la valorile limitd pentru evacuare din
NTPA 001/02 in faza de post-inchidere.

Va fi instalatd si o statie de epurare conventionald de rezerva in cazul in care prin
sistemul pasiv nu se vor putea respecta limitele de evacuare. Monitorizarea efluentilor ca
continua atata timp cat va fi necesara epurarea apelor, pentru a se asigura respectarea
standardelor de evacuare.

Tnca din etapa de proiectare, Proiectul Rosia Montana a fost gandit sa se conformeze
celor mai bune tehnologii disponibile (BAT) — vezi documentul BREF, legislatiei romane si
directivelor europene. Proiectul Rosia Montana fost gandit in vederea conformarii noii directive
privind depozitarea deseurilor din industria extractiva (Directiva 2006/21/CE). Totodata RMGC
este prima companie miniera europeana semnatara a Codului International de Management al
Cianurii, vezi www.cyanidecode.orqg.

Cea mai mare parte a cianurii va fi recuperata in uzina dupa cum este ilustrat in Plansa
4.1.15 si prezentat in Sectiunea 2.3.3, Capitolul 4.1 Apa, din Raportul EIM. Ins& o cantitate
reziduald va ramane in steril. Sterilele detoxifiate reprezintad singura sursa a Proiectului de apa
reziduala de proces. Concentratiile cianurii reziduale din tulbureala de steril tratata vor trebui sa
se conformeze Directivei UE privind deseurile miniere care stipuleaza o valoare maxima de 10
mg/l CNwap (weak acid disoaciabile - cianuri ugor eliberabile). Cianura va fi prezenta ca potential
poluant al apelor de suprafatd pe amplasament numai in faza de exploatare si in primii un an
sau doi dupa inchidere. Modelarea concentratiilor previzibile din iazul de decantare a aratat ca
tulbureala de steril tratata este de asteptat sa contina 2 — 7 mg/l cianuri totale. Prin degradarea
ulterioara, concentratiile se vor reduce pana la valori sub cele din standardele pentru ape de
suprafata (0,1 mg/l) in termen de 1-3 ani de la inchidere. Un efect colateral acestei tratari este si
ndepartarea multora dintre metalele care ar putea aparea in fluxul apelor uzate tehnologice.
Evaluarea compozitiei chimice probabile a levigatului de steril, pe baza testelor efectuate, este
sintetizata in Tabelul 4.1-18 (Sectiunea 4.3.), Capitolul 4.1 Apa din raportul EIM. Schita de ma
jos ilustreaza complexitatea proceselor de descompunere/degradare prin care trece CN dupa
descarcare in iaz.

Dupa decantare, apa este recirculata in proces; in iaz, pe toata perioada stationarii, au
loc procese: de degradare/descompunere naturala a cianurilor, de hidroliza, volatilizare,
fotooxidare, biooxidare, complexare/ decomplexare, adsorbtie pe precipitate, dilutie datorita
precipitatiilor etc.

Conform datelor obtinute pe perioada de operare in diferite mine, se evidentiaza eficiente
variabile de reducere a cianurilor (de la 23-38% la 57-76% pentru cianuri totale, respectiv de la
21-42% la 71-80% pentru cianuri usor eliberabile- WAD), functie de anotimp (temperatura).

Tn medie, s-a luat in considerare o reducere de cca. 50% a concentratiei de CN; in iaz pe
perioada operarii. Conform modelarii procesului de degradare/descompunere, dupa incetarea
functionarii este posibila o reducere in primii trei ani, chiar pana la 0,1 mg CNy!I.
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Cea mai mare parte (90%) din cantitatea de cianuri degradatda (media de 50%) se
realizeaza prin hidroliza/volatilizare sub forma de acid cianhidric. Modelarea matematica a
concentratiei de acid cianhidric n zona iazului de decantare a condus la o concentratie maxima
orars de 382 pg/m? fatd de 5000 ug/m?, concentratie limita in emisii impusa prin Ord. 462 al
MMGA.

In ceea ce privegte concentratile de cianura care vor ajunge in iazul de decantare,
acestea vor fi neutralizate in 1 — 3 ani. Procesul de neutralizare si minimizare pana la
concentratii care sunt mai mici decéat cele emise in fumul de tigara este un proces continuu.
Concentratiile de cianura trebuie sa se inscrie in standardele impuse de Uniunea Europeana si
care sunt de 5 ori mai mici decat in Canada, SUA, Australia. Aceleasi procedee tehnologice sunt
folosite in peste 400 mine din Tntreaga lume.

In concluzie, un procent semnificativ din cantitatea initiald de cianura depozitata in iazul
de decantare, este reciclat in uzina de procesare, impreuna cu apa recuperata, iar restul este
supus procesului de descompunere naturala (de ex. activitatea bacteriilor), care continua sa
reduca concentratia cianurii din iazul de decantare. Aceste fenomene naturale nu pot fi
cuantificate de la inceput; dar RMGC se angajeaza sa respecte regulamentele din Romania, cel
mai relevant in acest domeniu fiind NTPAOO1. NTPAOO1 impune o limita de 0,1 ppm a Cianurii
Totale pentru deversarea apei din iazul de decantare. Timpul cel mai indelungat prevazut pentru
detoxificare este asociat cianurii ingropate in steril; dar esential este ca aceasta cianura va
ramane in iazul de decantare pana ce este detoxificata si ca nu este eliberata in mediu.

Raportul la studiul EIM prezinta masurile de minimizare care vor fi adoptate asa incat
prevederile legislative privind protectia mediului sa fie respectate in totalitate. Factorii cei mai
importanti sunt legati de producerea, transportul si utilizarea cianurii in conformitate cu Codul
deja mentionat precum si cei legati de utilizarea, in uzina de procesare, a unei instalatii DETOX
de tratare, care sa reduca concentratia de cianura din tulbureala de steril evacuata in iazul de
decantare astfel incat aceasta sa fie mai mica decat concentratia considerata a fi toxica pentru
oameni si pasari (mai putin de 10 parti pe milion).

lazul de decantare (TMF) al proiectului Rosia Montana respecta pe deplin standardele



internationale si recomandarile citate in Documentul de Referinta cu privire la Cele mai bune
Tehnici Disponibile pentru Managementul Sterilelor si a Rocii sterile in cadrul Activitatilor
Miniere ce asigura reducerea la minim a oricarui impact potential generat de cétre iazul de
decantare.

In acest sens iazul de decantare va fi construit din anrocamente, va avea un miez impermeabil
si este proiectat sa reziste unor cutremure majore de 8 grade pe scara Richter, precum si sa
inmagazineze 2 precipitatii maxime probabile consecutive. In aval de barajul Principal se va
construi un baraj secundar, ce va avea rolul de a colecta apele de exfiltratie, ape ce vor fi
repompate in iazul de decantare.

in legislatia aplicabild din Romania si din UE existd mai multe prevederi referitoare la
sectorul minier care stipuleaza foarte clar responsabilitatile privind monitorizarea dupa inchidere,
care revin titularului / operatorului, respectiv Rosia Montana Gold Corporation.

Prevederile Legii minelor 85/2003 in privinta celor de mai sus sunt umatoarele:

CAPITOLUL IV DREPTURI $I OBLIGATII ALE TITULARULUI, ART. 39 — (1) Titularul
licentei/ autorizatiei re urmatoarele obligatii:

(p) sa efectueze, la incheierea concesiunii de exploatare, lucrdrile de Tingrijire si
intrefinere/ inchidere a minei/carierei, dupa caz, prevédzand inclusiv programul de monitorizare
dupa inchidere, conform planului de inchidere a activitatii.

CAPITOLUL VII INCHIDEREA MINELOR ART 53 -(1) Raspunderea pentru
monitorizarea obligatiilor rezultate in baza planului de Tnchidere a minei sau carierei revine
autoritatii competente. In cazul companiilor si societatilor nationale, aceastd monitorizare se va
face impreuna cu ministerul de resort.

(2) Tn perioade de implementare a unui plan de inchidere a minei sau carierei, titularul
trebuie s& satisfacd condifiile si cerinfele tuturor autoritgfilor legale care au aprobat planul de
inchidere.

(3) Implementarea Programului e monitorizare dupa inchidere trebuie sa fie facuta de
titular pe cheltuiala sa; in cazul companiilor gi societafilor miniere nafionale, Programul de
monitorizare dupd inchidere se va face de catre minister, prin direcfiile sale de specialitate, cu
finanfare de la bugetul de stat.

Prevederile Directivei UE privind deseurile de extractie 2006/21/CE sunt urmatoarele:

Se va stabili o perioada de monitorizare si control dupa inchiderea depozitelor de deseuri
din Categoria A, proportionald cu riscul prezentat de fiecare depozit in parte, de o maniera
similara cerintelor Directivei UE 2006/21/CEE? — Art. 12, punctul 4, ,Operatorul este responsabil
cu intrefinerea, monitorizarea, controlul si adoptarea mé&surilor corective in faza de dupa
inchidere atata timp cét va fi cerut de autoritatea competentd, findnd seama de natura si durata
riscului, Tn afard de cazul Tn care autoritatea competentd decide sa preia aceste sarcini de la
operator, dupéa inchiderea definitivd a unei instalafii de degeuri si fard a aduce atingere altor acte
normative nafionale sau comunitare care reglementeaza raspunderea defingtorului degeurilor”.

Descrierea stratigrafica a Vaii Corna, facuta de petent omite descrierea celei mai
importante unitati stratigrafice din zona si anume depozitele coluviale, care au o capacitate
scazuta de cantonare a apei si au o conductivitate hidraulici medie de 1 x 10°® cm/s.

Depozitele coluviale sunt in general prezente in vai, cu exceptia zonelor unde roca
afloreaza sau a celor in care aluviunile reprezintd materialul de suprafatd predominant (ex. pe
fundul vailor/ paraielor). Coluviul observat pe amplasamentul iazului de decantare (TMF) si al
iazului secundar de retentie (SCS) este un amestec de coluviu adevarat (0 masa de sol si roci
depozitate prin actiunea apei si/sau alunecarea in masa pe versanti) si reziduuri de roca de
baza sau sol (respectiv roca de baza complet alterata supergen sub forma de sol sau reziduuri
nelitificate). Coluviul observat avea grosimi de 3,0 pana la 10,5 m.

DIRECTIVE 2006/21/EC the management of waste from extractive industries [managementul deseurilor din industriile extractive]



Primii 10 pana la 40 de centimetri (in medie 15 cm) constau de obicei din sol vegetal
bogat in substante organice cu radacini sub care urmeaza argila prafoasa pana la praf argilos ca
matrice, cu cantitati variabile de nisip si fragmente de roci de dimensiunea pietrisului. Caracterul
argilos si granulatia fina a coluviului deriva din sisturile ce constituie roca de baza care se
extinde in intreaga zond, cu exceptia zonei intens mineralizate si a zonei de exploatare propusa.
Fragmentele de roca continute in matricea argiloasa constau de obicei din gresie i/ sau gist
argilos.

Coluviul este materialul preferat pentru perimetrul iazului de decantare a sterilelor, asa
cum s-a determinat pe baza testelor hidraulice, datorita permeabilitatii sale reduse de ordinul a 1
x 10° cm/s. Aceastd permeabilitate reduséa este rezultatul continutului argilos cu granulatie fina
al materialului. De asemenea, acest material argilos va fi compactat pentru a-i reduce si mai
mult gradul de permeabilitate, iar in zonele in care acest strat este mai subtire, se va aduce
coluviu de pe viitorul amplasament al uzinei de procesare gi va fi compactat pe amplasamentul
iazului pentru a mari grosimea stratului impermeabil.

Un program extensiv de foraje si testari incluzand puturi geotehnice s-a desfagurat in perioada
2000 - 2006.

Forajele au fost in special executate pentru a testa discontinuitatile asociate cu foliatia gi
sistozitatea sau alte discontinuitati in lungul axului vaii Corna. Acesta este primul principiu de
baza a unei investigatii geotehnice. Rezultatele testelor indicd o zona cu o conductivitate
hidraulicd de 10° cm/s. Aceasta inseamna ca sisturile si celelalte zone au o permeabilitate
scazuta, cu conductivitate hidraulica similara cu a celorlalte roci de baza. Toate faliile au
deschideri mici, fara dilatatii semnificative si nu creeaza discontinuitati mari.

In ceea ce priveste investigarea prin metode geofizice a sistemelor de fracturi mentionam
ca in anul 2000 a fost intocmit un studiu de aeromagnetometrie, care a cuprins si valea Corna,
studiu in baza caruia au fost trasate o serie de structuri si fracturi, care ulterior au fost
investigate si prin foraje geotehnice. Forajele geotehnice nu au confirmat amploarea presupusa
a structurilor delimitate geofizic.

Compania RMGC a desfasurat cel mai extins si mai detaliat program de explorare care
s-a realizat vreodata la un proiect minier din Romania, si putem spune ca acest zacamant se
cunoaste Tn cel mai mic detaliu.

Astfel, Tn urma activitatii de explorare intreprinse de compania RMGC in perioada 1997 —
2006, a fost pusa n evidenta o rezerva de 215 milioane t de minereu cu un continut mediu de
1,469/t aur si 6,9 g/t argint gi un continut total de 314,11 t Au i 1480,36 t Ag in situ.

Calculul de rezerve intocmit de compania noastra pentru zacamantul Rogia Montana se
bazeaza pe un program foarte elaborat de cercetare in urma caruia s-au prelevat 191.320 de
probe din foraje, retele subterane si de la suprafata.

Fiecare metru probat a fost analizat pentru aur gi argint. Baza de date, care contine
peste 400 000 de analize, a fost verificata de experti independenti, atat din Roméania cét si din
strainatate. Dintre companiile roméanesti amintim Ipromin SA care a efectuat trei studii de
fezabilitate pentru proiectul Rogia Montana. Aceste studii de fezabilitate includ si calcule de
resurse si rezerve gi, practic, atat ei cat si auditorii externi au confirmat rezultatele pe care
RMGC SA le-a pus in evidenta. Aceste calculele de resurse si rezerve au fost Tnaintate catre
Agentia Nationala de Resurse Minerale in vederea verificarii si omologarii acestora.

Atat resursele cat si rezervele au fost confirmate independent in concordanta cu Legea
minelor 85/2003, codurile UE (Codul de raportare a mineralelor, 2002) si Legile internationale
(NI 43-101). Aceste rezultate au fost verificate si auditate independent asa cum este cerut de
toate aceste legi.

Rezultatele obtinute in urma acestor foraje indica faptul ca in adancime continuturile de
aur si argint sunt mai scazute, dar acestea nu dispar. Acest fapt este confirmat de forajele
subterane executate de la orizontul principal de transport +714m, care au interceptat
mineralizatii auro-argentifere si sub acest orizont. Carierele proiectate din Cetate si Carnic vor
avea talpa carierei la aproximativ 680 m si respectiv 660 m, incadrandu-se in intervalul de



adancime mentionat de petent. Studiile de fezabilitate Tntocmite au dovedit rentabilitatea
economica a exploatarii mineralizatiilor pana la cotele indicate mai sus.

Strategia de dezvoltare a proiectului Rosia Montana prevede prelucrarea (si nu
extragerea aga cum se afirma de catre petent) minereurilor cu continuturi mai bogate in primii 6
ani de exploatare si depozitarea minereurilor mai sarace intr-o halda de minereu sarac, in
vederea prelucrarii acesteia la sfargitul perioadei de exploatare (anul 14).

Procesarea minereului sarac este profitabila si inseamna un plus de cca 20,4t de aur si
142t de argint.

Halda de minereu sarac care se va constitui la Rosia Montana are o cantitate totala de
29 milioane tone de material cu un continut mediu de 0,99/t Au si 59/t Ag si va cuprinde o parte
din materialul ce se va excava in primii 6 ani Tn carierele Cetate si Carnic. Aceasta cantitate
reprezinta aproximativ 9% din cantitatea totala de minereu extras si procesat.

Depozitarea in halde a minereului si mai clar, a minereului sarac (Rezerve de minereu
prin definitie inseamna ca trebuie sa fie rentabile pentru exploatare gi procesare aga cum se
arata in detaliu Tn “Codul UE pentru raportarea resurselor minerale si rezervelor”, Octombrie
2002) constituie o practicd obisnuitd deoarece aduce un nivel ridicat de optimizare a
zacamantului: prin procesarea unui material cu continut mai bogat in primii ani ai unei exploatari
miniere gi depozitarea minereului mai sarac se obtine o cantitate mai mare de aur (si argint) si
astfel se obtin venituri mai mari, iar imprumuturile bancare pot fi rambursate mai repede si se
reduce astfel cuantumul dobanzilor ce trebuie platite.

Dobéanzi mai putine de platit inseamna ca operatiunea poate genera profituri din operare
mai rapid $i cu costuri financiare mai mici, consecinta fiind o cantitate mai mare de minereu gi
minereu sarac exploatat. Acest fapt are ca rezultat o durata de viatd mai lunga a exploatarii,
inseamna mai multe redevente si taxe platite statului, cantitati mai mici de steril, rezerve mai
mari, mai multe locuri de munca si mai multe venituri pentru bugetul statului.

Revizuirea independenta a planului de dezvoltare al exploatarii efectuata de Newmont (la
vremea respectiva cel mai mare producator de aur din lume) a confirmat ca folosirea metodei de
haldare a minereului sarac va constitui cea mai buna metoda de exploatare a zacamantului. De
asemenea, auditarea independenta a exploatarii efectuatd de un grup de specialisti - experti
care au actionat in numele unor banci importante a confirmat faptul ca depozitarea minereului
sarac pe halda reprezinta cea mai buna metoda pentru exploatarea zacamantului.

Deoarece nu exista diferentd intre costurile de investitie si de operare prin utilizarea
metodei de exploatare cu depozitarea minereului sarac (halda de minereu sarac nu necesita
achizitionarea de echipamente deoarece intreg echipamentul si instalatile au fost deja
achizitionate pentru desfasurarea activitatii la mina), nedepozitarea minereului sarac duce la
cheltuirea aceleiagi sume de bani dar pentru mai putin minereu. Acest fapt determina un cost
per tona de minereu mai mare si duce la continuturi limitda mai mari pentru rezerve, rezultand o
productie mai mica de aur si argint si o durata de viatd a minei mai scazuta. Continutul global de
aur este mai mare iar costul per tona de productie creste. De asemenea creste si cantitatea de
steril. Acest lucru determina si el cresterea costului per tona de minereu extras si procesat
Tntrucat exista mai mult material steril care trebuie forat, derocat, transportat si depozitat.

Prin depozitarea minereului sarac si procesarea sa ulterioara, la finalul exploatarii carierelor, fara
costuri de investitii suplimentare gi fara costuri legate de foraje gi derocari, cantitatile
suplimentare de minereu cu continut mai sarac se dovedesc a fi profitabile din punct de vedere
economic. Singurul cost este cel al functionarii uzinei de procesare care deja a fost amortizat.

Domnul Ragalie nu este o persoana abilitata sa evalueze resurse minerale, iar pentru
analize economice corecte si reale ar trebui sa utilizeze modelul cu blocurile de resurse
dezvoltat pentru zacamantul de la Rosia Montana pe baza rezultatelor unui program de
explorare extrem de detaliat. Acest model arata ca repartitia blocurilor de resurse cu continuturi
ridicate in aur sunt prezente si in adancime, iar acestea vor fi exploatate in perioada de dupa
anul 6 al exploatarii. Trebuie subliniat faptul ca in primii sase ani ai minei se vor amortiza
costurile de investitie ale proiectului, care se ridica la cca. 1 miliard de dolari, ca urmare dupa
acest an nu se mai platesc rate si dobanzi pentru imprumuturile contractate. Din acest moment,
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veniturile realizate prin vanzarea aurului vor trebui sa acopere doar costurile de operare al
carierelor si de procesare a minereului.

Din punct de vedere al Patrimoniului cultural, ca o alternativa, s-a avut in vedere si
elaborarea unui studiu de specialitate prin care s-au facut estimari financiare legate de
conservarea integrala si punerea in circuit turistic a galeriilor situate in Masivul Carnic. Datele
continute in acest studiu sunt prevazute in brogura informativa intitulatd Evaluarea costurilor
lucrdrilor de amenajare a retelelor miniere istorice din masivul Carnic elaboratd de catre firma
britanica Gifford. Documentul se poate consulta in Anexa mai sus amintita, iar suma de
amenajare depaseste 150 milioane euro, cu un cost de intretinere de peste 1 milion euro pe an.
Aceste costuri ne trimit spre cautarea unor alte modalitati de amenajare muzeistica, fezabile si
din punct de vedere economic.

Alternativa zero reprezintd o analiza a impactului potential daca nu s-ar dezvolta
proiectul este o prevedere specifica a legislatie de mediu care transpune Directiva europeana
privind EIM, aceasta alternativa a fost dezvoltata conform cerintelor in vigoare.

Inchiderea carierei Cetate este prezentata atat in alternativa zero cit si in Planul J - Plan
de management pentru inchiderea si reabilitarea exploatarii cele doua abordari sunt total diferite
datoritd contextului in care au fost gandite si dezvoltate.

In cazul in care proiectul Rosia Montana nu ar fi aprobat atunci reabilitarea
amplasamentului cade in sarcina fostului operato(Statul Roman) care va trebui sa elaboreze in
Proiect Tehnic de inchidere si reabilitare sa identifice fondurile necesare pentru finantarea
lucrarilor. La ora actuala Rosia Min a elaborat si supus avizarii un Plan de Incetare a Activitatii
care urmeaza a fi aprobat prin Hotarare de Guvern. Insa de la aceasta etapa pana la inchiderea
carierei Cetate, trebuie parcurse inca destule etape. Intai trebuie alocate fonduri si elaborat
Proiectul Tehnic de Inchidere, apoi supus consultarii publice si avizat, dupa care vor trebui
identificate si alocate fonduri pentru finantarea lucrarilor de inchidere si reabilitare a perimetrului
RosiaMin care sunt la etapa actuala estimate la 29 mil Euro.

Aceasta contestatie vine de la dl. Dr. Andrei care, in cariera sa a adus contributii mari in
comunitatea stiintificd a stiintelor pamantului. Insa, in privinta recomandarii privind faptul ca
zacamantul de cupru de la Bucium-Tarin ar reprezenta o alternativa superioara fata de proiectul
Rosia Montana de exploatare auro-argentifera, trebuie sa remarcam ca nici una dintre societatile
al caror membru este dl dr, Andrei nu este o asociatie profesionala al careia trebuie sa fii
membru inainte de a putea lucra ca expert calificat Tn domeniul rezervelor minerale si cel al
analizelor financiare aferente. (UE: Codul raportarilor miniere, oct. 02 si Legea internationala a
minelor; NI43-101). si in Romania pentru a fi inregistrat si calificat pentru efectuarea unor astfel
de lucrari (Legea Minelor 85/2003).

Analizele efectuate de profesionigti atestati arata cad o mina de cupru la Bucium-Tarina
nu s-ar dovedi superioara minei de aur si argint de la Rosia Montana.

Zacamantul de porfir Cu-AU de la Bucium Tarina este o resursa mare gi este situata in
perimetrul licentei de concesiune, supus in prezent studiilor de explorare pentru a determina
daca ar putea exista posibilitatea unui proiect fezabil si economic.

