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Va transmitem al&turat o scrisoare de contestatie referitoare la dosarul
Rosia Montana, primitd pe adresa ambasadei din partea unui cetatean

belgian.
Avand in vedere importanta acordata
subiect, in special in randul ONG-urilor, v& ruga

in ultima perioada acestui
m dispuneti transmiterea unui

raspuns cétre petitionar, eventual tot prin intermediul ambasadei.

Cu deosebita consideratie,

Doamnei ministru Sulfina BARBU
Ministerul Mediului si Gospodaririi Apelor
Romania

Radu SERBAN

Insdrcinat cu afaceri a.i.
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ROMANIAN EMBASSY IN BELGIUM
105, Gabrielle street, 1180- Brussels: tel. + 322 3452680; Fax: +322 3462345;
E-mail: secretariat@roumanianieamb.be

No. 1775 Brussels, 1% of August 2006

Dear Madam,

Please find enclosed a contestation letter on the subject of Rosia Montana file, which was
received from a Belgian citizen, to the address of the embassy.

Taking into account the importance that was given to this issue lately, especially among
NGOs, we kindly ask you to make all the necessary arrangements in order to convey the answer
to the petitioner through the embassy, eventually.

Respectfully yours,

Radu SERBAN
Embassy Affairs Officer
lllegible signature

Attn: Madam Sulfina Barbu, Minister
To: Ministry of Environment and Water Management
Romania
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Raspuns la contestatia 225 Ambasada Belgiei

Ca raspuns la contestatia dumneavoastra, dorim sa va informam cu respect ca Raportul la
studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului (EIM) se conformeaza atat cerintelor legislatiei
nationale, cat si Directivelor europene, in ceea ce priveste aspectele studiate, datele furnizate si
calificarile consultantilor experti implicati.

Numele institutiilor care au intocmit capitolele Raportului EIM se gasesc in Anexa 11 atasata.

A. Observatii generale

Contestatia dumneavoastra incepe cu sectiunea intitulatd “Observatii generale” prin care se
intreaba daca Stantec este o companie autorizatd pentru a intocmi studii EIM. Contributia
companiei Stantec este in conformitate cu legislatia nationala in vigoare care stipuleaza clar ca
numai Raportul la EIM trebuie intocmit de entitati juridice acreditate, de vreme ce autorii
rapoartelor asupra conditiilor initiale sau planurilor de management nu necesita certificare.

Detalii despre companiile implicate in studiul de impact pot fi gasite la nceputul Rezumatului
fara caracter tehnic. Cele 5 pagini dedicate tuturor organizatiilor implicate cuprind numele
companiilor, numele reprezentantilor acestora si adresele de Internet.

In conformitate cu prevederile Ordinului Ministrului Agriculturii, P&durilor, 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 (,Ordinul 978/2003)
responsabilitatea pentru realizarea studiului de evaluare a impactului si pentru corectitudinea
interpretarii informatiilor prezentate in cadrul Raportului la studiul de evaluare a impactului
asupra mediului revine expertilor atestati in acest sens de Ministerul Mediului si Gospodarii
Apelor.

Precizam ca Raportul privind conditiile initiale pentru biodiversitate, a fost redactat pe baza
informatiilor puse la dispozitie de titularul de proiect, de catre Institutul de Cercetari si Amenajari
Silvice (ICAS) si Unitatea de Suport pentru Integrare (USI), societati care detin certificat de
atestare pentru realizarea evaluarii impactului asupra mediului, emis de Ministerul Mediului si
Gospodarii Apelor.

Totodata, conform Ordinului 978/2003, titularul de proiect raspunde de autenticitatea
informatiilor pe care le furnizeaza expertilor atestati in vederea realizarii evaluarii impactului
asupra mediului.

sub coordonarea Knight Piesold. Pe parcursul perioadei 2000 - 2006 1n
elaborarealrevizuirea/completarea conditiilor initiale pentru biodiversitate, STANTEC a implicat
mai multe echipe de experti roméni. Prima versiune a studiului a fost elaborat sub coordonarea
Stantec (o companie multinationald cu sediul in Canada specializata in studii de evaluare a
impactului asupra mediului (vezi www.stantec.com). Compania a fost infiintata in 1954 si ofera o
paleta larga de servicii incepand de la proiectare, consultanta, reconstructie ecologica,
management de proiect etc. Are peste 6000 de angajati si 80 de puncte de lucru in America de
Nord si Caraibe.

Inca din faza initiald STANTEC a contractat experti romani care au colaborat la elaborarea si

adunarea informatiilor aferente studiilor de conditii initiale pentru biodiversitate (biolog Calin
Hodor, Acad. Mircea Gomoiu, biolog dr. Mihai Valcu, biolog Virgil lordache).
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Petentul pune la indoiala valabilitatea sau ,complexitatea" hartilor din cadrul raportului cu privire
la sol. Toate hartile studiului asupra solului au fost facute de catre Institutul de Pedologie si
Agrochimie Bucuresti (ICPA). Ei sunt autorii intregului studiu referitor la sol, atat ai raportului de

B. Observatii generale si comentarii in legatura cu propunerea de proiect minier

In ceea ce priveste amploarea Proiectului Rosia Montana, acesta presupune o exploatare
miniera moderna de mare anvergura; in prezent insa, cele mai mari operatiuni din lume sunt
minele de exploatare a fierului si cele ale cuprului din Brazilia si din Chile ca sa dam doua
exemple de tari; acestea sunt aproximativ de doua ori mai mari decat cea de la Rogia Montana.

In ceea ce priveste transportul cianurii, RMGC admite c& are un rol important in ceea ce
inseamna conditiile de siguranta cat si atentia acordatd mediului, pentru transportarea acesteia.
Cianura de sodiu sub forma solida va fi transportata doar in containere ISO conforme
standardului Natiunilor Unite (sau in containere conforme unui standard similar) care sunt
dedicate acestui scop si sunt proiectate pentru a fi folosite pentru dizolvarea controlata la livrare.
Toate containerele vor fi returnate furnizorului in vederea reutilizarii. RMGC va incheia un
contract exclusiv cu companii de transport al cianurii cu experientd care dispun de soferi bine
pregatiti, vehicule moderne si bine intretinute si care si-au demonstrat angajamentul nu doar in
ceea ce priveste limitarea expunerii personalului propriu la cianura, dar si in ceea ce priveste
prevenirea, controlul si/sau raspunsul imediat in cazul aparitiei unei deversari accidentale a
cianurii in mediu.

In ceea ce priveste lazul de Decantare a Sterilelor (IDS), sistemul complex al acestuia
incorporeaza o serie de masuri pentru protectia apei subterane. Acestea includ un sistem de
impermeabilizare a bazinului IDS — Cele mai Bune Tehnici Disponibile (BAT) asa cum au fost
definite de Directiva UE 96/61/EC (IPPC) — un perete de fundatie in fundatia barajului initial
pentru controlul infiltratilor, un miez cu permeabilitate redusad pentru barajul initial pentru
controlul infiltratiilor si un baraj de colectare a infiltratiilor i un jomp sub talpa barajului de
decantare. in plus, vom putea monitoriza in permanenta apa subterana printr-o serie de puturi
sub talpa barajului secundar de retentie. Aceste puturi pot fi transformate in puturi de extractie
ca ultima masura de siguranta, in cazul contaminarii apei subterane. Un numar semnificativ de
studii hidrogeologice au demonstrat ca amplasamentul este adecvat pentru acest tip de sistem
de colectare si retentie.

Mai mult, proiectarea barajului IDS intruneste toate criteriile de proiectare internationale, din UE
si din Romania. Corespunde, de asemenea, altor iazuri de decantare similare construite si
operate cu succes pe amplasamente sensibile din punct de vedere al mediului, care fac obiectul
unor reglementari foarte stricte (de ex. mina de aur din Fort Knox, Alaska, SUA).

lazul de decantare este proiectat ca un obiectiv industrial minier fara deversare si, prin urmare,
nici o substanta chimica nu va fi deversata in mediu. Sub iazul de decantare va exista un sistem
pentru reducerea infiltratiilor in panza freatica gi va exista un al doilea sistem (SCD) pentru
colectarea oricaror infiltratii aparute la nivelul panzei freatice. Ca masura suplimentara de
protectie, se va instala o retea de puturi de monitorizare care vor fi instalate in aval de iazul de
decantare, precum si statii de monitorizare a apelor de suprafata de-a lungul paraului Corna in
aval de iazul de decantare. Acest sistem va fi folosit pentru monitorizarea calitatii panzei freatice
si apelor de la suprafata in aval de barajul SCD si pentru a demonstra absenta oricarui impact.

Estimarea costului inchiderii Rosiei Montane, pentru iazul de decantare implica un cost pe
unitate de suprafata sau aproximativ 8,30USD/m?. Aceasta valoare este concordantd cu
diversele preturi unitare pentru un invelis cu mecanisme pe halda sau iaz (3-10 EUR/m?)
recomandat de TMF BAT REF (iulie 2004).

Sulfurile in cazul proiectului Rosia Montana pot aparea diseminate in cadrul zacamantului, iar
sulfatii Tn anumite concentratii, in namolul rezultat de la statia de epurare a apelor acide. In cazul
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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:

» |n faza de exploatare namolul ingrosat provenit din bazinul de sedimentare de la statia
de epurare a apelor acide va fi eliminat in iazul de decantare ca deseu suplimentar in
raport de 1:500 faté de materialul steril;

» |n faza de inchidere a minei, este planificat ca acest flux de deseuri s& 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
in 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
daci aceasta devine acida. Insd apa din lac nu va fi evacuata direct in mediu. Apa din cariera
care va ajunge in lucrari subterane poate fi captata 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 acidizeze apa din cariera. Aceste masuri sunt
descrise in Sectiunea 2.8.2.9. din EIM.

Costurile estimate de RMGC pentru inchidere, care au fost calculate de un colectiv de experti
independenti cu experienta internationala si care 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 rezervatd an de an pentru refacerea ecologica a obiectivului minier
inainte ca RMGC sa fie eliberatd de toate obligatiile sale legale. in plus, estimérile actuale
presupun aplicarea celor mai bune practici internationale, celor mai bune tehnici disponibile
(BAT) si respectarea tuturor legilor si reglementarilor roméanesti si europene.

Desi aspectele legate de inchiderea si refacerea ecologica sunt numeroase, RMGC are
incredere Tn 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 reprofilate si refacute se poate determina utilizadnd
documentatia tehnica a proiectului. De asemenea, exista 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 necesaré 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.
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RMGC considera ca — departe de a fi prea mici — aceste costuri estimative sunt dovada gradului
ridicat de responsabilitate fatd 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.

Exemplele mentionate in intrebare ar putea sa nu fie reprezentative pentru situatia de la Rosia
Montana din cauza unor caracteristici geologice care sunt probabil diferite la iazul de decantare,
iar faptul ca halda de minereu sarac dispune pe durata functionarii sale de un sistem normal de
gestionare a apei, iar spre sfarsitul duratei de viaté a proiectului depozitul de minereu sarac va fi
inlaturat si procesat.

Referitor la Planul de Management pentru Biodiversitate, se va elabora o procedura detaliata —
in baza protocoalelor de inventariere stabilite anterior — pentru toate grupurile cu relevanta
ecocenotica si biologica speciala. Inventarele de fauna si flora vor fi transferate intr-o baza de
date, utilizdnd platforma GIS conectata la Sistemul de Management al Informatiilor cu privire la
Biodiversitate (BIMS). Astfel, vor fi asigurate obiectivitatea si transparenta, elemente vitale
pentru un management al biodiversitatii fara precedent in Romania.

Din randul speciilor inventariate se va selecta si un set de specii cheie, cu valoare
bioindicatoare, respectiv relevantd ecologica inaltd ce vor face obiectul unui program de
monitorizare deschis tuturor factorilor interesati, ce va fi integrat in sistemul de baze de date mai
sus amintit.

Contrar afirmatiilor facute in contestatie, desemnarea unei parti a comunei Rogia Montana drept
zona industriala nu impiedica dezvoltarea de afaceri in localitate, deoarece zona industriala (sau
, perimetrul proiectului’) cuprinde doar 25% din Rogia Montana, si o portiune si mai mica, de
5%, din zona reprezentata de Campeni, Rosia Montana si Abrud. Astfel, se pot dezvolta afaceri,
in diferite domenii, prin procesul normal de autorizare si inregistrare de catre autoritatile locale.

Cat despre sugestia cu privire la faptul ca nu exista un Plan Urbanistic Zonal (PUZ) pentru zona
protejata, este de mentionat faptul ca in realitate zonele protejate din Rosia Montana au fost
subiectul unei reglementari care defineste statutul de “zone protejate”, si anume Planul de
Urbanism General aprobat in 2002. in prezent, Planul de Urbanism Zonal pentru zona protejata
din Rosia Montana este in faza de proiect.

Referitor la schimbarile demografice care au avut loc in zona Rosia Montana, Sectiunea 4.8,
Mediul Social si Economic din Raportul la studiul EIM prezinta informatii relevante de baza
pentru comuna Rosia Montana (care include satul Rosia Montana), si orasele Abrud si Campeni.

Desi este adevarat ca din multe punce de vedere conditiile socio-economice din Rogia Montana
sunt asemanatoare altor zone rurale din tara, aceasta informatie nu schimba evaluarea
impactului prezentata in Raportul la Studiul EIM.

In prezent, facand parte din raportul la studiul de Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului (EIM),
Fundatia Rosia Montana isi redefineste rolul si orientarea. Activitatile Planului de dezvoltare
durabila a comunitatii, care au fost concepute initial ca aflandu-se sub tutela Fundatiei (activitati
orientate catre afaceri: incubator de afaceri, centru de consiliere pentru afaceri, facilitate de
micro-finantare, precum si activitati sociale: centru de pregatire si instruire) au fost promovate
independent, prin parteneriate si cu participarea comunitatii in privinta luarii deciziilor — o
modalitate de preferat pentru promovarea programelor de dezvoltare sociala si economica.

in continuare, Fundatia fsi va indrepta atentia asupra problemelor de pastrare a mostenirii
patrimoniului cultural, forma finala a programelor urmand a fi stabilita impreuna cu comunitatea.
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In ceea ce priveste politica pe baza careia Compania isi ghideazad eforturile de dezvoltare
durabila, Rosia Montana Gold Corporation nu se considera principalul furnizor, ci un partener.
Implicarea comunitatii este considerata ca punct de pornire, urmand ca de-a lungul timpului, pe
masura ce comunitatea isi creeaza capacitatea de a derula programele pe cont propriu,
Compania sa transfere controlul asupra programelor infiintate Tn prezent, comunitatii si
institutiilor ei.

C. Aspecte legale

1. Planul de urbanism a fost intocmit cu consultarea publicului. S.C. Rosia Montana Gold
Corporation S.A. a solicitat si obtinut de la Consiliul Judetean Alba un Certificat de Urbanism nr.
78 din 26.04.2006 pentru intregul proiect minier Rosia Montana, inclusiv pentru iazul de
decantare a sterilelor. Prin Certificatul de Urbanism se solicita si intocmirea unui Plan de
Urbanism Zonal (PUZ), care sa reflecte toate modificarile aduse Proiectului Rosia Montana, ca
urmare a consultarilor si dezbaterilor publice organizate in legatura cu acest proiect, precum si a
consultarii autoritatilor avizatoare. Acest plan, denumit “Modificare Plan Urbanistic Zonal, Zona
Industriala Rosia Montana” a fost elaborat si supus dezbaterii publice in luna iunie 2006 in
conformitate cu prevederile Ordinului Ministerului Lucrarilor Publice si Amenajarii Teritoriului nr.
176/N/2000 pentru aprobarea reglementarii tehnice “Ghid privind metodologia de elaborare si

continutul-cadru al Planului Urbanistic Zonal” si in prezent se afla in curs de avizare.

In ceea ce priveste Planul Urbanistic General (PUG) Rosia Montana aprobat in 2002, acesta a
fost elaborat in paralel cu PUZ din 2002, toate prevederile din PUG fiind preluate si in PUZ. De
asemenea procedura de avizare a celor doua planuri de urbanism s-a desfasurat in paralel.

2. Cele doua planuri de urbanism sunt in deplina conformitate cu propunerea de proiect
minier al carui impact este evaluat in EIM.

Planul de Urbanism General aprobat in anul 2000 a fost modificat in momentul aprobarii
Planului de Urbanism General al Comunei Rogsia Montana (PUG) din anul 2002. Aceasta
modificare se evidentiaza prin incorporarea zonei protejate, care cuprinde cladirile cu valoare de
patrimoniu.

La ora actuala este in etapa de avizare Modificare Plan de Urbanism Zonal - Zona Industriala
Rosia Montana, documentatie de urbanism care a fost aprobata si la nivelul anului 2002, dar a
fost modificata in prezent datorita fazei de detaliu la care a ajuns proiectul Rosia Montana
(micgorarea amprentelor carierelor, reproiectarea unor drumuri tehnologice, cregterea suprafetei
zonei protejate, toate acestea fiind rezultatul procesului de evaluare a impactului asupra
mediului $i @ masurilor de prevenire, minimizare gi eliminare a impactului potential, rezultate din
procesul de evaluare).

Limitele zonei industriale au fost stabilite Tn baza unei analize stiintifice, care delimiteaza zonele
de protectie. Regulamentul de urbanism al Planului de Urbanism Zonal (PUZ) va stabili in
detaliu viitoarele functionalitati pentru diferite zone. Interdictia de construire sau de dezvoltare a
altor activitati este mentinuta doar pe amprenta obiectivelor propuse.

3. De fapt, licenta miniera reflecta actualul proiect minier propus. Licenta de concesiune
pentru exploatare in perimetrul Rogia Montana nr. 47/1999 ("Licenta Rogia Montana”) a fost
incheiata in temeiul si conform procedurilor prevazute de fosta Lege a Minelor nr. 61/1998 in
vigoare la data acordarii Licentei. Licenta Rosia Montana a fost aprobata prin Hotararea de
Guvern nr. 458/10.06.1999 publicata in Monitorul Oficial al Roméaniei Partea | nr.

285/21.06.1999.

Mentionam ca Licenta Rosia Montana are o duratd de 20 de ani, cu posibilitatea prelungirii
acesteia, potrivit Legii Minelor. In conformitate cu dispozitiile legale, obiectul Licentei Rosia
Montana il reprezinta exploatarea resurselor miniere din perimetrul Rosia Montana si nu
activitatea desfagurata de CNCAF Minvest SA, companie afiliata la licenta.
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in urma activitatilor de explorare-dezvoltare desfagurate de RMGC, au fost identificate detaliat
resursele si rezervele existente in perimetrul Rosia Montana. Proiectul minier propus de RMGC
are in vedere exploatarea acestor resurse si rezerve descoperite in urma ansamblului de studii
si activitati pentru identificarea zacamintelor, evaluarea cantitativa si calitativd a acestora,
precum si prin determinarea conditiilor tehnice si economice de valorificare. Noua exploatare
miniera este planificata si proiectata cu respectarea standardelor internationale si va implica
utilizarea celor mai bune tehnici disponibile in vederea operarii sigure, a protejarii mediului si a
atenuarii impactului.

4. Dupa cum este mentionat in cele de mai sus, IDS incorporeaza o serie de masuri
protectoare, inclusiv un sistem de impermeabilizare in bazinul IDS.

5. Ca raspuns la intrebarea referitoare la presupunerea necesitatii existentei unui depozit
de deseuri la o distanta de cel putin 1.000 de metri de o comunitate locuita, conform prevederilor
HG 349/2005 art.3 litera d, in cazul haldelor de steril rezultate din exploatarea carierelor nu se
aplica prevederilor prezentei hotarari. Atat in cazul iazului de decantare Valea Cornei cat si al
haldelor de steril se aplica prevederile Directivei privind depozitarea deseurilor din industria
extractiva (Directiva 21/2006 EC). In mai 2005 Ministerul Mediului si Gospodaririi Apelor a
solicitat Tn mod expres, prin indrumarul privind stabilirea domeniilor de evaluare a impactului
asupra mediului, ca proiectul Rosia Montana sa se conformeze prevederilor directivei Deseurilor
din industria extractiva.

6. a) Este adevarat ca la solicitarea autorizatiei de mediu va trebui negociata si
constituita garantia de reabilitare a mediului, insa proiectul Rosia Montana este doar in etapa de
obtinere a acordului de mediu, autorizarea fiind o etapa ulterioara. Garantia constituita va fi
calculata conform prevederilor directivei privind depozitarea deseurilor din industria extractiva
(Directiva pentru deseurile din industria extractiva).

In raportul privind evaluarea impactului asupra mediului — Planul J Tnchiderea si ecologizarea
amplasamentului minier a fost descrisa metodologia de calcul a garantiei si sursele financiare
din care va fi asigurata. Un calcul detaliat este atasat in anexa prezentului raport privind solutiile
propuse la problemele/observatiile ridicate in timpul etapei de consultare publica.

6. b) Exista garantii financiare detaliate sub forma Garantiei Financiare de Mediu
(“EFG”), care cere ca Rosia Montana Gold Corporation (“RMGC”) s& mentina fonduri
corespunzatoare pentru activitdtile de curatare a mediului. EFG este actualizata anual si va
reflecta intotdeauna costurile necesare asociate. Costul actual estimat pentru inchiderea
proiectului minier de la Rosia Montana se ridica la 76 milioane USD, acesta fiind estimate pentru
toti cei 16 ani de viata ai proiectului.

EFG este guvernat de Legea Mineritului (nr. 85/2003), instructiunile Agentiei Nationale pentru
Resurse Minerale si normele de aplicare ale Legii Mineritului (nr. 1208/2003).

6. c) Este important sa clarificam problema legata de asigurare. Rosia Montana Gold
Corporation se angajeaza sa mentina cele mai ridicate standarde de sanatatea muncii si
siguranta pentru angajatii si furnizorii sai de servicii. Utilizarea de catre companie a Celor mai
Bune Tehnici Disponibile — BAT — ne ajutd sa asiguram atingerea acestui obiectiv. Nici o
organizatie nu castiga dintr-o pierdere, si in acest scop vom actiona pentru a implementa solutii
de inginerie la risc, deoarece ele sunt superioare solutiilor de asigurare impotriva riscurilor. Se
poate elimina un procent de pana la 75% din riscul de pierderi in timpul fazei de proiectare si de
constructie a unui proiect.

Totusi, recunoastem ca in cazul unui proiect atat de mare ca si cel de la Rosia Montana, este
nevoie de incheierea unor polite de asigurare cuprinzatoare (astfel de polite reprezinta, totodata,
o cerintd obligatorie pentru obtinerea de finantari de la institutile de creditare). Asigurarea
acopera in principal bunurile, raspunderea si chestiuni speciale (de exemplu punerea fin
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functiune cu intarziere, transport, bunuri in proprietatea tertilor). Astfel, in cazul unor pretentii
legitime asupra societatii, acestea vor fi achitate de asigurator.