In acest sens, va rugam sa remarcati ca potrivit legislatiei si normelor roméane, UE si
internationale, pentru a face o analiza economica a proiectelor nu pot fi folosite preturile curente
ale metalelor (norma fiind media pe 3 ani) aga cum procedeaza dl. Dr. Andrei. Remarcati de
asemenea ca ratele de recuperare a Au si Cu utilizate Tn analiza Andrei nu au fost sustinute de
rezultatelro lucrarilor de testare (Minvest si Ammtec). Aceasta reprezinta o cerintd pentru orice
raportare a rezervelor minerale. Ratele de recuperare a metalului trebuie sa fie sustinute prin
lucrari de testare pentru a putea fi folosite in analize economice gi estimarea rezervelor (trebuie
folosite o statie de prelucrare si 0 metoda dovedite pentru recuperare cu toate costurile asociate).

in ceea ce priveste analiza economicd a exploatarii depozitului de la Tarnita trebuie
clarificate mai multe aspecte. Recuperarea Cu si Au in lucrarile de testare efectuate (Minvest si
Ammtec) arata o recuperare a Cu de 87% (Nu de 90%) si o recuperare a AU de 47% (Nu de
80%, cum apare in contestatie Andrei). Astfel se reduc valorile continutului de metale in
productia anuala (presupunand calitatea metalului corecta si o rata de prelucrare de 13 Mt/an) la
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312.313.755 USD. Nu se mentioneaza nicaieri costul investitiei initiale, al cuptoarelor de topire,
reabilitarii si transportului de concentrat la un cuptor de topire. Tn plus, exploatarea in carierd
deschisa la Tarnita necesita un raport de decopertare de 6:1. Luind o vloare de 2,50 USD pe
tona de steril de extractie, trebuie adaugat un cost anual aditional de 227.500.000 USD la costul
de extractie (in afara costurilor de mai sus) precum si un cost de aproximativ 104.000.000 USD
pentru extractia si procesarea a 13.000.000 tone/an (8,00 USD/tona) de minereu.

Deja si fara costurile aditionale si drepturile de concesiune, costurile anuale totale ale
exploatarii se ridica la 331.500.000 USD, mai mult decéat valoarea metalului recuperat, de
321.313.000 USD.

n privinta analizei de la Rosia Montana, cifrele citate sunt aproximativ corecte; insa nu
mentioneaza Ag, care mai adauga circa 14,7 M USD anual la venit (13Mt @ 6,9 g/t X 60%
recuperare si 8,50 USD/oz = 14,7M USD). lar recuperarea Au este de ~80% ceea ce reprezinta
o valoare totala a metalului recuperat de 329.365.000 USD.

Cu un raport de decopertare steril de 1:1 gi costuri de extractie a sterilului de 2,5 USD / t
si un cost al minereului in procesul de extractie de 8,0USD/t se obtine un cost de productie de
136.500.000 USD. (De remarcat ca mai exista si alte costuri privind drepturi de concesiune si
regii). Ins&, chiar daca se utilizeaza aceste cifre foarte aproximative, se poate observa care
proiect are un potential mai bun de a deveni mai viabil.

Tn general, valoarea metalului recuperat de la Rosia Montan& este ceva mai mare decat
in modelul Tarnita, iar costurile pentru Rogia Montana sunt mai mici.

In ceea ce priveste analiza economica si raportarea rezervelor minerale (economica),
acestea sunt strict reglementate prin lege in Romania si pe pietele internationale. In plus, ghidul
UE trateaza inclusiv ceasta raportare (Codul UE de raportare a mineralelor, octombrie 2002).
Pentru o astfel de analiza, rugam autorul sa consulte raportul tehnic (din martie 2006) intocmit
conform legii 43-101 cu privire la analiza fezabilitatii Proiectului Rosia Montana.

In final dorim s& remarcam ca strategia guvernamentald de dezvoltare a regiunilor
miniere din zona Rosia Montana cuprinde un plan de atragere a partenerilor in asociere si
investitorilor Tn zacamantul de la Rosia Poieni asa cum a fost si cazul cu Rosia Montana. Deci,
de fapt, dezvoltarea exploatarii auro-argentifere de la Rosia Montana nu exclude n nici un fel
perspectiva de a deschide si mina de la Bucium-Tarnita. Intr-adevar, am inteles ca se cauta un
partener de asociere si pentru zacamantul de la Rosia Poieni.
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ANSWER TO CONTESTATION

Comments to the “Rosia Montana Project” involving open cast mining of (mostly
disseminated) gold and silver ore and the processing of the mineralized mass
with Na cyanide

by
JUSTIN ANDREI
(12 August 2006)

For summary information on the history of the research and the main discoveries related to the
historic galleries at Rosia Montana, as well as for specialist conclusions in the matter, and
assessments of a potential tourist trail of the historic mining structures of Carnic Mountain,
please consult the attachments — “Information on the Heritage of Rosia Montana and its
Management” and “Cost Assessment for the Capitalization of Historic Mine Networks in Carnic
Mountain”

Strictly in relation to your statement in the protest we can say that the main legislative
documents applicable to the protection of cultural heritage in Romania include:

. GO43/2000 on Archaeological Heritage Protection and Declaring of Certain
Archaeological Sites of National Interest, further amended;

. Law No. 182/2000 on the protection of movable heritage assets;

o Law No. 422/2001 on the protection of historical monuments, further amended
amended;

° Law No. 5/2000 (published on Official Monitor No. 152 of 2000, on approving the
National Land Use Master Plan (PATN) and the list of natural areas and areas
containing national interest heritage assets;

. Law No. 3112003, on museums and collections;
° General Urbanism Regulations (PUG) No. 525/1996.

o Ministerial Order of the Ministry of Culture and Religions MO 2682/2003 MCR on the
approval of Methodological Norms of classification and recording of historical
monuments, the List of Historical Monuments, the Analytical Recording Form for
historical monuments, the Minimal Form for historical monument recording, as further
amended and revised by Order of the Ministry of Culture and Religions 2807/2003 on
the Methodological Norms of historic monument classification and recording

° Order of the Minister of Culture and Religions MO No. 2392/2004 on archeological
standards and procedures.

Archeological research at Rosia Montana started in 2000, with the participation of archeological
teams from the National Museum of the Union in Alba lulia and the Design Center for the
National Cultural Heritage Bucharest (that became the National Institute of Historical Monuments
in 2002) As of 2001, the National Research Program “Alburnus Maior” was established under
Order of the Minister of Culture No. 2504 of 07.03.2001.

Preventative archeological research is conduced under the scientific coordination of the National
History Museum of Romania. The research conducted during each archeological campaign is
permitted by the Ministry of Culture and Religions (MCR) based on the annual archeological
research plan approved by National Archeology Commission, and proceeds based on
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archeological digging permits issued by the MCR. The program has been run with the financial
support S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A., i.e. of the mining Company that aims to
extend and continue surface mining operations on the gold and silver deposits at Rosia Montana.
Thus, ample preventative archeological research work has been and is ongoing in the Rosia
Montana Project impact area, with a view of identifying the characteristics and distribution of
archeological heritage items. Based on the results of such research, the archeological duty of
care removal procedure has been applied for some sites located in the investor intervention area,
or it was decided that some representative structures and monuments should be preserved in
situ, or to continue the research work, respectively, under the law.

Therefore, the intention is to create a modern Mining Museum with geological, archeological,
industrial and ethnographic heritage displays, and the development of tourist access to the
Catalina-Monulesti gallery and to the monument at Tau Guuri, as well as to preserve and restore
the 41 historic monument buildings and the protected area of Rosia Montana Historic Center.

In a different order of things, as part of the environmental impact assessment (EIA) process,
cumulative preliminary estimates have been developed for stationary equipment and line mobile
sources (vehicles) in order to obtain an initial picture of the cumulated effect of noise and
vibrations generated by ambient sources and sources related to the Rosia Montana Project, and
develop a monitoring and measurement strategy, as well as selecting the best available
techniques and best management practices in order to further mitigate the potential noise and
vibrations impacts of Project activities. These preliminary estimates have been applied for most
of the construction activities and all of the operations and decommissioning/closure activities at
the mine and processing plant. These estimates are documented in tables and isoplete maps for
the main noise-generating activities in representative years of the project cycle; see Tables 4.3.8
to 4.3.16 and Exhibits 4.3.1. to 4.3.9. All the details related to the applied assessment
methodology, dispersion model input data, the modeling results and impact
prevention/minimization/mitigation measures for all the Project phases (construction, operation,
closure) can be found in Chapter 4, section 4.3 Noise and Vibrations of the EIA.

By the use of modern technologies, adequate measures and actions, the vibrations (or quakes)
caused by blasting operations will be maintained within certain limits, so as to ensure the
protection of buildings and other existing historical monuments proposed for conservation.

S.C. IPROMIN S.A. developed a “Geo-Mechanical Study to Determine the Effects of Blasting
Operations on the Structures Within the Protected Area” in order to assess the effect of
excavation technologies that will be used in the Rosia Montana mining project and in order to
identify technological solutions that would ensure the protection of the existing structures of the
protected area and of other heritage assets, therefore, of the churches in that area.

In order for the effects of the blasting not to cause degradation or deterioration of the buildings of
the protected area, it was stipulated as a condition that the maximum oscillation velocity
measured near the protected object should be 0.2 cm/s.

Such velocities should theoretically ensure the integrity of the most sensitive and affected
heritage structures in Rosia Montana.

As there, until the EIA editing, are no specific norms in Romania, regulating the protection of
buildings against the seismic effects of blasting operations, this value was adopted after
consulting the relevant norms of countries of long tradition in this area and will answer the
requirements of standard DIN 4150/83 of Germany — the strictest norm in Europe (Table No. 1).

Limit values of the oscillation velocity (mm/s) according to DIN 4150/83:

Table No. 6
- Velocity (mm/s)
Type of Building <10Hz | 1050 Hz 50-100 Hz
Factory offices and buildings 20 20-40 40-50
Residential buildings 5 5-15 15-20
Historical Monuments 3 3-8 8-10




Note that a value of 3 mm/s is the maximum acceptable limit for the protection of historical
monuments.

When the firing sequence is properly delayed, only small amounts of explosives are detonated
simultaneously. The blast sequence controlled by Nonel delays allows for the multiple small
“blasts” to work as single unit without generating any more off-site ground motion than the
individual small blast.

The millisecond delays work well because the physical movement of rock away from a single
blast hole is about 3 milliseconds per meter. For example, if two rows of blast holes are
separated by eight meters, the second row will experience rock breakage approximately 24
milliseconds after blasting of the first row. Thus, the moment of blasting the second row of holes
may be set so as to maximize the rock tearing efficiency.

When a mine blast is properly executed, the observer will see the ground rise and settle in a
wave pattern in the same way as if one has gently induced a wave in a carpet on the floor. As
the wave propagates, there are multiple small explosions keeping the rock breakage wave
moving.

A detailed description of the proposed blasting technology was attached in annex 7 of the
answer sheet addressing the comments of the interested public and maybe consulted on the
Company website at www. rmgc.ro.

The implementation of the new locality at Piatra Alba is planned to start in the summer of 2007,
the exact date depending on the approvals issued by the local authorities of Rosia Montana. As
the number will increase in line with construction, 30 families have expressed a wish to move to
Piatra Alba (15 have already signed the final contracts) there will be a combination of modern
facilities (including a new school, medical dispensary shops, village hall, and recreational
facilities) and traditional architecture.

Going back to the technical, industrial, issues, we note that ever since the design stage, the
Rosia Montana Project has been conceived so as to comply with the best available techniques
(BAT) - see BREF document, with the Romanian legislation and the EU Directives. Rosia
Montana Project was designed so as to comply with the new extractive industry waste disposal
directive (Mine Waste Directive of 1 April 2006). Moreover, RMGC is the first European mining
company to sign the International Cyanide Management Code, see www.cyanidecode.org.

There is no connection between the quantity of ore which will be mined for commercial purposes
and the rocks used for initial construction of the Corna Dam or closure at the end of the mine’s
life. The Tailings Management Facility (TMF) Dam/Corna Dam will be built according to very
specific engineering design. The “Tailings Facility Management Plan,” Plan F of the EIA,
describes that the dam will be built with rockfill materials for the shell of the dam, crushed rock
for the drains and filter zones, and low permeability soil for the core of the dam. The rockfill for
the dam shell zones will be obtained from either the onsite rock quarry or from waste rock (non-
ore materials) from the mining operations,

Specifically, for the starter dam the rockfill for the shell zone will be obtained from the Sulei
quarry. Subsequent raises will be constructed with rockfill from the mining operation. The
crushed rock for the drain and filter zones will be obtained from the La Piriul Porcului quarry.
The low permeability soil core for the dam will be obtained from the thick colluvial deposits within
the tailings basin slopes.

The use of “waste” rock to construct the dam raises serves two purposes. First, it allows storage
of waste rock, minimizing additional waste rock stockpiles. Second, it provides a structural
material for constructing the TMF dam without expanding existing, or creating new, borrow areas

The Table below presents the waste rock tonnage that will be generated for each year of the
mine life and indicates the location where the material will be deposited.


http://www.cyanidecode.org/

Material Destinations

Crusher

ot Crs Cetate TMP Cetate Carnic Cérn_ic Orle_a Jig Rit Mausol_eum Tota_l
Stkp Stkp Const Dump Dump In-Pit In-Pit In-Pit In-Pit material
MTES Ktonnes Ktonnes Ktonnes Ktonnes Ktonnes Ktonnes Ktonnes Ktonnes Ktonnes
Preproduction 420 312 343 1075
1 11342 7807 4812 9125 2914 36000
2 13014 8561 4147 4515 6263 36500
3 13320 3751 3196 8287 7946 36500
4 13190 3251 6449 1349 12261 36500
5 13300 4015 18685 36000
6 13515 1538 3895 17052 36000
7 14248 2877 18875 36000
8 13990 2150 19860 36000
9 14881 2838 11 14664 3606 36000
10 15413 2530 15057 33000
11 15317 2125 15558 33000
12 13712 5622 12330 1936 33600
13 14212 2299 15111 1614 33236
14 5796 4885 1739 12420
15 2941
16 2941

185671 29235 53707 23287 118863 34221 15850 13944 1939 471831

The cyanide used in the processing stage will be handled / stored in compliance with the EU
standards and the provisions of the International Cyanide Management Code (ICMC-
www.cyanidecode.org ), and kept safe on the processing plant site, in order to prevent any
potential spill. Cyanide and its compounds will be subjected to detoxification by the INCO
(DETOX) procedure, considered to be the Best Available Technique (BAT) under the BREF
document, and the tailings will be discharged in the Tailings Management Facility as provided by
EU Directive 2006/21/CE on the management of mining waste.

Chapter 5 of the EIA Report (Assessment of the Alternatives) provides an exhaustive
examination of the available options regarding gold and silver extraction from the ore. Table 5.15
lists and ranks the reagents that might be considered instead of cyanide. The table also
classified the reagents based on economic, technical, and environmental criteria, and cyanide is
the preferred option. This part of the report draws the following conclusion:

This classification shows that, in spite of the fact that cyanide is not the ideal reagent for gold
extraction, it is considerably better than any other alternative, based on the the best available
technique criteria.

Section 4.3, titled “Alternative leaching agents” of Chapter 5 (Alternatives) of the EIA includes an
assessment of alternatives o the use of cyanide, from an environmental and from an economic
perspective, that of applicability in the preparation process. The conclusion was that cyanide is
the Best Available Technique (BAT) in accordance with the definition accepted by the European
Union.

The EIA Report shows the minimization measures that will be adopted in order to comply in full
with the environmental provisions. The most important factors relate to the production, transport
and use of cyanide under the above-mentioned Code, and to the use of a DETOX plant in the
processing plant, to reduce the concentration of cyanide in the tailings slurry discharged at the
TMF, so that it becomes lower than the concentration that is considered to be toxic to humans
and birds (less than 10 parts per million).

The TMF for the Rosia Montana Project is in full compliance with the recommended international
standards quoted in the Reference Document regarding the Best Available Techniques for the
Management of Tailings and Waste Rock in Mining Activities that ensure the minimization of any
potential impact generated by the TMF.

In this regard, the TMF will be built of rock, with an impervious core, and designed to withstand
major 8 degree Richter earthquakes, and to hold 2 consecutive maximum probable
precipitations. Downstream of the main dam, a secondary containment dam will collect seepage
waters and pump them back into the TMF.

In regard to the cyanide concentrations that will reach the TMF, they will be neutralized in 1-3
years. The neutralization and minimization process that will bring concentration levels below
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those of cigarette smoke is a continuous process. Cyanide concentrations have to range within
the standards enforced in the European Union and they are 5 times lower than those of Canada,
the US, or Australia. The same technological procedures are used in over 400 mines worldwide.

In conclusion, a significant percentage of the initial quantity of cyanide that will be stored in the
TMF will be recycled in the process plant, together with the recovered water, and the rest
undergoes natural decomposition (e.g. bacterial action) that will continue to reduce cyanide
concentration in the TMF. These natural phenomena may not be quantified from the beginning;
but RMGC commits to comply with the Romanian regulations, most relevant of which being
NTPAOQOOL1. NTPAOOL implements a limit of 0.1 ppm Total Cyanide for the discharge of water out
of the TMF. The longest time provided for detoxification is associated to the cyanide buried in
the tailings; but it is essential to note that the cyanide will stay in the TMF until fully
decontaminated, and will not be released into the environment.

In regard to tailings toxicity (as resulting from processing), which contain cyanide compounds, it
is worth mentioning that the Rosia Montana Project was so designed and developed as to
maximize cyanide recycling in the process as much as technically feasible and, moreover, will
include a cyanide destruction step (DETOX) that will bring the concentration of cyanide CNyap to
a level below 10 ppm. This cyanide level was established under EU Mining Waste Directive
(2006/21/EC). Moreover, the TMF for the Rosia Montana Project is in full compliance with the
recommended standards quoted in the Reference Document regarding the Best Available
Techniques for the Management of Tailings and Waste Rock in Mining Activities (BREF") that
ensure the minimization of any potential impact generated by the TMF.

The approach used in the EIA to estimate the time, was conservative. It over-estimates the time
needed for the ARD water to improve in quality and render it amenable to semi-passive
treatment in the lagoons provided in the area downstream from the Cetate dam and eventually
reach an acceptable quality so that it can be discharged into the environment without further
treatment. Nevertheless, for the purpose of the EIA the conservative approach is retained, i.e.,
that further treatment is required.

In order to understand better the potential of ARD generation, in 2004 RMGC started a research
program of assessing waste rock ARD potential. RMGC will fund research programs for future
technological processes for semi-passive/passive treatment systems. During the project’s
operational phase RMGC will construct semi-passive lagoons for testing and optimizing the
semi-passive treatment process, in order to achieve designed criteria to comply NTPA 001/02
discharge limit for post closure phase.

A conventional treatment plant will be in place as backup in case the passive system does not
achieve the effluent limits. The monitoring of the effluents will continue as long as water
treatment is needed, to ensure that the effluent standards are met.

Ever sing the design stage, the Rosia Montana Project has been conceived so as to comply with
the best available techniques (BAT) - see BREF document, with the Romanian legislation and
the EU Directives. Rosia Montana Project was designed so as to comply with the new extractive
industry waste disposal directive (Directive 2006/21/CE). Moreover, RMGC is the first European
mining company to sign the International Cyanide Managemetn Code, see
www.cyanidecode.org.

Most of the cyanide will be recovered within the processing plant, as illustrated in Exhibit 4.1.15
and presented in Section 2.3.3, Chapter 4.1.Water, of the EIA Report. However, a residual
guantity will be left in the tailings. Detoxified tailings are the only source of residual wastewater in
the Project. Residual cyanide concentrations in the treated tailings slurry will need to comply with
EU Mining Waste Directive, which regulates a maximum 10 mg/l CNwap (weak acid dissociable).
Cyanide will be present as a potential pollutant of surface water on the site only in the operations
stage and in the first couple of years after closure. The modeling of expected concentrations in
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the TMF showed that the treated tailings slurry is expected to contain 2-7 mg/l total cyanide. By
further degradation, concentrations will fall to below the levels provided in surface water quality
standards (0.1 mg/l) within 1-3 years after closure. A related effect of this treatment is the
removal of many metals that might occur in the process wastewater flow. Assessment of the
likely chemical composition of the tailings leacheate, based on the tests conducted, is
summarized in Table 4.1-18 (Section 4.3), Chapter 4.1 Water, of the EIA Report. The drawing
below shows the complexity of the decomposition/ degradation processes that the CN
undergoes after discharge into the TMF.
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After settling, the water is recycled in the process; throughout its stage in the pond, the following
processes will occur: natural cyanide degradation/breakdown, hydrolysis, volatilization, photo-
oxidation, bio-oxidation, complex compound formation/breakdown, adsorption through
precipitation, dilution by precipitation, etc.

According to the data obtained for the operation lifetime in different mines, notable variations in
cyanide reduction have been observed (from 23-38% to 57-76% in total cyanides, and from
21-42% to 71-80% for WAD cyanides, respectively), depending on the season (temperature).

An average reduction by 50% of the CN; concentration was considered for the operations phase.
According to the modeling of the degradation/ breakdown process, after the operations stop,
reduction may occur in the first three years even down to 0.1 mg CNy/I.

Most (90%) of the degraded cyanide quantity (the average 50%) will occur by
hydrolysis/volatilization in the form of hydrocyanic acid. Modeled concentrations of hydrocyanic
acid in the TMF area gave a maximum hourly concentration of 382 pg/m*® compared to 5000
pg/m?, which is the limit value under Order $*" of the MEWM.

In regard to the cyanide concentrations that will reach the TMF, they will be neutralized in 1-3
years. The neutralization and minimization process that will bring concentration levels below
those of cigarette smoke is a continuous process. Cyanide concentrations have to range within
the standards enforced in the European Union and they are 5 times lower than those of Canada,
the US, or Australia. The same technological procedures are used in over 400 mines worldwide.

In conclusion, a significant percentage of the initial quantity of cyanide that will be stored in the
TMF will be recycled in the process plant, together with the recovered water, and the rest
undergoes natural decomposition (e.g. bacterial action) that will continue to reduce cyanide
concentration in the TMF. These natural phenomena may not be quantified from the beginning;
but RMGC commits to comply with the Romanian regulations, most relevant of which being
NTPAOO1. NTPAOO1 implements a limit of 0.1 ppm Total Cyanide for the discharge of water out
of the TMF. The longest time provided for detoxification is associated to the cyanide buried in
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the tailings; but it is essential to note that the cyanide will stay in the TMF until fully
decontaminated, and will not be released into the environment.

The EIA Report shows the minimization measures that will be adopted in order to comply in full
with the environmental provisions. The most important factors relate to the production, transport
and use of cyanide under the above-mentioned Code, and to the use of a DETOX plant in the
processing plant, to reduce the concentration of cyanide in the tailings slurry discharged at the
TMF, so that it becomes lower than the concentration that is considered to be toxic to humans
and birds (less than 10 parts per million).

The TMF for the Rosia Montana Project is in full compliance with the recommended international
standards quoted in the Reference Document regarding the Best Available Techniques for the
Management of Tailings and Waste Rock in Mining Activities that ensure the minimization of any
potential impact generated by the TMF.

In this regard, the TMF will be built of rock, with an impervious core, and designed to withstand
major 8 degree Richter earthquakes, and to hold 2 consecutive maximum probable
precipitations. Downstream of the main dam, a secondary containment dam will collect seepage
waters and pump them back into the TMF.

There are several provisions in the EU and the Romanian relevant legislation regarding to
mining sector which are stipulating very clear the responsibilities for post closure monitoring, are
the responsability of the title holder/operator, which is Rosia Montana Gold Corporation.

The provision of the Romanian Mining law 85/2003 for the above mentioned aspects are as
follows:

CHAPTER IV RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS OF THE TITLE HOLDER, ART. 39 - (1) The
Titleholder of the license/permit has the following obligations:

(p) To carry out upon termination of the concession the works for care and maintenance/closure
of the mine/quarry, as the case may be, including the Post-closure Monitoring Program,
according to the activity cessation plan.

CHAPTER VII CLOSURE OF MINES ART. 53 - (1) The responsibility to monitor the obligations
resulted from the closure plan of a mine or quarry belongs to the Competent Authority. For the
national companies and societies, such monitoring will be done in conjunction with the line
Ministry.

(2) During the implementation of a mine or quarry closure plan, the titleholder must satisfy the
conditions and requirements of all the legal authorities that approved the closure plan.

(3) Implementation of the Post-closure Monitoring Program shall be made by the Title Holder at
its own cost; in the case of national mining companies and societies, the Post-closure Monitoring
Program shall be made by the line Ministry, through its specialized directorates, with funds from
the State budget.

The provision of the EU Directive for extractive waste 2006/21/EC are as follows:

An after-closure period for monitoring and control of Category A waste facilities will be laid down
proportionate to the risk posed by the individual waste facility, in a fashion similar to the
requirements of the EU 2006/21/EEC Directive?- Article 12, point 4, “The operator shall be
responsible for the maintenance, monitoring, control and corrective measures in the after closure
phase for as long as may be required by the competent authority, taking into account the nature
and duration of the hazard, save where the competent authority decides to take over such tasks
from the operator, after a waste facility has been finally closed and without prejudice to any
national or Community legislation governing the liability of the waste holder”.

The stratigraphic description of Corna Valley made by the petitioner overlooks the most
important stratigraphic unit in the area, i.e. the colluvial deposits, of low water retention capacity,
and an average hydraulic conductivity of 1 x 10° cm/s.

% DIRECTIVE 2006/21/EC the management of waste from extractive industries



Colluvial deposits are generally present in the valleys, except for areas with bedrock outcrops or
where alluvium is the predominant surface material (e.g., within the valley /stream bottoms).
The colluvium observed on the TMF site and on the site of the secondary containment system
(SCS) is a combination of formal colluvium (i.e., soil and rock deposited by water action and/or
downslope mass creep) and bedrock residuum or soil (i.e., bedrock completely weathered to a
soil or unlithified residuum). The colluvium was observed to be between 3.0 and 10.5 meters
thick.

The upper 10 to 40 centimeters (average 15 centimeters) typically consist of organic-rich top soil
with rootlets underlain by silty clay to clayey silt as a matrix within variable amounts of sand and
gravel sized rock fragments. The fine-grained clayey character of the colluvium is derived from
the shale bedrock that is pervasive in the entire area except for the ore body and proposed
mining. The rock fragments contained in the clayey matrix typically consist of sandstone and/or
shale.

The colluvium is the preferred material within the footprint of the TMF as determined by hydraulic
testing, because of its low permeability on the order of 1 x 10° cm/s. This low permeability is the
result of the clayey fine-grain content of the material. Also, the clayey material will be
compacted in order to further reduce its imperviousness, and in the areas where this layer is
thinner, colluvium will be brought from the future site of the processing plant and compacted
onto the TMF site in order to increase the thickness of the impervious layer.

An extensive program of boreholes and tests including geotechnical wells was conducted during
2000—2006.

The boreholes were mainly drilled in order to test the discontinuities associated with the foliation
and shaleness and other discontinuities along te Corna axis. This is the first basic principle of a
geotechnical investigation. Test results indicated an area of hydraulic conductivity on the order
of 10 cm/s. This suggests that the shale and other areas have a low permeability feature with a
hydraulic conductivity similar to the surrounding bedrock. All the fault zones are narrow without
significant dilation and do not create a significant discontinuity.

In regar to the geo-physical investigation of the fracture systems we note that an
aeromagnetometry was undertaken in 2000, including in the Corna area, and this study helped
trace a number of structures and fractures that were later investigated by geotechnical drilling.
Geotechnical boreholes did not confirm the presupposed size of the geophysically defined
structures.

RMGC have conducted the most extensive and detailed exploration program ever done for a
mining project in Romania, and we can say that this deposit is now known in the greatest detail.

Thus, after exploration conducted by RMGC in 1997-2006, a reserve of 215 million tons of ore
containing an average 1.46g/t gold and 6.9 g/t silver and a total content of 314.11 t Au and
1,480.36 t AG in situ.

The reserve calculation as developed by our company for the deposit of Rosia Montana is based
on a very elaborate research program based on 191,320 samples from boreholes, underground
and surface networks.

Every sampled meter was tested for gold and silver. The database, containing more than
400,000 test reports, has been reviewed by independent experts both from Romania and from
overseas. Among the Romanian companies, we note IPROMIN SA, who conducted three
feasibility studies for the Rosia Montana Project. These feasibility studies also include resource
calculation and, in practice, both they and the foreign auditors confirmed the results obtained by
RMGC. These resource and reserve calculations were submitted to the National Agency of
MineralResources for checking and type-approval.

Both the resources and the reserves have been independently confirmed according to the
Mining Law 85/2003, the EU (Mineral Reporting Code, 2002) and the international laws (NI 43-
101). These results were independently verified and audited as required by all these laws.

The results obtained from the boreholes indicate that the gold and silver content is lower in
depth, but does not disappear altogether. This is confirmed by the underground boreholes drilled
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in the main transport horizon +714m, that intercepted gold and silver mineralization below this
horizon. The mines designed for Cetate and Carnic will have the base at about 680 m and 660
m, respectively, thus ranging in the depth interval mentioned by the petitioner. The feasibility
studies proved the economic profitability of mining to the respective elevations.

The development strategy for the Rosia Montana Project provides the processing (and not
extraction, as the petitioner states) of higher grade ores in the first 6 years of operation and the
stockpiling of lower grade ore in a low grade pile for processing at the end of the operations
period (year 14).

The processing of lower grade ore is profitable and means an extra about 20.4t gold and 142t
silver.

The lower grade ore stockpile will be built at Rosia Montana and contains a total quantity of 29
million tons of material containing on average 0.9g/t Au and 5g/t Ag and containing some of the
material that will be excavated from Cetate and Carnic in the first 6 years of operations. This
qguantity is about 9% of the total quantity of extracted and processed ore.

The stockpiling of ore, more exactly, of low grade ore (by definition, mineral reserves means that
they have to be profitable in operation and processing, as detailed in the “EU Mineral Resource
and Reserve Reporting Code”, October 2002) is common practice, as it provides a higher level
of optimization of the deposit: by processing a richer material in the first years of mine operation
and stockpiling lower grade ore a greater quantity of gold (and silver) may be obtained, and thus,
higher profits, and the bank loans may be returned faster, thus reducing the level of interest on
loans.

Less interest to pay means that the operation may generate profit from operation faster and at
lower financial costs, therefore a greater quantity of ore and lower grade ore can be processed.
These results to a longer lifetime of the operation, more taxes and fees paid to the state, greater
reserves, more jobs and more revenue to the state budget.

Independent review of the mine development plan drafted by Newmont (the greatest gold
producer at the time) confirmed the use of the lower grade ore stockpiling method and will be the
best way to operate the deposit. Also, independent audits of the operation made by a group of
specialist experts who acted on behalf of important banks, confirmed the fact that lower grade
ore stockpiling is the best method in operating the deposit.

As there is no difference between investment and operating costs if the method of lower grade
ore stockpiling is used (the lower grade stockpile does not require purchase of equipment, as all
the equipment and facilities have already been acquired for mine operations) failure to stockpile
lower grade ore will determine the expense of the same money for less ore. This causes a
higher cost per ton of ore and higher limit contents for the reserves, with a lesser production of
gold and silver and a shorter lifetime for the mine. The global gold content is greater, and the
cost per ton of product will increase. The amount of tailings will also increase. This also triggers
a cost rise per ton of extracted and processed ore, as more waste rock will have to be extracted,
transported and stockpiled.

By stockpiling the lower grade ore for later processing, at the end of mine operation, without
additional investment costs or costs related to boreholes and blasting, the additional quantities
od lower grade ore prove economically profitable. The only cost is for the operation of the
processing plant, which has already depreciated.

Mr. Ragalie is not a certified person to assess mineral resources, and for correct and realistic
economic assessments, he should use the resource block model as developed for the deposit at
Rosia Montana based on the results of an extremely detailed exploration program. This model
shows that the distribution of resource blocks of high gold contents are also present in depth,
and they will be operated in the period after year 6 of the operations. It needs to be noted that
the first six years of mining will depreciate the investment costs of the project, i.e. about 1 billion
dollars, and after this year no rates and interests will have to be paid on the contracted loans.
After this, the income obtained from gold sales will have to cover only the mine and processing
plant operating costs.



From the point of view of the Cultural Heritage, as an alternative, a specialist study has been
considered and used to develop financial estimates for the full conservation and inclusion on a
tourist trail of the galleries in Carnic Mountain. The data contained in this study are provided in
the attached information brochure, named Cost Assessment of Historic Mining Networks in
Carnic Mountain, developed by the British company Gifford. The document may be consulted in
the above-mentioned Annex, and the development would cost more than €150 million, with
maintenance costs being assessed at a further € 1 million annually. Such costs suggest the
need to look for alternative museum developments that should also be economically feasible.

The zero alternative is an analysis of the potential impact should the project not be implemented;
is a specific provision of the environmental legislation transposing the EU EIA Directive and has
been developed as required by the regulations in force.

The closure of Cetate mine is presented both in the zero alternative and in Plan J —
Management Plan for Mine Closure and Rehabilitation; the two approaches are totally different
due to the context in which they were thought out and developed.

Should the Rosia Montana Project not be approved, then site rehabilitation will be the burden of
the former operator (the Romanian State) who will have to develop a Technical Project for its
closure and rehabilitation and identify the necessary funds for the financing of the works. To date,
Rosia Min has developed and submitted for approval a Closure Plan that will need to be
approved by Government Decision. But between this and the actual closure of Cetate mine,
many more steps will have to be taken. First, money has to be allocated and the Technical
Project for Closure needs to be developed, then subjected to public consultation and approved,
then funds will need to be identified and allocated for the closure an rehabilitation works on the
RosiaMin site, currently assessed at 29 million Euro.

This contestation comes from Dr. Andrei, who through his career has made great contributions
to the earth science community. However, as for the recommendation of the Bucium-Tarnita
copper deposit being a superior alternative to the RMP gold and silver mine, we note that none
of the societies to which Dr. Andrei belongs are professional associations to which membership
is a requirement in order to be able to perform work as a qualified expert on the subject of
mineral reserves and the attendant financial analysis. (EU: Mineral Reporting Code, Oct 02 and
International Law: N143-101). And in Romania to be registered and qualified to perform this work
(Mining Law 85/2003).

Analysis by certified professionals indicates that a Bucium-Tarnita copper mine would not prove
superior to a gold and silver mine at Rosia Montana.

The Bucium Tarnita Cu-Au porphyry deposit is a large resource and is situated within the
Bucium exploration license and is currently the subject of exploration level studies to determine if
the possibility of a feasible and economic project may exist.

In regards to this, please note that under Romanian, EU and International laws and codes that
for the economic analysis of projects the current metal prices can not be used (A 3 year running
average is the norm), as done by Dr. Andrei. Also please note that the recoveries used for Au
and Cu in the Andrei analysis are not supported by testwork (Minvest and Ammtec). This is a
requirement for all mineral reserve reporting. Metal recoveries must be supported by test work
for use in economic analysis and the estimation of reserves (a proven process plant and method
of recovery including all associated costs must be used).

In regards to the economic analysis of the development of the Tarnita deposit a few points
require clarifying. The Cu and Au recoveries from all test work conducted (Minvest and Ammtec)
indicate a Cu recovery of 87% (Not 90%) and a Au recovery of 47% (Not 80% as used in the
Andrei contestation). This reduces the contained metal values for the annual production
(Assuming the grades quoted are correct and a through-put of 13Mtpa) to US$312,313,755. No
mention is made of initial capital cost, smelter costs, refining costs, rehabilitation and transport of
the concentrate to a smelter. In addition, as mining an open pit at Tarnita requires a stripping
ratio of approximately 6;1. Using US$2,50 per tonne to mine the waste, an additional annual cost
of US$227,500,000 should be added to the cost of mining (in addition to the above costs) as well
as an approximate US$104,000,000 cost to mine and process the 13,000,000 tonnelyear
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(US$8.00/tonne) of ore.

Already with-out the additional costs and royalties the total annual mining costs is
US$331,500,000, which is more than the recovered metal value of US$312,313,000.

As for the Rosia Montana analysis, the numbers quoted are approximately correct; however no
Ag is mentioned, which adds some $14.7M/year to the revenue (13Mt @ 6.9 g/t X 60% recovery
and US$8.50/0z = US$14.7M). And Au recivery is ~80% giving a total recovered metal value of
US$329,365,000.

With a waste strip ratio of 1;1 and a waste mining costs of US$2.5/t and a mining process ore
cost of US$8.0/t gives total production costs of US$136,500,000. (Note there are also royalties
and other costs and overheads). However already using such rough numbers it can be seen
which project has the potential to be more viable.

Overall the recovered metal value at Rosia Montana is slightly higher than the Tarnita model
while the costs for Rosia Montana are lower.

In regards to economic analysis and the reporting of mineable reserves (economic), this is
strictly governed by laws in Romania and in the International markets. Additionaly EU guidelines
also cover such reporting (EU Mineral Reporting Code, October 2002). For such an analysis the
writer is directed to the 43-101 law compliant technical report (March 2006) on the analysis of
the feasibilibity of the Rosia Montana Project.

Finally, we note that the government strategy for the development of the mining regions in the
Rosia Montana area includes a plan to attract joint venture partners and investors for the Rosia
Poieni deposit, just as the government previously did at Rosia Montana. So in fact the
development of a gold and silver mine at Rosia Montana in no way excludes the prospect of
moving forward with a copper mine at Bucium-Tarnita. Indeed, the process of looking for venture
partner for the Rosia Poieni deposit is understood to be underway.

We hope that these additional data will ensure a better understanding of the project proposed by
our company (RMGC).
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MINISTERUL MEDIULUI
/2}/ 5 SO C SI GOSPODARIRII APELOR
s Doamnei Ministru Sulfina BARBU

Bucuresti, 12 august 2006
Obiect: Centrul istoric Rosia Montanii — Plan de Management al patrimoniului cultural

Stimatd Doamna Ministru,

Ne permitem sa vé solicitim atentia in legiturd cu o problemi pe care o consideram de maxima urgenti

privind situl Rogia Montani.

in perioada decembrie 2005 — aprilie 2006 societatea S.C. OPUS-ATELIER DE ARHITECTURA S.R.L.
(denumitd in continuare OPUS) a realizat, la solicitarea societatii S.C. ROSIA MONTANA GOLD
CORPORATION S.A. (denumitd in continuare R.M.G.C.) un ,,Plan de Management al Patrimoniului

Cultural privind Centrul Istoric al localititii Rosia Montani™,

Subsemnatii, autori ai acestei documentatii, am fost solicitati — prin societatea OPUS, pe care o conducem
— in calitate de arhitecti cu drept de semnaturi si specialisti atestati de Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor in
restaurare arhitecturd, urbanism si cercetarea monumentelor istorice, pentru a emite o opinie profesionali

sub forma unei documentatii de specialitate privind exclusiv Centrul Istoric Rosia Montani.

Aceastd documentatie urma a fi eventual inclusa in ,Raportul de Evaluare al Impactului asupra Mediului
al Proiectului de exploatare minierd” privind situl Rosia Montani pe care societatea R.M.G.C. urma si-I

inainteze spre avizare Ministerului Mediului si Gospodaririi Apelor.

Am constatat ca proiectul societitii OPUS ,,Planul de Management al patrimoniului cultural al Centrului
[storic Rosia Montana™ se regiseste intr-adevar in ,,Raportul de Evaluare al Impactului asupra Mediului al
Proiectului de exploatare minierd” inaintat de societatea R.M.G.C, dar, spre surprinderea noastri,
documentatia realizati de citre subsemnatii nu a fost reprodusa decét partial. Mentionam ca opiniile
profesionale exprimate in documentatia realizata de noi nu pot fi disociate nici in fond nici in formi,
decit cu riscul de a le modifica radical concluziile. Din acest motiv dorim s subliniem ci in ,,Raportul de
Evaluare al Impactului asupra Mediului al Proiectului de exploatare minierd de la Rosia Montani ",
inaintat de R.M.G.C., cele mai importante concluzii ale ,,Planului de Management al Patrimoniului

Cultural al Centrului Istoric Rosia Montan” realizat de societatea OPUS, sunt absente, incomplete sau

utilizate intr-un context diferit decit cel original,
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In consecin(d, societatea OPUS nu isi asuma concluziile privind managementul patrimoniului cultural al
Centrului Istoric Rosia Montand aga cum sunt prezentate in ,,Raportul de Evaluare al Impactului asupra
X"

Mediului al Proiectului de exploatare minierd de la Rogia Montand”, inaintat de catre R.M.G.C

Ministerului Mediului si Gospodaririi Apelor.

Consideram ca o obligatie profesionald sd vd punem la dispozitie ,,Planul de Management al
patrimoniului cultural al Centrului Istoric Rogia Montand™ realizat de societatea OPUS in versiunea sa

originald, integrala, atagat in anexa - cu sublinierea celor mai importante pasaje care au fost modificate.

Sperdm ca prin aceasta, stimatd Doamnd Ministru, s& va fi pus la dispozitie toate elementele necesare in
vederea unei decizii luminate cu privire la situl - de interes public §i de importantd locald, nationald si

universald - Rosia Montané.

Cu deosebita stimi,

Arh. Virgil APOSTOL %k - Arh. Stefan BALICI

Director executiv - Director

S.C. OPUS- S.C. OPUS-

ATELIER DE ARHITECTURA S.R.L. ATELIER DE ARHITECTURA S.R.L.
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No. 109708/21.08.2006

To: Ministry of Environment and Water Management
Attn: Sulfina Barbu, Minister of Environment and Water Management

Ref: Rosia Montana Historic Center — Cultural Heritage Management Plan
Dear Madam,

We take the liberty to ask for your attention on an issue that we believe it is of critical
importance for Rosia Montana site.

Between December 2005 and April 2006, our firm S.C. OPUS — ATELIER DE
ARHITECTURA S.R.L. (hereinafter called Opus) upon the request of S.C. Rosia
Montana Gold Corporation S.A. (hereinafter called RMGC) has prepared a “Cultural
Heritage Management Plan for the Historic Center of Rosia Montana”,

We the undersigned individuals, authors of this documentation, have been asked to issue
our professional opinion on Rosia Montana Historic Center by preparing a specific
documentation, through Opus, a firm that we are managing, as architects with singing
rights and being certified by Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs on works of
architectural restoration, urbanism and research of Historic Monuments.

This documentation could have been subsequently included in the Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA) Report prepared for Rosia Montana site, which RMGC would have
forwarded to be endorsed by Ministry of Environment and Water Management.

We acknowledged that the project prepared by Opus is indeed included in the
Environmental Impact Assessment Report of the mining Project forwarded by RMGC,
but to our surprise the documentation prepared by the undersigned individuals was only
reproduced in part. We would like to underline the fact that our professional opinions
expressed in the respective documentation may not be separated either under the content
or the aspect point of views, only with the risk of radically change their conclusions. For
this reason we would like to underline the fact that within the EIA Report of Rosia
Montana mining Project that has been forwarded by RMGC, the most important
conclusion of the “Cultural Heritage Management Plan for Rosia Montana Historic
Center” prepared by Opus are either missing, or incomplete or used in a totally different
context than their initial one.

Consequently, Opus will not be liable for the conclusions of the cultural heritage
management of Rosia Montana Historic Center as presented in the EIA Report of Rosia
Montana mining Project, which has been forwarded by RMGC to the Ministry of
Environment and Water Management.

We believe that it is our professional obligation to provide you with a copy of the original
Cultural Heritage Management Plan for Rosia Montana Historic Center that was prepared
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by Opus. You will find it enclosed, and we have highlighted the most important
paragraphs that have been altered.

Dear Madam, we hope that by doing this you will have all necessary features in order to
make an enlightened decision on Rosia Montana site — a site of public interest and with a
great importance at local, national and universal level.

Respectfully yours,

Virgil Apostol, architect Stefan Balici, architect

Executive Manager of S.C. OPUS - Director of S.C. OPUS — ATELIER DE
ATELIER DE ARHITECTURA S.R.L. ARHITECTURA S.R.L.
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Raspuns la contestatia nr. 476

Turismul poate fi 0 sursa de venituri si de dezvoltare durabild pentru Rosia Montana si regiune.
Cu toate acestea , daca nu este insotit de alte investitii, turismul nu este o optiune viabila, mai
ales in momentul de fatd. Aga cum se arata in Volumul 14, 4.8 Mediul social i economic, si
Volumul 31, Planul de dezvoltare durabila a comunitatii, in prezent exista unele activitati turistice
n Rosia Montana, dar acestea nu reprezinta un motor economic puternic pentru regiune.

In ultimul volum publicat de Institutul National pentru Cercetare si Dezvoltare in Turism (INCDT)
se dau unele exemple privind modul in care turismul ar putea genera oportunitati de dezvoltare
economica intr-o regiune precum Rogia Montanad. Cu toate acestea, existd o mare diferenta
intre a propune turismul ca alternativa unica de dezvoltare a regiunii — si dezvoltarea turismului
de-a lungul timpului, sustinutd de investitii in infrastructura, generate de un proiect industrial
complex, precum cel propus de Rosia Montana Gold Corporation (RMGC).

Proiectul Rosia Montana va duce la eliminarea unor obstacole semnificative n calea turismului (
de exemplu, poluarea, accesul dificil si alte probleme care au aparut datorita lipsei investitiilor).

,Din experientd, putem afirma ca turismul va fi insa posibil si profitabil numai atunci cand va
exista ceva de oferit turistilor sub aspectul unui mediu curat, a unei infrastructuri adecvate
(drumuri de calitate, cazare, restaurante, apa curenta, canalizare corespunzatoare, instalatii de
eliminare a deseurilor etc.) puncte de atractie (muzee, alte obiective de vizitat, precum
monumentele istorice etc.). Un proiect minier precum cel propus de RMGC va oferi, prin
impozite si dezvoltarea industriei serviciilor, fondurile necesare pentru Tmbunatatirea
infrastructurii. Prin proiectul Rogia Montana si planurile sale de gestionare a patrimoniului, vor fi
investite de catre companie 25 milioane de USD pentru protectia patrimoniului cultural de o
maniera propice dezvoltarii turismului. Printr-un program de instruire vor fi asigurate deprinderile
necesare dezvoltarii activitatilor turistice, iar Rosia Montana Micro Credit va oferi sprijin financiar
persoanelor care doresc sa deschida pensiuni, restaurante etc., toate acestea fiind necesare
pentru a atrage turisti. La Tncheierea proiectului, va exista un sat nou, plus centrul vechi,
restaurat, al comunei Rosia Montana, cu un muzeu, hoteluri, restaurante si infrastructura
modernizata, plus galerii de mina restaurate (ex. cea de la Catalina Monulegti) si monumente
conservate precum cel de la Taul Gauri — care, toate, vor reprezenta atractii turistice. Tn plus, se
intelege ca guvernul va actiona la nivel local pentru a incuraja cresterea economica.