RMGC a retinut unul din principalii brokeri de asigurari pe plan mondial care este stabilit de mult
in Romania gi are o traditie lunga si respectata de stabilire a evaluarilor riscurilor in operatiile de
exploatare miniera. Brokerul va folosi cei mai adecvati ingineri specializati in breakdown pe
echipamente si proprietati pentru a efectua analiza riscului i activitati de audit de prevenire a
pierderilor pe parcursul constructiei si activitatii de exploatare de la Rogia Montana, pentru a
minimaliza riscurile. Brokerul va determina ulterior acoperirea corespunzatoare si va lucra cu
societati de asigurare de prim rang pentru a implementa un program in numele RMGC, pentru
toate etapele proiectului de la constructie pana la operatiunile de exploatare si inchidere.

Toti asiguratorii si politele de asigurare incheiate in cadrul activitatilor miniere de la Rosia
Montana vor respecta in totalitate reglementarile romanesti cu privire la asigurari.

7. Raportul de Securitate a fost pus la dispozitia publicului prin intermediul urmatoarei
pagini de internet: http://www.mmediu.ro/dep mediu/rosia_montana_securitate.htm, dar si prin
intermediul versiunii tiparite care a fost disponibila in cadrul diferitelor centre de informare
stabilite in perioada consultarilor publice.

8. Este evident, asadar, ca alternativa nedemararii Proiectului a fost luata in considerare
si analizata foarte serios. Capitolul 5 din Raportul la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra
mediului (EIM) (Analiza alternativelor) prezintd, in Sectiunea 1 (Alternativa Fara Proiect) o
analiz3 a situatiei n care nu ar fi demarat “Proiectul”. in aceasta sectiune se analizeaza impactul
imediat al nedemararii proiectului si sunt trecute in revista potentialele domenii industriale
alternative. Concluzia este clara: “o baza economica multi-sectoriala este importanta pentru o
crestere economica in ritm sustinut a regiunii”, iar Proiectul Rogia Montana este capabil sa ofere
stimulii economici necesari, fiind, astfel, in masura sa contribuie la atingerea scopului economic
propus, acela al prosperitatii. Raportul EIM a inventariat o gama larga de alternative de
dezvoltare — 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 Rosia Montana. Desi celelalte ramuri
industriale nu au aceasta capacitate, nu este exclusa ideea dezvoltarii acestora in paralel,
“‘dimpotriva, [Proiectul Rosia Montanad] rezolva unele probleme importante, care sa permita
atragerea de investitii”.

Referitor la abordarea asa-numitei Alternative Zero pentru reabiltarea mediului din zona, experti
independenti au realizat un studiu menit sa stabileasca ce costuri ar trebui sa suporte statul
roman pentru a reecologiza zona. Costurile de reecologizare a mediului NUMAI 1N
PERIMETRUL afectat de proiectul Rosia Montana au fost estimate la aproximativ 23 de milioane
€, la care se adauga costurile de exploatare pentru activitatile in derulare cum ar fi: tratarea
apelor acide din mina in valoare de aproximativ 1 milion € pe an. Alte lucrari de reecologizare
trebuie realizate in afara perimetrului destinat proiectului Rosia Montana. Statul roman nu a
facut investitii pentru inchiderea serioasa si curatarea mediului nici Tn trecut si nici nu pare sa
aiba intentia de a investi in viitor si este putin probabil ca la Rogia Montana sa apara imbunatatiri
atat cat poate fi prevazut in viitor.

9. Prin masurile de inchidere (vezi Planul de inchidere), respectiv prin cele propuse in
cadrul Planului de Management al Biodiversitatii, ce urmeaza a se materializa inca din etapele
incipiente (etapa pre-constructie) ale proiectului prin realizarea unei Retele Ecologice
Functionale Compensatorii, nu se pune problema eliminarii din zona a speciilor de interes (chiar
daca acestea raman comune la nivel national). RMGC va initia cresterea capacitatii de suport a
unor habitate pentru a se garanta prezenta acestor specii pe viitor la Rogia Montana, dar mai cu
seama, crearea premiselor pentru recolonizarea si repopularea cu specii de interes major.
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Consideram ca in aceste conditii proiectul propus este in concordanta cu prevederile Directivei
92/43 Habitate, respectiv a Directivei 79/409 Pasari, cu atdt mai mult cu cat in Planul H de
Management al biodiversitati sunt prevazute masuri active si responsabile de
reconstructie/reabilitare a unor habitate naturale, in spiritul prevederilor acelorasi acte.

10. In ceea ce priveste cele 41 de cl&diri monument istoric din Rosia Montan4, acestea nu
vor fi afectate de dezvoltarea proiectului ninier, ci vor fi luate ample masuri de reastaurare si
conservare a acestor structuri. Pentru 11 dintre acestea sunt deja in lucru documentatiile de
specialitate necesare pentru demararea procesului de restaurare si conservare.

11. a); b); ¢) Capitolul 5 din raportul EIM (evaluarea alternativelor) prezinta modul in care
procesul de design al proiectului a analizat ,amprenta” proiectului si a cautat sa reduca la minim
zona afectata (direct si indirect) de constructia sa. In timp ce in ultima instant&, acest format de
design este dominat de geologia zdcamantului, s-au facut eforturi de amplasare a infrastructurii
proiectului si a zonelor de stocare a deseurilor astfel incat sa se tina cont de factori cum ar fi
folosinta actuala a terenului si agezarea. Planul general selectat si prezentat in raportul EIM este
considerat optim, avand ca fundament informatia colectata la zi ca si consultarea cu partile
implicate.

Pentru a pune aceasta chestiune intr-un context mai larg, constructia si functionarea proiectului
Rosia Montana necesita achizitia de proprietati in 4 dintre cele 16 sate ale Rogiei Montane. Prin
urmare, cea mai mare din proprietatile locuitorilor Rosiei Montane nu va fi afectatéd de proiect.
De fapt, numarul de case pe care compania trebuie sa le achizitioneze pentru a construi gi
derula proiectul pe durata vietii minei — 379 de case — este mult mai mic decat cele 1000 de
case la care fac referinta in mod regulat oponentii proiectului.

Pentru achizitionarea proprietatilor necesare, compania a stabilit un program de achizitie de
proprietati conform cu cerintele Planului de Actiune pentru Stramutare si Relocare (PASR)
stabilite de Banca Mondiala.

Pentru ca proiectul de minerit inainteaza in etape, nu e nevoie de achizitia tuturor proprietatilor
de la inceput. Drept urmare, compania s-a concentrat pe proprietatile necesare pentru
constructia si functionarea minei in primii cinci ani. Pana in prezent, mai mult de 50% din
proprietatile necesare pentru constructia proiectului i functionarea minei in primii cinci ani au
fost achizitionate.

Dintre proprietatile necesare dar neachizitionate inca, 98% au fost prezentate pentru masuratori
topografice de catre proprietari — un pas care sugereaza un interes in vanzarea proprietatii catre
companie. Rata masuratorilor sugereaza ca exista doar putin mai mult de o méana de proprietati
care sunt detinute de oameni care s-ar putea dovedi nedoritori de a vinde.

Din acest numar redus, unele se vor afla in zone care nu sunt necesare pentru constructia gi
functionarea timpurie a minei. Prin urmare, pe viitor proprietarii acestor imobile nu trebuie sa fie
un impediment in dezvoltarea minei, pentru ca acestia pot continua sa traiasca asa cum vor.

13. Agsa cum este mentionat mai sus, stramutarea ramasitelor paméantesti si reinhumarea
acestora au loc in urma discutiilor cu comunitatea si cu autoritatile bisericesti si in concordanta
cu ritualurile religioase si cu prevederile legale aplicabile.

15. Alburnus Maior a initiat mai multe actiuni in justitie pentru a obtine accesul la
documentele mentionate, atat impotriva institutiei Agentiei Nationale pentru Resurse Minerale,
cat si impotriva unor functionari publici din cadrul acesteia, dar a pierdut in instanta datorita
faptului ca: Licenta de Concesiune pentru Exploatare nr. 47/1999 Rosgia Montana este un
document “Secret de serviciu” si informatiile continute in aceasta sunt reglementate de Legea
nr. 182/2002 privind protectia informatiilor clasificate. Alte documente precum: preliminarul anual
de productie, avizul la preliminar, actele de control, notele de constatare emise de Agentia
Nationala pentru Resurse Minerale sunt de asemenea clasificate ca “Secret de serviciu”. Aceste
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documente pot fi consultate doar de persoane care au atestare speciala, eliberata in
conformitate cu HG 585 privind normele de aplicare a Legii nr. 182. Informatiile continute in
aceste documente nu sunt accesibile publicului.

Licenta de concesiune pentru exploatare in perimetrul Rosia Montana nr. 47/1999 ("Licenta
Rosia Montana”) a fost incheiata in temeiul si conform procedurilor prevazute de fosta Lege a
Minelor nr. 61/1998 in vigoare la data incheierii Licentei. Licenta Rogia Montana s-a incheiat
intre Agentia Nationala pentru Resurse Minerale ("TANRM”), pe de o parte si Compania Nationala
a Cuprului, Aurului si Fierului “Minvest” S.A. (“Minvest”), in calitatea de titular si Euro Gold
Resources S.A. (care mai apoi si-a schimbat numele in Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A.),
in calitate de afiliat, pe de alta. Licenta Rogia Montana a fost aprobatéa prin Hotararea de Guvern
nr. 458/10.06.1999 publicata in Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei Partea | nr. 285/21.06.1999.

Transferul Licentei Rosia Montana de la Minvest la RMGC a fost efectuat potrivit prevederilor
art. 14 (1) din Legea Minelor nr. 61/1998 “titularul unei licente poate transfera unei alte persoane
juridice drepturile dobéandite si obligatiile asumate, numai cu aprobarea scrisd a autoritatii
competente”, fiind astfel aprobat prin Ordinului ANRM nr. 310/9.10.2000 publicat in Monitorul
Oficial al Romaniei Partea | nr. 504/13.10.2000. In alin. (2) al actului normativ mentionat se
specifica: “CNCAF “Minvest” SA va raméne companie afiliata, in conditiile stabilite in licenta”.

in concluzie, Rosia Montand Gold Corporation SA este titular al unei licente de exploatare
valabile, in perimetrul careia se desfasoara activitati miniere, iar incetarea activitatii de productie
a afiliatului CNCAF Minvest SA nu reprezinta una dintre cauzele expres si limitativ prevazute de
lege care ar putea conduce la anularea Licentei Rosia Montana.

16. Planul de urbanism a fost intocmit cu consultarea publicului. S.C. Rosia Montana
Gold Corporation S.A. a solicitat si obtinut de la Consiliul Judetean Alba un Certificat de
Urbanism nr. 78 din 26.04.2006 pentru intregul proiect minier Rosia Montana, inclusiv pentru
iazul de decantare a sterilelor. Prin Certificatul de Urbanism se solicita si intocmirea unui Plan
de Urbanism Zonal (PUZ), care sa reflecte toate modificarile aduse Proiectului Rosia Montana,
ca urmare a consultarilor si dezbaterilor publice organizate in legatura cu acest proiect, precum
si a consultarii autoritatilor avizatoare. Acest plan, denumit “Modificare Plan Urbanistic Zonal,
Zona Industriala Rosia Montana” a fost elaborat si supus dezbaterii publice in luna iunie 2006 in
conformitate cu prevederile Ordinului Ministerului Lucrarilor Publice si Amenajarii Teritoriului nr.
176/N/2000 pentru aprobarea reglementarii tehnice “Ghid privind metodologia de elaborare si
continutul-cadru al Planului Urbanistic Zonal” si in prezent se afla in curs de avizare.

In ceea ce priveste Planul Urbanistic General (PUG) Rosia Montan& aprobat in 2002, acesta a
fost elaborat in paralel cu PUZ din 2002, toate prevederile din PUG fiind preluate si in PUZ. De
asemenea procedura de avizare a celor doua planuri de urbanism s-a desfasurat in paralel.

17. Nici unul dintre reprezentantii sau angajati RMGC nu este implicat in aceasta
presupusa anchetd penald, si de aceea RMGC nu poate furniza nici un fel de informatii Tn
aceasta privintd. Tn plus, ancheta penalé este supusé principiului confidentialitatii si principiului
constitutional al “prezumptiei de nevinovatie”, conform c&ruia nici o persoana nu este
considerata vinovatda pana ce nu este condamnatad definitiv de catre justitie. Prin urmare,
raspunderea penala a oricarei persoane care este suspectata de incalcarea prevederilor legale
poate fi angajatd numai in masura in care existenta tuturor elementelor presupusei infractiuni
este dovedita dincolo de orice Tndoiala in cadrul unui proces incheiat printr-o sentinta definitiva a
instantei competente.

In conformitate cu prevederile legale aferente, publicul interesat poate inainta propuneri
justificate in legatura cu evaluarea impactului asupra mediului. Art. 44 (3) din Ordinul nr.
860/2002 al Ministerului Apelor si Protectiei Mediului cu privire la procedurile de evaluare a
impactului asupra mediului si de emitere a acordurilor de mediu ("Ordinul nr.860/2002")
demonstreaza faptul ca "pe baza rezultatelor obtinute in urma dezbaterilor publice, autoritatile
competente pentru protectia mediului iau Tn considerare propunerile/observatiile formulate de
public si i solicita titularului de proiect completarea raportului la studiului de evaluare a
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impactului asupra mediului, cu o anexa care sa cuprinda solutii pentru rezolvarea problemelor
ridicate”.

Avand in vedere ca declaratia participantului la consultarea publica (i) se refera la existenta unei
posibile anchete penale, si (i) nu identifica, nici nu specifica probleme cu privire la proiectul
initiat de SC Rosia Montana Gold Corporation SA (RMGC), care sa faca obiectul procedurii de
evaluare a impactului asupra mediului, RMGC nu este in situatia de a raspunde si nu poate face
nici un fel de comentarii in aceasta privinta.

Cat priveste estimarea procentajului participarii statului Roman, va rugam sa notati ca societatea
mixta infiintatd de Gabriel Resources si Regia Autonoma a Cuprului Deva (in prezent CNCAF
Minvest SA) a fost fondata in conformitate cu prevederile stipulate prin Legea nr.15/1990 cu
privire la reorganizarea companiilor proprietate de stat ca regii autonome si societati comerciale,
publicata Tn Monitorul Oficial Partea 1, nr.98/08.08.1990 cu completarile si modificarile
ulterioare. Articolul 35 din aceasta lege stipuleaza posibilitatea ca regiile autonome sa se
asocieze cu terte parti persoane juridice romane sau straine, in vederea infiintarii unor noi
societati comerciale.

Actul Constitutiv al RMGC, care reprezinta rezultatul acordului cu privire la termenii si conditiile
asocierii dintre Statul Roman si investitor, este un document ce poate fi consultat de catre
public. Acest document face parte din categoria de documente care, in conformitate cu Legea
nr. 26/1990 cu privire la Registrul Comertului, sunt publicate in Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei.
Oficiul Registrului Comertului este obligat sa elibereze copii legalizate pe cheltuiala persoanei
care a depus cererea.

In acelasi timp, mentiondm cé& participarea actionarilor la profiturile si pierderile RMGC a fost
stabilitd in conformitate cu contributia lor la capitalul inregistrat al companiei. Procentajele
actuale de 80% pentru Gabriel Resources Ltd. si 19,31% pentru CNCAF Minvest SA sunt
rezultatul contributiei initiale si ulterioare a actionarilor la capitalul companiei, ludnd deci in
considerare si plata efectuata in avans de Gabriel Resources Ltd. a tuturor costurilor si
cheltuielilor aferente activitatilor de dezvoltare — exploatare si autorizare a proiectului minier
Rosia Montana.

18. Aceste decizii au fost luate sub conducerile anterioare, iar actuala conducere a
implementat o politica ce reglementeaza angajarea rudelor apropiate.

Petentul a invocat aceste acuzatii privind aplicarea de catre RMGC a unei politici de angajare
necorespunzatoare. Compania neaga aceste afirmatii in mod categoric.

In prezent, compania are aproape 500 de angajati din Rogia Montana si din regiunile invecinate.
De asemenea, compania aplica o politica preferentiala la angajarea oamenilor din sat si din
regiunea Rosia Montana. Rezultatul este ca, intr-un sat precum Rosia Montana, in care RMGC
este singurul angajator important, nu ar fi dificil sa se gaseasca membri ai acelorasi familii sau
persoane care se cunosc intre ele, care sa fie angajate in cadrul companiei. Acest lucru este
normal si, de fapt, inevitabil — nu o dovada de politica necorespunzatoare.

Pentru detalii suplimentare, va rugam sa vedeti Politica de Resurse Umane din Anexa privind
Dezvoltarea Durabila.

19. Cercetarea arheologica preventiva din perimetrul de dezvoltare a proiectului minier
Rosia Montana s-a desfasurat printr-o serie de tehnici specifice, respectiv sondarea tuturor
zonelor accesibile si in acelasi timp propice locuirii umane, tindndu-se cont de informatii
bibliografice si de observatiile facute in cursul campaniilor perieghetice, de studiile geofizice si
analizele zborurilor fotogrametrice. Dezvoltarea sistematica a cercetéarilor s-a produs acolo unde
realitatile arheologice au impus-o. La ora actuala nu exista nici in Romania, nici la nivelul Uniunii
Europene, un standard de cercetare in cazul arheologiei preventive. La Rosia Montana
cercetarile arheologice au fost efectuate pe zone ample, avand un caracter exhaustiv in zonele
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cu potentail arheologic, iar descarcarea de sarcind arheologica a fost acordatd in baza
rezultatelor cercetarilor, a evaluarii acestora si in conformitate cu prevederile legale in vigoare.

20. Harta 4.9.5. din cadrul Capitolul 4 — Impactul potential din cadrul Raportului EIM,
subcapitolul 4.9. se refera la locatia exactd a siturilor arheologice asa cum au fost acestea
delimitate de catre specialigtii arheologi in baza rezultatelor cercetarilor efectuate. Zona
cercetata este mult mai ampla, ceea ce se distinge din consultarea materialului auxiliar atasat.
Pentru informatiile privind situl de la Taul Corna vezi fisa de sit arheologic din Studiul de conditii
initiale asupra patrimoniului cultural din cadrul Raportului SIM, respectiv Anexa | - Fise de
evidenta arheologica a siturilor identificate la Rogia Montana, fisa de sit nr. 12. Astfel harta 4.9.5.
nu prezinta zonele din perimetrul comunei Rosia Montana pentru care au fost obtinute certificate
de descarcare de sarcina arheologica. Zona de la Taul Cornei a fost descarcata de sarcina
arheologica la sfarsitul anului 2002, perimetrul descarcat fiind identificat prin coordonate
STEREO 70. Certificatul de descarcare de sarcina arheologica a fost emis de catre MCC in
urma rezultatelor cercetarilor arheologice din Valea Cornei si de la Taul Corna si a analizarii
documentatiilor de specialitate de catre CNA.

21 si 22. Pana in anul 1999 galeriile romane de la Rosia Montana nu au fost studiate de
catre specialigti in domeniul arheologiei miniere, desi existenta lor era cunoscuta de mai bine de
150 de ani. Practic acest tip de vestigii arheologice erau inainte de anul 2000 o necunoscuta din
perspectiva unei abordari stiintifice, referirile legate de acestea fiind de cele mai multe ori
empirice. Astazi, dupa cercetari ample desfasurate in ultimii 7 ani, sunt bine cunoscute natura,
caracteristicile si distributia acestei categorii aparte de patrimoniu — galeriile miniere istorice din
zona Rosia Montana. Cercetarile arheologice in subteran si studiile complexe de specialitate
efectuate in perioada 2000-2006 au permis conturarea unei imagini cuprinzatoare asupra
acestor vestigii, precum si adoptarea unor masuri specifice in ceea ce priveste protejarea
acestora. Enumeram pe scurt cateva concluzii:

- vestigiile miniere din masivele situate in jumatatea de sud a vaii Rosiei au fost cercetate in
detaliu si s-au propus masuri de conservare specifice pentru zonele Catalina Monulesti si
Piatra Corbului;

- vestigiile miniere din zona de nord-est ale vaii Rosiei au fost cercetate in detaliu si s-au
propus masuri de conservare specifice pentru zona Vaidoaia;

- vestigiile miniere din masivele situate in jumatatea de nord a vaii Rogiei au fost cercetate
preliminar si in cazul unor descoperiri importante precum cele din sectorul minier Paru
Carpeni s-au propus masuri de conservare specifice; zona Orlea — Tarina va fi cercetata in
detaliu in intervalul 2007-2012.

Cu referire la ansamblul de valori de patrimoniu din aceasta zona reamintim ca prin cercetarile
arheologice preventive din anii 2001-2006 au fost conturate si cercetare 13 situri arheologice,
pentru unele dintre acestea - dupa finalizarea cercetarilor exhaustive - s-a luat decizia aplicarii
procedurii de descarcare de sarcina arheologica, iar in alte cazuri s-a luat decizia conservarii in
situ — incinta funerara de la Taul Gauri sau vestigiile romane de pe Dealul Carpeni. In ceea ce
priveste cele 41 de cladiri monument istoric din Rosia Montana, acestea nu vor fi afectate de
dezvoltarea proiectului ninier, ci vor fi luate ample masuri de reastaurare si conservare a acestor
structuri. Pentru 11 dintre acestea sunt deja in lucru documentatiile de specialitate necesare
pentru demararea procesului de restaurare si conservare.

Referitor strict la ceea ce afirmati dumneavoastra, legislatia roméana (Legea nr.422/2001 privind
protejarea monumentelor istorice, modificatd, Ordonanta nr. 43/2000 privind protectia
patrimoniului arheologic gi declararea unor situri arheologice ca zone de interes national,
modificata) prevede doua aspecte clare:
eposibilitatea efectuarii cercetarii arheologice in cazul monumentelor istorice si in baza
concluziilor acesteia, aplicarea procedurii de descarcare de sarcina arheologica —
demers care determina declasarea din oficiu a respectivului monument;
estramutarea monumentelor istorice - situatie care se refera cu precadere la elemente de
patrimoniu construit, respectiv imobilele (case) monument istoric, ceea ce in cazul de
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fatd nu va fi necesar deoarece toate casele monument istoric vor fi conservate si
restaurate pe loc.