Datorita faptului ca Proiectul Rosia Montana (RMP) afecteaza numai 4 din cele 16 localitati ale
comunei Rosia Montana, dezvoltarea turismului se poate realiza in paralel cu activitatile miniere.
Capitolul 5 din Raportul la Studiul de Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului (EIM) identifica si
evalueaza alternative la proiectul propus, inclusiv turismul, concluzionand ca proiectul nu
exclude dezvoltarea altor ramuri industriale, precum turismul. RMGC a dispus realizarea unor
propuneri pentru turism care indica posibilitdtile de dezvoltare turistica si modalitatea de
abordare a aspectelor legate de turism printr-un proiect integrat. (vezi Rogia Montana Propuneri
Initiale pentru Turism, Raportul Gifford 13658.R01RevB).

Exista de asemenea, alte exemple de activitati in care turismul $i mineritul s-au dezvoltat
Tmpreuna. Asemenea exemple de succes sunt exploatarea aurifera Martha din Waihi, Noua
Zeelanda si exploatarea aurifera Rio Narcea din Spania. Acest lucru se datoreaza faptului ca
minele sunt exploatate eficient, in siguranta si cu respectarea cerintelor de mediu. Deoarece
aceste mine se afla in regiuni cu o indelungata traditie miniera, vizitatorilor li se poate prezenta
atat vechea tehnologie, cat si cea noua. Rosia Montana se afla intr-o situatie similara si isi poate
valorifica, In mod asemanator, trecutul minier.



Answer to contestation no. 476

Tourism may be a potential source of revenue and sustainable development for Rosia Montana
and the region; it is, however, not a viable option on its own, particularly at this time. As
described in Volume 14, 4.8 Social and Economical Environment, and in Volume 31, Community
Sustainable Development Management Plans, there are currently some tourism activities in
Rosia Montana, but they have not been significant economic drivers for the region to date.

While the most recent volume published by the National Institute for Research and Development
in Tourism (INCDT) details useful examples of the way tourism might generate economic
development opportunities in a region like Rosia Montana, there is a significant difference
between relying on tourism on its own as a development plan for the region — and the
development of tourism over time through supported infrastructure investments that are driven
by large industrial projects, such as the mining project proposed by Rosia Montana Gold
Corporation (RMGC).

The Rosia Montana Project (RMP) would remove some of the existing significant impediments
(i.e., pollution, poor access and other problems that have arisen through lack of inward
investment) to touristic development.

From experience, tourism will be possible and profitable only when there is something to offer to
tourists in terms of clean environment, proper infrastructure (good roads, accommodation,
restaurants, running water, proper sewage system, waste disposal facilities, etc.), attractions
(museums, other things to see such as historical monuments, etc). A mining project such as the
one proposed by RMGC will provide, through taxes, and the development of service industries,
the necessary funds to improve the infrastructure. Through the RMP and its heritage
management plans, US$25 million will be invested by the company in the protection of cultural
heritage in such a way to support tourism. A training program will provide the necessary skills to
develop tourist activities and the Rogia Montana Micro Credit will support people in starting
pensions, restaurants, etc., all needed for attracting tourists. At the end of the project, there will
be a new village, plus the restored old centre of Rosia Montana with a museum, hotels,
restaurants and modernized infrastructure, plus restored mining galleries (e.g. Catalina
Monulesti) and preserved monuments such as Tau Gauri - all of which would serve as tourist
attractions. Further to this, it is understood that the government will be acting locally to
encourage economic growth.

And with the RMGC project affecting only 4 of Rosia Montana’'s 16 sub-comuna, the
development of Rosia Montana’s tourism potential can be done in parallel with active mining
operations. In fact, Chapter 5 of the Environmental Impact Assessment Study Report (EIA)
identifies and assesses project alternatives, including tourism, and specifically concludes that
the RMGC mining project does not preclude the development of other industries such as
tourism. RMGC has commissioned a Tourism Strategy which sets out how the potential tourism
markets and how these might best be approached in an integrated project (see Rosia Montana
Initial Tourism Proposals Gifford Report 13658.R01Revb).

This is also not the first time where tourism and mining have been carried on side by side. Other
successful examples include the Martha Gold Mine in Waihi New Zealand and the Rio Narcea
Gold Mine in Spain. This is because these mines are operated efficiently, safely and with care
for the environment. Because these mines are located in districts with a long history of mining,
visitors can be shown mining technology, old and new. Rosia Montana is in a good position to
take similar advantage of its mining history.
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obiectiv 14.

Stabilirea si adoptarea de masuri de conservare si punere in valoare a

obiecliv 16.

patrimoniului cultural

Conservarea caracterului peisajului istoric al sitului, cu evidentierea

si punerea in valoare a componentelor patrimoniului industrial







baza legald a
gesliunii
patrimoniu lui
cultural

Planul de Management stabileste cadrul pentru atingerea echilibrului
intre necesititile, aparent divergente, implicate de conservare, de dezvoltarea economica
durabild si de interesul comunitatii locale.

Planul de Management nu este un document legislativ si nu inlocuieste
cadrul legislativ. Prin acest document se urmireste reunirea informatiilor privind
caracteristicile si semnificatia sitului, identificarea organizatiilor si indivizilor ale céror
interese sunt legate de acest loc, identificarea riscurilor si oportunititilor de conservare si
dezvoltare, precum si conturarea unei strategii globale pentru atingerea unui scop comun:

regenerarea locald si regionald prin exploatarea resurselor culturale si naturale.

In Romania existenta planului de management pentru monumentele

istorice nu este statutatd prin lege. Exceptie fac monumentele istorice inscrise in Lista
Patrimoniului Mondial, pentru care Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor, prin institutiile
subordonate, elaboreazd un , program de protecfie si gestiune”! cincinal, detaliat prin
programe anuale, a caror realizare face parte din obligatiile consiliilor judetene.
In aceste conditii, Planul de Management nu un are caracter de reglementare, ci oferd un
cadru de politici cu caracter director. Atingerea scopurilor conservirii si dezvoltadrii
durabile depind de modul in care toate pirtile implicate in gestionarea sitului isi
coordoneazd actiunile in functie de directiile trasate prin acest document.

Structura si continutul Planului de Management se bazeazd pe
cerintele formulate de MCC si MMGA, enuntate in adresa 8070/24.05.2005, precum si pe
alte exemple de astfel de documente elaborate pentru situri istorice de valoare universala
exceptionalaZ.

Planul de Management pentru Centrul Istoric Rosia Montand
urmdreste urmdtoarele scopuri principale:
= sd formuleze obiective pentru managementul sitului istoric si al peisajului cultural din

care acesta este parte integrantd, avand in vedere toate componentele acestui peisaj, de

la elementele naturale si ansamblurile arhitectural - urbanistice, la patrimoniul

FO.G. nr47/2000
2 in special: Hadrian's Wall; Mining Landscape; Stonehenge, Bath (v. cap. 5.4.)




arheologic si industrial, [a monumentele individuale gi la varietatea de componente
izolate;

*  sd stimuleze cunoasterea si sporirea interesului publicului pentru sit si sd promoveze
valoarea educationald si culturald a peisajului cultural in ansamblu;

» sd defineascd o strategie de management care sd se ghideze dupa principiile
dezvoltdrii durabile, urmérind un echilibru intre conservarea valorilor culturale si a
celor naturale, intre utilizarea turisticd si exploatarea resurselor naturale;

= sd identifice beneficiile potentiale, economice si culturale, ale sitului si sd stimuleze
participarea actorilor locali la potenfarea acestor beneficii, fard a periclita resursa
culturali;

* 53 propund un program prioritar de actiuni care sd fie realizabile si sd contribuie la

conservarea si punerea in valoare a sitului.

Patrimoniul cultural de la Rosia Montand atinge trei aspecte valorice
esentiale:
peisijul L Peisajul industrial conservat poarta madrturii importante pentru
industrial nrinen

istoria exploatdrilor romane si medievale.

Pentru perivada romana esle semnificaliv peisajud sicblergn, marturia unui efort concertal

al administratiel romane pentru extragerea aurulut in_aproximativ 50 de ani a fosi

dezvolic
Marturiile medievale si moderne sunt semnificative pentru modul de prelucrare
preivdustrial surprins in momentul transformdrii mijloacelor de productic din pragul Revolutici
Industriale. Acest tip de prelucrare care caracterizeazd aceastd zond a fost continuat pani in
epoci contenporand (1948) in paralel cu exploatdrile industriale de mai mare amploare.

petsajul natiwral 2. Acest tip de exploatare a marcat profund peisajul natural al zonei, lar
fransformal

lacurile artificiale (tdurile) au devenit repere pentru acest peisaj industrial in care erau

Vo infro, nola 6, Sitel arheelogic minier Rosia Monlana wil de auloaren cercetarifor cu

siLurl miniere romane exceplionale, inscrise in Liste Patrimoniului Mondial (de exemplu fes

il cualle situri miniere sau

Medilas): |....] ,centru minier important al lumii remane, compard
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3. Momentul de trecere spre epoca industriald, care in multe cazuri a
condus la transformarea agezirilor miniere in orase, se reflecta puternic in configuratia
agezdrii: acest moment inefabil al trecerii de la forma rurald la cea urbana caracterizeazs
puternic aceastd asezare gi ii conferd unicitate: un sat minicr tradifional fn care transformdrile

urbane se intrepitrund armonios cu fondul puternic rural,

Elementele de patrimoniu cultural ale Rosiei Montane se incadreazs
in doud dintre cele trei categorii de monumente istorice definite prin Legea privind
protejarea momumentelor istorice (L. 422/2001): monument si sit. De asemenea, aceste
elemente se inscriu, conform Planului de Amenajarc a Teritoriului National - Sectiunea a I1l-a
- Zone profejate (aprobat prin L. 5/2000), in mai multe categorii de monumente istorice de
valoare nationald  exceptionald:  ansamblu wrban, arhitecturd industriald, mommente  de
arhitecturd populard si in categoria unitdti administrative cu concentrare foarte mare a
patrimoniului construit cu valoare culturalid de interes national.

Cea mai largd categorie patrimoniald relevantd pentru zona Centrului Istoric, siful, este
reprezentatd pe de o parte de Situl arheologic Alburis Maior — Rosia Montani (cod L.M.1.
2004: AB-l-s-A-00065) care, desi nu are o delimitare precisd instituitd prin lege, cuprinde
toate vestigiile romane si, implicit, acopera si Centrul Istoric. Pe de altd parte, in aceeasi
categorie, sit, este inclus si Centrul Istoric al localitifii (cod L.M.L 2004: AB-I1-s-B-00270).
Aceeasi zond a Centrului Istoric este incadratd in PATN/111 la categoria ansambluri urbane
(nr. crt. 174, pozitia g.3).

Categoria cu cea mai largi reprezentare este cea a monumentelor, in care sunt incluse 35 de
case (cod L.M.I. 2004: de la AB-1I-m-B-00277 la AB-Il-m-B-00311) la care se adauga Galeria

Catilina-Monulesti” din zona profejatd a centrului istoric al localititii (AB-1-m-A-00065.05).
Imaginea completd a valorii culturale a sitului, instituitd prin cele doud legi mentionate, se
contureazd doar addugand si celelalte componente de patrimoniu - asezarea ronand de la
Alburnus Maior, Zona Orlea; Exploatarca minicrd romand de la Alburnus Maior, Masioul Orlea;
e

Vestigiile romane de la Alburnus Maior, Zona Carpent; Incinta funerard din zona ,,H"gﬁm

OV 2
jate el
Galeriile romane din Masioul Cirnic, punct ,, Piatra Corbului” (coduri LMI1 2004: A :J_ﬂ
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00065.01 - 00065.04 si, respectiv, AB-1-s-A-20329), 5 case (coduri LMI 2004: AB-11-m-B-
00271 - 00278) si o bisericd (cod LMI 2004: AB-11-m-B-00269).

Delimitarea zonei protejate a Centrului Istoric este instituitd prin Planul Urbanistic
General din 2002, fdrd ca teritoriul aici definit sd cuprindd in intregime zona de

concentrare a valorilor de patrimoniu, asimilabild unui centru istoric.

lerarhizarea care se desprinde din incadrarea juridicd, prin care intreg situl si galeriile
romane aparfin grupei A - monumente istorice de valoare nationald si universald, exprima
prevalenta componentei arheologice. Toate celelalte elemente de patrimoniu sunt
incadrate in grupa B - monumente istorice reprezentative pentru patrimoniul cultural local, dar
aceleasi elemente sunt desemnate prin PATN/IIl drept monumente de valoare nationali
exceptionald a cdror protejare i punere in valoare reprezintd obiective de ufilitate publicd, de

interes national (L. 5/2000, art.3).
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Studiul de fatd se concentreaza asupra unui intreg segment al agezarii
Rogia Montand, depdsind cu mult limitele Zonei Protejate precum si cele ale Zonei de
Protectie a Centrului Istoric, asa cum sunt ele trasate prin Planul Urbanistic General al
comunei. In Planul de Management, cu denumirea de Centru Istoric este desemnat

intregul segment superior al agezdrii incepand de la culoarul de acces in Piatd, de la casa

nr. 251 pand la limitele de nord, est si sud ale partii ocupate cu constructii a intravilanului.

Configuratia generald a terenului in _aceasld _zond sugereazd un

amfiteatru natural, deschis spre valea pardului Rosia, de-a lungul cireia se dezvoltd restul

localitafii. Morfologia _particulard a _amplasamentului este  accentuatd  de  masivele

stancoase care Il delimiteazd spre nord si sud, precum si de culmile domoale dinspre est.

Nucleul acestul peisaj este ocupal chiar de Piala centrala a localitatii, in jurul céireia tesutul

urban este ordonal de poli secundari, plasali pe traseele drumurilor care conduc spre

vechile zone de exploatare minierd si, mai deparie, spre satele invecinate,

- . ) St 1) (Tt Py i W s 4 e T e et 5 = T A =
Aspecliele diverstficate ale Uilir;iltl-‘.w ae constructn, condaifionate acut Lil,' topogralia

witatd a zoner, conduc la conturarea mai multor subzone, cu caracleristici distincle ale

valarilor de palrimoniu.

Rogia Montand se giseste in sudul Carpatilor Occidentali, in Muntii
Metaliferi. Din punct de vedere geologic, localitatea se incadreaz in Patrulaterul Aurifer,
format in urma unor cicluri vulcanice. Acesta este caracterizat de mineralizatia de aur-
argint i cupru distribuitd in trei centuri: centura de nord, continand Complexele Rosia
Montand gi Bucium; centura centrald, confindnd Complexul Zlatna - Hanes -
Munciceasca, centura de sud, continand Complexele Certej si Bolcana.
Astfel, regiunea Rosia Montana apare ca o insula de roci eruptive tertiare in mijlocul unor
formatiuni cretacice: gresii, sisturi si conglomerate. Cele doud masive mai inalte - Carnicul
si Cetatea - sunt formate din riolit, iar cele mai mici din jurul lor - Orlea, Tarina, Carpeni,

Carnicel - din brecie si tuf riolitic;c masivele Igre si Vaidoaia sunt formate din sgisturi

/é;o'
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5 o

conglomerate si gresie carpaticd.
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Depresiunea Rogia Montand, desfasurata in lungul viii Rosia, are forma unui culoar
alungit, incadrat de o serie de ,,dealuri” (Rotunda, Carnicul, Dealul Cetdtii) = vechi conuri
vulcanice in adéancul cirora se gasesc variate minereuri neferoase.

1.2.2 Scurt istori

tarea resurselor aurifere, cuncasle

Periodizare [sloria asezdri Rosia Monlana, strans le

frel perioade semnificative pentru definirea petsajul cultural: antichitatea, caracterizala
i J

prin aniplid sistent de exploatart romane, Evul mediu, reprezentat prin amplificarea sisteniilud

altlic de explontare si Epoca modernd si conlemporand, caracierizala prin aodiful fefinologie.

Componentele  Perioada romana. Anticul Alburius Malor, atestal incepand cu anul 131 p. Ch., este descris
sifului autn

Alburms in prezent de structura industriald minierd, de manifestdrile funerare, edificiile sacre,
Aator

edificiile publice si, probabil, de un mod particular de alciluire a asezirii, compusd din

nuclee de locuire permanentd si tempaorard.

Cel mai pretios izvor istoric, atat pentru istoria asezari d AMbirrnus Maior, céat si pentru

istoria_exploatdrilor aurifere sau a dreptului roman, sunt tablitele cerate, cunoscute inc

din secolul al XIX-lea, care inregistreaza contracte de vanzare-cumpdrare, plata unor

servicii, imprumul cu dobanda, acte ale colegiilor, liste de preturi si cheltuieli, conventii

de asociere, eic. si din care desprindem si scurte caracterizari ale asezirii. Aflam ca

asezarea Alburnus Maior este alcatuild din vicl sl casicllat populate de colonisti de etnii

diverse dintre care se desprind cei iliro-dalmatini si cei din reeiunile de traditie elenistics

specializati in extragerea si prelucrarea primard a minereului aurilers,

Patrimonin Vestigiile arheologice descoperite nu manifesta atribute constructive spectaculoase
arhieologic )
Lot dar, prin modul de adupltare la cadrud netural construiesc un univers special: necropole

dasezale pe pante sau pe plalouri orientate spre vdi, edificii sacre ridicale pe indllimi si

allate probabil i _relatie cu sntrarile i calerii, Trebuie precizat ¢d in acest contexl

distingem lotusi si elemente exemplare peniru peisajul arheoloeic un pomidnciit fiicra

circular foarte bine conserval si dowa cdificii publice realizale din piatri legati ci wortar si

dotate cu instalalie de fupocansiun. Cele cinci necropole delimitate arheologic pana acum,

de la Tdul Corna, Hop-Gauri, Tarina, lie=Piciorae si Paraul Porcului (Tdul Secuilor), sunt
|

marlori importanti ai_dinamicii, diversitalii si numarului crescul al populatiei de la

Albrnus Maror.

4 V. Wollmann, Mineritul metalifer, extragerea sirii si carierele de piatrd din Dacia romand, Cluj-Napoca,
1996, p. 66.

5 RE 1V, col. 1967; D. Davies, Roman Mines in Europe, Oxford, 1935, p. 198-199; C. Dm%ﬁmf*
Transiloania nell” Antichita, Bucurest, 1945, p. 115 - 117, QD
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Spectacolul extraordinar al marluriilor arheologice este oferil de peisajul subleran al
galerilor romane, care formeaza o refed densa, excavala in munte, Cercelarile ar heologice
! re actuale au adus dale importante pentru istoria exploatdrii romane de la Albuy i
Vigior, redefinind acest ynivers prefigural de fracmentul descoperit in ani in_Masivul

Orlea st fransformat in muzeu. Masivele Orlea, Carpent, Carnic, Letv contin sisteme de

alerii romane conservate. Galeriile de explorare, de asistenld, de aerisire, de evacuare a
apel convery Cd amere cu pilier] squ citre santiere inclinate de unde se extragea

minereul bogal,

Foate acestea conlureazid un program minier roman de anverg

desfasural Intr-un inlterval de timp destul de redus - doar cincizeci de ani.

Exploatarea tfoarte posibil sd {1 intrerupld dupd anul 160, asa cum

sugereazd continutul Tablitei Cerate Nr. T din anul 1677 si miéirturiile arheologice abtinute

i ultimii ani® In afara asocierilor facute de unii cercetdtori intre continuarea exploatdrilor

dupd momentul 160 si existenta unui procurator aurariarut la Awpelin in 215 sau ridicarea

la_rangul de munmicipivi a aceluiasi oras in timpul lui Septimius Severus, nu existd

marturii arheologice corte,

Intre retragerea romani din Dacia si secolul al Xlll-lea nu cunoastem vreo
activitate umand in aceasta zona.

Perioada medievald. Doud mentiuni documentare deschid istoria acestei perioade
- una din 1238 si alta din 1271, ambele atestand activitati miniere in masivul Carnic,
conduse de colonistii sasi de la lghiu si Criciu. In aceste documente nu este desemnati
localitatea Rogia Montand asa cum o intelegem astizi, ci se vorbeste despre toponime
precum Chernech sau Terra Obruth. Foarte probabil aceastd informatie istorica trebuie
interpretatd in sensul cid asezarea minierd de epocd medievald era un important centru
compus din mici cdtune situate la poalele masivului Carnic, in zona administrativd a

orasului Abrud?,

e iy st areind Albienus Mutor constitiule fara indoiald s
miiiere de epocid ronend .’ ‘.j‘ asd cum_afirmad_autorul (rlﬁ\irllhﬁ arheologice-minicre, Beatrice

CCOA 2002, Bucuresti 2008, p. 254 - 262

 Minele iintre cefe n oaste complexe

Lauuel el d

7 Continutul Tdb]lml cerate reprezinld o dm,]arape (procesul verbal) de aulodizolvare a asocialiei
de inmormantare (collegitm) a lui Jupiter Cernenus (IDR 1, 31) si evocd un moment de criza din
evolulia societdlii alburnense.

& In necropolele de la Alburnus Maior, malerialul numismatic post 160 este foarte rar
de vedere arheologic, in cadrul structurilor de locuire cercetale se consl "':ﬁ‘f‘%’ﬂ
abandonare a zonelor de habilat (vezi cazul Taul Tapului), probabil in ac /&m f
“Trebuie mentional ¢ pentru perioada secolelor X1 - XV1 exisli o sean wdo t@ ﬁlgﬂl d(g”\\( calizare
a toponimelor desemnand Abrudul si Zlatna, foarte probabil confuzia wovmﬂhﬂ‘d{n gcl /wmlrm

iar, din puntl
L(‘ cazuri,

S pontROWL LZ

(“0 PO‘LUHR“

\Ufu1§,|GO
————/



Activilati
miniere in

sec. XIV - XV]

Conturarea
velrej satului -

sec, XVII

Premisele unei dezvoltdri a asezdrii medievale din zona Rosiei Montane de astizi
ar putea fi identificate in decizia regelui Carol Robert de Anjou, din anii 1327-1328 de
transferare a acestui domeniu minier din proprietatea coroanei in cea a feudalilor locali,
fapt care a avut ca urmare dezvoltarea zonei miniere in ansamblu. Seria de reforme si legi
care reglementeazd mineritul in vremea regatului medieval al Ungariei $i mai apoi a
principatului Transilvaniei au stimulat dezvoltarea mineritului aurifer si la nivel
administrativ. In jurul anului 1525, intr-un act de litigiu dintre proprietarii de steampuri si
gornici, pentru dreptul de spalare a nisipurilor aurifere este atestat pentru prima datd
toponimul Valea Rosiei (Rubeo flumine), din care au derivat versiunile sale ulterioare
germane (Rotseifen si Rotbach) sau maghiare (Verespatak). Tot in acelasi an, din surse
documentare afldm cd judele scaunului Sibiului, Mathias Armbruster construieste
steampuri in zona Abrudului. Tot in aceastd perioadd a primelor decenii ale secolului al
XVl-lea, familii ducale din zona Bavariei au o serie de interese economice in zona miniers
din preajma Abrudului, detindnd imobile in oras si una dintre cele mai bogate mine de pe
Valea Rosiei, cu steampurile aferente. in acest context, la 1592 se mentioneazd includerea
zonei actuale de la Rosia Montand, atestatd sub denumirea de Rubeo flumine (in traducere
exactd ,radul rogu”), in teritoriul Abrudului, care devenise deja oras la jumatatea secolului
al XV-lea.

Dezvoltarii industriale din secolul al XVII-lea, surprinse de exemplu de o statistici
din 1676 - care inregistreazd 77 de steampuri (rofae) la poalele Carnicului, 29 la Corna, 17 la
Cdrpinig ~ trebuie sd-i fi corespuns si o concentrare urband in zona definitd astdzi prin
sintagma ,,Centrul Istoric Rosia Montana” 10,

Perioada moderni si contemporana. Dupd ample rapoarte si studii de eficientizare a
mineritului, precum si reforme legate de minerit, odatd cu debutul marilor constructii
industriale facute pe cheltuiala statului - Imperiul Habsburgic, asistam in secolul al XVIll-lea

la 0 adevdratd revolutie industriald in zona Rosiei Montane, asa cum se observi de altfel pe

germand a aceslor localitdli, respectiv Abrud (magh. Abrudbinya, germ. Grofischlatten) si Zlatna
(germ. Schiatten, nume derivat din limba slavi, zolofo insemnand aur). Regiunca minierd Abrud -
Rosia Montand - Zlatna (cu imprejurimile) {dcea parte din cel mai vechi comitat din Transilvania,
care isi avea resedinta la Alba. Numele tinutului a fost insd dat mult timp de localitatea Abrud,
care a definul o vreme o anumild imporlantd administrativ-politicd. Prin urmare, pand spre
sfarsitul secolului al XVI-lea zona Rosia Monland nu era identificatd in mod distinct in cadrul
teritoriului administrativ al Abrudului,

v anul 2000, cldctaale inocontextul roalizarii

tural din sona
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intreg teritoriul Transilvaniei ["ulem spunc ca anul 1755, care marcheaza inceputul reahizdrti

temului_de lacuri_artificiale si_amenajari_hidrotehnice, devine semnificativ_in_cadrul

Ll

nsformari ecol

ANl 1

[ntreaga zoni auriferd Rogia Montand cunoaste, in a doua jumdtate a secolului al
XVlll-lea, o dezvoltare fard precedent prin deschiderea de mari galerii, atat de cdtre stat, cét si
de proprietari sau asociafii de proprietari particulari, care concesioneazd de la stat drepturi de
exploatare a zicdmintelor (1746 - sistemul de galerii Sf. Treime - Verchesul de Jos - Razna, in
masivul Cérnic; 1769 - galeria Verchesul de Sus, in masivul Cérnic; 1783 ~ galeria Sf. Cruce
in masivul Orlea, o lucrare de mare amploare ficutd din initiativa statului gi care parcurgea
intreaga vale a pardului Rosia). Orizonturile subterane erau completate la suprafald de un
sistem complex de prelucrare a minereului alcituit din lacuri de acumulare (fiuri) care
alimentau firele de apa din v&i, unde erau amplasate instalatiile de macinare a minereului

(steampuri). Acestui moment reprezenlativ pentru evolutia industriei de prelucrare primard a

minereului ii sunt asociate evenimente definitorii ale istoriei nationale. Obligarea populatioi se

participe la fucrarile industriale mentionate s-a addueat fondului social tensionat care a

declansal Rascoala lui Horea, Closca si Crisan, care la randut ei marcheaza, prin desfiintarea

iohdgiel, depésirea epocii medievale si incepultul epocii moderne

Tot acum se contureazd structura urbana in forma conservata astizi. Zona din

rii isi definesle caracterul de reprezentare In aria_de maximad concenlrare

estul ase

urbana, dar rdmane caracterizatd de periferitle industriele, unde domind eospodadriile cu

instalatii de prelucrare. Tot acelasi tip de gospoddrii sau numai insialatiile de prelucrare

fac lecatura cu zona din vale, conturatd odata cu nidicarea bisericii oreco-catolice!l si a

celel otodoxe. Taurile, sutele de steampuri!? si haldele de steril din jurul eurilor de mind

deflinest peisajul industrial al acestel zone miniere. Toatd aceasta perioadd cunoaste o

dezvoltare nu numal a zonelor de exploatare (ca de exemplu deschiderea exploatdrii

Filonului Cotoroanta din masivul Carnic, in 1875), cat si a tehnicilor de exploatare, care

culmineazd cu introducerea, incepand cu anul 1908, a curentului electric!®, Nivelul tehnic

" Preotul Simion Balint, unul dintre cipitanii lui Avram lancu, a slujil aici si esle inmormantal in
cimitirul din jurul bisericii.
12 In 1772, cu ocazia vizitei in zona Rosia Monland - Abrud a lui lgnalz von Born sunl mentionate
cea. 1200 de steampuri, localizate asLfel: 226 pe Valea Rosiei, 254 pe Valea Cornei, 151 In Cirpinis,
471 la Campeni si 102 la Bucium.
% Intre 1907-1908 a fost construiti Uzina electricd de la Gura Rosiei. (cf. C. Riscuta - Exploataren
Rosia Montand. Investifiile economice si realitdfi socio-cilturale (1919-1948), mss., 20 0:3;} gﬁm
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Ghilulescu, Industria extractivi a melalelor neleroase, Bucurest, 1946, P2

Dupéa Marea Unire din 1918 inregistrdm implicarea masivd a Statului Roman prin
preluarea exploatirii de stat a administratiei austro-ungare si prin noul statut de
proprietar exclusiv al subsolului4. Toatd perioada pand la 1948 este marcatd de procesul
de retehnologizare, finalizat abia in anii “40. Ultima perioada de revigorare economicd gi
sociald!s se inregistreazd in cei zece ani dinaintea nationalizarii din 1948, cand este
suprimat sectorul particular de exploatare a zdcamantului.

Perioada comunistd a condus, prin alungarea concesionarilor de mine sau de
steampuri, la depopulare si incheierea bruscd a unui proces care a generat localitatea
Rosia Montana. Anii 70 sunt reprezentativi pentru deschiderea exploatarii de suprafafd in

cariera Cetate, efectele asupra peisajului fiind vizibile si active pana in prezent.

O caracteristicd sociald legatda de ocupatia generald a locuitorilor din Rogia
Montand - solidaritatea profesionald - a fost motorul conturdrii acestel comunitéfi,
compusd dintr-o multitudine de etnii - germani, maghiari, romani, slovaci, evrei.

Aceastd comunitate, desi foarte deschisd la relatiile sociale interne (cdsdtorii
interetnice si interconfesionale) se separa de comunitdtile vecine, rareori fiind acceptati in
randurile ei ,ldturenii” (cei din regiunea extraviland Rosiei) sau ,vmiturile” (cei proveniti
recent din alte zone ale Jarii). Aldturi de aspectele sociale, din punct de vedere economic,
Rosia Montand a avut de-a lungul timpului un statut aparte fatd de comunele din zonele
invecinate. Asistdm la un tip de viatd mondend, cosmopolitd care contrasteazd cu mediul
rural invecinat.

Aceste trisdturi s-au concretizat intr-un ansamblul de conceptii, obiceiuri, datini si
credinte, transmise prin viu grai sau materializate in mediul construit, caracterizat de un
fond cu puternic caracter arhaic’® unde diversitatea influenfelor, desi interpretate gi

transformate, rimane transparentd in forma de manifestare proprie.

i Legea Minelor din 1924 prevedea: ,Subsolul este al Statului, exploatorul trebuind a execula sub
controlul statului programe de lucru adaptate conditiilor de zicamant, si nevoilor obstei” - T. P.

15 Programele nalionale sociale mediale de Exploalarea Rogia Montand a
functiuni: club muncitorese, Casina, cinematogral, scoala.
ie Rogia Montand - Studin Efnologic, Bucuresti, 2004, p. 63.
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In mare parte fondul construit al localitdtii Rosia Montand este
caracterizat de folosirea unor sisteme constructive tradifionale (material de constructie
preponderent - lemnul, dar si piatra de mind pentru demisoluri care preiau panta
terenului; invelitori din sitd, sindrild, tigld), folosirea unor elemente de delimitare si
adaptare la teren, a cdror utilizare intensivd ajunge sa contribuie la identitatea imaginii
urbane (ziddrie seacd, ziddrie legatd cu pamant, utilizata la lucrdrile de terasare, precum si
pentru delimitarea proprietatilor), modul de amplasare pe parceld a anexelor
gospodaresti (grajduri, depozitdri diverse dispuse In partea posterioard a parcelei sau la
stradd, unde impreund cu o fatadd a casei si poarta realizeazi front continuu) si tipologia
constructiilor - madrturie a vechimii unora dintre case sau a modului particular de
contaminare a formelor traditionale cu elemente de facturd urband. Chiar acest fenomen,
care delimiteazd o categorie aparte de constructii, aderente la un anumit ,,stil ordsenesc”,
este de asemenea foarte pretios, reflectind - prin modul de interpretare a aparentei
arhitecturale, de transpunere a motivelor, dilatate mai mult sau mai pufin dramatic,
deformate, simplificate si amalgamate - mentalitédfile si determinantele acestora,
credinfele si practicile religioase, tipurile comportamentale, ocupatiile care, toate, s-au
inldnfuit cu efecte uneori surprinzitoare in ansamblul unei populafii ea insdsi de
provenienfd eterogend.

Modificérii statutului de proprietate asupra minelor si instalatiilor de
prelucrare a minereului, disparifia caracterul industrial, nu fird urmdri in plan socio-
economic, a produs in ultimii cincizeci de ani alterarea caracterului localitatii in general,
cu efecte si asupra fondului construit care nu se manifestd doar prin degradare, dar si prin
deformarea relatiei cu situl: constructiile nocive, striine, produc multe contraste negative,

rupturi ale structurii arhitecturale si urbanistice.

Piata. Aceastd unitate cuprinde constructiile care delimiteazd piata centrald, primul
tronson din strada Brazi - pana la biserica reformatd - si pornirile celor doud ulite de acces
spre cimitirul romano-catolic.

Caracteristici: limitele de nord-est si sud cuprind constructii grupate in front inchis;
densitatea lor atinge valoarea maximé, raportatd la intreaga localitate; fronturile
tronsonulul din strada Brazi, inclus in aceastd subzond, sunt setnﬁné;jﬁégéﬁfqﬁ“fl\densitate

/%" DRECTIA "4\
5 gEnERALA TN

W EVALUARE
E IMPACT,

v, CONTROLUL &

\ % = </
3 | A
\-:\.OCQJPOUARHS‘?DA /) )i
LuseE Y 7 <
T I/X ’,A\ 1



MNiucler
wrbaristics

Stricctura
linfard

ridicatd; constructiile situate in vecindtatea Piefei, pe cele doud ulite de acces la cimitirul
romano-catolic, sunt prelungiri ale fronturilor deja amintite;

Zona Berg. Cuprinde doud nuclee: primul, grupat in jurul gradinii de vard, la nord-vest
de Piata gi al doilea, la nord fata de primul.

Caracteristict: constructii aliniate la strada, densitate scizutd; intentie de grupare in front in
cazul primului nucleu; densitate medie in cazul celui de-al doilea nucleu.

Zona Citilina. Localizatd in vecindtatea accesului in galeria Cétdlina-Monulesti.
Caracteristict: constructii concentrate in jurul unuinod al retelei stradale.

Zona Viidoaia. Localizatd la limita nord-esticd a satului, la baza masivului Jig,
Caracteristic: constructii grupate in nuclee mici, inconjurate de spatiul public vernacular,
traversat de parédul Rosia.

Zona Brazi. Aflatd in apropierea limitei sud-estice a satului.

Caracteristici: constructii aliniate la stradd, concentrate in jurul unui nod al refelei stradale.
Zona Carnic. Delimitatd la sud de masivul Carnic, se dezvoltd spre nord pand la marginea
albiei paraului Rosia.

Caracteristici: zond cu densitate micd de constructii, distribuite (cele istorice) dupa
considerente induse de profilul industrial tradifional al acestei zone. Limita vesticd a
subzonei - drumul de la baza masivului Cérnic - era trasatd de un afluent al paraului
Rosia, si a fost mecanismul concentrdrii constructiilor spre zona de exploatare si
prelucrare, strans legatd de folosirea apei.

Zona de acces. Situatd la vest, contine constructii asezate sau orientate la drumul de acces
spre platoul Pietei.

Caracteristici: prin amplasarea specificd a constructiilor pe parceld si raportarea fatd de
drum sunt direct determinate de ingustimea culoarului viii Rosiei si reprezintd tronsonul
de trecere spre schema liniard a restului localitdfii Rosia Montana.

Zona interstifinld. Reuneste imobile care definesc impreund cu subzonele de mai sus
Centrul Istoric al localitatii Rosia Montana.

Caracteristict: este alcdtuita din constructii dispersate care, prin modul de organizare, nu
definesc grupuri cu trdsdturi comune, ci constituie fondul general in care gasim elemente

cu puternicd individualitate.

Peisajul asezirii. Determindrile reliefului care au conditionat realizarea retelei de

drumuri, modul de amplasare a constructiilor prin ample lucrdri de a 1@;}@\;@4@& pantelor,
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precum si relafia localitate-exploatare tradifionald auriferd definesc in intravilanul
localitatii peisajul asezarii propriu-zise.

Peisajul industrial al Taurilor - Taul Mare, Tdul Anghel si Tanl Brazi. Lucrari utilitare de
mare amploare, marturii ale organizarii exploatdrii traditionale din perioada medievald si
modernd. Componentei industriale i se adaugd vechimea acestor mari constructii
industriale, construite incepand inainte de 17357 si continuand pand in jurul anului 1750.
Peisajul industrial - masioul Carnic. Fundalul natural sudic al asezdrii pdstreazd urme
puternice ale exploatdrilor: guri de mina, steril pravalit pe coaste, versanti lipsiti de vegetatie.
Peisajul industrial al Masivului stdncos Viidoaia. Fundalul natural nordic al asezirii.
Poartd puternice urme ale exploatdrii traditionale. Imaginea acestui masiv este
caracterizatd nu de dimensiunea naturald ci de factorul antropic, madrturie istoricd a
exploatarii.

Peisajul padurilor de conifere - masivul Carnic. Fundalul natural sud-estic al asezarii este
vegetat puternic, facand legitura intre zona de extracfie istorica din Cérnic si peisajul
utilitar.

Peisajul utilitar. 'Encon]'oaré, cum este si firesc datoritd caracterului sdu agricol, asezarea,
dar prin modul special de delimitare a proprietitilor, defineste un tip de peisaj coerent de
legéturd intre cel al asezdrii si cel cu atribute industriale al taurilor.

niul industrial = patrimoniu tehnic si patrimoniu minier (plansa 04)

Este reprezentat pe de o parte de instalatiile tehnologice de prelucrare

a minereului. Din picate, distrugerea intenfionatd de dupa 1948 a tuturor steampurilor a

produs o lacund importantd in dauna patrimoniului tehnic tradifional. [sle nosibil ca prin
cercetari_arheologice sd se descopere, aldturi de amprenta constructiei, elemente care
alcatuiau aceste nstalatii. Marturiile cele mai importante rdman structura parcelarului,

configuratia gospodariilor care amintesc de existenta pe aceeasi proprietate a instalatiilor
de prelucrare sau chiar a gurilor de mind, sau morfologia cladirilor cu acces direct din
stradd in demisolul unde, uneori, se conservi instalatia de spalare a minereului.

Tot din aceastd categorie fac parte si elementele de instalatii romane si medievale
descoperite pand in prezent (roti si jgheaburi de lemn pentru evacuarea si dirijarea apei de

mind, armdturi de galerii, scdri).

7 Data constructiei Taului Brazi nu este cunosculd, dar fondurile arhivistice pistreaza mentiunea
cid este anterior Taului Tarina, datat 1735-1750. Taul Mare a (ost construil in P@@w@ﬂ«ﬁﬁﬁﬁil 75(0)
(Cristina Riscula, op. ciL., p.23). /" DIRECTA, SO
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ratrimonin: O altd categorie o constituie elementele de control al nivelului tdurilor, barajele propriu-

feitine

nioder zise, marturii tehnice de proiectare inginereasca din secolul al XVIlI-lea.
I'eisirj Sislemele de explorare, de exploatare, de aerisire, reprezentale de galeri, abalaje sau alte
Sithleran
lucrari romane, medievale sau moderne, aleatuicse o unitate a patrimoniului indusirial -
_)1_ Subiteran .:Lf_l__:_‘_'_-[‘.'ﬂ NMordaie.
2.7, Peisaful cultural
wotiva  de analizd a peisajelor culturale esle  deschisa de

L onventid llf-f,l'HlHI_HHlLH NViondial: Porsapele culfurale reflecta deseort deliior specrfice

OOrLACd’e @ e 'li!l’:"i-“ .’:’\H’iiif”( Jfrf"_F‘J::'{iri_‘_jﬂlz-‘_‘__|‘_.‘L Cilline :‘fufw..‘_i‘f st fognttele mediliv

e delinil de caracleristicile s1 efeclele unel sing

Peisajul cultural Rosia Montand e

Mineritul ‘ ‘ . .
tradiional  OCUpati: mineritalul tradilional',

Mineitul - Exploatdrile miniere reprezintd, prin amploarea lor, un imperatio admimistratio central®, fie
imperaliv
administrat - ¢ ne referim la componentele romane, maghiare, habsburgice, austro-ungare sau
i

romanesti. Marturiile de prim rang ale acestui atribut sunt sistemele de galerii romane,

medievale, moderne si contemporane.

structirs Efectele acestor politici de stat s-au manifestat in conturarea unui creuzet etnic creator al

}q.-f‘f,'-ﬁgﬁmr unei diversitdti culturale unice. Vestigiile arheologice romane o atestd prin diversitatea
riturilor, ritualurilor funerare, multitudinea de divinitdli venerate, iar asezarea actual
prin zonele cu particularitéti etnice (zona Berg sau zonele marginale, tipic romanesti),
zonele mixte, bisericile pentru cele cinci confesiuni.

mienactien Necropole, zone sacre sunt subordonate mediului natural prin dispunerea lor pe teraséri

i

;;::,{::,’.{,;_ ale pantelor sau in puncte inalte cu perspective largi asupra vdilor.

car

antropic Asezarea este de asemenea definitd de cadrul natural, iar intrepdtrunderea dintre cadrul
antropic si mediul natural a creat un ansamblu de forme traditionale si rurale surprinse in
procesul de tranzitie spre formele urbane: case cu elemente de fatada urbane si forma de

plan traditional, aliniament materializat de mauri puternici de terasare sau delimitare.

f WHC 96/ B P 2 Oclober 1996, paragral 39
I Exploatarce de alo din Cariera Coelate, prin efo s distrocliv asupr
natural precum sioprin epulzarea repida o resursel minerale depdseste cadreul defin

cullural
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Detsaj culiural
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Prin_urmare, in_conformitate cu_definitiile gi metodologia de evaluare ¢ clasificare

peisajelor culturale, enunlate in Cperdionel Guedelines for Hi Laplementaiion ol e World
Hevitnee  Conpentfion (Direclive perational pontrue implementarea € onventiel
Patrimoniului Mondial), peisajul cuttural al zonei Rosia Montana se inscrie in categoria

peisajeior dezooltate orcanic — subcateoria peisal fosil (pet, 1, a)?,

Aceastd incadrare nu isi paseste un echivalent juridic, dat fiind ¢d in Jegislalia romdneascd

de protectic a patrimoniului cultural nu existd categoria , pe cultural”, in ciude

ratificarii de catre Romédnia a Conventiei FPatrimoniuvlui Mondial®, Cu toale acestea,

notiunea de ,sit”, asa cum esle deflinita in legislatia de specialitate®, cuprinde si domeniul

de aplicare al notiunii de ,peisaj cultural”, pe care il include in definitia sa.

Importanta si complexitatea sitului** atrage dupd sine si o structura
densi a intereselor manifeste sau potentiale si a entitdtfilor purtdtoare ale acestor interese -
de la persoanele (fizice si juridice) care au legaturi administrative gi institutfionale, la cele
cu interese economice sau la cele al ciaror interes derivi din valoarea culturald a sitului, ca
obiect de studiu sau prilej de recreere. Interesele sunt manifestate la nivel individual s
organizational, atat public cat si privat, la nivel local, regional, national sau chiar

transnafional.

Interesul public cel mai larg generat de ansamblul central al Rosiei

Montane este recunoscut si instituit prin desemnarea acestuia drept sit istoric de

dininisirativ i
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Ninisternd!
Crellurii i
Creltelor

importanta locald, inscris in Lista Monumentelor Istorice (L.M.L)%, precum si prin
nominalizarea ansamblului, in cadrul Planului de Amenajare a Teritoriului National -
Sectiunea a Ifl-a, Zone Protejate (P.A.T.N./III)2%, ca valoare de patrimoniu cultural de
interes national. Acestei duble recunoagteri a valorii intregului ansamblu i se adaugs
clasarea a 35 de imobile amplasate in zond ca monumente istorice de importanta locala?,
din nou suprapusd de includerea acestora printre monumentele istorice de valoare
nafionald exceptionald cuprinse in P.A.T.N. /11128,

Dincolo de componentele ansamblului urban, interesul public este instituit si asupra
elementelor sitului arheologic minier, prin includerea acestora atat in L.M.1. precum si in
P.AT.N./1IL

incadririle punctuale sau cea generald a centrului istoric sunt
completate prin desemnarea prin P.AT.N./IIl a intregii comune Rosia Montana drept
~unitate administrativ-teritoriald cu concentrare foarte mare a patrimoniului construit cu
valoare culturald de interes national”2,

Interesul public prioritar atasat Centrului Istoric - acela privind
conservarea si valorificarea resursei culturale - este precizat si articulat prin Legea privind
protejarea nionumentelor istorice™, care stabileste atributii privind identificarea, clasarea,
evidenta, protectia, conservarea si prezentarea siturilor cu valoare culturald. Astfel,
activitdfile strategice si politicile in domeniul patrimoniului intrd in responsabilitatea
Ministerului Culturii gi Cultelor (MCC). Atributiile operationale si o parte din cele
administrative sunt delegate de cdtre minister institutiilor aflate in subordinea sa. Astfel,
[nstitutul  National al Monumentelor Istorice asigurd fundamentarea stiintifica,
metodologica, normativd a activitafilor strategice, desfdgoard activititi de evidenfd si
gestiune a patrimoniului, sau deruleazd proiecte si programe in domeniu. Oficiul
National al Monumentelor Istorice preia planificarea la nivel national a activitdtilor de

protejare a patrimoniului, prin elaborarea, in acord cu strategia Ministerului, a Planului

® localizat vag: , Targul satului”, Piafa, carticrul Berg, Str. Brazilor si zona din amonte de Piajd, spre
lacur; LML 2004, cod AB-11-s-B-00270; vezi in Anexa 1 lisla tuturor valorilor instituite in zona de
studiu.

0 fard nici un indiciu privind delimitarca: ,Centrul istoric satul Rosia Montanid”; L. nr.5 /2000,
anexa I, pozitia Lg3).

¥ ef. Anexa

L. 5/2000, anexa 111, pozitia .m2).

* Legea nr.5 /2000, anexa 111, calegoria a [-a.
W Legea nr.422/2001
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National de Restaurare si o parte a deciziilor privind asigurarea, de la buget sau din alte
surse, a finantarii activitdtilor de restaurare.

La acest prim nivel al interesului national, intervin si alte organe ale
administratiel centrale - Ministerul Agriculturii, Padurilor si Dezvoltarii rurale (mai ales
prin agentia sa - Romsilva); Ministerul Integrérii Europene (in a cdrui atributie intrd
formularea planurilor strategice de dezvoltare nationald) si institufiile subordonate -
Agentia de Dezvoltare Regionald Centru (care stabileste strategia si programele regionale

de dezvoltare).

Interesul public legat de gestiunea monumentelor istorice si
dezvoltare urbanisticd este specificat in Legea 422/2001 privind profejarea monumentelor
istorice si in Legea 350/ 2001 privind amenajarea teriforiului s urbanisnului,

Prin statutul conferit de Legea 350/2001 privind amenajarea teritoriului si urbanismului,
Administratia publicd judefeand, reprezentatd de Consiliul Judetean, este organismul
intermediar intre administrafia centrald si cea locald, asigurand integrarea prevederilor
locale in planurile de amenajare a teritoriului nafional, regional si zonal.