Cercetarile de arheologie miniera efectuate — incepand din anul 1999 si pana in prezent — de
catre o echipa specializata pluridisciplinara de la Universitatea Toulouse Le Mirail (Franta)
coordonata de catre dr. Beatrice Cauuet au avut in vedere realizarea — in premiera in Roméania
— a unui studiu de detaliu asupra acestui tip de vestigii arheologice, respectiv galeriile miniere
vechi, de epoca antica si nu numai.

In concluzie, referitor la intrebarea formulatd de dumneavoastra v& putem raspunde cé nu este
in nici un caz vorba de distrugerea neconditionata a galeriilor romane de la Rosia Montana sau
de replicarea acestora fara o alternativa clara. Au fost efectuate pe parcursul a 8 ani studii
complexe de specialitate si in baza concluziilor acestora s-au luat decizii privind adoptarea unui
set de masuri adecvate care presupun lucrari complexe privind conservarea unor tronsoane
originale de galerii si amenajarea lor pentru accesul publicului, pastrarea altora pentru cercetari
viitoare (rezerve arheologice) sau replicarea altor tronsoane. Trebuie reamintit insa ca ne aflam
insa in fata unui relativ paradox, anume ca in lipsa cercetarii, datorita starii lor de conservare si
a naturii acestui tip de vestigii, existenta fizica a galeriilor romane ar fi amenintata. Pe de alta
parte, orice cercetare arheologica presupune, mai mult sau mai putin distrugerea iremediabila a
unui context arheologic pentru salvarea informatiei. Cercetarea de acest tip — cunoscuta sub
denumirea de cercetare arheologica preventiva/de salvare — se face insa, peste tot in lume, in
conexiune cu interesul economic pentru anumite zone, iar costurile acesteia ca si costurile de
punere in valoare si intretinere a zonelor pastrate sunt asigurate de cei care fac investitia,
realizandu-se un parteneriat public—privat in sensul protejarii patrimoniului cultural, conform
prevederilor Conventiei Europene de la Malta (1992) cu privire la protejarea patrimoniului
arheologic.

23: In cazul sectorului Paru-Carpeni, conturul zonei protejate aferente a fost modificat
dupa descoperirea in subteran a sistemului hidraulic de drenare a apelor de mina, astfel incat si
acestea, nu doar vestigiile de la suprafata sa fie incluse in zona protejata. Aceasta descoperire
realizata de echipa de arheologi minieri francezi si romani reprezinta o descoperire unica pentru
estul Europei gi, in consecinta, merita sa fie pusa in valoare. Tocmai de aceea s-a luat decizia
de a proteja aceasta zona si de a pune in valoare aceste vestigii miniere remarcabile, atat prin
asigurarea accesului Tn subteran a publicului, cat si prin reconstituirea la suprafata a instalatiei
propriu-zise de drenarea a apelor de mina (roata hidraulica). In paralel cu punerea in valoare a
unei portiuni din acest sector minier (rezerva arheologicd), cercetatorii isi vor putea continua
activitatea si in alte zone din acest perimetru minier, zone in care accesul publicului nu va fi
permis din motive de securitate.

Galeria Catalina Monulesti este renumita inca din secolul al XIX-lea, perioada in care in sectorul
minier deservit de aceasta galerie de acces s-au descoperit mai multe tablite cerate. Tocmai din
acest motiv, inca din 2002 RMGC a demarat un program de redeschidere a acestui sector
minier. Finalizarea redeschiderii unei galerii de acces de aproximativ 350m lungime a permis
specialistilor arheologi minieri sa exploreze o parte din reteaua miniera topografiata de Posepny
la mijlocul secolului al XIX-lea, dar si sa puna in evidenta alte lucrari miniere romane,
necunoscute de Posepny. De asemenea, s-au pus in evidenta si o serie de instalatii de lemn ce
au servit la drenarea apelor de mina. Starea buna de conservare a vestigiilor miniere coroborata
cu potentialul arheologic reprezentat de descoperirea potentiala a altor tablite cerate si de
certitudinea descoperirii unor sisteme de drenare a apelor de mina, face din acest perimetru
minier un areal extrem de atractiv in scopul punerii sale in valoare. Tocmai de aceea, RMGC a
asigurat intretinerea continua a galeriei de acces si are in vedere reprofilarea galeriei de coasta
la dimensiuni conform normelor in vigoare, care sa permita continuarea cercetarilor de
specialitate.

In concluzie, considerdam c& aceste deziderate, care au inceput deja sa fie puse in practica,
demonstreaza faptul ca punerea in valoare a vestigiilor miniere antice din perimetrele Paru-
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Carpeni si Catalina Monulesti (Cos) reprezinta un obiectiv atat realist cat si fondat pe argumente
stiintifice.

24. Dupa cum puteti observa in Raportul EIM, Biserica Ortodoxa, Greco-Catolica, precum
si mormantul eroului Simon Balint nu sunt afectate de proiectul nostru. De asemenea este
mentionat faptul ca accesul la acestea va fi uneori limitat din constrangeri de securitate.

Accesul la aceste monumente cu un pronuntat caracter social si spiritual se va stabili de comun
acord cu comunitatea si congregatia fiecarei biserici in parte.

in ceea ce priveste garantiile privind integritatea monumentelor enumerate de dumneavoastrs,
acestea sunt date de regulamentele de urbanism ce instituie zonele de protectie ale acestora.
Aceste documente sunt intocmite de catre specialisti si vor fi de asemenea avizate de catre
comisii special constituite de Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor. Avizele si recomandarile acordate de
catre aceste organisme constituie garantiile de care avem nevoie atat noi, pentru punerea in
practicd a proiectului, cat si societatea civila pentru a sti in ce conditii trebuie facuta
monitorizarea.

25. Protocolul pentru descoperiri intdmplatoare este o componenta esentiald a Planului de
Management pentru Patrimoniul Cultural, care prezinta modul in care RMGC va asigura
identificarea si gestionarea adecvata a vestigiilor arheologice ce pot fi descoperite de-a lungul
perioadei de existenta a Proiectului.

Luand in considerare natura amplasamentului, exista posibilitatea ca, de-a lungul unor activitati
efectuate in diverse etape ale proiectului, sa fie descoperite alte bunuri arheologice. Din acest
considerent va fi implementat un program de supraveghere arheologica, ce se va desfasura si in
baza unui Protocol pentru descoperiri intamplatoare, document care urmeaza sa fie redactat in
viitor, In contextul implementarii Proiectului minier Rosia Montana de catre RMGC. Acest
protocol are ca scop prevenirea oricaror distrugeri accidentale ale resurselor arheologice, in
eventualitatea Tn care acestea survin in cursul derularii etapelor proiectului, atat la suprafata, cat
si in subteran.

Activitatile specifice ale Proiectului, care pot ocaziona descoperirea intdamplatoare a unor bunuri
arheologice, sunt legate de exploatarea in cariera, de construirea drumurilor si a altor elemente
de infrastructurd, de decopertari etc. In cursul efectudrii tuturor operatiunilor de decopertare
pentru construirea iazului de decantare si a zonelor de haldare, de fapt a tuturor obiectivelor
industriale, va fi asiguratd permanent supravegherea arheologica pentru a preveni orice
potentiala afectare a resursei arheologice.

Primul pas in prevenirea unor astfel de situatii a fost efectuarea unui amplu studiu de conditii
initiale, Tn contextul caruia au fost investigate din punct de vedere arheologic zonele de sub
amprenta proiectului, pentru cea mai mare parte dintre acestea Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor
eliberand certificatele de descarcare de sarcina arheologica, astfel, RMGC indeplinindu-si
obligatiile care-i revin conform legii. Acestea sunt: asigurarea resurselor necesare pentru
investigarea preliminara a zonelor potential afectate, precum si o serie de studii si activitati
conexe legate de gestionarea bunurilor de patrimoniu mobil descoperite, si prevenirea, pe cat
mai mult posibil, a situatiei aparitiei unor descoperiri semnificative in cursul derularii proiectului.

Studiile de conditii initiale si cercetarile arheologice preventive au identificat zonele cu potential
arheologic, confirmand ca in zona Rosia Montana au existat in sec. Il — lll p. Chr. exploatari
miniere romane. In baza rezultatelor acestor cercetdri, Protocolul pentru descoperiri
intdmplatoare are un rol important din perspectiva procesului de evaluare a impactului de mediu.

Compania RMGC si-a asumat o suma de angajamente in cadrul Proiectului pentru identificarea
unor astfel de descoperiri Tn cursul activitatilor de decopertare si excavare din cadrul acestuia.
Protocolul pentru descoperiri intdmplatoare se va ghida dupa urmatoarele principii:

e Supravegherea arheologica pentru identificarea potentiald a unor vestigii arheologice;
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Formare profesionala, avertizare, vigilenta si competents;

Evaluarea rapida a semnificatiei descoperirii;

nregistrarea si documentarea adecvata a descoperirilor intampl&toare;

Comunicarea interna si externa a descoperirilor intamplatoare;

Proceduri speciale pentru gestionarea descoperirilor intamplatoare;

Raporturi de non-conformare cu prevederile protocolului si actiuni subsecvente,
corective si preventive; si conformarea cu prevederile legale aplicabile in cazul descoperirilor
intdmplatoare (conform prevederilor Ordonantei Guvernului nr. 43/2000 privind protectia
patrimoniului arheologic i declararea unor situri arheologice ca zone de interes national,
modificata.

Modul de abordare specific in cazul descoperirilor intdmplatoare va fi determinat de natura
semnificatiei lor. Aceste descoperiri pot implica necesitatea efectuarii de cercetari arheologice
de salvare, in urma carora sa fie adoptate o serie de decizii conform legii.

Scopul principal al Protocolului pentru descoperiri intAmplatoare este acela de a identifica,
evalua semnificatia si conserva resurse arheologice unice intr-o maniera adecvata, determinand
o perturbare minima a planificarilor constructiilor si operatiunilor.

in functie de natura unei astfel de descoperiri, In baza evaluarii efectuate de echipa
independenta de supraveghere arheologica si a deciziei Ministerului Culturii si Cultelor si
Directiei Judetene pentru Cultura Culte si Patrimoniu Cultural National Alba, directorul minei
poate si decidad suspendarea activitdti miniere intr-un anumit perimetru. in completare, in
momentul unor vizite sau evaluari in teren din partea autoritatilor legale abilitate, maistrul care
coordoneaza activitatea in acel perimetru va fi responsabil pentru asigurarea tuturor normelor de
securitate gi efectuarea vizitei in conditii de siguranta.

Cu consultarea si in colaborare cu echipa arheologica de supraveghere, RMGC va dezvolta
proceduri de operare standard pentru efectuarea de stagii de instruire trimestriale pentru
operatori, maistrii si supraveghetori. Aceste cursuri vor pregati personalul de operare a minei sa
recunoasca cavitatile susceptibile sa aiba semnificatie arheologica. In mod special, operatorii vor
fi instruiti s& recunoasca conditiile specifice, aga cum vor fi acestea definite in procedurile de
operare standard ce vor fi elaborate. Zonele unde exista posibilitatea de a fi facute descoperiri
arheologice ntdmplatoare, pot fi expuse prin derularea operatiunilor de rutind a excavatiilor
miniere. |dentificarea acestor cavitati are importantad si din punctul de vedere al sigurantei
operatorilor. Tn urma identificarii unei astfel de cavitati sau lucrari subterane, operatorul va
notifica imediat maistrul. Personalul minier va primi insigne pentru castile de protectie care sa
ateste efectuarea programului trimestrial de formare decurgand din implementarea protocolului
pentru descoperiri intdmplatoare.

Maistrii vor sustine potentialul de a descoperi cavitati susceptibile sa contina valori de patrimoniu
si vor spori capacitatea departamentului de a evalua conditiile de siguranta pentru autorizarea
accesului personalului non-minier pentru evaluarea zonei.

Stabilirea prioritatilor pentru activitatile de supraveghere
Informatia colectata pentru raportul asupra studiului pentru conditiile initiale, precum si cea
elaborata pentru rapoartele arheologice pentru acordarea descarcarii de sarcina arheologica,
constituie o valoroasa resursa informationald care poate fi consultatd pentru determinarea
semnificatiei unei descoperiri intdmplatoare. Prin intelegerea si cunoasterea topografiei culturale
istorice, zonele vor putea fi clasificate in functie de posibilitatea de a surveni, in cadrul lor, a unor
descoperiri arheologice intamplatoare.

Avriile vor fi clasificate ca avand potential scazut, mediu si ridicat pentru descoperirea de vestigii
arheologice intAmplatoare, ludndu-se in considerare urmatorul set de criterii:

e Scazut: Zone unde posibilitatea de a descoperi vestigii arheologice aditionale, fata de cele

identificate si cercetate, este putin probabila datorita utilizarii curente a
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respectivului/respectivelor terenuri si unde perturbarea solului a avut loc inainte de
inceperea proiectului;

e Mediu: Zone unde au fost descoperite putine vestigii arheologice si solul a fost deranjat de
interventii moderate anterioare;

e Ridicat: Zone unde vestigiile arheologice au fost documentate de o autoritate competenta
si disturbarea solului a fost minima sau acesta nu a fost afectat in niciun fel, iar cercetarea
nu a fost posibild anterior din motive independente de actorii implicati.

Echipa de supraveghere arheologica va fi contractata pentru elaborarea unei harti de distributie
a acestor zone, document care va fi utilizat de catre supraveghetorii si maistrii minieri. Echipa de
supraveghere arheologica va fi prezenta la fata locului pentru toate activitatile in zonele
identificate ca avand potential “ridicat”. Harta va fi permanent actualizatéd de catre echipa de
supraveghere arheologica, asa cum va considera aceasta necesar pentru a reflecta orice noua
informatie obtinuta pe masura dezvoltarii Proiectului. Toate aceste proceduri se vor desfagura in
conformitate cu prevederile de operare standard care vor fi elaborate si cu prevederile legale
specifice continute in Ordonanta Guvernului nr. 43/2000 privind protectia patrimoniului
arheologic si declararea unor situri arheologice ca zone de interes national, modificata si OMCC
2392/2004.

Desi toate zonele vor fi supravegheate din punct de vedere arheologic, indiferent de clasificarea
potentialului lor in ceea ce privegte descoperirile intdmplatoare, masuri cu statut special vor fi
implementate Tn cazul zonelor cu potential ridicat. Vor fi organizate intalniri cu personalul
contractorilor nainte de inceperea activitatilor de excavare si decopertare pentru a-l informa
asupra tipului de vestigii arheologice care este posibil sa fie descoperite si cum acestea pot fi
identificate. Daca vor fi observate orice fel de indicii asupra existentei unui context arheologic,
lucrarile vor fi imediat oprite in acea zona si maistrul va fi notificat.

In concluzie, protocolul privind descoperirile intamplatoare va fi redactat dupa ce toate aceste
masuri de protejare si punere in valoare, prezentate in cadrul Planului de management pentru
patrimoniul arheologic din zona Rosia Montana, vor analizate de catre Ministerul Culturii si
Cultelor in cadrul procesului de autorizare stabilit de procedura de emitere a acordului de mediu
in cazul proiectului minier Rosia Montana, ministerul urmand sa formuleze un punct de vedere
conform prevederilor legale si atributiilor sale. De asemenea, acest document va avea statutul
unei politici operationale specifice pentru mina moderna de la Rosia Montana, fiind primul de
acest tip redactat pentru Romania. Astfel, Thainte de a deveni aplicabil, documentul va fi supus
dezbaterilor profesionale si va fi cerut si avizul Comisiei Nationale de Arheologie pentru
adoptarea acestuia.

Pentru a afla detalii despre cadrul legislativ aplicabil si obligatiile care i revin titularului de proiect
prin conformare la prevederile legale va rugam sa consultati anexa intitulata ,Informatii cu privire
la patrimoniul cultural al Rosiei Montane si gestionarea acestuia”. In acelasi context pot fi gasite
informatii suplimentare privind cercetarile efectuate in cadrul Programului National de Cercetare
LAlburnus Maior” in perioada 2001-2006.

D. Referitor la raportul EIM

Identificarea riscului este intr-adevar o problema dificila datorita diversitatii $i numarului mare de
evenimente.

Nu putem spune ca Raportul EIM acopera toate riscurile potentiale asociate proiectului, dar cele
mai relevante riscuri s-au identificat si au fost evaluate. Proportile evaluarii riscului gi
intensitatea masurilor de prevenire si atenuare sunt direct proportionale cu riscurile implicate si,
prin urmare, doar riscurile ce au fost considerate ca fiind de importanta majora au fost evaluate
in detaliu.

Pe larg, siguranta este definitd ca fiind starea de a fi liber de orice pericol, iar riscul ca
posibilitatea unui pericol potengial de a se materializa. Puteti observa ca cele doua concepte
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abstracte sunt contradictorii. in realitate, ne confruntdm cu situatii limitéd ce nu pot fi intalnite in
termenii absoluti.

Nu existd un sistem sigur, care sd nu prezinte nici un pericol de accident. intotdeauna va exista
0 marja de risc.

Capitolul 7 ‘Situatii de risc” analizeaza probabilitatea de aparitie potentiala de accidente, in ceea
ce priveste Proiectul Rogia Montana, definind frecventa aparitiei pentru astfel de accidente in
conformitate cu datele de proiectare si literatura de specialitate, cat si stabilirea masurilor de
control ce au fost propuse pentru minimizarea aparitiei riscurilor. Masurile de minimizare sunt,
de asemenea, stabilite pentru consecintele generale rezultate din accidente majore. Au fost
prezentate doua categorii de tehnici utilizate in evaluarea si analiza evaluarii riscurilor, prin
metode calitative si cantitative.

Tabelul 7-2 de la pagina 16 prezinta nivelele de importanta a riscurilor, iar Tabelul 7-3 prezinta
nivelele de posibilitate a aparitiei riscurilor in accidente / incidente tehnologice. Sunt analizate
mai detaliat acele scenarii de accidente care in urma analizei calitative sunt considerate ca
avand potential de accident major, care se produc cu probabilitati de peste 10®, cu perioade de
revenire de 1/1.000.000.

Pentru evaluarea importantei consecintelor s-au utilizat metode de estimare a emisiilor
accidentale in atmosfera si un model de dispersii. Pentru evaluarea consecintelor unor
potentiale explozii sau incendii s-au utilizat metode specifice de simulare. Pentru evaluarea
consecintelor unor astfel de evenimente au fost folosite rezultatele simularilor unor brese in IDS
sau in peretele barajului de captare a apelor acide.

O evaluare globala a riscurilor asociate proiectului Rosia Montana este facuta prin metodologia
de evaluare rapida a riscului asupra sanatatii si mediului care a fost realizata initial de catre
Ministerul italian de mediu si Organizatia mondiala a sanatatii.

Referitor la cazurile de risc, este de retinut faptul ca proiectul propus este elaborat Tn
conformitate cu criteriile “Cele mai bune tehnici disponibile” (BAT) dupa cum sunt prezentate in
criteriile europene relevante pentru proiectele miniere. Acest criteriu BAT include propunerea de
folosire a cianurii Tn cadrul procesarii minereului aurifer. Planurile de proiectare si administrare a
proiectului au fost supuse unei evaluari de risc fapt prezentat in capitolul 7 al raportului studiului
EIM. Aceasta informatie indica faptul ca proiectul este elaborat in conformitate cu inalte
standarde de siguranta dupa cum s-a considerat adecvat pentru acest proiect.

Tabelul 7-4 prezinta o lista selectiva cuprinzand doar 15 dintre cele 30 de accidente majore
asociate cu toate tipurile de operatiuni miniere, intre 1975 gi 2000 si anume cele pe care le-am
considerat relevante pentru Proiectul Rosia Montana.

In ceea ce priveste studiul realizat de Profesorul Radu Drobot are la baza o cantitate insemnat&
de informatii meteorologice adunate cu privire la cea mai mare cantitate de precipitatii
inregistrata intr-un interval de 24 de ore in Romania (peste 100 de ani de masuratori). Studiul s-
a concentrat in mod special asupra aceleiasi zone climaterice ca si proiectul Rosia Montana,
mai precis pe o arie de 60 de km in jurul Rosiei Montane. Conform specificarilor din volumul 2,
nivelul de precipitatii maxime probabile intr-un interval de 24 de ore (PMP) a fost stabilit la 450
mm pe timpul verii si la 380 mm (440 mm cu topirea zapezilor) in perioada de iarna-primavara.

In Romania s-au inregistrat cantitati insemnate de precipitatii in anul 2005. Aceste precipitatii si
inundatii inregistrate in 2005 sunt evenimente meteorologice cu o perioada de recurenta de 100
de ani, iar in unele cazuri speciale de 200 de ani. Totusi, evenimentul de precipitatii maxime
posibile intr-un interval de 24 de ore, luat in calcul pentru proiectul Rosia Montana depaseste cu
mult aceste precipitatii care de obicei dureaza 3-4 zile si s-au Tnregistrat in afara regiunii Rosia
Montana. Cantitatea zilnica maxima de precipitatii inregistrata la Rosia Montana intre 2004-2006
a variat de la 8.2 mm la 41.2 mm. Tn Campeni, cantitatea zilnicd maximé& de precipitatii a variat
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intre 4.6 mm si 41.8 mm in aceeasi perioada. Cantitatea de precipitatii de 41.2 mm inregistrata
la Rogia Montana echivaleaza cu o furtuna cu interval de recurenta de 5 pana la 10 ani.

Afirmati ca activitatea de teren necesara pentru Studiul de conditii initiale ale calitatii apei a fost
facuta in perioada 29 septembrie — 27 octombrie 2000. Va informam ca monitorizarea conditiilor
existente a continuat si dupa prima intocmire a Raportului privind contitiile initiale ale calitatii
apei.

In EIM au fost prezentate date cu privire la conditile sezoniere inregistrate pentru sapte
prelevari (la patru statii au fost prelevate probe numai de cinci sau gase ori in timpul perioadei
prezentate). Au fost prezentate datele privind probele prelevate pentru lunile: mai si octombrie
2001, aprilie si noiembrie 2002, mai, august si noiembrie 2003. Prelevarea de probe a continuat,

Intentia EIM a fost aceea de a oferi informatii cerute de legislatia romana si date care sa indice
efectele prezente, fara a coplesi cititorul. Astfel, prezentarea datelor s-a concentrat asupra
compusgilor-cheie reglementati.

In orice caz, apa freaticd nu este o componenta de importanta majora in sistemul hidrologic din
Rosgia Montana, aga cum se specifica in Studiul de conditii initiale hidrogeologice (Volumul 2) si
in Sectiunea 2.3 a Capitolului 4.1 din EIM (Volumul 11). Cand exista apa freatica (inclusiv in
galeriile miniere existente), aceasta este, de obicei, o extensie de mica adancime a regimului
apei de suprafata.

Trebuie sa se tina cont de distinctia necesara intre datele privind conditiile initiale prezentate
pentru un EIM, caz in care obiectivul este acela de a identifica si a defini masurile de atenuare
necesare in vederea impacturilor semnificative care ar putea fi generate de proiect, si datele
privind conditiile initiale necesare in viitor pentru scopuri de operare si conformare (presupunand
ca proiectul este autorizat), caz in care, cerintele pentru permisele IPPC (Prevenirea si controlul
integrat al poluarii), de exemplu, includ o lista de parametri cuprinzatori care definesc conditiile
initiale. Deoarece titularul autorizatiei IPPC va trebui sa justifice divergentele fatd de conditiile
initiale pe toata durata valabilitatii permisului, este clar, in acele circumstante, ca este interesul
titularului sa analizeze o gama ai ampla de elemente, incluzand in mod special Listele | si Il de
substante ale UE, pentru a se asigura ca nu este considerat responsabil pentru contaminari pe
care nu le-a generat.

Viitorul program de monitorizare va evolua, din punctul de vedere al ariei de cuprindere, Tn
conformitate cu cerintele, pentru a se conforma tuturor cerintelor impuse de reglementari si va
face obiectul unei revizuiri permanente in conformitate cu Planul de management al mediului
(PMM), pe masura ce apare legislatie noua, ca, de exemplu, Directiva-Cadru a Apei.

In vol. 13, Cap. 4.6. Biodiversitate, Anexa 1, speciile de plante sunt prezentate sub form&
tabelara, insotite fiind de atribute ecologice cum ar fi frecventa sau preferinta ecologica fata de
anumite tipuri de habitate.

Studiul de conditii initiale privind biodiversitatea (vol. 13, capitolul 4.6), ca intstrument de
evaluare tehnico-administrativa presupune o lista a speciilor. Aceasta include nevertebrate si
contine, de asemenea, atat date prelevate pe teren in baza unor tehnici consacrate (observatii
directe, utilizarea de capcane, colectarea prin diverse tehnici etc) precum si date bibliografice la
care am avut acces.

Deocamdata nu a fost luat in considerare un studiu stiintific complet care sa trateze probleme
legate de biodiversitate. Tn parte, rationamentul care vine in sprijinul acestei teorii este
caracterului util al instrumentului tehnic si administrativ folosit pentru a facilita si deservi in
procesul de luare a deciziilor. Studiul este in acord cu legislatia specifica in vigoare respectiv
OM 863/2001 privind elaborarea studiilor de impact. Volumul 13, capitolul 4.6. Biodiversitate,
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Anexa 1, prezinta tabelar, specii de plante, alaturi de atributele lor ecologice, cum ar fi frecventa
sau predilectia ecologica pentru anumite tipuri de habitate.

Pentru fundamentarea deciziilor de detaliu ce vor stabili designul Retelei Ecologice Functionale
Compensatorii propuse in cadrul Planului de Management al Biodiversitatii (vol. 27), din anul “0”
de implementare al proiectului se va pune la punct o procedura complexa, pe baza unor
protocoale prestabilite de inventariere a tuturor grupelor cu relevanta bio-ecocenotica deosebita.
Inventarele faunistice si floristice vor fi transpuse intr-un sistem de baze de date computerizat,
ce face apel la platforma GIS, interconectat la sistemul national de baze de date ale
biodiversitatii (BIMS). Astfel se va asigura obiectivitatea si transparenta, vitale pentru un
management al biodiversitatii la un nivel fara precedent pentru Romania.

Din randul speciilor inventariate se va selecta si un set de specii cheie, cu valoare
bioindicatoare, respectiv relevanta ecologica inaltd ce vor face obiectul unui program de
monitorizare deschis tuturor factorilor interesati, ce va fi integrat in sistemul de baze de date mai
sus amintit.

Aceasta contestatie, la fel ca si celelalte, pune problema ploilor cu cianuri. De fapt, studiul EIM
exclude fenomenul de ,ploaie cu cianuri” — fenomen care nu a fost intalnit nici in alte cazuri
similare. De altfel, literatura de specialitate nu indica un fenomen numit ,ploaie cu cianuri’,
cunoscut si studiat fiind fenomenul de ,ploi acide”, care nu poate fi generat prin degradarea
compusilor cianurici Tn atmosfera.

Ratiunile pentru care afirmam ca nu va exista un fenomen de ploaie cu cianuri sunt urmatoarele:
e Manevrarea cianurii de sodiu, de la descarcarea din vehiculele de aprovizionare, pana la
depunerea sterilelor de procesare in iazul de decantare, se va realiza numai in faza
lichida, reprezentatd de solutii alcaline cu un pH mare (mai mare de 10,5-11) avand
diferite concentratii de cianura de sodiu, alcalinitatea acestor solutii avand rolul de a
mentine cianura sub forma de ioni cian (CN’) si de a impiedica formarea acidului
cianhidric (HCN), fenomen care are loc numai in medii cu pH redus;

e \Volatilizarea cianurilor dintr-o solutie nu poate avea loc sub forma de cianuri libere, ci
numai sub forma de HCN;

e Pe baza cunoasterii chimismului cianurii i a experientei din activitati similare s-au
estimat urmatoarele posibile emisii de HCN in aer: 6 t/an de la tancurile de lesiere, 13
t/an de la tancurile ingrosatorului de sterile si 30 t/an (22,4 t, respectiv 17 mg/h/m?, in
sezonul cald si 7,6 t, respectiv 11,6 mg/h/m?, in sezonul rece) de pe suprafata iazului de
decantare, ceea ce inseamna o emisie zilnica medie totala de HCN de 134,2 kg;

e Acidul cianhidric odata emis este supus unor reactii chimice in atmosfera joasa, reactii
prin care se formeaza amoniac;

e Concentratiile cele mai mari de HCN din aerul ambiental vor fi de 2,6 ori mai mici decat
valoarea limita pentru protectia muncii prevazuta de legislatia nationala;

e Concentratile de HCN in aerul ambiental din zonele populate din vecinatatea incintei
industriale vor avea valori de 4 — 80 pg/m®, de peste 250 — 12,5 ori mai mici decat
valoarea limita pentru protectia muncii prevazuta de legislatia nationala - legislatia
nationala si legislatia Uniunii Europene (UE) pentru calitatea aerului nu prevad valori
limita pentru protectia sanatatii populatiei;

e Odata emis, evolutia HCN Tn atmosfera implica o componenta nesemnificativa a reactiilor
in faza lichida (vaporii de apa din atmosfera si picaturile de ploaie)

E. “Un sumar al altor puncte slabe ale raportului EIM”
o Textul Conventiei de la Berna la care Roméania a aderat, transpus prin Legea 13 din
1993, nu face referire explicita la nici un fel de habitat, din anexele sale lipsind listarea acestora.

Aceste habitate sunt mentionate in Rezolutia 4 a Conventiei adoptata la data de 6 decembrie
1996. Astfel Legea 13/1993 Anexa 1 listeaza specii de flora, iar Anexa 2 specii de fauna.
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In zona Rosia Montana nu au fost identificate nici una dintre speciile listate in cadrul Anexei 1
(specii de flora). Dintre speciile de fauna in zona de implementare a proiectului au fost
identificate o parte dintre speciile ce fac obiectul Conventiei de la Berna, fara insa a exista
populatii care sa presupuna luarea unor masuri de conservare speciale in lumina prevederilor
Conventiei.

Prevederile Conventiei cuprinse la art. 4(1) prin care este recomandat a se "lua masurile
legislative gi administrative potrivite si necesare pentru protejarea habitatelor speciilor salbatice
de flora si faund" sunt explicitate prin Rezolutia 1 (1989) a Comitetului Conventiei, adresata
tuturor partilor semnatare. Astfel, aceste masuri vor fi indreptate spre a ocroti "siturile critice"
definite ca esentiale pentru conservarea speciilor cuprinse in anexele Conventiei.

Conform Studiului de Conditii Initiale, zona Rogia Montana, datoritd caracterului impactului
rezultat al activitatilor miniere, raméane cu o relevanta limitata pentru protectia speciilor de interes
conservativ, fiind departe de a fi definita ca "situri critice" pentru acestea.

Masurile cuprinse in Planul H de Management al Biodiversitatii, propus de companie, raspund
intru totul prevederilor Legii 13/1993 de conservare a habitatelor naturale, termen care, in
intelesul Rezolutiei 1 din 1989, defineste "metinerea si, acolo unde se impune, refacerea sau
imbunététirea caracterelor biotice si abiotice ce intra in componenta habitatului unei specii sau a
unui habitat natural [...]", garantadnd mentinerea in zona a speciilor ce fac obiectul Legii 13/1993,
prin masuri ample de reconstructie a unor habitate naturale.

o Piatra Corbului se afla in zona de protectie si nu va fi afectata in nici un fel. Pentru Piatra
Despicata exista solutia relocarii in zona de protectie. Detalii se gasesc in Studiul de Impact
asupra Mediului, Cap. 4.7 Peisajul, pag. 32-33.

o Solutiile de diminuare a efectelor propuse in cadrul Studiului de Evaluare a Impactului
asupra Mediului si in Planul H de management a biodiversitatii se adreseaza etapelor de
implementare a proiectului minier, tindnd cont si de efectele rezultate de pe urma unor activitati
anterioare.

Reteaua ecologica functionald compensatorie propusa reprezinta una dintre masurile directe
pentru diminuarea efectelor asupra ecosistemelor acvatice si terestre. Aceasta cuprinde o
detaliere structurala si functionala (Plan H: pg. 20-22), si o etapizare a masurilor (Plan H: pg 22-
28) pe principalele etape ale proiectului (anii: "0", "7", "10", "14" "16", respectiv "19") ce
corespund fazelor de constructie, operare si o prima faza a etapei post-inchidere.

In acest sens amintim cateva méasuri cum ar fi: stoparea in totalitate a scurgerilor de ape acide
(provenite din poluarea istorica), epurarea apelor ce urmeaza a fi deversate, cresterea
suprafetelor impadurite in zona Rogia Montana cu aproximativ 85 ha, cresterea capacitatii de
suport a habitatelor naturale s.a.Toate reprezinta masuri menite a diminua impactul existent gi
viitor, cu efecte cu potential negativ asupra ecosistemelor acvatice si terestre.

Pentru detalii suplimentare poate fi consultata anexa nr. 2 ce contine harta habitatelor.
Descrierea Retelei Ecologice Functionale Compensatorii se regasete in Planul H de
management a biodiversitatii.

o Sistemul complex al iazului de decantare a sterilelor (TMF) incorporeaza o serie de
masuri pentru protectia apei subterane. Acestea includ un sistem de impermeabilizare a
bazinului TMF — Cele mai Bune Tehnici Disponibile (BAT) asa cum au fost definite de Directiva
UE 96/61/EC (IPPC) — un perete de fundatie in fundatia barajului initial pentru controlul
infiltratiilor, un miez cu permeabilitate redusa pentru barajul initial pentru controlul infiltratiilor gi
un baraj de colectare a infiltratiilor si un jomp sub talpa barajului de decantare. in plus, vom
putea monitoriza in permanentd apa subterana printr-o serie de puturi sub talpa barajului
secundar de retentie. Aceste puturi pot fi transformate in puturi de extractie ca ultima masura de
siguranta, in cazul contaminarii apei subterane. Un numar semnificativ de studii hidrogeologice
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au demonstrat ca amplasamentul este adecvat pentru acest tip de sistem de colectare si
retentie.

Mai mult, proiectarea barajului TMF intruneste toate criteriile de proiectare internationale, din UE
si din Romania. Corespunde, de asemenea, altor iazuri de decantare similare construite si
operate cu succes pe amplasamente sensibile din punct de vedere al mediului, care fac obiectul
unor reglementari foarte stricte (de ex. mina de aur din Fort Knox, Alaska, SUA).

o in conformitate cu prevederile art. 6 alin. (1) din OUG nr. 244/2000 privind siguranta
barajelor (“OUG 244/2000"), "pentru barajele noi sau in cazul interventiilor constructive care
modifica parametri de bazé ai barajelor existente, detinatorii (RMGC, in acest caz, n.n.) acestora
sunt obligati s& obtind de la Ministerul Apelor si Protectiei mediului acordul de functionare in
siguranta”. Acordul de functionare in siguranta se refera la incadrarea in categorii de importanta,
la adoptarea solutiilor de proiectare, la conditiile de amplasament si la respectarea normelor in
vigoare, situatie care va face obiectul unei alte analize supuse aprobarii Ministerului Mediului si
Gospodaririi Apelor, distincta de cea a emiterii acordului de mediu si care va asigura

respectarea prevederilor OUG nr. 244/2000.

Totodata, pe parcursul etapei de exploatare, siguranta barajului va fi analizata si monitorizata in
conformitate cu prevederile art. 1(3) din OUG 244/2000, care dispun: “evaluarea stérii de
siguranta in exploatare si verificarea respectérii exigentelor de performanta referitoare la
siguranta barajelor se realizeaza de experti si specialisti atestati de Ministerul Lucrarilor Publice,
Transporturilor si Locuintei si certificati/avizati de Ministerul Apelor si Protectiei Mediului’.
Suplimentar, coordonarea, indrumarea si urmarirea activitatii de evaluare a sigurantei barajelor
existente, in constructie si noi, sunt realizate de Comisia Nationala pentru Siguranta Barajelor si
a Altor Lucrari Hidrotehnice.

Toate detaliile tehnice privind supravegherea si monitorizarea, asa cum sunt prevazute in OUG
244/2000 si cum de altfel au fost solicitate prin Tndrumarul transmis de Ministerul Mediului i
Gospodaririi Apelor privind realizarea EIM (“se vor detalia aspectele privind iazurile de
decantare, inclusiv conformarea acestora cu prevederile OUG nr. 244/2000”) in perioada de
constructie, operare, inchidere si post-inchidere sunt prevazute in raportul EIM. De asemenea,
reamintim dispozitiile art. 5 din OUG 244/2000, potrivit carora: “detinétorii cu orice titlu de baraje
sunt direct responsabili de realizarea si mentinerea sigurantei in exploatare a acestora’.

o Precizam ca Hotararea Guvernului nr. 349/2005 privind depozitarea deseurilor (“HG
349/2005”), prin care a fost transpusa Directiva nr. 31/1999 privind depozitarea deseurilor, nu
este aplicabila Proiectului Rogia Montana.

In ceea ce priveste garantia financiara pentru iazul de decantare, reglementarea cadru in
materie este Directiva nr. 2006/21/EC referitoare la gestionarea deseurilor din industriile
extractive, care Tn 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 si deci nu fac obiectul HG 349/2005.

Dupa realizarea transpunerii Directivei 21 in legislatia nationald, in functie de prevederile actului
normativ de transpunere, se va realiza calculul garantiei financiare aferente iazului de
decantare.

Totodata, distinct de cele de mai sus, va rugam sa aveti in vedere faptul ca, garantia financiara
de refacere a mediului este reglementatd 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 in 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”).
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In conformitate cu actele normative mai sus mentionate, garantia financiard pentru refacerea
mediului este anuala si finala.

(i) Garantia financiard anuala 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 luna a perioadei
la care se referd, gi se stabileste in licenta, astfel incat s& acopere lucrérile de refacerea
mediului specificate in planul de refacere a mediului si in 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 inceteaza activitatea miniera gi nu desfasoara activitatile de reabilitare.

(ii) Garantia financiaréa 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 postinchidere, care este
inclus in programul tehnic de dezafectare.

o In elaborarea proiectului Rosia Montana s-au luat in considerare evenimente
meteorologice extreme. Aceste evenimente naturale includ dar nu se limiteaza doar la
precipitatii extreme (incluzdnd aici precipitatile si fenomenul de topire a zapezii), vanturi
puternice si cutremure de magnitudine mare. De asemenea, ca o componenta suplimentara, s-
au avut In vedere si factorii care determina schimbari climatice pe parcursul desfasurarii
evenimentelor meteorologice extreme.

Pentru a ilustra informatiile prezentate mai sus, s-au adoptat masuri speciale de prevenire gi
reducere a impacturilor potential negative generate de precipitatile extreme. Un aspect care
merita toata atentia in cadrul proiectului propus este cantitatea de apa care se scurge la
suprafata solului ca urmare a unor inundatii. Aceste masuri sunt abordate in detaliu in Capitolul
(7), Riscuri, Subcapitolul (2.4.3), pag. (41-43) ,Masuri de prevenire, reducere si combatere a
efectelor generate de viituri si ape mari”.

Pe scurt, aceste masuri includ:

- realizarea de structuri specifice pe intreaga suprafata a bazinelor de receptie aferente zonelor
Rosia si Corna. In consecinta, scurgerile de pe suprafata aferentda amplasamentului vor fi
integral colectate (incluzand aici cariere, halde de roca sterild, iazuri de decantare si alte tipuri
de amplasamente de depozitare). Barajul de pe valea Corna a fost proiectat in asa fel incat sa
retina cantitatea de apa rezultatd in urma a doud evenimente de Precipitatii Maxime Probabile
(450mm-24h + 450mm-24h) astfel incat sa se evite deversarea. Conform estimarilor, PMP-ul
(,,7néltimea teoreticd maxima a precipitatiei care se poate acumula intr-un timp dat, intr-o locatie
sau pe un areal dintr-o regiune geografica specifica, intr-un anumit moment al anului, fara a lua
in considerare schimbarile climatice pe termen lung”, WMO, 1986) a fost estimat la o perioada
medie de revenire de 1 la mai mult de 100 de milioane de ani.

- ca 0 masura de protectie cu privire la volumul scurgerilor, proiectul prevede constructia unor
structuri hidraulice (canale de deviere) in cadrul bazinelor de drenaj a vailor Rosia si Corna
pentru a dirija scurgerile de apa rezultate in urma unor precipitatii ce au avut loc in apropierea
depozitelor de materiale miniere sterile. Ca o masura suplimentara — si fara a lua in considerare
existenta canalelor de deviere — proiectul tehnic prezinta o garda de inaltime mare pentru cazul
in care fenomene meteorologice cu precipitatii extreme se combina cu conditii de vant puternic
formand astfel valuri.

Pentru a garanta o stabilitate sporita, barajul a fost prevazut cu contraforturi avand raportul
Orizontal - Vertical (O:V) cu mult peste necesitatile existente, dupa cum este precizat mai jos:

- Barajul de pe Valea Corna (barajul principal) va fi o structura formata din anrocamente care a
fost construitd folosind metoda de constructie in ax. Barajul va avea taluzul din aval de 30:1V. In
mod caracteristic, taluzurile aferente unor astfel de structuri variaza intre 1,50:1V si 1,750:1V.
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In ceea ce priveste gama variatd de evenimente meteorologice extreme, prezentdm rezumatul
de mai jos al conditiilor ce au fost luate in considerare in elaborarea proiectului tehnic Rosia
Montana.

Schimbarile viitoare probabile ale parametrilor climatici de baza si ale fenomenelor extreme sunt
redate in Capitolul (4) al ,,Raportului la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului”,
subcapitolul ( 4.1). ,,Apa”, pag. (20), precum si in cadrul Planului de reabilitare si inchiderea a
minei, p.(123). Planul de gospodarire a apei si de control al eroziunii, precum si Planul de
inchidere a minei si de refacere a mediului, incorporeaza proceduri pentru o analiza continua a
stadiului de cunoastere si a prognozelor modificarilor climatice, astfel incat sa poata fi
identificate si gestionate prompt oricare implicatii vizdnd activitatile de proiectare si
management.

Conditiile climatice avute in vedere in activitatea de proiectare a iazului Corna, cu referire
speciala la precipitatiile extreme (factorul principal de cedare a barajelor la nivel mondial), sunt
suficiente, chiar si in cazul cumularii valorilor prognozate de crestere a fenomenelor extreme
(crestere estimata la 15 % pe perioada desfasurarii proiectului, Planul de reabilitare gi
inchiderea a minei, p.(123), subcapitolul (4.1). ,,Apa”, pag.( 20) din Raportul la studiul EIM ).

Pe de alta parte, probabilitatea ca in zona respectiva sa apara alunecari masive este la fel de
redusa, ca urmare a constitutiei petrografice stabile care include, indeosebi, roci compacte,
neexistand volume mari de roca situate in echilibru instabil. Se pot produce, cel mult, alunecari
superficiale gi rostogoliri de roci, cu influentd minora asupra obiectivelor (p.50 subcap. 2.6.
Sectiunea 7 Riscuri).

in ceea ce priveste rdspunderea, trebuie sa facem diferenta intre raspunderea conventional&
pentru pierderea de bunuri si vatamarea corporala si raspunderea pentru daune aduse mediului.
Directiva (2004/35/CE) privind raspunderea pentru mediul Tnconjurator reglementeaza doar
ultimul tip de raspundere.

Metoda obignuita de a raspunde riscurilor asociate raspunderii conventionale, care pot aparea in
activitatile industriale, este de a incheia un contract de asigurare( sau mai multe, in cazul unui
proiect atat de complex). RMGC poartd negocieri cu companiile de asigurare in vederea
acoperirii acestui tip de raspundere. De indata ce vom avea mai multe detalii, acestea vor fi
facute publice.

De asemenea, RMGC este pe deplin constienta de prevederile Directivei (2004/35/CE) privind
raspunderea pentru mediul inconjurator.

Directiva in cauza incurajeaza folosirea unor instrumente financiare adecvate, precum
asigurarile, care sa acopere riscurile asociate unei astfel de raspunderi. Cu toate acestea,
deoarece Directiva privind raspunderea de mediu nu a fost inca transpusa in legislatia
romaneasca, nu exista inca produse de asigurare disponibile. In plus, unele cerinte mentionate
in Directiva lasa inca loc unor interpretari, fiind necesare clarificari din partea industriei europene
de asigurari inainte ca produsele de asigurare sa devina disponibile.

RMGC va obtine asigurare pentru activitatile sale industriale, in conformitate cu Directiva privind
raspunderea pentru mediul inconjurator, de indata ce legislatia romaneasca o va cere si de
indata ce produsele de asigurare adecvate vor fi disponibile.

RMGC Tsi exprima optimismul cu privire la Tndeplinirea completa a criteriilor de asigurare
aplicate operatorilor de catre companiile de asigurare.

J Precizam ca nu va exista un fenomen de ploaie cu cianuri i nici nu a fost evidentiat in
alte locuri sau n alte situatii. De altfel, literatura de specialitate nu indica un fenomen numit
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Lploaie cu cianuri’, cunoscut si studiat fiind fenomenul de ,ploi acide”, care nu poate fi generat
prin degradarea compusilor cianurici in atmosfera.