Organismul direct implicat in realizarea programelor de dezvoltare urbanisticd este
Consiliul Local care, prin consultare si cooperare cu institutii, agenti economici,
organisme si organizatii neguvernamentale de interes national, judefean sau local,
intocmeste programul de dezvoltare urbanisticd a localitdfii si sprijind proprietarii,

detfindtorii sau administratorii monumentelor istorice.

Interesul fatd de patrimoniul cultural din Rosia Montand s-a
manifestat, incepand cu anul 2000, atat la nivel local cat si la nivel mai larg, nafional si
international, prin actiunile asociafiilor, organizatiilor nonguvernamentale sau ale unor

categorii socio-profesionale preocupate de soarta patrimoniului.

Interesul manifestat de organismele statale (Statul Maghiar) sau
multistatale (Uniunea Europeand, Organizatia Natiunilor Unite), prin organismele de
actiune (ex. UNESCO / ICOMOS) exprimd preocuparea pentru patrimoniul istoric

universal statuat prin lege si pentru mediul natural.




Regtnd de

propriviale al

Monumentele istorice din Rosia Montand, inscrise in  Lista

momnentelor - Monumentelor Istorice a CNM /2004, sunt proprietdti private distribuite astfel:

{slorice

Constrictit
alorouse

Constrictit
fird valoare;
constynetii

nocioe

Proprictaten
asupra
terenmrilor

Peisa) nebter
vegeldl

*  persoane fizice - 13 imobile;
»  persoane juridice (RMGC) - 14 imobile;
= culte - 4 imobile;
»  Comuna Rosia Montand - 1 imobil;
*  coproprietari -~ persoand juridicd (RMGC)/persoand fizicd - 3
imobile; persoand fizica /persoand fizicd -~ 1 imobil
Alituri de Monumentele Istorice clasate, in zona Centrului Istoric,
clasat in ansamblul sdu, atat prin inscrierea in LMI cét si prin legea 5/2000, se afld un
numar de 135 de constructii valoroase, 38 anexe gospoddresti valorose si 31 de ansambluri
sau gospodadrii valoroase definite prin inventarierea C.P.P.C.N. si Studiul de delimitare a
Centrului Istoric Rosia Montand. Efectele transformarilor din ultimii 50 de ani au condus
la pierderi semnificative in privinta valorii fondului construit, ceea ce se reflectd in
numdrul mare de constructii lipsite de valoare (188), sau chiar de constructii nocive (55).
Proprietatea asupra terenurilor din Zona Centrului Istoric (plansa 02)
este distribuitd astfel:
= proprietate publicd a Consiliului Local
= proprietate publicd a Primdriei
*  proprietate publicd a Statului Roman
®  proprietate privatd culte
* proprietate privatd persoand fizics
*  proprietate privatd persoand juridicd - RMGC

= proprietate privatd persoand juridicd - SN MINVEST DEVA

Mineritul reprezenta ocupatia principald a locuitorilor din Rosia
Montand si a implicat transformadri ale peisajului prin multitudinea gurilor de mind sau a
haldelor de steril in apropierea intrdrilor in galerii sau in zona de prelucrare. Astdzi mai
sunt vizibile o parte din gurile de mind din coasta masivelor Cérnic si [ig, haldele fiind
deja_vegetate. Zonele de extraclie din vecinatatea localititii au fost cuprinse de vegetatia
de conifere, asa cum este cazul unei p‘c*lr,ti' a masivului Carnic, sau au rdmas stanci golase

precum masivul Jig. De asemenea, disparitia modului traditional de prelucrare a indus si
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modificarea unor destinatii ale terenului intravilan, acolo unde prelucrarea minereului se
desfdsura in cadrul gospodariilor.

In prezent industria minierd este orientata spre mineritul clasic, in galerii
si spre exploatarea de suprafafd, introdusa la Rosia Montand odatd cu deschiderea, in anii 70,
a carierei din masivul Cetate.
Agricultura se practica pe arii restranse, in cadrul localitatii (gradini de zarzavat), iar in jurul
localitdtii se cultivd rareori grau, secard, orz, ovdz, porumb si cartofi. Asigurarea fertilizarii
terenurilor prin pasunatul vitelor, cat si prin sistemul asolamentelor bienale sau trienale,
conduce la definirea unui caracter general al vecinatatilor localitatii: pasuni si fanete care insd,

prin modul de configurare, constituie un peisaj particular al zonei Rogia Montana.

Din analiza istoricd raportatd la situatia actuald rezultd cd, in timp,
polii functionali ai localititii si-au modificat caracteristicile, inversandu-gi partfial rolurile. Zona
pietei si-a pastrat doar partial functiunea comerciald asociata celei de locuire.

Functiunile administrative i dotirile publice au fost transferate in zona centrului actual, avand
ca efect scaderea capacitatii de polarizare a pietei si disparifia functiei sale de
reprezentare.

Functiunile industriale asociate locuirii - exploatdri miniere, steampuri,
concentrate in zona Viidoaia si zona Cdrnic - au dispdrut, inducdnd transformdri
semnificative la nivelul structurii urbane locale: rarefiere a constructiilor, abandonare a
unor parcele in favoarea spatiului public, restrangere a perimetrului construit in nord-

estul zonei.

schimbdrile functionale _majore _nu _au antrenat incd modificar]

importante fa nivelul structurii urbane a localitilii,




Degradare
aceentuald o
Sondudu
constrl!

Dezagregarea
comunititn

Disparifia industriei miniere tradifionale in anii ‘50 si disparifia
concesiunilor private in domeniul exploatdrii aurifere, precum si inifierea exploatarii de
suprafatd din anii “70 au condus la modificari ale peisajului, la modificarea structurii si
ocupatiilor populatiei, la pdrdsirea si degradarea unor constructii industriale traditionale,
la degradarea sau chiar demolarea unor constructii sau ansambluri, printre care unele de
reald valoare de patrimoniu (ex. Palatul Ajtai).

Aceastd situatie a indus transformiri prin degradare, rtuperea
legdturii cu modul de construcfie traditional, lipsa preocupdrii pentru gospodairiile
definite in trecut de un profil functional clar, dar a fost un proces cu efecte lente asupra
elementelor valoroase din Rosia Montana. Transferul de proprietate de dupa 2002, prin
incetarea utilizdrii permanente a unora dintre constructii, cauzatd adeseori si de starea

1Ludld a unora dintre ele. O

rea acces

proastd de conservare, a condus la ruinarea si dee
altd cauzd este dezagregarea comunitifii locale prin migrarea masivd a populatiei spre
mediul urban, care a condus in timp la abandonarea multor constructii: bisericile din
Centrul Istoric, Casina, gridina de vard, mare parte a spatiilor comerciale din Piafa.

in consecinty, lucrérile de interventie asupra fondului construit devin
primordiale pentru salvarea Centrului Istoric Rogia Montand. Acestea vizeazi zonele cu
concentrdri de constructii degradate puternic sau constructii valoroase in stadiu avansat
de degradare.

anei Ist g a pofentialulud acesteia
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Valori

Valori naturale - in mare parte sunl asociate celor culturale, asociere generatoare de peisaj

culltural;

Valori identitate, valoare tehnica) - toate urmele

culturale asociate cu situl {valoare de

exploatarilor miniere tradifionale si amenajarile pentru prelucrarea minereului aurifer

clemente definitorii ale peisajului cultural Rosia Montana;

valoare arhitecturala
- elemente compozifionale, constructive si stilistice specifice mediului urban al targurilor

Muntilor Apuseni, adaptate pe structura arhitecturii vernaculare;
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- elemente ale arhitecturii vernaculare a Muntilor Apuseni, caracterizate prin vechime,
autenticitate si originalitate;

valoare urbanisticdi - structurarea particulard a fesutului urban, dupi un tipar
imprumutat din mediul targurilor montane ale zonei, sau chiar din ambianta centrelor
urbane mai indepértate, tipar care isi pierde progresiv din consistentd, dinspre centrul
marcat de Piafd spre periferii, intr-un amestec mereu mai puternic purtator al caracterului
rural;

valoare peisagistica - configuratia topograficd a amplasamentului; elemente utilitare:
lucrdri de amenajare si delimitare a terenului si adaptare la configuratia topografics -
ziduri de terasare, mauri, plantatii pe limita de proprietate; pavaje; elemente vegetale
antropice si spontane - masive, palcuri si alte grupdri de arbori i arbusti.

valoare tehnicid - zidaria seacd din piatra; sistemul constructiv specific arhitecturii de
lemn; sistemele de captare, inmagazinare si dirijare controlatd a apei - tiuri, stavilare,
canale; galeriile si abatajele exploatirilor miniere:

valoare istoricd gi memoriali - fesutul urban, in mare parte, prin vechimea elementelor
care il compun si prin calitdtile particulare ale acestor elemente devine in ansamblu un
~document istoric”, care poartd numeroase semne ale texturii etnice si sociale aparte a
asezaril.

valori imateriale - celebritatea anticului Alburius Maior dobandits in urma descoperirii
aici, in secolul al XIX-lea, a tablitelor cerate; asocierea zonei cu dous momente de
cumpdnad ale istoriei nationale: Riscoala lui Horea, Clogca si Crisan si Revolutia de la

1848; unicitatea culturii popula re,

- economicd, recreafionald si educationald, valoare social-politici;
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- Planul de Management are drept scop asigurarea unui cadru (organizational /
institutional, legislativ, normativ, regulator) peniru conser |

 resurselor de patrimoniu
| ;

cultural sf natural ale sitului Kosia Montana / Zona Jsiorice ¢

Acest scop larg include: protejarea si punerea in valoare a resurselor arhitecturale,
arheologice, peisagistice, industriale si naturale impreund cu contextul lor urban si
teritorial; ameliorarea cunoasterii si infelegerii sitului; introducerea elementelor de
explicitare si interpretare a sitului; utilizarea sa ca resursa educafionald; sprijinirea
revitalizdrii culturale, economice si sociale a comunitétii locale.

- Planul va evidentia principalele provocdri la care este supus situl, precum si
oportunitatile care decurg din statutul sdu de sit protejat. Aceste probleme vor fi tratate
printr-o serie de obiective operationale si proiecte, special formulate pentru a indeplini
obiectivele strategice. Acestea din urma sunt:

Fiecare dintre cele 30 de obiective tratate in continuare se adreseazd unui numdr de
probleme. Toate sunt gandite sd indeplineascd scopurile strategice enunfate mai sus. In
plus, mai existd trei obiective generale, relevante pentru toate aspectele gestiondrii sitului.
Acestea sunt:

conservarea  sitului - ‘ valoarca exceplionald




Protejarea, conservarea si punerea in valoare a Situlus lstore Rosia h
mai ales a Centrului Istoric, ca nucleu cu maxima coerentd si reprezentativitate a valorii
culturale, va conduce la afirmarea identitatii sale culturale si la transformarea sa 11:(1-11

Lo al regenerdrii economice si al reconstructiei sociale a zonei.

PYOPTU T Lot

o 1 .
Rocenerare s1 dezvoltare

Dezvoltarea zonelor rurale este un obiectiv strategic al Romaniei si are in vedere
reducerea decalajului dintre mediul rural si cel urban, precum si alinierea la standardele
Comunitatii Europene: Dezvoltarea cconomiei rurale a Romdnicl bazatd pe cunoastere si
antreprenoriat privat, care respectd mostentrea naturald, culturald si istoricd (PND 2007-2013).
Politica guvernului privind regenerarea si dezvoltarea durabild a zonelor rurale va
conduce la construirea unor comunitéti solide, prospere si deschise. O economie regional
§i zonald prosperd va putea sustine costurile conservdrii sitului.

Parteneriatul  pentru Rosia Montane va colabora cu agentiile si departamentele

administratiei care sunt responsabile pentru realizarea obiectivelor strategice nafionale si
regionale, pentru a determina atragerea de resurse si sprijinirea proiectelor propuse
pentru atingerea obiectivelor de management al sitului.

Implementarea politicilor cuprinse in Planul de Management va garanta cd regenerarea si

dezvoltarea economicd a zonei va conduce la protejarea si promovarea valorilor sitului.

Nu orice operatiune de regenerare va fi provocatd de resursa de patrimoniu. Exista totusi
un mare potential pentru astfel de operatiuni, dezvoltate pornind de la patrimoniul
cultural si natural.

Reutilizarea constructiilor istorice in operatiunile de regenerare conduce la economisirea
resurselor financiare gi materiale si la diminuarea impactului operafiunilor asupra
mediului. Prin reutilizarea fondului construit existent se pot acoperi cea mai mare parte
dintre necesitatile functionale ale asezarii.

In plus, elementele de patrimoniu cultural conferd profunzime gi semnific

/4

vecindtdtilor In care se gdsesc si identitate intregii zone.



Situl, prin profilul sdu particular (apartenenta la o categorie distinctd de situri si la o
problematicd de patrimoniu si ea bine individualizatd) are un amplu potential pentru
initierea unor relafii specializate cu alte comunitafi oo <itur nuniere din alle regiuni, din
Romaéania sau din afara ei. Legaturile institufionale cu domeniile mineritului, protejdrii
mediului si conservirii patrimoniului vor permite ['oricnoriatulul sd beneficieze de
experienta internationald in domeniul gestiondrii i conservarii patrimoniului minier, cat
si de posibilitatea dezvoltdrii unor programe de actiune comune. Aceastd oportunitate va
putea fi folositd prin inscrierea [aileroricluivi la forumuri, actiuni si proiecte colective

menite sd favorizeze schimbul de informatii si sa promoveze idei noi.

Turismul cultural si cel generat de patrimoniul arhitectural in special manifestd, pe plan
international, o crestere economica semnificativd raportat la alte ramuri ale turismului.
Aceasta este si principala optiune privind exploatarea turistica a sitului Rogia Montana.
La aceasta se adaugd si variantele oferite de alte ramuri specializate ale turismului: agro-
turism, eco-turism, turism montan, turism sportiv, turism de aventura, speo-turism, velo-
turism. Toate aceste forme sunt deja practicate in zona Muntilor Apuseni, iar resursele de
care depind sunt disponibile fie in cadrul sitului, fie in vecindtali apropiate.
Potentialul turistic al Rogiei Montane nu se opreste aici. Resursele sitului - patrimoniui‘
cultural si natural - pot atrage si alte forme de turism: cel de afaceri si congrese, cel
educational.
Sprijinitd de masuri corespunzitoare de marketing, promovarea patrimoniului cultural si
natural poate conduce la o utilizare turisticd semnificativa a sitului. Aceastd optiune de
utilizare se incadreazd in tendinte regionale mai largi, incurajate prin PND si PRD.
in conditiile falimentului cvasi-generalizat al industriei miniere a Muntilor Apuseni,
posibilitatea dezvoltarii turismului in zonad devine si mai importanta.

Cercetare

Cunoasterea si intelegerea sitului este vitald pentru gestionarea sa corespunzdtoare.

Cercetarea istoriei sale este demarata deja din anul 2000, si se desfasoard, sub forma unor
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Oportunitatea existentei unui asemenea cadru va trebui exploatata prin derularea la Rosia
Montand a unor proiecte si programe care sa extinda aria tematicd a cercetdrii. Acestei
largiri a orizontului va trebui sa-i corespundd si atragerea unor organizatii sau institutii
cu competente dovedite in noile domenii de cercetare propuse.

De asemenea, vor trebui studiate toate aspectele relevante pentru gestionarea sitului - de
la starea de conservare i necesitdfile protejarii elementelor peisajului minier, la impactul

social si economic al implementarii Planului de Management.

Programele educationale constituie oportunititi pentru prezentarea valorii si im portantel
sitului cdtre un auditoriu larg si variat. De asemenea programele educationale pot fi
corelate cu cele de cercetare, asigurandu-le acestora o parte din resursele umane necesare.

Rosia Montand oferd posibilitatea dezvoltdrii de programe educationale variate, in relatie

cu discipline studiate in diverse institutii de invdtimant, la toate nivelurile.

Situl are un potential ridicat si pentru autoinstruire, oferind celor interesati posibilitatea
de informare in domenii multiple - stiintele naturii, stiin{e istorice, mediu, etc.

Potentialul educational poate fi valorificat si in directia instruirii vocationale si a calific#rii
$i recalificdrii profesionale a forfei de muncd locale, in vederea asigurdrii resurselor
umane necesare implementirii Planului de Management.

Manae

Parleneriatul 5i Planul de Ma;

Dezvoltarea si adoptarea acestui Plan de Management este o intreprindere colectivi,
implicand decizii si actiuni concertate ale tuturor purtitorilor de interese si va constitui
un prilej de conturare a problemelor actuale si de gésire a unor solutii acceptabile pentru
protejarea sitului. Acfiunea colectivé se va desfdsura sub forma unui parteneriat, prin care
se va defini pozitia si rolul fiecarei parti implicate in gestionarea sitului.

Se naste astfel oportunitatea afirmarii, de comun acord, de citre toate partile implicate, a
importantei patrimoniului minier, a contributiei acestuia la unicitatea culturala a zonei si

a potenfialului sdu pentru regenerarea econonici.

Suprapunerea obiectivelor strategice de gestionare a sitului pe directiile de dezvoltare
nationala gi regionald promovate de Guvernul Romaniei, in vederea integrarii in Uniunea

Europeand, asigurd posibilitatea accesarii surselor de finantare comunitare pentru Q/g,m‘ggc['”r Wi
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dintre actiunile previzute in cadr ul Planului de Management




Aceste surse sunt fondurile structurale si de coeziune si fondurile pentru dezvoltare
rurald, derulate prin programe ale UE (ex. PHARE - CES, FPo, SAPARD). La acestea se
adaugd posibilitatea asigurdrii cofinantdrii necesare prin credite externe de la institulii
financiare internationale (ex. Banca BEuropeand de Investitii, Banca Europeand pentru
Reconstructie si Dezvoltare, Banca Mondiala, Banca de Dezvoltare a Consiliului Europei).

De asemenea, atragerea sprijinului din partea administratiei locale poate conduce la
asigurarea finantarii din surse bugetare locale si regionale a unor proiecte de conservare si
valorificare, in conformitate cu prevederile legislafiei de protectie a patrimoniului.
Resursele financiare necesare proiectelor inscrise in directiile strategice previzute de
guvern pot fi asigurate, de asemenea, din credile externe contractate cu institutii
financiare internationale.

Activitdtile de protejare, conservare si promovare a patrimoniului cultural pot beneficia si de
finantdri asigurate prin institufii si programe dedicate, nationale (ex. Fondul Cultural
National) si internationale (ex. The Cetty Foundation, Japan Trust Fund for Tangible Heritage).
lLa acestea se adaugd finantarea din sectorul privat. In aceastd categorie se inscriu
cercetarile desfdsurate in cadrul Programului National de Cercetare ,, Alburnus Maior”,
finantate de RMGC, precum si lucrdrile de intrefinere si reabilitare a unor constructii

realizate de aceastd companie.

Promovarea patrimoniului cultural al sitului va conduce la recunoasterea largs, nationald
si internationald, a culturii sale miniere particulare. Aceastd recunoastere va contribui la
consolidarea comunitdtii locale si la protejarea si promovarea traditiilor sale, precum si la
dezvoltarea economicé la scard micro-regionald.

Dimensiunile si consislenta eterogend a sitului

Suprafata ampld (324ha) pe care o acopera Zona Centrului Istoric  (Centrul Istoric
impreund cu persajul de care este intim legat), aldturi de diversitatea trasdturilor
dominante ale subzonelor conturate in acest teritoriu, constituie un potential deosebit

pentru valorificarea sitului.

Relansarea mineritulul la scard mare

Peisajul istoric al sitului este constant agresat de exploatarea in cariera deschisd din
masivele Cetate si Carnic. Prin aceastd exploatare, initiata de Regia Autonomd a

din Deva (actualmente Compania Nationald a Cuprului, Aurului si Fierului




Deva) in anii 70, au fost distruse parti semnificative din cele doud masive, impreunad cu
urme de maximd importanta ale mineritului istoric.

Mai mult decat deteriorarea si, local, distrugerea patrimoniului cultural al sitului Rosia
Montand, aceastd exploatare provoaca in continuare mari daune mediului natural.

Chiar dacd programul in curs de desfdsurare pentru restructurarea industriei miniere
prevede inchiderea exploatdrii actuale, inliturarea efectelor sale asupra mediului va
necesita eforturi coordonate, de anverguri.
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actuala, constituie un pericol _potential considerabil. Reluarea mineritului va necesita

evaluarea in detaliu a impactului asupra mediului natural si cultural. Planul de
exploatare, definitivat doar dupa incheierea evaludrii impactului asupra mediului, va

gy

trebul adaptat in funcfie de rezultatele acestei evaluiri, astfel incat sa nu afecleze neeati

patrimoniul cultural si natural al situlul

Problemele mediului - natural si cultural - la Rosia Montand nu au constituit si nu
constituie o preocupare pentru administratia exploatirii miniere a Statului Roman. Ca

urmare a acestei non-atitudini starea actuald a mediului natural este grava.

Fenomenul depopuldrii zonelor rurale este manifest la scara intregii tari, ca urmare a
decalajului pronuntat intre mediul rural si cel urban si sub influenta a numerosi alti

factori. La Rosia Montand insa acest fenomen a luat amploare odatd cu initierea campanic!

de_achizitii_ imobiliare_a companiei RMGC, Astizi, dupd trei ani de la achizitionarea

primelor proprietali, compania detine 34% din intravilanul Zonei Centrale a localitdtii,

ceca ce se traduce, in termeni demografici, print-o depopulare severd. Tendinele

conlrare, de crestere, reprezentale un_aport instabil de populatie, sunt nesemnificative.

Efectele aceslel sifuatii se fac simfile, evident, in plan social, dar si in_starea fizica a

patrimoniului construit, care s-a inrdiutitit in ultimii ani.

Abandonarea constructiilor este deja o tendintid veche in Rosia Montana, s s-a manifestat
indiferent de regimul de proprietate. Vechiul sediu al primariei (nr, 310) este abandonat
de multi ani si se deg:ad@azé continuu, in ciuda valorii sale evldente sia potenhalulu]

mare de reutilizare. Fostul Oficiu parohial reformat (nr. 551), abandonat

constant gi recent a intrat in stare de precolaps. Aceste exemple sunt ilustff #



categorie restransd de constructii (5% din fondul construit al Zonei centrale), cu valoare
2 !

culturald exceptionald in cele mai multe dintre cazuri. Evolutia demografica recentd a dus
la abandonarea multor constructii si, implicit, fa deteriorarea lor.

Compania RMGC, devenitd proprietarul imobiliar majoritar in Zona istoricd, desfdsoara
selochiv lucrdri de intretinere. Totusi, o mare parte a fondului construil detinut de
companie, in bund masurd compus din constructii de valoare, continud sa se deterioreze
intr-un ritm acceleratl, ca urmare a lipsel lucrdrilor de intretinere (in Zona centrald, 51%
din totalul imobilelor cu constructii aflate in stare proastd sau foarte proastd se afld in
patrimoniul RMCC). Aceeasi tendintd generald negativa se constata si la constructiile care

nu au intrat in proprietatea RMGC.