Ratiunile pentru care afirmam ca nu va exista un fenomen de ploaie cu cianuri sunt urmatoarele:

Manevrarea cianurii de sodiu, de la descarcarea din vehiculele de aprovizionare, pana la
depunerea sterilelor de procesare in iazul de decantare, se va realiza numai in faza
lichida, reprezentata de solutii alcaline cu un pH mare (mai mare de 10,5-11) avand
diferite concentratii de cianura de sodiu, alcalinitatea acestor solutii avand rolul de a
mentine cianura sub forma de ioni cian (CN’) si de a impiedica formarea acidului
cianhidric (HCN), fenomen care are loc numai in medii cu pH redus;

Volatilizarea cianurilor dintr-o solutie nu poate avea loc sub forma de cianuri libere, ci
numai sub forma de HCN;

Manevrarea si stocarea solutiilor de cianura de sodiu se va face numai prin intermediul
unor sisteme inchise, singurele instalatii/zone in care ar putea avea loc formarea si
volatilizarea, cu rate mici de emisie, a HCN in aer, fiind tancurile de lesiere si de la
ingrosatorul de sterile, precum si iazul de decantare a sterilelor de procesare;

Emisiile de HCN de la suprafetele tancurilor mentionate si de la suprafata iazului de
decantare pot aparea ca urmare a reducerii pH-ului in straturile superficiale ale solutiilor
(ceea ce favorizeaza formarea HCN) si a desorbtiei (volatilizare Tn aer) acestui compus;
Concentratiile de cianuri in solutiile manevrate vor scadea de la 300 mg/l in tancurile de
lesiere, pana la 7 mg/l (cianuri totale) la descarcarea in iazul de decantare, reducerea
drasticd a concentratiilor de cianuri la descarcare urmand a fi realizatda cu ajutorul
sistemului de denocivizare;

Pe baza cunoasterii chimismului cianurii i a experientei din activitati similare s-au
estimat urmatoarele posibile emisii de HCN in aer: 6 t/an de la tancurile de legsiere, 13
t/an de la tancurile ingrosé&torului de sterile si 30 t/an (22,4 t, respectiv 17 mg/h/m?, in
sezonul cald si 7,6 t, respectiv 11,6 mg/h/m?, in sezonul rece) de pe suprafata iazului de
decantare, ceea ce inseamna o emisie zilnica medie totala de HCN de 134,2 kg;

Acidul cianhidric odata emis este supus unor reactii chimice in atmosfera joasa, reactii
prin care se formeaza amoniac;

Modelarea matematica a concentratiilor de HCN in aerul ambiental (considerand situatia
in care HCN emis nu este supus reactiilor chimice in atmosfera) a pus in evidenta cele
mai mari concentratii la nivelul solului, in incinta industriala, si anume in aria iazului de

decantare si

intr-o arie din vecinatatea uzinei de procesare, concentratia maxima orara fiind de 382
3

pg/m;

Concentratiile cele mai mari de HCN din aerul ambiental vor fi de 2,6 ori mai mici decat
valoarea limita pentru protectia muncii prevazuta de legislatia nationala;

Concentratiile de HCN in aerul ambiental din zonele populate din vecinatatea incintei
industriale vor avea valori de 4 — 80 pg/m®, de peste 250 — 12,5 ori mai mici decat
valoarea limitd pentru protectia muncii prevazuta de legislatia nationala - legislatia
nationala si legislatia Uniunii Europene (UE) pentru calitatea aerului nu prevad valori
limita pentru protectia sanatatii populatiei;

Evolutia HCN in atmosfera implica o componentd nesemnificativa a reactiilor in faza
lichida (vaporii de apa din atmosfera si picaturile de ploaie) deoarece, la presiuni reduse,
caracteristice gazelor din atmosfera libera, HCN este foarte slab solubil in apa, iar ploaia
nu va reduce efectiv concentratiile din aer (Mudder, et al., 2001; Cicerone si Zellner,
1983);

Probabilitatea ca valorile concentratilor de HCN in precipitatiile din interiorul sau din
exteriorul ariei Proiectului sa fie semnificativ mai mari decét valorile de fond (0,2 ppb),
este extrem de redusa.

Detalii privind aspectele referitoare la utilizarea cianurii in procesele tehnologice, la bilantul
cianurilor, precum si la emisiile si la impactul cianurilor asupra calitatii aerului: Raport de
evaluare a impactului asupra mediului, Cap. 2, Subcapitolul 4.1 si Subcapitolul 4.2 (Sectiunea

4.2.3).
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. Daca ar fi cazul ca Proiectul Rosia Montana sa functioneze fara o halda de minereu
sarac, proiectul ar avea de suferit doua efecte negative principale: 1- de mediu, minereul sarac
ar fi foarte probabil depozitat intr-o halda de roca sterila marind astfel cantitatea de roca cu
potential de generare a apelor acide, si 2- economic, resursele suplimentare generate din
procesarea acestui minereu la sfarsitul vietii minei ar fi pierdute atat pentru proiect, cat si pentru
partile interesate de acest proiect. Tn ciuda faptului c& Proiectul Rosia Montana este fezabil si
fara o halda de minereu sarac, acest lucru nu este nici recomandabil si nici de dorit datorita
motivelor expuse mai sus.

o In ceea ce priveste evaluarea de risc asupra sanatatii, aceasta se face numai prin
utilizarea unor date concrete si nu prin luarea in calcul a aspectelor subiective de genul
distrugerea perdelelor vegetale.

Evaluarea de risc asupra starii de sanatate s-a realizat pe baza a trei categorii de informatii si
anume:

- starea de sanatate ca si conditie de referinta, care s-a realizat prin culegerea tuturor
datelor medicale de la toti medicii de familie si cele doua spitale din zona, la toata
populatia din peste 40 de localitati;

- calitatea factorilor de mediu prin prisma distributiei substantelor periculoase investigate la
momentul actual, inainte de demararea activitatilor exploatarii miniere;

- prognoza distributiei concentratiilor substantelor nocive in factorii de mediu, la diferite
intervale de timp, pe parcursul desfagurarii activitatilor de minerit [1].

Evaluarea de risc asupra starii de sanatate a luat in calcul prognoza distributiei concentratiilor
substantelor periculoase in factorii de mediu asa cum aceasta a fost realizata in EIM, si nu
cauzele gi/sau factorii care conduc la atingerea acelor concentratii.

Proiectul propus este intocmit in conformitate cu criteriile “Celor mai bune tehnici disponibile”
(BAT), prezentate prin criterile UE specifice proiectelor miniere. Aceste Tehnici BAT includ
procesarea minereului aurifer folosind cianura. Proiectul si planurile de management au fost
supuse unei Evaluari a riscurilor, prezentatd in Capitolul 7 din Raportul EIM. Aceste informatii
arata ca proiectul este intocmit la standarde de siguranta foarte inalte.

o Apreciem faptul ca exista preocupari cu privire la impactul transfrontalier si ca s-a lucrat
in mare parte cu experti si oameni de stiintd independenti pentru a evalua complet toate
posibilitatile. Aceste evaluari, inclusiv studiul care tocmai a fost finalizat de Universitatea
Reading privind scenariile de esec catastrofal, au stabilit ca Proiectul Rosia Montana nu are nici
un impact transfrontalier. Copia studiului intocmit de Universitatea Reading se gaseste in
bibliografia anexata la acest raport.

Raportul la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului (EIM) (Capitolul 10 /mpact
Transfrontierd) analizeaza proiectul propus sub aspectul unui potential impact semnificativ
asupra bazinului hidrografic si transfrontalier, in aval, care ar putea afecta, spre exemplu,
bazinele raurilor Muresg si Tisa in Ungaria. Capitolul concluzioneaza ca in conditii normale de
functionare, nu ar exista un impact semnificativ in aval de bazinele raurilor/asupra conditiilor
transfrontaliere.

Problema unei posibile deversari accidentale de steril, la scara larga, in reteaua hidrografica a
fost recunoscuta in timpul consultarilor publice ca fiind o problema importanta, cand partile
interesate si-au manifestat ingrijorarea in acest aspect. in consecinta, S.C. Rosia Montana Gold
Corporation S.A. (RMGC) a intreprins un studiu aditional, in afara de ceea ce include Evaluarea
Impactului asupra Mediului, referitor la calitatea apei in aval de amplasamentul proiectului
precum si in Ungaria. Acest studiu contine un model asupra calitatii apei, cuprinzand o gama de
scenarii posibile de accident si pentru diverse conditii de debit.
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Modelul utilizat este modelul INCA, elaborat in ultimii 10 ani pentru a simula atat sisteme
terestre cat si sisteme acvatice in cadrul programului de cercetare EUROLIMPACS EU
(www.eurolimpacs.ucl.ac.uk). Modelul a fost utilizat pentru a analiza impactul generat de
viitoarele activitati de exploatare, precum si pentru activitati de colectare si tratare a poluarii
generate de activitatile miniere din trecut la Rosia Montana.

Modelul creat pentru Rosia Montand simuleaza opt metale (cadmiu, plumb, zinc, mercur,
arsenic, cupru, crom, mangan) precum si Cianuri, Nitrat, Amoniac si oxigen dizolvat. Simularile
din modelul mentionat au fost aplicate in cazul captarilor din amonte de Rogsia Montana cat si
intregul bazin Abrud-Arieg-Mures pana la granita cu Ungaria pana la confluenta cu raul Tisa.
Modelul ia in considerare dilutia, procesele de amestecare si cele fizico-chimice ce afecteaza
metalele, amoniacul si cianura in bazinul hidrografic si prezintd estimari de concentratii in
punctele cheie de-a lungul raului, inclusiv la granita cu Ungaria gi in Tisa dupa confluenta cu raul
Mures.

Chiar si Tn cazul unei deversari neprogramate la scara larga de material steril (de exemplu in
urma ruperii barajului) in reteaua hidrografica, nu ar avea ca rezultat poluarea transfrontaliera,
datorita dilutiei si dispersiei in bazinul hidrografic cat si conformarii cu tehnologia UE BAT (Cele
Mai Bune Tehnici Disponibile) adoptate pentru proiect (de exemplu, utilizarea procesului de
distrugere a cianurii pentru efluentul de steril care reduce concentratia de cianura in efluentul
depozitat in iazul de decantare, la sub 6mg/l). Modelul a aratat ca in cel mai grav scenariu de
rupere a barajului, toate limitele legale impuse pentru concentratiile de cianura si metale grele n
apa raului vor fi respectate inainte de a trece in Ungaria.

Modelul INCA a fost de asemenea utilizat pentru a evalua influenta benefica a colectarii si
epurarii apelor de mina existente si a demonstrat imbunatatirea substantiala a calitatii apei in
bazinul hidrografic in conditii normale de functionare.

Pentru mai multe informatii, o fisa de informare ce prezintd modelul INCA este prezentata sub
titlul Programul de Modelare a Raului Mureg iar raportul complet de modelare este prezentat ca
Anexa 5.1.

e Inceeace priveste cantitatile de S, NH3 si metale grele, acestea vor fi retinute Tn iazul de
decantare al sterilelor. Conform tehnologiei descrise in Capitolul 2 Procese Tehnologice
sau in Planul de Management al lazului de Decantare Sectiunea 3.2 chimismul apei
limpezite, Tn urma testelor derulate de catre consultantii implicati in proiectarea generala
compozitia sterilelor de procesare este cea prezentata in tabelul de mai jos. Sulful poate
fi asociat cu unele metale sub forma unor sulfuri iar NH; este prezent intre 6,6 si 25 mg/l.
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Tabelul 0-1.

Chimismul apei limpezite (cu steril detoxificate)

Proba® TNOO1 Proba®® TNOO1
RM1 |RM2 [RM3 Standard RM1 RM2 |[RM3 [ Standard
Cianuri 1,13 5,09 |3,29 0,1 Mangan 0,3 0,8 <0,1 1
totale®
Cianura 0,37 0,77 |0,22 Molibden | 0,4 0,3 0,4 0,1
slab
disociabila®
Thlocianat | 70 69 91 Sodiu 725 900 705
Cianat 390 390 350 Niobiu <0,1 <0,1 <0,1
Tiosaruri <2 <2 2,50 Neodim <0,01 <0,01 <0,01
Amoniac 6,6 7,3 25 2 Nichel 0,20 0,40 0,20 0,5
Aur 0,0085 | 0,043 | 0,0165 | --- Fosfor <1 <0,5 <1
Argint <0,05 | <0,05|<0,05 |01 Plumb <1 <1 <1 0,2
Aluminiu <0,2 0,2 0,20 5 Praseodim | <0,005 | <0,005 | <0,005
Arsenic 0,30 <0,2 10,20 0,1 Rubidiu 0,35 0,35 0,50
Bor 0,20 0,2 0,40 Sulf 660 1.030 [ 962
Bariu <0,05 |<0,05 [ <0,05 Sulfat” 1.980 [3.090 |2.886 [600
Beriliu <0,02 | <0,05 | <0,02 Antimoniu | 0 0,28 0,06
Bismut <0,02 |<0,02|<0,02 |... Scandiu <0,5 <0,1 <0,5
Calciu 401 675 707 300 Seleniu <5 <5 <5 0,1
Cadmiu <0,5 <0,1 | <0,5 0,2 Silicon 8 6 8
Ceriu <0,01 | <0,01]<0,01 |... Samariu <0,01 | <0,01 | <0,01
Cobalt 0,40 0,40 | 0,80 1 Staniu <0,2 <0,2 <0,2
Crom <0,2 <0,2 |<0,2 1 Strontiu 1,4 2,1 2,1
Cesiu <0,02 | <0,02]<0,02 |... Tantal <0,005 | <0,005 | <0,005
Cupru 0,10 0,10 | 0,10 0,1 Terbiu <0,005 | <0,005 | <0,005
Disprosiu <0,01 | <0,05 | <0,01 Telur <0,1 <0,1 <0,1
Erbiu <0,01 | <0,05 | <0,01 Toriu <0,01 | <0,01 | <0,01
Europiu <0,002 | <0,05 | <0,002 | ... Titan <0,2 <0,2 <0,2
Fier 0,20 1,4 1,0 5 Taliu <0,01 |<0,01 |<0,03
Galiu <0,2 <0,1 |<0,2 Tuliu <0,005 | <0,005 | <0,005
Gadoliniu <0,05 | <0,05 | <0,05 Uraniu <0,01 | <0,01 | <0,01
Germaniu <0,5 <1 <0,5 Vanadiu <0,5 <0,5 <0,5
Hafniu <0,1 <0,1 | <0,1 Wolfram <0,1 <0,1 <0,1
Mercur <0,01 | <0,01]<0,01 |0,05 Ytriu <0,01 | <0,01 | <0,01
Potasiu 142 136 132 Yterbiu <0,01 | <0,01 | <0,01
Lantan <0,01 | <0,01 | <0,01 Zinc <0,2 <0,1 <0,2 0,5
Litiu <0,1 <0,1 | <0,1 Zirconiu <0,1 <0,1 <0,1
Magneziu 5,4 14,4 |8,2 100
Nota: (1) Calculat pe baza presupunerii ca sulful total este sulfat
Unitati Tn mg /I

Rezultatele sunt in conditii de laborator si pot sa nu fie la fel in practica
< Indica nedetectabil in limitele metodei de testare

Sursa de informare: Cyplus/INCO 2004 — Test Program to Evaluate Cyanide Destruction Option
Using SO,/Air and Peroxygen-Based Technologies for the Treatment of Rosia Montana Leach
Effluent.

o Reprezentantii S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. (RMGC) si-au manifestat
disponibilitatea in a discuta chestiuni legate de constituirea gi mentinerea unei garantii
financiare de refacere a mediului si nu au sustinut faptul ca locuitorii din Abrud ar trebui sa
obtina propriile polite de asigurare impotriva accidentelor.
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Detalii despre Garantia Financiara de Refacere a Mediului a RMGC (,GFM”) sunt discutate in
Raportul la studiul EIM, Tn cadrul sectiunii “Plan de management de mediu si social” (Anexa 1
din subcapitolul cu titlul “Plan de reabilitare si inchidere a minei”).

In Romania crearea Garantiei Financiare de Mediu este necesara pentru a se asigura
disponibilitatea unor fonduri corespunzatoare din partea operatorului minier pentru curatarea
mediului. GFM se conformeaza Legii Minelor (nr. 85/2003) si instructiunilor Agentiei Nationale
pentru Resurse Minerale si Normelor de Aplicare a Legii Minelor (nr. 1208/2003). De asemenea
exista doua directive emise de Uniunea Europeana care contin prevederi referitoare la GFM:
Directiva privind Deseurile Miniere (“MWD”, nr. 2006/21/EC) si Directiva privind Raspunderea
fata de Mediu (“ELD”, nr. 2004/35/EC).

Directiva privind Deseurile din Minierit are drept scop ca acoperirea sa fie disponibila pentru 1)
toate obligatiile legate de permisul acordat pentru evacuarea materialului residual rezultat din
activitati miniere si 2) toate costurile legate de reabilitarea terenurilor afectate de o instalatie
pentru deseuri. Directiva Raspunderii fatd de Mediu reglementeaza remediile si masurile ce
trebuie luate de catre autoritatile in domeniul protectiei mediului in cazul unei deteriorari a
mediului create de activitatile de minerit, avand scopul asigurarii resurselor financiare
corespunzatoare din partea operatorilor pentru eforturile de curatare a mediului. In timp ce
aceste directive urmeaza inca sa fie transpuse de Guvernul Romaniei, termenele de
implementare a mecanismelor pentru aplicarea lor sunt 30 aprilie 2007 (ELD) si 1 mai 2008
(MWD) — agsadar, inainte ca activitatile de exploatare prevazute sa inceapa la Rogia Montana.

RMGC a inceput deja procesul conformarii cu aceste directive si odata ce instrumentele lor de
implementare vor fi legiferate de guvernul roman, compania noastra va respecta prevederile
acestor directive.

De asemenea, mentionam faptul ca legislatia internd prevede doua categorii de garantii
financiare pentru refacerea mediului, respectiv garantia de refacere a mediului anuala (,GFM
Anuald”) si garantia de refacere a mediului finala (,GFM Finala”).

GFM Anuala, care este actualizata anual, este constituita in vederea acoperirii costurilor de
reconstructie asociate cu operatiunile minei in anul urmator. Aceste costuri nu sunt mai mici de
1,5 % din valoarea costurilor totale, care rezulta din preliminariile de productie anuale.

GFM Finala, de asemenea actualizatda anual, prevede costurile estimate pentru o posibila
inchidere a minei Rogia Montana. Cuantumul GFM Finala este stabilit ca procent anual din
valoarea lucrarilor de reabilitare a mediului prevazute in cadrul programului de monitorizare a
factorilor de mediu post-inchidere. Acest program face parte din Programul tehnic de inchidere a
minelor, un document ce va fi aprobat de catre Agentia Nationald pentru Resurse Minerale
(“ANRM?”).

Ambele GFM-uri ce vor fi infiintate vor fi in intregime la dispozitia autoritatilor roméane, iar sumele
acoperite de GFM nu sunt afectate in cazul in care RMGC ajunge la faliment.

Costul estimat pentru inchiderea Rosia Montana este de 76 milioane USD, aceasta estimare
bazéndu-se pe functionarea minei pe intreaga sa durata de viata de 16 ani. Actualizarile anuale
vor fi finalizate de experti independenti, fiind realizate pe baza unei consultari cu ANRM, in
calitate de autoritate guvernamentala competentd in domeniul activitatilor de minerit. Aceste
actualizari vor asigura ca, in cazul putin probabil al unei incheieri in avans a proiectului, in orice
moment, fiecare dintre GFM va reflecta in oricare caz costurile asociate cu reabilitarea.
Actualizarile anuale includ urmatoarele patru variabile:

e Schimbari ale proiectului care au impact asupra activitatilor de recuperare;
Schimbari ale cadrului legislativ din Romania, inclusiv implementarea directivelor UE;
Noi tehnologii care imbunatatesc stiinta si practica reabilitarii;
Modificari ale preturilor pentru bunurile si serviciile cheie asociate cu recuperarea.
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Odata ce aceste actualizari sunt realizate, noile estimari pentru costurile de inchidere vor fi
incluse Tn declaratiile financiare ale RMGC si vor fi puse la dispozitia publicului.

in plus, va rugam sa observati faptul c&, RMGC a retinut unul din principalii brokeri de asigurari
pe plan mondial care este stabilit de mult in Roméania si are o traditie lunga si respectata de
stabilire a evaluarilor riscurilor in operatiile de exploatare miniera. Brokerul va folosi cei mai
adecvati ingineri specializati in breakdown pe echipamente si proprietati pentru a efectua analiza
riscului gi activitati de audit de prevenire a pierderilor pe parcursul constructiei si activitatii de
exploatare de la Rosia Montana, pentru a minimaliza riscurile. Brokerul va determina ulterior
acoperirea corespunzatoare si va lucra cu societati de asigurare de prim rang pentru a
implementa un program in numele RMGC.

RMGC se angajeaza sa mentina cele mai ridicate standarde de sanatatea muncii si siguranta
pentru angajatii si furnizorii sai de servicii. Utilizarea de catre companie a Celor mai Bune
Tehnici Disponibile — BAT — ne ajuta sa asiguram atingerea acestui obiectiv. Nici o organizatie
nu castiga dintr-o pierdere, i in acest scop vom actiona pentru a implementa solutii de inginerie
la risc, deoarece ele sunt superioare solutiilor de asigurare impotriva riscurilor. Se poate elimina
un procent de pana la 75% din riscul de pierderi in timpul fazei de proiectare si de constructie a
unui proiect.

O ESTIMARE TEORETICA A POTENTIALULUI ARHEOLOGIC AL ROSIEI MONTANE

Realitatile istorice bine cunoscute ale secolului | a.Chr impiedica orice supozitie privitoare la
exploatarea aurului la Rosia Montana, Tn galerii, intr-o vreme in care abia incepuse a se
prefigura incrementa statul dac condus de Burebista. Chiar daca in perioada ce urmeaza dupa
anul 44 a.Chr - pana in a doua jumatate a sec. | p.Chr se contureaza un centru de putere in
Transilvania gi are loc o dezvoltare fara precedent a metalurgiei fierului din Muntii Orastiei, nu
avem nici un argument in a atribui acestei perioade, galeriile in discutie. Deocamdata, din zona
sud-estica a Muntilor Apuseni, descoperirile arheologice apartindnd fazei clasice a civilizatiei
dacice sunt destul de rare, fapt ce numai poate fi explicat doar printr-o lacuna de cercetare, in
timp ce descoperirile de factura preistorica sunt mai numeroase.

Pe de alta parte, nicaieri in cuprinsul acestor galerii sau in cercetarile de suprafata desfasurate
in tot perimetrul Rosiei Montane nu au fost descoperite materiale arheologice care sa puna n
evidenta o prezenta dacica, cu atadt mai mult o exploatare aurifera efectuata anterior cuceriri
romane.