Data fiind starea proastd de conservare a elementelor de patrimoniu, la care se adaugs
lipsa unui regulament de urbanism menit s asigure protejarea tuturor componentelor de
valoare ale tesutului istoric, existd pericolul realizarii unor interventii care sa le stirbeasca
sau s& le anuleze valoarea. Pot fi deja invocate astfel de cazuri, unele chiar in Piafa
centrald a asezarii (casele nr. 316, 322), altele distribuite in tot cuprinsul Zonei centrale (ex.

casele nr. 455, 477).
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Prin complexitatea gi intinderea sa, prin structurile variate de proprietate si de gestiune pe
care le cuprinde, prin caracterul si semnificatia sa, situl genereaza o multitudine de
interese, reprezentate de o gamd largd de actori. Responsabilitatea multipld pentru
atingerea scopurilor de management derivatd de aici se traduce intr-o serie de avantaje,
dar ridicd si o problema semnificativad: definirea unei structuri coerente de management
care sd inglobeze toate interesele i, in acelasi timp, sd asigure concertarea si coordonarea

actiunilor,

Pentru ca Planul de Management sd functioneze este necesar ca tofi actorii sd cunoascd si
sd infeleagd importanfa gi semnificatia resursei, precum si a principiilor de gestionare a

acelei resurse.

* Planul de Management face parte dintr-o suitd de planuri si documente care formeaza

un cadru regulator strategic pentru managementul sitului. Conugg&qﬁgfﬁ‘}afestui cadru
% VIZNN

sunt prezentate in Anexa 1.




»  FElaborarea si revizuirea tuturor documentelor cadrului regulator trebuie sa ia in
considerare viziunea si obiectivele Planului de Management. Acest plan trebuie deci

sprijinit de toate partile implicate.

Este necesar ca tofi agentii si toate pértile implicate in realizarea de planuri, documente si
strategii relevante pentru sit, incluzand aici planurile urbanistice la toate nivelurile,
planurile de actiune i proiectele, sd respecte principiile internationale si normele
nationale cu privire la conservarea patrimoniului. Dintre acestea cele mai importante sunt
actele normative din legislatia romaneasca in vigoare, precum si cartele gi conventiile
internationale adoptate sub egida UNESCO, ICOMOS sau a Consiliului Europei. Lista

acestora este prezentatd in Ancxa 2.

Activitatea de gestionare a zonei istorice este organizatd in acord cu principiile practicii
internationale, urmirindu-se astfel valorificarea experientei acumulate in acest domeniu.
Structurarea demersului dupd aceste principii si modele va permite gi compararea
rezultatelor cu cele obtinute, in conditii similare, in alte situri, proces care va permite
adaptarea si optimizarea deciziilor de management in timpul etapelor de evaluare gi
revizuire.

Apelul la experienta internationald nu exclude insi creativitatea in abordarea gestionarii

sitului.

Gestionarea sitului necesitd actiunea combinatd a numerosi agenti activi intr-o gama largd de
domenii. Orice decizie in acest sistem trebuie si fie fundamentatd pe informatii corecte,

actualizate si accesibile.

g‘—'\,



= Pede alti parte, nu existd un sistem coordonat pentru stocarea, analiza gi utilizarea acestei
informatit.
= intreaga gami de informatii trebuie sa fie direct accesibild tuturor pdrfilor implicate in

gestionarea sitului.

Planul de Management va fi dezvoltat sub tutela Comitetului Director si prin actiunile
Grupurilor de lucru, coordonate de Comitetul Executiv. BEvaluarea eficacitajii Planului va
fi posibild doar dupd incheierea unui ciclu complet: dezvoltare - implementare -
monitorizare - revizuire,

Monitorizarea regulati a implementdrii Planului de Management va asigura reactia

rapida la orice anomalie survenitd dupd intrarea in functiune a Planului.

Castigarea sprijinului comunitatii locale si participarea sa la gestiunea sitului este o
conditie esentiald, care va asigura corelarea intre directiile de acfiune promovate prin
Planul de Management si aspiratiile gi nevoile comunitatii.

Planul de management instituie un cadru format din politici si actiuni individuale
necesare pentru dirijarea dezvoltdrii sitului spre starea conturatda prin viziune.
Implementarea acestor politici si actiuni va necesita investirea de resurse. Structurii
ramificate de gestionare a sitului ii corespunde o gama largd de surse de finanfare si de
alte resurse.

. Ilwfii,t1;a1'ea Parteneriatului pentru Ragia Montand necesitd resurse financiare, pentru

asigurarea unui sediu, a dotdrilor necesare funcfiondrii si a unui corp de personal
permanent, precum gi pentru accesul la servicii de proiectare si consultantd de

specialitate.
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= Pentru operafiunile de conservare si dezvoltare a diferitelor componente ale sitului
responsabilitatea asigurarii de fonduri si resurse umane aparfine in mod obignuit
detindtorului dreptului de proprietate sau de administrare. Multe dintre aceste operatiuni
sunt dependente de surse de finantare exterioare, cum ar fi granturile oferite de
organizatii nonguvernamentale, de ministere sau de organisme internationale.

= Politicile de planificare si dezvoltare intrd in sarcina administratiei publice locale, care
le poate sustine financiar din bugetul propriu sau, dupd caz, din fonduri exterioare.
Parteneriatul va conlucra cu administratia publicd locald pentru a se asigura resursele
necesare acestor operatiuni.

= Necesitdtilor de resurse specifice sitului sau proiectelor dezvoltate in cadrul sdu li se
adauggi cele corespunzatoare unor initiative si proiecte strategice de anvergurd. Resursele
necesare acestor actiuni strategice sunt asigurate combinat, din surse bugetare ale
autoritdfilor locale, din granturi oferite de agentii guvernamentale sau organizafii
nonguvernamentale si din sponsorizari.

= Dintre resursele materiale locale, cea mai rdspanditd si accesibild este fondul construit.

*  Pentru toate nivelurile structurale este necesara asigurarea resurselor umane specializate.

Riscul reprezintd aici o situatie sau o acfiune care impiedicd indeplinirea obiectivelor de
management. Riscurile pot fi prezente sau se pot dezvolta in cadrul sitului si in teritoriul
inconjurdtor, sau pot apdrea ca urmare a implementdrii Planului de Management.
Gestionarea riscurilor incepe cu identificarea acestora si evaluarea consecintelor potentiale si
este urmatd de identificarea celor mai eficiente metode de abordare a lor.

Gestionarea riscurilor sitului trebuie sd fie integratd in strategiile mai ample, regionale si

nationale, de gestionare a situatiilor de criza.




Eficacitatea oricdrei politici de protejare a zonei istorice este direct dependentd de
coerenta delimitdrii acestei zone, precum si de integrarea limitelor in toate documentele
cu caracter statutar.

* Limita actuald a Centrului Istoric - instituitd prin Planul urbanistic general al Comunet
Rogin Montand (2002)- cuprinde parfial segmentul superior al localitsfii si un fragment
restrans din peisajul industrial care constituie fundalul intregii asezirii. Ambele
componente majore ale Centrului Istoric sunt trunchiate sever, ceea ce conduce la
necesitatea stringentd a revizuirii acestei delimitsri.

® Extinderea zonei desemnate drept Centru Istoric fatd de limitele stabilite prin PUG a
fost recomandata de Comisia Nationald a Monumentelor Istorice, prin avizul acordat PUZ
- Zona Industriald.

" Localizarea sitului este vag precizatd in Lista monumentelor istorice, iar delimitarea
lipseste cu desdvérgire. Nominalizarea in Planul de amenajare a teritoriului national —
Sectiunea a Ill-a — Zone protejate este chiar mai vagd in privinta localizdrii si, din nou, nu
este completatd prin delimitare.

* Limitele sitului trebuie redefinite pentru a inlitura inconcordantele actuale dintre
diferite referiri la sit, care fac inoperante mésurile legale de protectie si stimulare a
dezvoltdrii. Perimetrul redefinit trebuie introdus in documentafiile de urbanism si in
actele normative cu referire la sit, pentru a se putea corela politicile si acfiunile care i se

adreseazi.
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= Protejarea elementelor de patrimoniu este garantatd lega
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de urbanism, derivate din nominalizarea in Sectiunea a I1l-a - Zone protejate ~ a Planului
de amenajare a teritoriului national.

* In ciuda scopului comun, protejarea valorilor de patrimoniu, cele dous liste nu sunt
congruente, dupd cum nici incadrdrile valorice nu se su prapun (ex. elemente de
patrimoniu prezente in LMI, dar neincluse in PATN/I1l sau invers; elemente incadrate in
LMl la categoria B - importantd locald, iar in PATN/II definite ca monumente istorice de
valoare nationald exceptionali).

= Nici terminologia utilizata in documentele legislative nu este unificatd, nici suficient
de bine precizatd (ex. valori de patrimoniu cultural de interes national = monumente
istorice de valoare nationalid exceptionald in PATN/I1I - cf. Anexa 3).

= Ratificarea de cdtre Romaénia a documentelor internafionale care reglementeazs
protejarea patrimoniului nu a fost urmati de elaborarea unor metodologii de aplicare a
prevederilor cuprinse in documentele respective. Astfel, nu existd norme de clasare a
peisajelor sau a peisajelor culturale, desi aceste categorii patrimoniale fac obiectul a dous
conventii internationale: Conventia de la Florenta: Conwventia curopeani a peisajulii
(ratificatd prin 1.451-2002) si Conventin pentru prolejarea patrimoniului mondial, cultural si

nafural ().

Cadrul de manifestare al sitului este format din acele situri, monumente, constructii si
componente de peisaj care fi asigurd un context istoric maj larg si un spatiu fizic in care se
desfdgoard si poate fi perceput vizual. In acest cadru fizic, evenimentele pot avea ca
rezultat influenfarea negativa a aprecierii vizuale si a intelegerii sitului.

" Peisajul Rosiei Montane este amplu si varial, semnificativ pentru rolul siu de cadru

vizual, fundal pe care se desfisoars componentele asezirii, si nu mai_pufin pentru

calitatile sale intrinseci, naturale si antropice.




*  Peisajul natural al sitului are o prestantd vizuald excepfionald, prin gruparea in jurul
calddrii ocupate de Centrul Istoric a mai multor masive muntoase stincoase. La efectul

acestei morfologii particulare a terenului se adaugi varietatea unititilor de vegetatie care

il imbraca.

*  Peisajul istoric cuprinde toate marturiile fizice ale etapelor de transformare a peisajului
natural, ca urmare a activitdfilor umane. Acest nivel al decoddrii peisajului cuprinde
refeaua de galerii de mind, gurile de mind care puncteazi coastele stincoase, haldele de
steril si tdurile. La mdrturiile activitdtii miniere se adaugd elementele de delimitare si
marcare a proprietatilor - garduri din ziddrie seacd (mauri) si plantafii ~ care genereaza o
amprentd vizuald foarte puternica.

*  Peisajul vin - peisajul care poartd semnele interventiei umane, in care ocupantii sai

traiesc, muncesc si isi petrec timpul liber.

= Toate aceste straturi, puternic intrepitrunse, ale neisajuiui Rosici Montane 1l definesc

drept produs prin excelen{d al interactiunii comunititii locale cu mediul natural, sub

influenta forfelor sociale, economice si culturale, ceca co il califici drepl peisaj cultural.

provram 2o, Descurajarea proiectelor de orice fel, localizate in afara leritoriului

sitului, care lind sa producd efecte adverse asupra acestuia.

Lipsa unei aborddri organizate a problemei patrimoniului la Rosia Montand,

regresul economic al zonei, au condus la deteriorarea continud a majorititii eleige
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companiei RMGC, ca efect al politici sale de achizitii_intensive, zona s-a2 depopulat si
mulle constructii au rdmas fard utilizare, in Limp ce altele au fost reutilizate, cu funcliuni
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cOnservare a unei mari parb a fordudui construit (din care 23.8% s
oarte proasta, 54.3% in slare medie sf doar 21.9% in slare hund; I
Bl fa stare geper ) 501 Majore a sj 1l hecesare inferven|
urgente menite sd slopeze §i sa inverseze tendinta actuala negativa

Actiunea de monitorizare se va aplica tuturor constructiilor (inclusiv anexelor
gospoddresti sau de alt tip), indiferent de statutul lor juridic (clasate sau nu, aflate in

proprietate publicd sau privatd, etc.).

Fiecare dintre cele cinci categorii de unitdti care compun peisajul istoric al localitdtii
impune aborddri diferite, dar, mai intdi, necesitd cercetarea si evaluarea stirii actuale si a
potenfialului de valorificare peisagerd. Existd, cu toate acestea, o serie de operatiuni care
pot fi deja inifiate pentru indeplinirea acestui scop.

PrOgEn Conservarea si amenajarea ealeriilor romane, medievale sau moderne

cunoscule sau care vor fi descoperite ¢ : lu fropsonul mrodern s ramean al val

Dezvoltat in stransd dependenta atat fatd de caracteristicile morfologice ale
amplasamentului, cat si fatd de ocupafiile pe care acesta le-a generat, tesutul urban

1‘;—)%?&;{@1‘11 ale acestui sistem unic de

orificare gi potentare a acestor
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elemente este necesard cunoasterea tesutului urban prin caracteristicile sale particulare si

in raport cu alte organisme urbane.

Sistemul de gestionare a conservarii patrimoniului construit va cuprinde, in continuarea
pasilor de planificare si monitorizare prevazuti prin obiectivele precedente, o etapa de
urmdrire a calitafii lucrdrilor de intretinere sau de conservare. Lucrarile vor fi verificate
prin toate etapele, de la planificare / proiectare, la implementare si comportare in timpul
utilizérii. De asemenea, calitatea lucrdrilor va fi asiguratd prin formarea unui corp de
personal instruit in toate domeniile de specialitate relevante pentru sit, impadrtit in echipe

de interventie.

Punctul de plecare pentru atingerea acestui scop va fi inventarierea elementelor de
patrimoniu ~ construit sau nu - prin care sd se evidentieze semnificatia fiecdruia,
functiunea, utilizarea. Astfel se va putea realiza o listd de prioritdti pentru reabilitare si

refunctionalizare.

Prezentarea si explicitarea trebuie sd permitd aprecierea si infelegerea sitului, atat pentru
vizitatori - diferentiat pe categorii - cat si pentru membrii comunitatii locale. In momentul

de fafd nu exista nici un fel de mijloc de prezentare si explicitare.
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Patrimoniul mobil este parte a sitului si marturie a valorii sale exceptionale.

Colectiile si documentele istorice si arheologice, sau de altd naturd (arhive administrative,
fotografii, etc.), precum si colectiile de mostre minerale si documentele referitoare la
structura geologicd speciald a sitului, contribuie intr-o mare masurd la cunoasterea istoriei
miniere a zonei gi la infelegerea semnificatiilor sale culturale multiple.

Interoperabilitatea surselor de informatii referitoare la sit va trebui sa constituie un
obiectiv. Utilizarea internetului pentru difuzare a informatiilor va contribui la o largé

accesibilitate intelectuald a sitului.

Cunoscut gi investigat sporadic incd din secolul al XIX-lea (v. cap. 1.22.), situl a intrat
totusi in atentia constantd a cercetdtorilor doar recent, odatd cu inifierea Programului
National de Cercetare ,,Alburnus Maior”, gestionat, in numele Ministerului Culturii si
Cultelor, de citre Muzeul Nafional de Istorie a Romaniei si finantat de compania RMGC,
ca parte a obligatillor sale legale in procesul de autorizare a exploatirii miniere
planificate.

Desi Programul este unul pluridisciplinar, arheologia a reprezentat domeniul principal de
cercetare, avand scopul declarat al descdrcirii de sarcind arheologicd a zonelor vizate de
proiectul de exploatare minierd. Rezultatele sunt semnificative si sunt valorificate prin

publicarea intr-o serie monograficd dedicata sitului, dar nu depésesc decat sporadic

astfel recompuse,




Cercetdrilor arheologice li s-au addugat studii de etnologie si de istorie orald, rimase
totusi intr-un stadiu incipient.

Imperativul cercetdrii viitoare in sit, in vederea obtinerii de informalii stiintifice
fundamentale pentru orice actiune de conservare si valorificare a sitului, il constituie
diversificarea sectoriald si tematicd a cercetdrii si coordonarea tuturor eforturilor in

aceastd directie.

Atat dezvoltarea sitului, cat si orice program de valorificare depind de constientizarea 5i
intelegerea caracteristicilor si valorilor sitului, atat in cadrul restrans al comunititii locale,
dar si la nivel nafional si international. Pentru atingerea acestui scop este esentiala
dezvoltarea unor programe educalionale dedicate sitului, la diferite niveluri de educatie,
de la cele incipiente pani la cele specializate sau la cele de fond (instruire permanent).
Dar relatia sitului cu sistemul educational este bidirectionald: pe de o parte situl depinde
de sistemul educafional, dar in acelasi timp constituie o resursd valoroasd pentru acelasi
sistem. Totusi, aceastd resursd este neutilizati.

De asemenea, situl oferd posibilitatea dezvoltdrii unor programe de instruire vocationald
variatd, care pot contribui atat la ocuparea extinsd a forfei de munca locale, dar si la
pregdtirea resurselor umane pentru implementarea Planului de Management.
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Problemd cheie a Planului de Management, accesul fizic la sit va conditiona
implementarea oricdrei masuri de revitalizare si valorificare. Abordarea acestei probleme
trebuie extinsd la 0 zond cu mult mai largd fatd de limitele sitului.

* (estionarea accesului la sit este fundamentald pentru conservarea si valorificarea
elementelor de patrimoniu, pentru descoperirea si investigarea de cétre vizitatori a
elementelor sitului, precum si pentru viabilitatea sitului ca obiectiv economic.

» Capacitatea fizicd a sitului de a prelua traficul auto fird consecinfe negative asupra
structurii istorice este limitatd. Tesutul urban nu a fost conformat in acord cu gabaritele
sau cu inclinatia necesard circulatiei vehiculelor moderne.

® Poluarea atmosfericd si vibraliile cauzate de traficul greu reprezintd ameninfiri la
adresa structurilor construite istorice, precum si in privinfa calititii vietii in asezare.
Tranzitarea Centrului Istoric cu vehicule grele va trebui evitatd, prin realizarea unui
traseu ocolitor.

* Agezarea trebuie sd devind accesibild pentru mijloace de transport variate. Pentru
realizarea acestei conditii este necesard o infrastructurd de transport extinsd si
diversificatd - drumuri, parcadri pentru autoturisme si autocare, statii de autobuz, dotari
auxiliare. Toate acestea trebuie introduse in tesutul existent firad sacrificarea valorilor de
patrimoniu - cultural sau natural,

= Accesibilitatea largd a sitului este condifionatd si de existenta unui sistem integrat de
transport public (feroviar - auto).

* Traficul rutier trebuie imbinat cu cel pietonal, care permite o mai buné experimentare

si infelegere a sitului, si poate asigura accesul la toate componentele.

Asigurarea accesului fizic in cadrul sitului necesitd evaluarea tuturor oportunitifilor de
acces la fiecare dintre componentele de patrimoniu si stabilirea unui standard de lucru in
acest domeniu, realizabil, atat in raport cu oportunitdlile detectate, dar si cu limitérile

proprii topografiei locului si, mai ales, specificului functional.
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Dezvoltarea agezarii presupune asigurarea conditiilor tehnico-edilitare necesare atat
functiunilor existente cat si celor propuse.

= [n prezent asezarea este deja dotatd cu un sistem de alimentare cu ap#, care este insj
departe de a o deservi in intregime.

= Apele uzate nu sunt preluate de un sistem generalizat de canalizare, ci sunt deversate
local, in fose septice, ceea ce poate genera noi probleme de poluare.

* Alimentarea cu energie electrici este cvasi-generalizatd, dar este asiguratd de un
sistem de suprafatd, cu stélpi si cabluri care interfereazi cu imaginea istoric a sitului,

* Refeaua de televiziune prin cablu gi cea de telefonie ridicd aceeasi problems, a
efectului nociv asupra imaginii urbane istorice.

Comunitatea locald, beneficiarul primar al intregului program de revitalizare si
valorificare a sitului, este actualmente grav afectatd de fenomenul, deja indelungat, al
depopulérii cauzat de declinul industriei miniere si de lipsa alternativelor viabile de
dezvoltare durabild in zoni.

Obiectivele Planului de Management nu pot fi implementate fird sprijinul si implicarea
comunitdfii locale, firda asumarea de cdtre membrii acesteia a rolului de pastratori,
transmitdtori si formatori legitimi ai valorilor sitului.
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Utilizarea patrimoniului cultural drept catalizator al dezvoltarii unei industrii turistice va

oferi o alternativd de dezvoltare pentru comunitatea locald. Turismul poate deveni

principalul mijloc de asigurare a accesului la sit pentru o largd categorie de receptori.

Caracteristicile naturale ale zonei constituie de asemenea o resursi valoroass pentru
valorificarea turistics a sitului, in corelatie cu resursa culturald. Turismul de agrement
bazat pe resursele naturale este deja practicat in Muntii Apuseni, in mai multe zone, ceea

ce constituie o oportunitate pentru introducerea sitului in circuitele deja existente.

Dezvoltarea unor strategii de marketing turistic diversificate este o conditie a valorificirii

turistice extensive a resurselor sitului si a atragerii unor categorii variate de vizitatori.
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Exploatarca oportunititilor de dezvoltare a turismulyi pe care le ofera situl va trebui acordata cu

necesitalile de protejare si conservare a patrimoniului. De promovarca turisticd vor trebui sa

bencficicze atat grupurile (inta specifice ficcarei actiuni. cat st membrii comunitatii locale
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i Un Grup de Inifiativd, organizat sub forma unei fundafii sau asociatii cu statul
juridic, existentd sau care se va alcitui cu acest prilej, va forma Darieneri. tul pentru Rosia
Montana, Grupul de inifiativd trebuie incd din primul moment sj fie alcituit din actori care

prin activitatea lor si asigure promovarea sitului la nivel local, regional, national si
international.
2, Prin statutul acestei organizatii va fi prevdzuta componenta si modul de functionare

al Comitetului Director care trebuie si aibi in linii generale urmitoarele scopuri si

caracteristici :
e gestionarea obiectivelor strategice
. capacitdfi de organizare flexibile pentru asumarea unor roluri diferite precun:

- monitorizarea si evaluarea implementirii

- urmdregte indeplinirea obiectivelor strategice

- stabilirea unor indici de performantd necesari pentru atingerea scopului si in
concordantd cu resursele sitului

- stabilirea unui program anual de lucruy si aprobd bugetul

- sd aprobe raportul anual al Planului de Management

este  Comitetul Executiv al

Parteneriatului

5 3 Cea de-a doua componentd a I
Parteneriatului si este organismul executiv al Parteneriatului.

Comitetul Executiv este format din reprezentantii unor Grupuri de lucru tematice.

Fiecare grup de lucru tematic va avea dous categorii de atributiuni principale:

° marketing, explicare si interpretare cu efecte in consilierea Parteneriatului pentru

stabilirea priorititilor;

° probleme tehnice.

4. Formarea grupurilor tematice pe activitati principale
° Cercetare si educatie

e Protectie, Conservare si Restaurare

. Turism

° Relatii publice si Promovare

. Resurse
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Comitetul Execufiv

. stabilirea si implementarea rapoartelor de consiliere

° acordarea intereselor, grupurilor sau indivizilor

e dirijeaza proiectul de management al ini fiativelor strategice

® administreazd Parteneriatul si alte intalniri relevante

| realizeaza planul anual si bugetul pentru a fi aprobat de Parteneriat

. evalueaza planurile si bugetele anterioare

o revizuieste Planul de Management, iar in faza inifiald definitiveazd Planul de
Management

Resurse

. stabilirea unui buget si obfinerea unor fonduri pentru debutul Planului de
Management

® Monitorizare si evaluare

° elaborarea unor indicativi primari pentru desfdsurarea proiectului

° evaluarea impactului implementirii - analiza datelor cantitative in contextul general:

- numarul utilizatorilor sitului: de ex. comparatie turisti /populatia rezidents, nr.
mtrdrilor pe website, efc.