La 11 august 106 Dacia era o provincie pacificata, dupa cum atesta diploma militara descoperita
la Porolissum. Traian a mai ramas la Dunare pana in vara anului 107 pentru organizarea
teritoriului de curdnd anexat. Noua provincie, constituita printr-o lege speciala (lex provinciae)
purta numele vechiului regat al dacilor si era o provincie imperiala (Dacia Augusti provincia).

Popularea Daciei cu locuitori ai imperiului a inceput imediat dupa cucerire. Un izvor din secolul
IV, Eutropius, mentioneaza ca “Traianus victa Dacia ex toto orbe Romao infinitas eo copias
hominum transtulerat ad agros et urbes colendas...”. Agadar, colonizarea a avut un caracter
oficial si organizat. In aceastd lumina trebuie privitd si actiunea de colonizare a domeniului
aurifer, cu gentes familiarizate cu activitatea de extragere si prelucrare a metalelor. Este vorba
de elemente de origine iliro—dalmatina, dar si de sorginte tracica, in principiu dizlocate, conform
ultimelor cercetari in domeniu, din regiunea metalla Dardanie, dar si din apropiere. Nu trebuie
minimalizat aportul elementelor microasiatice, traditional implicate in activitatile financiare, atat
de necesare pentru desfagurare activitatii in zonele aurifere.

Desigur ca faima sitului antic Alburnus Maior este conferita de faptul ca localitatea este locul de
descoperire a unor materiale epigrafice cu un caracter particular. Documente deosebite prin
unicitatea si prin abundenta informatiilor continute, cele 25 de tablite cerate pastrate si publicate
pana in prezent ofera informatii de detaliu asupra realitatilor economice, sistemului de habitat,
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vietii religioase si a raporturilor juridice care guvernau comunitatea miniera de aici. Numarul
descoperirilor initiale va fi fost probabil de peste 40, dar cele identificate in mod cert pana astazi
sunt in numar de 32 (3 pierzandu-se intre timp, dar dupa publicare), piesele propriu-zise
regasindu-se astazi in colectiile unor muzee din Roménia gi Ungaria. Agsa cum s-a aratat,
parerea unanim acceptata de specialisti, este ca ele au fost puse la adapost, in interiorul unor
galerii miniere, greu accesibile, intr-un moment de criza, probabil legat de atacurile
marcomanice asupra Daciei din intervalul 167-170 p.Chr. In abordarea teoreticd a cercetarii de
la Alburnus Maior analiza informatiilor continute in tablitele cerate a constituit un important punct
de plecare pentru definirea metodologiei de cercetare.

Astfel, se cuvine subliniat ca tablitele cerate au fost descoperite intamplator, respectiv nu in
urma unor cercetari arheologice de specialitate, in vechile galerii de mina (cele mai multe in
numar de 11 au fost gasite in galeria Catalina Monulesti) din zona Rosia Montana la sfarsitul
secolului XVIII si in prima jumatate a secolului XIX, iar in ultimii aproximativ 150 de ani, in ciuda
redeschiderii si reexploatarii masive a vechilor galerii de mina, cat si a cercetarilor arheologice
specializate a acestor structuri subterane efectuate din anul 2000 si pana in prezent, astfel de
artefacte nu au mai fost descoperite.

Trebuie subliniat, insa, ca in textele tablitelor cerate este atestat toponimul antic Alburnus Maior
— noua atestari (inclusiv cu indicatii despre localizari precum statio Resculum, vicus Pirustarum;
TabCerD |, II, IV, V, IX, X, XIII, XIV, XVIII, XXI)1, dar nu este pe deplin cert faptul ca situl de la
Rosgia Montana a purtat in antichitate aceasta denumire, stabilirea cu exactitate a semnificatiei
acestui toponim ramanand un deziderat al cercetarilor viitoare.

Pe baza tuturor acestor informatii si pornind de la cercetarea textelor tablitelor cerate, la mijlocul
secolului XX despre anticul Alburnus Maior se conturase o imagine, relativ livresc&?, dar din
care nu lipseau anumite incercari de topografie arheologica.

Toponimele atestate in tablitele cerate au provocat o serie de discutii referitoare la evolutia din
punct de vedere urbanistic a centrului economic antic de la Alburnus Maior. Se disting, din acest
punct de vedere, doua mari directii de interpretare. O prima modalitate de abordare a acestei
problematici tinde sa considere ca toponimul generic de Alburnus Maior acopera o serie de
asezari permanente sau temporare legate de prezenta colonistilor iliro-dalmatini specializati in
extragerea si prelucrarea primara a minereului aurifer.

O serie de realitati consemnate de izvoarele epigrafice sunt folosite pentru justificarea acestei
maniere de abordare. Astfel, mentiunea unui vicus Pirustarum, a localitatii Ansium, Resculum,
formularea K(astellum) Baridustarum, precum gi intreaga discutie purtata asupra localizarii lor,
dar si a altor toponime continute de tablitele cerate sau de epigrafele descoperite pana in
prezent, sugereaza adeptilor acestui punct de vedere imaginea unui conglomerat de asezari, de
sine statatoare, cu o conducere gi o administratie proprii, in conformitate cu ,sistemul dalmatin”
de organizare si exploatare a zacamantului aurifer.

! Inscriptiile Daciei Romane (IDR), vol. |, ed. Academiei Roméane, Bucuresti 1975, p. 187.

2 Sintetizand toate aceste informatii, in anul 1995, in Repertoriul Arheologic al judetului Alba erau prezentate urmatoarele: in
decursul sec. XVIII-XX, cu prilejul lucrarilor miniere, agricole, de constructii au fost semnalate o serie de artefecte datate in epoca
romana, precum monumente arhitectonice si inscriptii, unelte, obiecte de podoaba, monede etc (cu mentiunea ca multe dintre
acestea nu aveau un loc precis al descoperirii, erau indite sau numai semnalate, iar altele chiar disparute). La sud, est si nord de
minele moderne au fost identificate portiuni de lucrari miniere, de asemenea datate in epoca romana, fara insa a beneficia de o
cercetare stiintifica adecvata. Potrivit acelor informatii agezarea romana s-ar intinde la sud-vest, vest spre Corna, poate la nord de
Rosia, pe malul stang al Vaii Rosiei, pe dealul Carpeni si in Valea Nanului. O alta agezare civila este ambiguu semnalata in punctul
~Padurea Popii”. Necropole romane par sa fi fost localizate de jur imprejurul vetrei actuale satului si langa mina ,Cetatea Mica”, langa
drumul spre Abrud, la ,Vatra Rosii”, in actualul cimitir catolic, pe dealul Tarina, intre Valea Nanului si Paraul Baii. Existenta unei
necropole este sugerata de stela funerara descoperita in zona la ,Taul Secuilor”, la vest de masivul Orlea. Pe teritoriul Rosiei se
semnaleaza, fara alte precizari o necropola tumulara de epoca romana. Zonele sacre au fost localizate exclusiv prin cartarea ariilor
de provenienta a altarelor votive, respectiv pe dealul Carpeni, pe dealul Tarina, pe Valea Nanului, si in masivul Orlea. Exploatari
aurifere romane, mai ales tindnd cont de locul de descoperire al tablitelor cerate, erau semnalate in preajma asezarii civile pe
dealurile Cetate, Carnic, in galeria Ecaterina Monulesti (Catalina-Monulesti), masivele Letea (Lety) si Rotunda. De asemenea, se
face precizarea ca pe dealul ,Cetatea Mica” pare sa fi fost exploatat fierul in epoca romana, fara a exista nici un argument
arheologic. Toate aceste informatii cu caracter arheologic sunt enuntate fara o minima verificare a surselor i, mai mult, utilizand
repere topografice total neconforme cu realitatea din teren. Prin urmare, despre Rosia Montana se putea spune la acea data ca este
0 zona cu potential arheologic, in care nu se efectuasera sapaturi arheologice propriu-zise, necesare pentru a contura in detaliu
diversele elemente ale sitului.
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La polul opus se situeaza parerea potrivit careia Alburnus Maior este o structura de sine
statatoare, deocamdata cu un statut juridic inca incert, iar toponimele in discutie sunt denumiri
de cartiere sau reflecta grupari pe criterii etnice din cadrul unei asezari unitare. Cert este ca
informatiile oferite de analiza izvoarelor epigrafice indica o zona intens populata, cu o varietate
de nationes, in care elementul iliro-dalmatin este predominant, urmat de cel de factura elenizata.
Trebuie remarcata extraordinara diversitate a cultelor religioase atestate de epigrafele de la
Alburnus Maior. Imaginea unei zone intens locuite, cu o dezvoltare ritmica progresiva si cu mari
variatii demografice, surprinsa prin analiza unilaterala a izvoarelor epigrafice, I-a facut pe V.
Parvan sa considere zona aurifera o ,Californie a antichitatii”, oferind asezarii de la Alburnus
Maior o caracterizare istorico-literara de exceptie: "orag californian de civilizatie internationala”.

Este foarte greu de distins, in stadiul actual al cercetarilor, care va fi fost statutul asezarii de la
Alburnus Maior in cadrul juridic al vietii municipale din Dacia. Pana in prezent, nici una din
ipotezele avansate de diversi cercetatori nu a putut fi pe deplin confirmata. Practic, atestarile de
structuri de locuire la Alburnus Maior se reduc la doua astfel de tipuri: vici si castella.

Ceea ce putem spune in acest moment cu certitudine este faptul ca Rosia Montana, respectiv
anticul Alburnus Maior, nu este singura exploatare aurifera antica din perimetrul aurifer al
Apusenilor. Din punct de vedere stiintific nu putem sustine din lipsa de argumente faptul ca aici
am avea de a face cu “cea mai veche exploatare de aur”. Oportunitatea cercetarii arheologice la
Rosia Montana, in contextul acestui proiect minier, a facut posibila strAngerea mai multor
informatii cu privire la exploatarea aurifera antica in comparatie cu alte situri, de asemenea
cunoscute, dar inca necercetate (Brad-Sacaramb, Zlatna-Almas, Bucium — Petru si Pavel). Pe
de alta parte, punctul de vedere al specialistilor privind situl arheologic de la Rogia Montana este
exprimat in mod sintetic in Studiul de conditii initiale asupra patrimoniului cultural din cadrul
Raportului SIM, sectiunea 5.5.2. Contextul mineritului aurifer roman, iar la pag. 100-101, ca si o
concluzie se precizeaza faptul ca vestigiile de exploatari miniere aurifere romane indicate intr-o
serie de situri prezentate in studiu (inclsuiv in Anexa D) demonstreaza ca Rosia Montana nu
este unica in termenii istoriei mineritului roman.

Fara indoiala ca, in momentul inceperii exploatarii miniere de catre statul roman, anumite
comunitati se vor fi agezat in locuri bine definite al caror toponim se va fi incetatenit, dar, odata
cu dezvoltarea complexului economic de la Rosia Montana, cand gentes ex toto orbe romana au
sosit, atrase de mirajul aurului, ele au devenit ceeea ce V. Parvan sugera plastic “oras
californian de civilizatie internationala”.

O etapa noua in abordarea problematicii ridicate de prezenta acestui sit particular in peisajul
arheologic al Daciei Romane, a constituit-o instituirea, in anul 2001, a Programului National de
Cercetare “Alburnus Maior’ de catre Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor din Romania.

Informatiile colectate in decursul celor sase campanii de sapaturi arheologice derulate in cursul
anilor 2001-2006 au infirmat, in mare parte, conceptia potrivit careia termenul de Alburnus Maior
definea o aglomerare urbana cu elemente similare unei urbis din lumea provinciala romana.
Treptat s-a creionat imaginea unui sistem de locuire lipsit de aportul indigen, cel putin din datele
cunoscute in stadiul actual al cercetarii, in care diversele gentes de provenienta preponderent
sud-dundreana se manifesta potrivit organizarii si habitudinilor din patria de origine. Analiza
izvoarelor antice coroborata cu studiul materialului epigrafic, precum si cu elementele de noutate
oferite de cercetarea arheologica sistematica din ultimii ani conduc catre ipoteza potrivit careia
toponimul generic de Alburnus Maior acopera o serie de asezari permanente sau temporare
legate de prezenta colonigtilor iliro-dalmatini, dar i din regiunile de traditie elenistica, specializati
in extragerea si prelucrarea primara a minereului aurifer.

Cercetarea arheologica s-a desfasurat prin sondarea tuturor zonelor accesibile si Tn acelasi timp
propice locuirii umane, tindndu-se cont de informatii bibliografice si de observatiile facute in
cursul campaniilor perieghetice, de analizele magnetometrice, de studiile de rezistivitate
electrica si de datele zborurilor fotogrametrice. Sistematizarea cercetarilor s-a produs acolo
unde realitatile arheologice au impus-o. in aceste situatii sau cand monumentele istorice se
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situau aproape de obiective industriale, acestea din urma au fost reproiectate astfel incat nici un
obiectiv arheologic sau monument istoric sa nu fie afectat. Sintetic, cercetarile arheologice
preventive de la Rosia Montana au permis studierea a patru necropole de incineratie (Tau
Corna, Hop-Gauri, Tarina-Jig, Paraul Porcului), a unor incinte sacre (valea Nanului), a unor
edificii publice (Habad, Carpeni), si a unui monument funerar circular (Tau-Gauri). Pentru
detectarea posibilelor structuri de habitat s-au folosit fotografia aeriena (1984, 2000, 2004) si
studiile arheomagnetometrice si de rezistivitate electrica, pentru buna gestionare a unitatilor de
cercetare si implicit a descoperirilor arheologice s-au folosit 4 imagini satelitare (o imagine
satelitara de arhiva SPOT Pancromatic (10 m) din anul 1997; 2 imagini satelitare de arhiva
LANDSAT 7 MS (30 m) din anul 2000, 2003 ; o imagine satelitara programare prioritara SPOT 5
SuperMode color (2,5 m rezolutie) 19 iulie 2004), toate datele au fost integrate intr-un amplu
proiect GIS, dublat de o baza de date MS Access 2000. Nici o asezare de mineri si nici o
structura cu caracter antropic nu a fost ,sacrificatd”. Din pacate, caracterul, poate sezonier, al
asezarilor colonistilor iliri nu a facut posibila conservarea lor pana astazi, avand in vedere si
amplele modificari geomorfologice, naturale ori antropice, legate in special de lucrarile de
exploatare miniera, desfasurate in perioada moderna si contemporana.

Practic, acolo unde a fost cazul, s-a recurs la conservarea si restaurarea in situ a obiectivului
arheologic, asa cum este cazul Monumentului funerar dublu circular de la Hop-Gauri (Mihaela
Simion et colab., Alburnus Maior Il, Bucuresti 2004), sau s-a declarat zona ca rezervatie
arheologica ca in cazul dealului Carpeni (Cod LMI 2004, AB-I-m-A-00065.03), a zonei protejate
Piatra Corbului sau a zonei istorice cu valori de arhitectura (35 de case monument istoric). Pe de
alta parte, in cazul celorlalte descoperiri, cercetarea arheologica s-a facut integral, abia apoi s-a
propus de catre colectivele de arheologi emiterea certificatul de descarcare de sarcina
arheologica.

Abia in contextul preconizatului proiect minier s-au intreprins demersurile cuvenite pentru
realizarea de cercetari de arheologie miniera. Aceste investigatii de specialitate sunt efectuate —
incepand din anul 1999 si pana in prezent — de catre o echipa specializata, pluridisciplinara, de
la Universitatea Toulouse Le Mirail (Franta), coordonata de catre dr. Beatrice Cauuet si au avut
in vedere realizarea unui studiu de detaliu asupra acestui tip de vestigii arheologice, respectiv
galeriile miniere vechi, de epoca antica si nu numai. Astfel, incepand cu 1999, echipa din
Toulouse, asigura studiul stiintific al vestigiilor miniere din cadrul sitului Rogia Montana.

Au fost investigate pana in prezent urmatoarele zone:

¢ masivul Cetate (2000-2002);

e masivul Céarnic (1999-2003), cu relevee topografice de detaliu pentru model
tridimensional scara 1:1, intre 2004 - 2006;

¢ masivul Jig Vaidoaia (2003-2004);

e explorare in vederea cercetarii arheologice si amenajare pentru acces public a galeriei
Catalina-Monulesti (2002-2005);

e explorare si cercetari preliminare in zona masivelor Tarina si Orlea (2004 - 2006).

In decursul a opt ani de cercetari la Rosia Montana (misiuni anuale de 2 la 4 luni din 1999 in
2006), au fost topografiate peste 70 km de lucrari miniere subterane din toate epocile, doua
treimi fiind localizate in masivele Céarnic si Cetate. Traversand galeriile recente, executate in
cursul secolului al XX-lea, echipa franceza, in care au fost integrati arheologi si geologi romani
din Deva, Cluj si Bucuresti in curs de specializare in domeniul arheologiei miniere, a putut sa
diferentieze din cei 70 km de lucrari miniere subterane aproximativ 53 km de lucrari recente
(secolele XIX-XX), 10 km de lucrari moderne, ,sapate” cu exploziv (secolele XVII-XVIII) si
aproape 7 km de lucrari miniere antice sapate cu unelte de fier (dalta si ciocan) sau cu focul.
Lucrarile moderne si recente, identificabile Tn urma studierii peretilor lor (urme de impusgcare prin
perforare, forma generald a lucrarilor, comparatie cu planurile miniere de arhiva etc.), se
dateaza fara alte detalii incepand cu secolul al XVlI-lea pana la inceputul secolului al XX-lea,
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prin intermediul analizelor de carbon radioactiv efectuate pe carbune de lemn sau pe lemn
conservat.

Studierea structurilor antice miniere — finantata conform prevederilor legale de catre RMGC - a
insemnat asadar mai buna lor cunoastere si a determinat in aceeasi masura luarea unor decizii
pertinente si bine fundamentate in ceea ce priveste conservarea si punerea lor in valoare. in
baza rezultatelor cercetarilor efectuate pana acum (respectiv finalizate pentru masivele Cetate,
Carnic, Jig si in curs de desfasurare in masivul Orlea) s-a luat decizia conservarii si punerii in
valoare a urmatoarelor zone cu lucrari miniere vechi:

- galeria Catalina Monulesti — galerie situata in Centrul Istoric al satului Rosia Montana,
unde in trecut au fost descoperite cel mai insemnat lot de tablite cerate gi un sistem
antic de drenare a apelor de mina

- sectorul minier Paru Carpeni — situat in zona de sud-est a masivului Orlea unde a fost
decoperit un sistem de camere suprapuse echipat cu instalatii romane de lemn (roti,
canale etc.) pentru drenarea

- zona Piatra Corbului — situata in partea de sud-vest a masivului Carnic, aici fiind
pastrate urme ale exploatarilor cu foc si apa din perioada antica si medievala

- zona masivului Vaidoaia — in partea de nord-vest a satului Rogia Montana, unde se
pasteraza zone de exploatare de suprafatd datédnd din epoca antica.

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 Tn acest studiu sunt prevazute in brogura informativa
intitulata Evaluarea costurilor lucrarilor de amenajare a retelelor miniere istorice din masivul
Carnic elaborata de catre firma britanica Gifford.

Pentru zona masivului Orlea (singura in care sunt clasate in prezent vestigii miniere antice,
respectiv cf. LMl 2004 Exploatarile miniere romane de la Alburnus Maior, zona Orlea (cod LMI
AB-I-m-A-00065.02) cercetarile efectuate pana in prezent au avut caracter preliminar.
Cercetarea de detaliu a acestei zone este planificata pentru perioada 2007-20012, iar la
finalizarea acestor cercetari vor putea fi luate — conform prevederilor legale in vigoare - masurile
care se impun — fie conservarea in situ a unor tronsoane, fie aplicarea procedurii de descarcare
de sarcina arheologica a unora dintre acestea.

Toate cercetarile arheologice cu caracter preventiv desfasurate la Rosia Montana incepand cu
anul 2000 si pana in prezent au fost realizate in cadrul unui program complex de cercetare, fiind
emise, in conformitate cu prevederile legale, autorizatii de sapatura arheologica preventiva.
Cercetarile arheologice au fost coordonate, din punct de vedere stiintific de catre Muzeul
National de Istorie a Romaniei, la derularea acestora participadnd un numar de 21 de institutii de
specialitate romanesti si 3 din strainatate. Toate cercetarile au fost efectuate conform
prevederilor legale in vigoare. Cercetarile derulate in fiecare campanie arheologica sunt
autorizate de catre MCC in baza planului anual de cercetare arheologica aprobat de catre
Comisia Nationala de Arheologie.

Luand in considerare rezultatele si concluziile celor 7 ani de cercetare a patrimoniului cultural al
Rosiei Montane, in cadrul documentatiei SIM, au fost enuntate o serie intreaga de propuneri de
dezvoltare in sensul turismului cultural. Potentialul turistic al localitatii Rosia Montana poate fi
dezvoltat in viitor pornindu-se de la urmatoarele coordonate:
1. valorile de patrimoniu arheologic mobil si imobil;
2. cladirile monument istoric, Zona Protejata Centrul Istoric Rosia Montana si
elementele de peisaj din zona taurilor;
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3. valorile de patrimoniu industrial din cadrul fostei exploatari miniere si din cel al
viitoarei exploatari miniere preconizate de catre RMGC;

4. elemente de patrimoniu imaterial — traditii, obiceiuri, etc.

in concluzie, studiile de urbanism si studiile de specialitate pentru delimitarea zonelor protejate
din cadrul comunei Rosia Montana, sunt in curs de elaborare — in conformitate cu prevederile
legale — de catre institutiile si comisiile cu atributii Tn aceasta zona de interes. Trebuie subliniat
ca niciuna dintre casele monument istoric din cuprinsul proiectului propus de catre RMGC nu va
fi afectata in mod negativ, ci, toate cele 41 de cladiri monument istoric vor fi incluse intr-un
amplu program de reabilitare si restaurare (vezi Raport la studiul de evaluare a impactului
asupra mediului (vol. 33), respectiv Plan M — Plan de Management al Patrimoniului Cultural,
partea ll-a — Plan de Management pentru monumente istorice si zonele protejate din Rosia
Montana, p.74-91). Acest program este absolut necesar, daca se doreste ca aceste case —
indiferent de punerea in practica sau nu a proiectului minier — sa nu dispara in totalitate, datorita
starii avansate de degradare in care se afla in prezent.

Amintim faptul ca zona protejatd a Rosiei Montane va avea o suprafata de peste 130 ha si va
cuprinde valorile de arhitectura din cadrul acestei localitati (restaurate si puse in valoare),
organizate sub forma unui muzeu al mineritului cu expozitii de geologie, arheologie, etnografie
(cu o sectie in aer liber), patrimoniu industrial si o importantd componenta subterana localizata
in jurul galeriei Catdlina Monulesti. In aceastd parte a localitatii compania va urmari sa
promoveze dezvoltarea turismului traditional (pensiuni, mici localuri). In zona estica si sud-estica
a centrului vechi se afla taurile istorice: Taul Mare, Taul Brazi si Taul Anghel. In aceasta zona se
poate dezvolta un turismul modern, de agrement.