- numdrul precis al dotdrilor turistice, comerciale, etc.

- fonduri publice risfrante in investifii private, locuri de muncs generate, efc.

- numdrul proiectelor sau documentatiilor realizate care privesc protejarea

- numdrul elementelor de patrimoniu si al celorlalte elemente afectate

- competente - de ex. numarul personalului calificat

- evaluarea cunoasterii sitului in mediile tintd

Va fi revizuit anual in functie de indicatorii anteriori prin coordonarea mecanismelor

Comitetului Executiv. Va funcfiona 5 ani si va fi revizuit in urma consultarilor publice.
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[ 1. Gestionare SR S e

Biroul parteneriatului (sediu, secretariat) L p.1
Angajarea secretarilor pentru fiecare grup 5 persoane p.1
tematic
Angajarea si instruirea personalului pentru 10 persoane p.1,
grupul de lucru - Relafii Publice si Promovare p.17,
p.28
Informarea actorilor si difuzarea informatiei P2
rezultate din seria de studii realizate P
0.5,
p.7,
_{p.15
Realizarea unui Ghid pentru tntocmirea proiectelor, P
bazat pe Planul de Management, care si cuprinda p.4,
normele si regulile de urmat in dezvoltarea p.5,
oricdrui proiect in zond. p.6,
p.7
Realizarea unei brosuri care s reuneascs $i sd p3,
enunte procedurile si regulile conservirii p.4,
patrimoniului; distribuirea acestui document p.5,
tuturor partilor implicate in decizii in legaturd cu p.6,
situl.
p.7
Campanii de informare a populatiei realizate de P8,
persoanele instruite p.6
Gdsirea surselor de finantare p.14
Ghid de prezentare ale sitului p.5
Publicarea si difuzarea raportului anual al p.5
Parteneriatului
Website p.5,
p.10
Campanii de publicitate in mass-media
Promovarea sitului Rosia Montan pentru p.8
inscrierea in programul de concursuri
internationale Europan (European Urbanity and
Strategic Projects)
Realizarea si administrarea unei baze de date cu p.9,
celelalte tipuri de date, altele decat arheologice p.12,
p.16
Organizarea atelierelor tematice p.11
Organizarea intalnirilor periodice intre p.13
Parteneriat gi comunitatea locali
Realizarea unei analize de risc si a unui plan de o
actiune pentru situatiile de risc S ONANE




2 Prote;are

Planul Urbanistic Zonal p.21,
- p.22
Studiu pentru sistematizarea, unificarea si p.2
completarea legislatiei
Realizarea metodologiei de clasare a peisajelor p.24
culturale cf. L 451 /2002
3. Conservare i punere in valoare e
Evaluarea stérii de conservare p.28
Stabilirea unei strategii de interventie de urgen{s p-29
Monitorizarea periodici eficients a p.30
| patrimoniului
Conservarea elementelor de delimitare a e aprox. 6 (00m! mauri p.34
proprietdtii si adaptare la teren: mauri, plantatii | aprox 15000m! plantafii de
aliniament i pe limila de
PE limita de ploprletate proprictate (5000 in intravilan)
Amenajiri peisagere in zonele istorice miniere in | aprox. 20 halde - 8500mp p.31,
care se gasesc guri de min, halde de steril * 17 guri de mina p.33
istorice, tiuri, drumuri de legaturs dintre gurile
de min (Sf. losif, Sf. Laslo, Kovacs Veronika, lvan, 132-§, e 2000ml drumuri din pamant
Fiureni, Sz. losef Kosb, leruga, Molidu, Hoanca, Ferencs Mazes, halul
Csosza, Cloja, Awndoja, Vechea Ming a Cainelui, Kutyab Schurf) e aprox. 30 amprente de
si locul de prelucrare simulat prin amprenta sleampuri - 1400 mp
steampurilor (zona Taul Mare, Tiul Brazi, Céarnic, e aprox. 500 ml canale de
Vaidoaia si Centrul Isloric) aductiune
Amenajiri peisagere de conservare a caracterului | * 55 ha .33
- dirijarea evolutiei vegetatiei si perdele vegetale
Interventii de urgenta asupra imobilelor * aprox. 50 de construclii sid0de | 36,
(esafodaje, reconstituire, structuri de protectie) anexegeeposeregti -6 Sllmp p.37
Lucrdri de restaurare ¢ 186 obiective (146 case, 40 anexe) P-36,
=15 200mp
B3F
Lucréri de reabilitare ® 137 obieclive (106 case, 31 anexe) }7-36,
- 8 000mp P-37
Lucrdri de restructurare a fondului construit ¢ 178 obiective (86 case, 92 anexe) p.36,
- 7 800mp
p.37
Lucriri de demolare a constructiilor parazitare * 8 obiective - 750 mp p-36,
p.37
Lucrdri de restaurare si conservare a spafiului * 4 8Kmp p.35
public - indepartarea covorului asfaltic din zona
| pletei i completarea pavajului din piatrd existent
Lucréri de conservare a patrimoniului tehnic pi32
(instalatii de evacuare a apei de ming, intrefinerea
ecluzelor tdurilor)
infiinfarea unor ateliere pentru producerea p.48
materialelor pentru restaurdri
4. Utilizare i valorificare a sitului i : e
Spatiu de informare pe amplasamentul fostului * aprox. S0mp -39,
palat Ajtai
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' Semnalizare si descriere a elementelor de * aprox. 100 plici de identificare | 1 77

| patrimoniu reprezentativ existent sau disparut * 20 panouri
e aprox. 100 de indicaloare

Afigaje informative si publicitare * 10unilab p.71
Organizarea targurilor siptimanale in Piata p.6l
Introducerea unor functiuni noi
# constructii existenle p 40 |
.44,
e aprox. 3200mp 5.41
amenajari 2000mp suprafala p-
deslisurals
= min 1000 ml p3] B
e 1000mp p37
e 250mp p37
2 s
e 5O case p37
e aprox. 100mp 1_737
e 300mp ]3'-37
Rewtahzalea funcfiunilor existente si reactivarea celor disparute
' ) ¢ 1500mp Primérie P36
¢ 1000mp birouri administrative
@ 70()[‘[1]" })'36’
p-50
e 1200mp p. 36
e 300mp p_37
e p.36
I | I ¢ T400mp
e i ¢ 400mp
e 300mp

joorenelar ot G pd3
5. Cercetare si educafie - e e
Realizarea cercetdrilor de arhltec tmé mbamsm p.43
peisagere in zona Rosiei Montana si a centrelor
miniere invecinale

Cercetare de restaurare p.44
Continuarea cercetarilor arheologice si p.43
diversificarea spre zona medievali si moderns

Deschiderea seriilor monografice pentru mun. 2 serii monografice p.43,
arhitecturd, urbanism, peisaj, istoria mineritului, p.44
etc.

Sesiuni de popularizare a cercetarilor realizate 4 grupuri de manifestari p.48

organizate pe sectiuni: arheologie, arhitecturs,
urbanism, etnografie.
Organizarea de cursuri pentru turism

Scoli de meserii traditionale
> !




6. Dezvoltarea edilitard (constructii, dotiri)

Reabilitare si extindere instalatiei de alimentare cu aprox. 4 (00m| ﬁp_SﬁJ"
| apd
Introducerea canalizirii pentru apele menajere aprox. 4 000ml p.57
Refea electrica principald ingropats aprox. 4 000m| p.58
Refea telefonicd ingropats aprox. 2 (00ml p.58
Amenajarea strazilor si realizarea unui sistem de aprox. 28 000mp p.52
canalizare deschis si de dirijare a apelor meteorice N
’Tsigurarea parcajelor individuale si colective aprox. 5 000mp p.54
Devierea traficului greu in varianta Abrud -Rosia aprox. 2 km p.52
Poieni
Z:Obleclivesociale:” i
Organizarea Zilei Minerului in zona Centrului .60,
gOI'iC p.61 %
Proiectul Personalitati Culturale Locale p.61
Tnﬁin’;area unei asociatii de agroturism pentru P9,
Organizarea unei refele de cazare si promovare p.60
turisticd a zonei
Introducerea sau reactivarea dotirilor turistice si aprox. 100mp p.70
de agrement - punct comercial la Taul Brazi si
eventual la Tdul Mare
Trasarea unui circuit turistic intern al Centrului p.63
Istoric care sd relationeze asezarea cu instalatiile
industriale istorice.
Trasarea unui circuit turistic intre Centrul Istoric p.63
si elementele de patrimoniu din restul asezarii
Trasarea unui circuit turistic intre asezare gi p.67
traseele turistice zonale: Drumul Aurului

Avand in vedere ci acest document este o prima forma a Planului de

Management, este prematurs imaginarea unor scenarii financiare. Numai dupé formarea

Parteneriatului se pot acorda interesele actorilor, tar Comite

O strategie financiard adaptatd scopului acestui Plan de Management.

tul Executiv va putea elabora
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L. 5/2000

L. 422/2001

0.G. 43/2000

0.G. 47/2000

P.A.T.N./III

P.N.D.
P.R.D.
P.O.R.
P.U.G.

Carta de la Venetia
Orase istorice

Autenticitate
Turism cultural

Structuri istorice
Zidarie seaci

Guidelines

Lege privind aprobarca Planului de Amenajare a Teritoriului National -
Sectiunea a 1ll-a - zone protejate (Legea 5/2000, publicatd in Monitorul
Oficial al Romaniei, partea I, nr.152 din 12 aprilie 2000);

Lege  privind protejarea  monumentelor istorice (Legea nr.422/2001,
publicatd in Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei, partea I, nr.407 din 24
iulie 2001, cu completirile si republicarile ulterioare);

Ordonanta Guvernului privitoare la protejarea patrimoniului - arlieologic
(O.G. 43/2000, publicatd in Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei, partea |,
nr.045 din 31 ianuarie 2000, aprobatd cu modificiri prin Legea nr.
378/2001, publicatd in Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei, partea |, nr.394
din 18 iulie 2001);

Ordonanta Guoernului privind stabilirea unor misuri de protectic a
monumentelor istorice care fac parte din Lista Patrimoniului Mondial
(O.G. 47/2000, publicatd in Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei, partea |,
nrd5 din 31 ianuarie 2000; aprobatd prin Legea nr. 564/2001,
publicatd in Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei, Partea I nr. 695 din 1
noiembrie 2001);

Planul de amenajare a teritoriului national - Sectiunea a Ill-n — Zone
Protejate;

Planul national de dezvoltare 2007 - 2013;

Planul regional de dezvoltare;

Programul operational regional;

Planul urbanistic general al comunei Rosia Montand, Proiect Alba, 2002.

Carta internationald pentru conservarea §i resiaurarea monmunentelor i
stturilor, 1964

Carta pentru conservarea oraselor istorice §i a zonelor urbane, Washington,
1987

Documentul despre auienticitate de la Nera, Nara, 1994

Carta pentru turism cultural. Ciudad de Mexico. 1999:

Carta  ICOMOS  privind  principiile pentrie analiza,  conservarea i
restaurarea structurilor patrimonivlui arhitectural | Zimbabwe. 2003
Declaration of Torroella de Monigri (In defence of the dry stone culiural
heritage), Baix Emporda. Catalonia. 2004

Operational Guidelines for the Tmplementation of the World Heritage
Convention, ICOMOS, 2005 e



Mining Landscape
Hadrian’s Wall

Stonehenge

Alburnus Maior I
Alburnus Maior II

CCA

Studiu etnologic

Studiu istoric

Managing WHS

Cormwall and West Devon Mining Landscape World Heritage Site Managenment
Plan 2005 - 2010,

Hadrian's Wall World Heritage Site Management Plan 2002 - 2007,
English Heritage, 2001;

Stonehenge World Heritage Site Management Plan, English Heritage,
2000;

Alburms Maior |, Bucu resti, 2003
Alburus Maior 11, /\4(?71?4’??1{“.'?f‘.’ifﬂf?’.’{?."m‘ circular, Bucuresti, 2005

Cronica cercetirilor arheologice, campaniile 2000 - 2004, Bucuresti, 2001
- 2005

Rosia Monfanii. Studiu efnologic, Bucuresti, 2004

Lucia Marinescu, Studiu istoric Rosia Montand. Partea . Rosia Montand
(Alburnus Maior) in Antichitate; Partea a 1i-a. Epoca feudali si modernd,
www.alburnusmaior.ro/ro/situri/Istoric_Marinescu i/

Chris Blandford, Managing World Heritage Sties. Management Plans for
UK World Heritage Sites, in Conservation Bulletin, 50, 2005

‘\\
Vg,

OMAR



UNESCO 1972

UNESCO 1994

UNESCO 2005

Conventia pentru prolejarea patrimoniului mondial, cultural si natuaral /
Convention conceriting the Protection of e World Cultural and Natural Heritage

Documentul despre autenticitate de la Nara / Nara Document on An thenticity

Directive operationale pentru implementarea Conventici  patrimoniului
mondial / Operational Guidelines for the Implementation of the World Heritage
Conwvention

Australia ICOMOS 1999 Carla de la Burra: Carla pentruconservarea locurilor cu semnificagic

ICOMOS 1964

ICOMOS 1972

ICOMOS 1987

ICOMOS 1990

ICOMOS 1999

ICOMOS 1999

ICOMOS 2003

CoE 1954
CoE 1985

CoE 1992

CoE 2000

Romania

culturald / The Burra Charter: The Australia 1ICOMOS  charter for Hie
conseroation of places of cultural significance

Carla de la Venelia: Carta internationali penlru conservarea si restaurarca
monumentelor si siturilor / The Venice Churter: International Churfer for te
Conservation and Restoration of Monuments and Sites

Resolutions of the Symposium on the Introduction of Contemporary Architecture
into Ancient Groups of Buildings

Carta pentru conservarea oraselor istorice sia zonelor urbane (Washington) /
Charler on the Conservation of Historic Towns and Urban Areas

Carta pentru prolejarea si gestiunea patrimoniului arheologic / Charter for
the Protection and Management of The Archacological Heritage

Carta privind patrimoniul vernacular construil / Charter on the Built
Vernacular Heritage

Carta pentru Lurism cultural mternational (Mexico) / International Cultural
Tourism Charter. Managing tourism at places of cultural significance

Carta ICOMOS privind principiile pentru analiza, conservarea si restaurarea
structurilor patrimoniului arhitectural (Victoria Falls, Zimbabwe, 2003) /
ICOMOS Charter: Principles for the Analysis, Conservation and Structural
Restoration of Architectural Heritage

Conventia cullurald europeans / Europeans Cultural Convention
Conventia de la Granada: Convenlia pentru  protectia  patrimoniului

arhilectural al Europei (ratificatéd prin L.157-1997) / Granada Convention:
Convention for the Protection of the Architectural Heritage of Europe

Conventia  de la  Valetla: Convenlia curopeand  pentru protectia
patrimoniului arheologic (revizuaita) (ratificaté prin L150-1997) / The Valetta
Convention: European Convention on Hre Profection of the Archaeological Heritage

Convenlia de la Florenla: Conventia europeand a peisajului / The Enropean
Landscape Convention (ratificati prin L.451-2002)

Legea Monumentelor: Legea privind prolejarca monumentelor istorice
(L.422-2001)

Ordonanta guvernului pentru protejarca patrimoniului arheologic (OG 43-
2000, aprobala cu modificiri prin L.378-2001)

PATN / IlI: Planul de amenajare a Leritoriului national - Sectiunea a ll-a -
zone prolejate (aprobati prin L:5-2000)




FN; Cod LML 2004 Dienumire Laocalizave Datave
crl.
01. AB-I-s-A-00065 Situl - arheologic Alburnus | Comuna Rogia | Epoca romana
Muaior Montanii
02. AB-l-m-A-00065.05 | Galeria , Ciitidling Monulesti ” Centrul istoric Rosia | Epoca romana,
Montana medievala,
moderni
03. AB-11-5-B-00270 Centrul istoric al localitatii | Centrul Istoric sec. XVII-XX
Rosin - Montand -, Tirgul
satulur”, Piafa, carticrul Berg,
Str. Brazilor si zona din amonic
de Piaki, spre lacuri
04. AB-I1-m-B-00277 Casd, nr. 258 Zona de acces | 1900-1940
Centrul Istoric
05. AB-11-m-B-00278 Casd, mr. 273 Zona de acces | 1936-1940
Centrul Istoric
06. AB-T1-m-B-00279 Casda, nr, 275 Zona de acces | 1937
Coentrul Istoric
07, AB-II-m-B-00280 Casd, nr, 324 Centrul Istoric 1876
08. AB-II-m-B-00281 Casd, nr. 326 Centrul Istoric 1876
09. AB-1l-m-B-00282 Casda, nr. 327 Centrul Istoric 1870-189()
10. AB-TI-m-B-00283 Cusd, nr. 328 Centrul Istoric 1870-1890)
11, AB-11-m-B-00284 Casd, nr. 329 Centrul Istoric 1880-1900
12, AB-1l-m-B-00285 Casd, nr. 331 Centrul Istoric 1870-1890
13. AB-IT-m-B-00286 Casd, nr. 332 Centrul Istoric 1935
14. AB-TI-m-B-00287 Casd, nr. 334 Centrul Istoric 1840-1860
15, AB-11-m-B-00288 Casd, nr. 340 Centrul Istoric 1850-1875
16. AB-1I-m-B-00289 Casi, nr. 341 Centrul Istoric 1850-1875
17. AB-1l-m-B-00290 Casd, nr. 342 Centrul Istoric 1830-1850
18. AB-1I-m-B-00291 Casd, nr. 372 Cenlrul Istoric 1860-1880
19. AB-I-m-B-00292 Casd, nr. 373 Centrul Istoric 1831
20, AB-1[-m-B-00293 Casd, nr, 376 Centrul Istoric 1850-1875
21. AB-1I-m-B-00294 Casd, nr. 383 Centrul Istoric 1850, 1875,
1924
22, AB-II-m-B-00295 Cusa, nr. 389 Centrul Isloric 1868
23. AB-1I-m-B-002% Cusa, nr. 390 Centrul Istoric 1700, 1872,
1899
24. AB-TI-m-B-00297 Casd, nr. 391 Centrul Istoric 1700, 1899,
1933
25. AB-11-m-B-00298 Casa, nr. 392 Centrul Istoric 1835
26. AB-1l-m-B-00299 Casd, nr. 393 Centrul Istoric 1700, 1819,
1850, 1899
27. AB-1l-m-B-00300 Casa, nr, 395 Centrul Istoric 1870
28. AB-1l-m-B-00301 Casd, nr. 397 Centrul Istoric 1854 (inscriplie
pe falada)
29, AB-Tl-m-B-00302 Casd, nr. 398 Centrul Istoric sec. XVIII - XIX
30. AB-1I-m-B-00303 Casi, nr. 407 Centrul Istoric 1825-1850
3. AB-1l-m-B-00304 Casd, nr. 408 Coentrul Istoric 1825-1850)
32. AB-1I-m-B-00305 Casd, nr. 409 Centrul Istoric 1875-1880
33. AB-1l-m-B-00306 Casa, nr. 482 Centrul Istoric 1900-1950
3. | AB-llom B00307 Casd, nr. 547 Centrul Istoric 18309975 =
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AB-11-m-B-00308

Casd, nr. 549

Centrul Isloric

sec, XVII - XIX

o
2@

AB-11-m-B-00309

Casd, nr, 5571

Cenlrul Istoric

1840-1860), 1915

L

37. AB-1l-m-B-00310 Casda, nr. 552 Centrul Istoric 1880, 1915

38. AB-[l-m-B-00311 Casd, 11r. 553 Centrul Istoric sec. XV - XIX_]

Nr. numir curent, cod, cf, Categorie Denumire, datare Localizare

crl. Anexa lll [a Lepe

1. 174. 0) 3 Ansambluri urbane Centrul istoric satul | Comuna Rosia
Rosia Montana Monlani

2. 483. 1)1 Arhilectura industriali; Galeriile romane ale | Comuna Rosia

amenajari cdi de comunicatie | exploatarilor Montand, satul

miniere aurifere Rosia Monlani

3. 497.m) 2 Monumente de arhitecturd | Case, secolele  al | Comuna Rosia

populard (locuinte sdtesti)

XV -tea - al XIX-lea

Monland, satul
Rosia Montana




e Consiliul Local Rogia Montana
e Primaria Rogia Montana

¢ Consiliul Judetean Alba

e Prefectura judetului Alba

e Guvernul Romaéniel

e Parlamentul Roméniei / comisii
parlamentare

» Fundatia pentru Parteneriat

¢ 5.C. Rosia Montani Gold
Corporation S.A.

¢ S.N. Minvest, Deva

e agenti economici locali

e Ministerul Economiei
¢ Fundatia pentru Parteneriat

e Muzeul National de Istorie a
Romaéniei

e Muzeul National de Istorie a
Transilvaniei

* Muzeul Civilizatiei Dacice si
Romane, Deva

e alte muzee

e Asociatia Culturalda ECUMEST

e Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor - Directia
Monumentelor Istorice

e Directia Judeteand pentru Culturad, Culte
si Patrimoniu Cultural National , Alba

e Academia Romana

e Ministerului Educatiei si Cercetarii,
Directia pentru Integrare Europeand

e alte institutii ale administratiei centrale
si locale

¢ 5.C. Rosia Montana Gold
Corporation S.A.

¢ 5.N. Minvest, Deva

e Asociatia Ecologistd Floarca de Colt

¢ Clubul Ecologic Transiloania, Cluj-
Napoca

e Ministerul Mediului si Cospodéririi
Apelor

o Agentia Regionald pentru Protectia
Mediului, Sibiu

» Agentia de protectia Mediului, Alba

e Greenpeace Romania / Greenpeace

e Carda de Mediu, Alba

e Centrul Regional de Protecfie a mediului
pentru Europa Centrald si de Est

e Fundatia pentru Parteneriat

e Muzeul National de Istorie a
Romaniei

e Romania Nostra / Europa Nostra

e Transilvania Trust

e Pro Patrimonio

e Asociafia Culturald ECUMEST

e Mihat Eminescu Trust

e ICOMOS Romania

o Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor - Directia
Monumentelor Istorice

e Comisia Nationald a Monumentelor
Istorice

e Institutul National al Monumentelor
[storice, Oficiul National al
Monumentelor Istorice

e Academia Romand

e Centrul de Consultan{a pentru
Programe Culturale Europene

e Asociatia ,, Alburnus Maiotr”
e Asociatia ,Salvati Rosia Montand”

= Asociatia Pro - Democratia
e Fundatia pentru Dezvoltarea Societatii
Civile
e Fundatia pentru Partenerigfs uo e
v

NN

hSy \
2 @‘? A e //d,\_‘-
[®) Q’J" ) ’U’—
@& Qs 2\
. .




European Cultural Foundation / Fundatia Culturals Europeand, Amsterdam
(www .eurocult.org)

Uniunea  Europeand - programul Cultura 2000, programul  Life 1]l
(www.europa.eu.int)

Centrul Regional de Protectie a mediului pentru Europa Centrald si de Est
(www.recromania.ro)

Fundatia pentru Dezvoltare Rurali (www . fdr.ro)

Fundatia pentru Parteneriat (www.epce.ro)

Banca Europeand pentru Reconstructie si Dezvoltare (www.ebrd.com)

Europa Nostra (www.europanostra.org)

Mihai Eminescu Trust (www.eminescu.org)

Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor, Administratia Fondului Cultural National
(www.afen.ro)

Consiliul Europei (www.coe.int)
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