Tindnd cont de importanta patrimoniului cultural de la Rogia Montana si de prevederile legale in
vigoare S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. a alocat in perioada 2001-2006 un buget
pentru cercetarea patrimoniului de peste 10 milioane USD. Mai mult decat atét, tindnd cont de
rezultatele cercetarilor, de opiniile specialistilor si deciziile autoritatilor competente, bugetul
prevazut de catre companie pentru cercetarea, conservarea si restaurarea patrimoniului cultural
al Rosgiei Montane in viitorii ani, in conditiile implementarii proiectului minier, este de 25 de
milioane de dolari, asa dupa cum a fost facut public in Studiul de Impact asupra Mediului in mai
2006 (vezi Raport la Studiul de Impact asupra Mediului, vol. 32, Plan de Management pentru
patrimoniul arheologic din zona Rosia Montana, p. 78-79). Astfel se are in vedere continuarea
cercetarilor in zona Orlea, dar in special crearea unui Muzeu modern al Mineritului cu expozitii
de geologie, arheologie, patrimoniu industrial si etnografic, precum si amenajarea accesului
turistic in galeria Catalina-Monulesti si la monumentul de la Tau Gauri, cat si conservarea si
restaurarea celor 41 de cladiri monument istoric si a zonei protejate Centru Istoric Rosia
Montana.

Pentru detalii privind cadrul legal al desfasurarii cercetarilor arheologice de la Rosia Montana, al
obtinerii certificatelor de descarcare arheologica sau dupa caz al delimitarii zonelor protejate si a
monumentelor conservate in situ, al planurilor de management si dezvoltare durabila a zonei din
punct de vedere al patrimoniului cultural va rugam sa consultati materiale informative enumerate
mai jos:

> Informatii cu privire la patrimoniul cultural al Rosiei Montane si gestionarea
acestuia

» Raport comparativ cu privire la planul de management elaborat de catre S.C. OPUS
- Atelier de arhitectura S.R.L.

> Evaluarea costurilor lucrarilor de amenajare a retelelor miniere istorice din masivul
Cérnic

» Referat asupra concluziilor studiilor geomecanice realizate pentru determinarea
efectelor lucrarilor de derocare asupra constructiilor din zona protejata
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. Teoretic valoarea biodiversitatii dintr-un sit este data de indicatorii cantitativi si calitativi ai
biodiversitatii.

Date fiind conditiile ecosistemice de la nivelul perimetrului studiat, definit de atribute in relatie cu
impact major ca amplitudine, spatiu de actiune si intindere in timp, identificarea unor habitate
naturale in adevaratul sens al cuvantului si Tn acceptiunea manualelor uzuale de definire a
habitatelor, a ramas pe moment la stadiul de deziderat.

Cerintele de evaluare a biodiversitatii prevazute de legislatia romaneasca se refera la evaluarea
bogatiei specifice si ecosistemice si la evidentierea conservativa a speciilor gi habitatelor.
Ambele aspecte au fost abordate ih mod corespunzator in Studiul de Impact asupra Mediului.

Din datele obtinute in urma studiilor din teren, se desprind concluzii argumentate, conform
carora biodiversitatea Tn ansamblul sau, reprezinta un atribut slab reprezentat in zona Rosia
Montana. Ca atare valoarea acesteia ramane limitata, chiar daca se incearca o abordare de
ordin teoretic, cat si una de ordin practic.

La Rosia Montanda nu au fost identificate specii endemice, caracteristice, stenobionte, cu
semnificatie aparte pentru biostrate, fie ele locale, regionale sau nationale. De asemenea, nu au
fost identificate Tn aria de impact a proiectului habitate unice, rare sau prioritare pentru
conservare.

Valoarea conservativa scazuta a zonei de impact, 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 propunerii de declarare a unui pSCI (situri de
importanta comunitara) in aceastd zona de catre Comisia de experti tehnici ai MMGA intrunita
pentru evaluarea propunerilor Natura 2000.

o O evaluare a posibilelor venituri generate de turism in Rosia Montana in cazul in care
proiectul nu va fi realizat nu a fost ceruta nici de Termenii de Referintad (TOR) pentru raportul la
studiul de Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului (EIM) si nici de Ordinul 863/2002 — Anexa 2 -
Ghid Metodologic al etapei de monitorizare a finalizarii raportului la studiul EIM — Partea |l
(structura raportului la studiul EIM). in plus, informatii referitoare la activitatile turistice actuale
sunt furnizate Tn cadrul Volumului 14, 4.8 Mediu Social si Economic, si in cadrul Volumului 31,

Pagina 34 din 40



Planul L — Planul de Dezvoltare Durabila a Comunitatii al EIM. Aceste informatii au fost furnizate
in primul rand pentru a permite finalizarea unei evaluari cu privire la posibilele efecte ale
proiectului propus asupra acestei industrii. In absenta unor investitii la scara mare, oportunitatile
turistice si posibilele venituri din turism la Rosia Montana sunt, in cel mai fericit caz, limitate.

Pentru mai multe informatii, va rugdm consultati anexa 4 — Rogia Montana Dezvoltarea Durabila
si proiectul Rosia Montana.

o Raportul la studiul de Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului (EIM) face o asemenea
analiza in Capitolul 5 — Analiza Alternativelor.

Informatii despre ramurile industriale existente, cum ar fi agricultura si turismul, pot fi de
asemenea gasite In Volumul 14, 4.8 Mediul social si economic, si in Volumul 31, Planul L -
Planul de Dezvoltare Durabila a Comunitatii. Aceste informatii au fost prezentate mai ales pentru
posibilitatea de realizare a unei evaluari cu privire la posibilele efecte ale proiectului propus
asupra acestor ramuri industriale. O analiza detaliata a posibilitatii de dezvoltare a unor afaceri
alternative in absenta proiectului nu este, in mod normal, efectuata, conform reglementarilor
Uniunii Europene sau internationale. In cazul in care proiectul nu se realizeaza, acest lucru nu ar
trebui sa aiba nici un efect asupra afacerilor alternative.

Rosgia Montana ar putea sa-si dezvolte, in continuare, potentialul turistic. Exista initiative de a
face acest lucru, cum ar fi ,Modelul de dezvoltare a turismului si contributia sa la dezvoltarea
durabila din Zlatna, Bucium, Rogsia Montana si Baia de Aries ca alternativa la activitatile miniere
mono-industriale”, intocmit de Institutul National pentru Cercetare gi Dezvoltare in Turism
(INCDT) si publicat in aprilie 2006, chiar cand raportul la studiul EIM era depus la Ministerul
Mediului si Gospodaririi Apelor.

RMGC, de asemenea, a dispus realizarea unui studiu, care stabileste modalitatea de promovare
a potentialului turistic si modalitatea de abordare a aspectelor legate de turism printr-un proiect
integrat:

,Din experienta, 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 imbunatatirea
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 sustine financiar
persoanele care doresc sa deschida pensiuni, restaurante etc., toate acestea fiind necesare
pentru a atrage turisti. La incheierea 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 Monulesti) si monumente
conservate precum cel de la Tau Gauri — care, toate, vor reprezenta atractii turistice. n plus, se
intelege ca guvernul va actiona la nivel local pentru a incuraja cresterea economica” (vezi Rogia
Montana Propunere Initiald pentru Turism, Raportul Gifford 13658.R01).

Aceast studiu a fost intocmit de Gifford, o firma de consultantd de renume din Anglia, cu
specialisti Tn patrimoniu si ingineri.

Acest raport concluzioneaza:

“[...] dezvoltarea turismului ar putea fi realizata chiar si in absenta unei ramuri miniere refacute,
doar pe baza posibilelor atractii existente. In al doilea caz, totusi, sprijinul financiar ar trebui sa
fie asigurat integral din fonduri oferite de Uniunea Europeana, de la bugetele de stat si
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intreprinderi din sectorului privat. Lucrarile realizate pe baza acestor surse de finantare ar trebui
sa fie promovate si asumate de agentii guvernamentale, de la nivel local pana la nivel national.

In Cluj-Napoca si Alba lulia (si chiar si in Deva) ar putea fi necesare de asemenea multe lucrari
de dezvoltare, deoarece consideram ca aceste orage ,porti” ar putea fi privite ca atractii turistice
cu propriile lor drepturi, mai ales in ce priveste turismul international si ar putea oferi turigtilor
conditii corespunzatoare de cazare si masa, precum si alte facilitati. Ne putem intreba cum ar
putea avea succes dezvoltarea turismului in Rogia Montand daca nu ar fi sustinuta de
dezvoltarea paralela a oraselor Cluj-Napoca si Alba lulia.

Daca Guvernul Romaniei nu este de acord cu proiectul minier si daca se va atinge potentialul
turistic discutat aici, atunci va fi nevoie de surse alternative de finantare pentru aceste lucrari
obligatorii la infrastructura si de investitii directe in turism. Nivelurile de investitii necesare, chiar
in conformitate cu raportul foarte optimist INCDT 2006 mentionat anterior, sunt foarte ridicate.

Pe scurt, costurile total estimate ale proiectelor combinate, conform celor mentionate in INCDT
2006 si in propunerile facute de RMGC, ar atinge suma de 44.817.380 USD.

Aceste costuri de investitii s-ar putea realiza probabil doar printr-o investitie deosebit de mare
din partea Guvernului Romaniei, impreuna cu subventii corespunzatoare obtinute din programe
initiate de Uniunea Europeana, deoarece aceste investiti depasesc posibilitatile sectorului
privat. Atragerea sprijinului Uniunii Europene si al altor fonduri internationale pentru dezvoltare
va depinde de previziunile de dezvoltare amanuntite, bine analizate si realizate si trebuie sa fie
administrata de organizatii din sectorul public, care demonstreaza ca pot livra proiectele la timp
si in limitele bugetului.

Un adevarat pericol pentru acest scenariu este acela ca este pur si simplu imposibil sa te
gandesti la aceasta ca fiind o investitie ce se poate face, mai mult sau mai putin, dintr-un singur
capital, intr-unul sau mai multe proiecte individuale. O singurad investitie sau chiar cateva
investitii restrdnse de capital nu pot genera conservarea sau restaurarea, durabila si pe termen
lung, a bunurilor patrimoniale, ci ar tinde sa devina o solutie pe termen scurt, care ar putea
genera probleme chiar mai mari pe termen mai lung.”

Pentru mai multe informatii, va rugam consultati anexa 4 — Rogia Montana Dezvoltarea Durabila
si proiectul Rosia Montana.

o Exista numeroase ramuri industriale alternative posibile pentru Rosia Montana. Totusi,
este putin probabil ca aceste activitati mentionate in intrebare sa poata asigura suficiente slujbe
pentru toti locuitorii din Rosia Montana si orasele invecinate.

Este adevarat ca turismul poate fi o sursa de venituri si dezvoltare durabild pentru Rosia
Montana si regiune. Exista, totusi, o mare diferenta intre a propune turismul ca alternativa sau
substitut pentru un proiect industrial major — i dezvoltarea de-a lungul timpului, sustinuta de
investitii in infrastructura, generate de un proiect industrial complex.

Prima optiune — pentru Rogia Montana, ,turismul fara dezvoltarea minei” — nu este viabila in sine
si, cu siguranta, nu in comparatie cu un plan de dezvoltare a turismului de-a lungul timpului, cu
ajutorul investitiei in infrastructura.

Informatii despre ramurile industriale existente, cum ar fi agricultura gi turismul, puteti gasi in
Volumul 14, 4.8 Mediul social si economic, si in Volumul 31, Planul L - Planul de dezvoltare
durabila a comunitatii. Aceste informatii au fost prezentate mai ales pentru a oferi posibilitatea
realizarii unei evaluari cu privire la posibilele efecte ale proiectului propus asupra acestor ramuri
industriale. O analiza detaliata a posibilitatii de dezvoltare a unor afaceri alternative in absenta
proiectului nu este, in mod normal, realizata, conform reglementarilor Uniunii Europene sau
internationale. In cazul in care proiectul nu se realizeaza, acest lucru nu ar trebui sa aiba nici un
efect asupra afacerilor alternative.
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Prezenta proiectului Rogia Montana (RMP) ca investitie majora, va imbunatati climatul economic
din zona, incurajand si promovand dezvoltarea activitatilor care nu sunt legate de minerit. Se
estimeaza ca acest climat de investitii imbunatatit, combinat cu o economie de piata functionala,
va duce la identificarea de noi oportunitati de afaceri, care se pot dezvolta odatad cu RMP.

Care sunt noile afaceri care se vor dezvolta, depinde de cererea de pe piata, de viabilitatea gi
fezabilitatea afacerii pe piata si de initiativa oamenilor din comunitate. Pe durata de viata a
minei, Rosia Montana Gold Corporation (RMGC) se angajeaza — prin Planul de dezvoltare
durabila a comunitatii — sa deruleze o campanie proactiva pentru crearea unui mediu de afaceri
permisiv, care sa promoveze dezvoltarea durabila la nivel local. Elementele acesteia vor include:
disponibilitatea unei micro-finantarii ugsor accesibile, un incubator de afaceri care sa asigure
consultanta de afaceri, programe de pregatire profesionala si dezvoltare a abilitatilor si
oportunitati pentru educatie. Obiectivul este acela de a crea — cu mult timp inainte de inchiderea
minei — 0 economie robusta, care sa nu depinda de mina si sa poata continua sa existe si dupa
inchiderea acesteia.

Pentru mai multe informatii, va rugam consultati anexa 4 — Rosia Montana Dezvoltarea Durabila
si proiectul Rogia Montana.

o Nu exista nici o asemenea interdictie cu privire la infiintarea de noi afaceri, agsa cum
sugereaza petentul.

Desemnarea unei parti a comunei Rogia Montana drept zona industriala nu impiedica
dezvoltarea de afaceri in localitate, deoarece zona industriala (sau , perimetrul proiectului”)
cuprinde doar 25% din Rosia Montana, si o portiune si mai mica, de 5%, din zona reprezentata
de Campeni, Rosia Montana si Abrud. Astfel, se pot dezvolta afaceri, in diferite domenii, prin
procesul normal de autorizare si inregistrare de catre autoritatile locale.

La momentul desemnarii zonei drept ,zona defavorizata”, au fost efectuate studii de catre
autoritatile guvernamentale competente, astfel incat sa se permita realizarea de investitii in
zona, proiectul minier Rogia Montana fiind un exemplu in acest sens. Modificarea planurilor
urbanistice si desemnarea unei zone industriale pentru proiectul Rosia Montana, reprezinta o
cerinta legala obligatorie, in conformitate cu:

(i articolul 6 alineatul 1 din Hotararea de Guvern nr. 525/1996 pentru aprobarea
Regulamentului general de urbanism (“Autorizarea executarii constructiilor definitive,
altele decat cele industriale, necesare exploatarii si prelucrarii resurselor in zone
delimitate conform legii, care contin resurse identificate ale subsolului, este interzisa”)
sh

(i) articolul 41, alineatul 2 din Legea Minelor nr. 85/2003 (,consiliile judetene si consiliile
locale vor modifica si/sau vor actualiza planurile de amenajare a teritoriului si
planurile urbanistice generale existente, pentru a permite executarea tuturor
operatiunilor necesare desfasurarii activitatilor miniere concesionate”).

Afirmati ca Raportul EIM propune o “operatiune extrem de riscanta” care nu va putea niciodata
contribui la dezvoltarea durabild a comunitatii. Va informam ca RMGC a stabilit o Politica pentru
dezvoltare durabila ce va fi prezentata in cadrul Anexei 4 Rosia Montana, Proiect de dezvoltare
durabild. Sunt, de asemenea, prezentate si componentele de sustinere a acestei politici, ele fiind
un set de initiative stabilite la nivelul autoritatilor, comunitatii si a Companiei ca parti integrante
ale Parteneriatelor si programelor de dezvoltare durabila Rosia Montana.

Cele cinci domenii cheie ale dezvoltarii durabile
Capitalul financiar

Include: impactul asupra dezvoltarii economice, administrarii fiscale, taxelor si impozitelor, dat
de:
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o medie de 1200 de locuri de munca pe perioada constructiei, pe parcursul a doi ani,
majoritatea fiind ocupate cu fortd de munca local3;

634 de locuri de munca pe perioada exploatarii (prin angajare directa, incluzand si
contractele pentru servicii de curatenie, paza, transport, etc., pe parcursul a 16 ani, cele
mai multe fiind ocupate cu forta de munca localg;

aproximativ 6000 locuri de munca generate indirect pentru o perioada de 20 de ani, la
nivel local si regional [2];

1 miliard USD, reprezentand: partea cuvenita statului din profitul realizat, impozitele pe
profit, redevente si alte taxe si impozite catre autoritatile locale, regionale si nationale din
Romania;

1,5 miliarde USD, reprezentand valoarea bunurilor si serviciilor procurate din Romania:
400 milioane USD pe perioada constructiei (2 ani) si 1,1 miliarde USD pe perioada
activitatii de productie (16 ani);

Pentru diversificarea si dezvoltarea oportunitatilor economice oferite de catre Proiectul Rosia
Montand, RMGC coopereaza, de asemenea, pe plan local, cu partile interesate pentru
demararea propriilor activitati comerciale:

infiintarea In zond a unei instituti de micro-creditare, care sa permita, In conditii
avantajoase, accesul la finantare;

crearea unui centru de afaceri si incubatoare de afaceri pentru a oferi sprijin, instruire
(antreprenoriald, planuri de afaceri, management administrativ si fiscal, etc.), consultanta
juridica, financiara si administrativa, pentru a promova dezvoltarea mediului de afaceri
local si regional. Acest lucru este necesar atat pentru furnizarea de bunuri si servicii
Proiectului Rosia Montana, cat si pentru a incuraja spiritul intreprinzator al localnicilor, Tn
ideea pregatirii pentru nevoile de dezvoltare durabila de dupa finalizarea RMP.

Capitalul material
Infrastructura — incluzand cladirile, alimentarea cu energie, transportul, alimentarea cu apa si
gestionarea deseurilor:

Cresterile de venit pentru agentiile guvernamentale, de ordinul a 1 miliard USD pentru
mai mult de 20 de ani (perioada de constructie - activitate de productie - inchidere) vor
insemna fonduri suplimentare pe care autoritdtile le pot aloca pentru Tmbunatatirea
infrastructurii din comunitate;

De asemenea, RMGC va construi noua localitate Piatra Alba si cartierul Dealul Furcilor
din Alba lulia pentru stramutarea populatiei. Piatra Alba va include un nou centru civic,
zone comerciale si rezidentiale. La finalizarea RMP, acestea vor fi transferate autoritatilor
locale. Planul de Actiune pentru Stramutare si Relocare (RRAP) contine toate detaliile
acestor initiative.

Capitalul uman
Include: sanatate si educatie:

construirea unui dispensar si a unei clinici private la Piatra Alba (a se vedea RRAP),
accesibile intregii comunitati, prin asigurari de sanatate;

modernizarea unei aripi a spitalului din Abrud, accesibil intregii comunitati prin sistemul
national de asigurari de sanatate;

imbunatatirea sistemului medical de urgenta in regiune;

construirea unei noi scoli, a unui centru civic si rezidential la Piatra Alba. Acest program
este descris Tn detaliu in RRAP;

campanii de sanatate de constientizare (in parteneriat cu autoritatile locale si ONG-uri)
cu referire la: sanatatea reproducerii, nutritie si stil de viata, etc.

parteneriate cu organizatii de invatamant si ONG-uri referitoare la imbunatatirea unitatilor
de Tnvatamant din regiune si accesul la acestea; de exemplu: ONG-urile si autoritatile
locale au colaborat pentru infiintarea unui parteneriat educational cu sediul la CERT
(Centrul de Resurse pentru TINEri Apuseni - www.certapuseni.ro).

Capitalul social
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Include: pregatire profesionald, intarirea relatiilor din cadrul comunitatii, a retelelor sociale si

capacitatea institutiilor de a le sprijini, conservarea patrimoniului cultural:

- eforturi pentru dezvoltarea si promovarea patrimoniului cultural din Rosia Montana atat
pentru localnici, cat si in scopuri turistice — RMGC este partener in cadrul Parteneriatului
pentru patrimoniul cultural Rosia Montana (info@rmchp.ro);

- oportunitati de educatie pentru adulti si de imbunatatire a abilitatilor acestora, prin
programe de instruire, fonduri si burse scolare, cu scopul de a creste sansele de
angajare, atat direct, la RMGC, cat si indirect — RMGC este partener in Programul de
pregatire profesionala si meserii Rosia Montana;

- programe de asistentd pentru persoane si grupuri vulnerabile, si consolidarea retelei
sociale, in special in Rosia Montana — RMGC este partener in Programul vecin bun
Rosia Montana care este sub conducerea ONG-ului local ProRosia (info@rmgnp.ro);

- RMGC sprijina parteneriatul aflat sub conducerea ONG-urilor care lucreaza cu tinerii din
zona, pentru imbunatatirea si sporirea potentialului comunitatii (www.certapuseni.ro).

Capitalul natural

Include: peisaj, biodiversitate, calitatea apei, ecosisteme:

- masurile incluse in planurile de management ale RMP si in Procedurile standard de
operare pentru prevenirea accidentelor si managementul urgentelor (SOP) vor avea ca
rezultat atenuarea impactului asupra mediului $i imbunatatirea conditiilor de mediu, asa
cum este prevazut in EIM;

- Tmbunatatirea conditiilor de mediu va cregte calitatea vietii In Rosia Montana;

- instruire gi asistenta pentru integrarea aspectelor legate de calitatea mediului in planurile
de afacersi;

- campanii de congtientizare cu privire la asigurarea masurilor de protectie a mediului in
cadrul activitatilor economice;

- impunerea unor standarde de mediu odatd cu acordarea Tmprumuturilor prin micro-
finantare, incluzand monitorizarea masurilor de protectie a mediului;

- Codul de Conduita in Afaceri prin care se solicita furnizoriior RMP sa respecte
standardele RMGC cu privire |la asigurarea masurilor de protectie a mediului.

Viziunea RMGC asupra beneficiilor sociale si economice ale RMP este prezentata in Planul de
dezvoltare durabila a comunitatii si in EIM Capitolul 4.8 — Mediul social si economic.

Pentru a-si respecta angajamentele, RMGC este constienta de faptul ca trebuie sa colaboreze
cu comunitatea, autoritatile si societatea civila in problemele direct legate de dezvoltarea zonei.
Aceasta abordare permite comunitatii sa detina, sa orienteze si sa controleze toate chestiunile
de dezvoltare relevante, in mod integrat si prin participarea tuturor partilor interesate.

In spiritul acestui angajament, RMGC a efectuat deja un program extins de consultari, constand
in 1262 intalniri individuale si interviuri, si in distribuirea de chestionare prin care s-au obtinut
peste 500 raspunsuri, in 18 intalniri cu grupuri centrale si 65 de dezbateri publice, pe langa
discutiile cu autoritatile guvernamentale, cu organizatile neguvernamentale si potentialii
actionari implicati. Observatiile publicului interesat au fost folosite pentru pregatirea Planurilor de
Management ale EIM aferente Proiectului Rosia Montana precum si la elaborarea anexei la EIM.

Sprijinul dat dezvoltarii durabile a zonei va fi derulat in cadrul parteneriatelor, conform
indrumarilor diverselor organizatii cum este Programul pentru dezvoltare al Natiunilor Unite
(PDNU). De exemplu, masurile de atenuare a efectelor negative si de amplificare a beneficiilor
socio-economice vor fi derulate sub indrumarea Centrului de cercetare socio-economica Rosia
Montana (info@rmserc.ro), care, la randul sau, are ca partener autoritatile locale. Acest lucru va
permite o evaluare transparenta a eficientei sprijinului dat procesului de dezvoltare durabila si va
pune la dispozitie un forum pentru implementarea imbunatatirilor necesare.

Alte parteneriate ce sprijina procesul de dezvoltare durabilda sunt prezentate mai jos in aceasta
anexa, in capitolul intitulat Parteneriate si programe de dezvoltare durabila a comunitatii Rosia
Montana. (www.rmsdpps.ro)
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Dincolo de beneficiile imediate directe si cele indirecte, prezenta Proiectului Rosia Montana ca
investitie majora, va imbunatati climatul economic al zonei, care la randul sau va incuraja si va
promova dezvoltarea activitatilor economice care nu sunt legate de minerit. Se asteapta ca
aceasta crestere calitativa a climatului investitional si economic sa conduca la oportunitati de
afaceri care sa se dezvolte in paralel cu RMP, chiar daca se depaseste cu mult sfera activitatilor
direct legate de exploatarea miniera. Diversificarea dezvoltarii economice este un beneficiu
important al investitilor generate pentru realizarea RMP.
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Answer for Contestation 225 Belgium Embassy

In responding to your contestation, with respect, we would like to make it clear that the EIA
meets the requirements of both Romanian Law and EU Directives, in terms of issues covered,
data provided, and qualifications of the expert consultants involved.

Please find the name of the Institutions which compiled the EIM Report Chapters in Annex 11,
endorsed.

A. General Observations

Your contestation begins with a “General Observations” section by questioning the status of
“Stantec” as an authorized party to prepare EIA studies. Stantec’s involvement is in accordance
with the Romanian laws in force, which makes clear that only the EIA Report has to be prepared
by certified natural/legal persons, while the authors of the baseline reports or management plans
are not required to be certified.

Details related to all companies involved in the impact study may be found at the beginning of
the non-technical summary. The 5 pages presenting all the organizations involved in the study
contain company names, the names of their representatives and web pages.

According to the provisions of Order no. 978/2003 issued by the Minister of Agriculture, Forests,
Waters and Environment, regarding the Regulations for the certification of natural and legal
persons preparing environmental impact assessment studies and environmental balances
(“Order 978/2003”) the liability for the development of the environmental impact assessment
study and for the accuracy of the information presented within the Report on the Environmental
Impact Assessment study lies with the experts that have been certified by the Ministry of
Environment and Water Management.

We underline that the Biodiversity Baseline Report, has been prepared, based on the
information secured by the project’s titleholder, by the Forests Research and Development
Institute (FRDI) and Integration Support Unit (ISU); these are companies that are certified to
develop the environmental impact assessment study, issued by the Ministry of Environment and
Water Management.

Concurrently, according to the Order 978/2003, the project titleholder is responsible for the
accuracy of information provided to the certified experts for the development of the
environmental impact assessment study.

The biodiversity baseline studies were initiated by the titleholder in 1999, under the supervision
of Knight Piesold. During the period 2000-2006, STANTEC has involved several teams of
Romanian experts in the preparation/revision/completion of the biodiversity baseline studies.
The first version of the study was drafted under the supervision of STANTEC (a multinational
company based in Canada, specialized in environmental impact assessment studies (see
www.stantec.com). The company was established in 1954 and offers a wide range of services,
including design, ecological restoration, project management, etc. It has more than 6000
employees and 80 offices/work points in North America and the Caribbean.

From the very beginning, STANTEC employed Romanian experts, who collaborated in the
preparation and gathering necessary information of the biodiversity baseline reports (Calin
Hodor - biologist, Mircea Gomoiu - academician, Dr. Mihai Véalcu - biologist, Virgil lordache -
biologist).

The claimer questions the validity or “comprehensivity” of maps contained in the soil report. But
all of them have been elaborated by the Research Institute for Soil Science and Agrochemistry
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in Bucharest (ICPA). They have carried out the whole study on the soil, both the soil baseline
report and the soil impact assessment.

B. Overall Remarks and Comments Regarding the Mining Project Proposal

Regarding suggestions about the size of RMGC, while it is very large, at present the largest
mining operations around the world, such as iron and copper mines in Brazil and Chile to
mention two countries, are about twice as big as Rosia Montana.

Concerning the transportation of cyanide, RMGC has made it clear that solid sodium cyanide will
only be transported in UN-approved ISO (or similar) containers that are dedicated to such
service, and are designed to be used for controlled dissolution upon delivery. RMGC will
contract exclusively with cyanide transportation companies that are reliable, have well-trained
drivers, modern and well-maintained vehicles, and have demonstrated a commitment not only to
limiting the exposure of its work force to cyanide, but also to preventing, controlling, and/or
responding to releases of cyanide to the environment.

Regarding the issue of the Tailings Management Facility (TMF), it incorporates a series of
measures to be protective of the groundwater. That includes an engineered liner system within
the TMF basin — the Best Available Techniques as defined by EU Directive 96/61/EC- a cut-off
wall within the foundation of the starter dam to control seepage, a low permeability core for the
starter dam to control seepage, and a seepage collection dam and sump below the toe of the
tailings dam. In addition, we will be able to continually monitor the groundwater through a series
of wells below the toe of the secondary containment dam. These wells can be converted to
extraction wells as a final “fail-safe”, if impacted groundwater is identified. A comprehensive
series of hydrogeologic studies demonstrate the suitability of the site for this type of collection
and containment system.

Moreover, the design of the TMF dam incorporates all International, EU, and Romanian design
criteria. It is also consistent with similar tailings facilities that have been successfully constructed
and operated in ecologically sensitive and highly regulated locations (e.g. the Fort Knox gold
mine in Alaska, USA).

The TMF is designed as a zero discharge facility and, therefore, no regulated chemical
parameters will discharge to the environment. A system to reduce infiltration into groundwater
will be in place beneath the TMF, and a secondary system (the SCD) will be in place to collect
any groundwater seepage that does occur. As an additional protective measure, a network of
monitoring wells to be installed downstream of the TMF, as well as surface water monitoring
stations along Corna Creek downstream of the TMF. This system will be used to monitor
groundwater and surface quality downstream of the SCD sump and demonstrate that impacts
are not occurring.

As to the estimated total cost for mine closure, the Rosia Montana closure cost estimate for the
TMF results in an overall unit cost or approximately $8.30/mSD. This value is consistent with
the range of unit rates for an Engineered cover on dump or pond (EUR 3 to 10/m?) suggested by
the TMF BAT REF (July 2004).

The closure and rehabilitation of the TMF is discussed in detail in the Mine Rehabilitation and
Closure Plan (Plan J) which is part of the suite of EIA documents. Chapter 4.5 is devoted to the
cover system on the tailings and the dam area, while Chapters 4.4.4 and 4.4.5 deal with the
water quality and treatment issues.

The sulphides in the case of the Rogsia 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.
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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.

Thus, the references from the Section 2.8.1.8 of the EIA 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.] of the EIA.

RMGC’s closure estimates, which were developed by a team of independent experts and
reviewed by third party experts, are highly reliable. They are derived from the precise
calculations of scientists and engineers and are set out in detail in the EIA’s Mine Closure and
Rehabilitation Management Plan (Plan J in the EIA). 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.

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 measured exactly. Using the project design, we can measure the exact
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 with precision the necessary depth
of topsoil 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 very accurately measure the potential costs of this major facet of the
rehabilitation operation. The earthmoving operation, which will total approximately US $65
million, makes up 87% of closure and rehabilitation costs.

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.

The examples of previous mines provided in the contestation, concerning Lead, South Dakota
and Elko, Nevada, are not be representative for the situation at Rosia Montana - the geological
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settings at the TMF are different, the low-grade ore stockpile at Rosia Montana will have a
regular water management system in place during its existence, and the LGO stockpile will be
removed and processed towards the end of the project's lifetime.

Regarding the Biodiversity Management Plan, a detailed procedure will be set in place — based
on previously established protocols of inventories — for all groups having a special biological and
ecocenotic relevance. The fauna and flora inventories will be transferred into a computer
database, using the GIS platform, connected to the Biodiversity Information Management
System (BIMS). Thus, objectivity and transparency will be ensured, which are vital for a
biodiversity management performed at an unprecedented level in Romania.

From the inventoried species, a set of key species will be selected, having a bioindicative value,
i.e. a high ecological relevance, species that are going to form the object of a monitoring
program open to all interested parties, to be integrated in the abovementioned database system.

Despite the suggestion of the contestation, the designation of an industrial area in part of Rosia
Montana does not limit business development in the village, as the industrial area (or “project
footprint”) is limited to 25% of Rogsia Montana, and an even smaller 5% of the area including
Campeni, Rosia Montana and Abrud. Businesses of all kinds are free to form through the normal
means of permitting and registration with local authorities.

As for the suggestion that there is no Zonal Urbanism Plan for the Protected Area, in fact the
protected areas in Rogia Montana were the object of a first regulation which defined the statute
of ,protected areas”, namely the Rosia Montana General Urbanism Plan, approved in 2002. At
present, the Zonal Urbanism Plan for the protected area in Rosia Montana is undergoing the
drafting process.

Regarding demographic change in Rosia Montana, Section 4.8, Social and Economical
Environment, of the EIA Study Report presents relevant baseline information for the communa of
Rosia Montana (which includes the village of Rosia Montana), and the City of Abrud and
Campeni.

While it may be a fact that in many regards the socio-economic baseline conditions in Rosia
Montana are similar to other rural areas in Romania, that information does not change the
impact assessment presented in the EIA Study Report.

Introduced as part of the Environmental Impact Assessment Report Study (EIA), the Rosia
Montana Foundation is shifting in focus. The Community Sustainable Development Plan
activities initially conceived as coming under the Foundation umbrella (business oriented
activities: business incubator, business advisory center, micro-finance facility, as well as social
oriented activities: education and training center) have been advanced independently, via
partnerships and with community participation in decision-making — a preferable way to advance
social and economic development programs.

Going forward, the Foundation will take shape around preservation, patrimony and cultural
heritage issues, with its final form determined in consultation with the community.

In terms of the philosophy that guides the company’s Sustainable Development efforts, the
Rosia Montana Gold Corporation (RMGC) sees itself not as principal provider, but as a partner.
Community involvement is considered the starting point; over time, as the community builds the
capacity to maintain programs in its own right, the company will turn over control of currently-
established programs to the community and its institutions.

C. Legal Issues

1. The Urbanism Plan has been prepared with public consultation. 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. The Urbanism
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Certificate also stipulated the preparation of a Zonal Urbanism Plan, to reflect all changes made
to the Rosia Montana Project, following the public consultations and debates organized in
relation to this project, and the consultations with the permitting authorities. This plan, entitled
“Modification of the Zonal Urbanism Plan, Rosia Montana Industrial Area”, was prepared and
subject to public debate in June 2006 and, at present, it is pending approval.

Concerning the Rosia Montana General Urbanism Plan approved in 2002, such plan was
prepared in parallel with the Zonal Urbanism Plan of 2002, all the provisions of the General
Urbanism Plan being also included in the Zonal Urbanism Plan, and the approval procedure was
carried out in parallel.

2. The two urban plans fully comply with the mining proposal whose impact is assessed
in the EIA Report.

The general urban plan approved in 2000 was modified by the approval of the General Urban
Plan for the Rosia Montana commune drawn up in 2002. This change consists in the inclusion of
the protected area, which comprises the historic buildings.

The Modification of the Zonal Urban Plan-Rosia Montana Industrial Area is currently under
approval. This town-planning documentation was approved in 2002 as well, but then it has been
modified given the detailed stage of the Rosia Montana project (decrease of the open-pits
footprints; some of the technological roads have been re-designed; increase of the surface of the
protected area. All these changes were made following the environmental impact assessment
and the measures meant to prevent, minimize and remove the potential impact; these were
established as a result of the environmental impact assessment process).

The boundaries of the industrial area have been established based on a scientific survey, which
also served as a basis for establishing the boundaries of the protected areas. The town-planning
regulations of the Zonal Urban Plan (PUZ) will establish in detail the future uses of different
areas. The restriction related to constructions and to the development of other activities will be
maintained only on the footprint of the planned facilities.

3. The mining license does in fact reflect the current proposed mining project. The
concession license for exploitation in the Rosia Montana perimeter no. 47/1999 (“The Rosia
Montana License”) was concluded based on and according to the procedures provided by the
former Mining Law no. 61/1998, in force as at the conclusion of the License. The Rosia Montana
license was approved by the Government Decision no. 458/10.06.1999, published in the
Romanian Official Gazette, Section I, no. 285/21.06.1999.

We specify that the Rosia Montana license has a period of 20 years, with the possibility of being
extended, according to the Mining Law. As per the legal provisions, the object of the Rosia
Montana License is the exploitation of the mineral resources in the perimeter Rosia Montana
and not the activity of CNCAF Minvest SA, which is a company affiliated to the license.

Pursuant to the exploration-development activities of RMGC, the resources and reserves
existing in the Rosia Montana perimeter have been identified in detail. The mining project
proposed by RMGC considers the exploitation of these resources and reserves discovered
pursuant to the ensemble of studies and activities for the identification of the deposits, the quality
and quantity evaluation, as well as by determining the technical and economical conditions for
capitalization. The new mining exploitation is planned and designed by observing the
international standards and shall involve the use of the best available techniques for the proper
operation, the environmental protection and mitigation of the impact.

4. As pointed out above, the TMF incorporates a series of protective measures, including
an engineered liner system within the TMF basin.
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5. In response to the question about the supposed requirement that a waste facility must
be located at least 1000 meters away from an inhabited community, according to the provisions
of HG 349/2005 Article 3 letter d, in the case of waste dumps resulting from the open pit
operation, the provisions of this decision do not apply. Both in the case of Corna Valley tailings
management facility and waste dumps the provisions of the Mine Waste Directive regarding the
disposal of waste from extractive industry are applied (Directive 21/2006 EC). In May 2005 the
Ministry of Environment and Water Management, through the guidelines regarding the
environmental impact assessment domains expressly required that Rosia Montana Project
comply with the provisions of Mine Waste Directive.

6. a) It is true, as you state, that upon applying for the environmental permit, the security
for environmental rehabilitation has to be negotiated and established. But the Rosia Montana
Project is only at the stage of obtaining the environmental permit. The authorization is a
subsequent phase. The established guarantee will be calculated according to the provisions of
Mine Waste Directive.

The EIA report — Plan J "Mine Rehabilitation and Closure Management Plan” describes the
method used for determining the guarantee amount and the financing sources securing such
guarantee. A detailed calculation is attached in an annex to that report regarding the proposed
solutions to the problems raised/comments made during the public consultation stage.

6. b) Detailed financial guarantees are in place, in the form of the Environmental
Financial Guarantee (‘EFG”), which require RMGC to maintain adequate funds for
environmental cleanup. The EFG is updated annually and will always reflect the costs
associated with reclamation. The current projected closure cost for Rosia Montana is US $76
million, which is based on the mine operating for its full 16-year lifespan.

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).

6. c) It is important to clarify the issue of insurance. The RMGC is committed to
maintaining the highest standards of occupational health and safety for its employees and
service providers. Our utilization of Best Available Techniques helps us to ensure this goal is
achieved. No organization gains from a loss, and to that end we will work to implement
engineering solutions to risk, as they are far superior to insurance solutions to risk. Up to 75% of
loss risk can be removed during the design and construction phase of a project.

Yet we recognize that with a project as large as that being undertaken at Rosia Montana, there
is a need to hold comprehensive insurance policies (such policies are also a prerequisite for
securing financing from lending institutions). Core coverage includes property, liability, and
special purpose (e.g. delayed start up, transportation, non-owned). Thus in the event of
legitimate claims against the company, these claims will be paid out by our insurers.

RMGC has retained one of the world’s leading insurance brokers, which is well established in
Romania and has a long and distinguished record of performing risk assessments on mining
operations. The broker will use the most appropriate property and machinery breakdown
engineers to conduct risk analysis and loss prevention audit activities, during the construction
and operations activity at Rosia Montana, to minimize hazards. The broker will then determine
the appropriate coverage, and work with A-rated insurance companies to put that program in
place on behalf of RMGC, for all periods of the project life from construction through operations
and closure.

All insurers and insurance coverage related to the mining operations at Rosia Montana will be in
full compliance with Romania’s insurance regulations.

7. 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
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as well as through the printed version which could have been found at several information
locations established for public hearings.

8. Clearly, the assessment of the no-project alternative has been undertaken in a full and
considered manner. Chapter 5 of the EIA report (Assessment of Alternatives) presents an
assessment of the “no-project” alternative in Section 1 (No-Project Alternatives). This section
covers the immediate impact of not advancing the project and looks beyond this at potential
alternative industries. The conclusions are clear: “A diverse multi-sector economic base is
important for the sustained economic growth of the region”, and the RMP is capable of providing
the required economic stimuli and would serve to achieve the economic goal of sustainable
prosperity. The EIA also assessed a wide range of 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.
But while other industries do not have this capability, their development in parallel is not
precluded “and to the contrary, [the RMP] solves several key problems for attracting investment”.

Regarding the so-called Zero Alternative approach to cleaning up the local environment, a cost
study has been carried out by independent experts to determine what the cost to the Romanian
state would be to clean it all up. The cost to clean up the environmental damage ONLY WITHIN
THE PERIMETER of what will be the RMP footprint was estimated to be approx. 23 million €
PLUS operating costs for ongoing tasks such as treatment of acidic mine water of around 1
million € p.a. More rehabilitation has to be done outside the RMP perimeter. The state has not
invested any funds for serious closure and environmental cleanup, neither in the past nor likely
in the future, and it is highly uncertain that anything will improve in RM in the foreseeable future.

9. Through closure measures (see Mine Closure and Rehabilitation Plan), and through
measures proposed through the Biodiversity Management Plan, which will be implemented even
from the initial stages of the Project (pre-construction stage) by the establishment of a
Compensatory Functional Ecologic Network, the interest species from the area will not be
removed (even though they remain common at national level). On the contrary, the increase of
support capacity of several habitats is wanted, in order to warrant their future presence at Rosia
Montana, especially because the creation of all conditions to repopulate with interest species is
intended.

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 due to the fact that within Biodiversity Management Plan, Plan H, several active and
responsible measures are provided to reconstruct/rehabilitate certain natural habitats, pursuant
to the provisions of the same documents.

10. The development of the mining project would not affect the 41 historic buildings from
Rosia Montana. Measures will be taken for the restoration and conservation of these structures.
Specialized documentation necessary for the initiation of the restoration and conservation
process is currently being prepared for 11 of these structures.

11. a); b); c) Chapter 5 of the EIA report (Assessment of the Alternatives) looks at the
way in which the project design process has examined the "footprint" of the project and sought to
minimize the area affected (directly and indirectly) by its construction. While ultimately, this
layout design is dominated by the geology of the ore deposit, effort has been made to locate
project infrastructure and waste storage areas to take account of such factors as existing land
use and settlement. The selected layout shown in the EIA Report is believed to be the optimum,
based on information collected to date as well as consultation with stakeholders.

To put the issue in larger context, the construction and operation of the Rosia Montana Project
requires the acquisition of properties in four of Rosia Montana’s 16 sub-comuna. For the most
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part, therefore, property ownership in the larger part of Rosia Montana will not be affected by the
project.

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.

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 50% 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.

13. As to the question of relocation of graves, as pointed out above, the relocation of the
earthly remains and their reburial takes place after the discussions with the community and with
the church authorities, in compliance with the religious rites and the applicable legal provisions.

15. Alburnus Maior has initiated several legal actions in order to obtain access to the
above mentioned documents. These legal actions were directed against both the National
Agency for Mineral Resources and some of its public servants. But Alburnus Maior did not
prevail in these legal actions due to the fact that Mining Lease no. 47/1999 Rosia Montana is a
document classified as “Business Secret” and thus the information therein is subject to Law
no.182/2002 regarding the protection of classified information. Other documents such as: the
annual production expectations, the endorsement of the expectations; the control documents;
the findings notes issued by the Romanian National Agency for Mineral Resources are also
classified as “Business Secret”. These documents are available only to persons holding a
special permit issued in accordance with Government Decision no. 585 regarding the norms for
the enforcement of Law no. 182. The information comprised in these documents is not available
to the public.

The exploitation concession license for the Rosia Montana perimeter no. 47/1999 (the “Rosia
Montana License”) has been concluded on the ground of and according to the provisions of the
former Mining Law no. 61/1998, in force as at the conclusion of the License. The Rosia Montana
License has been concluded between the National Agency for Mineral Resources (“ANRM”), on
the one side, and the National Company of Copper, Gold and Iron “Minvest” SA (“Minvest”), in
capacity of titleholder and Euro Gold Resources SA (which later on changed its name into Rosia
Montana Gold Corporation SA), in capacity of affiliate, on the other. The Rogia Montana License
has been approved by Government Decision no. 458/10.06.1999, published in the Romanian
Official Gazette, Section |, no. 285/21.06.1999.

The transfer of the Rosia Montana License from Minvest to RMGC has been performed as per
the provisions of art. 14 (1) of the Mining Law no. 61/1998 “the titleholder of a license may
transfer the rights obtained and the undertaken obligations to another legal person, only with the
written approval of the competent authority”, being thus approved by ANRM Order no.
310/9.10.2000, published in the Romanian Official Gazette, Section |, no. 504/13.10.2000.
Paragraph (2) of the above mentioned enactment specifies “CNCAF “Minvest” SA shall remain
an affiliated company, under the conditions established in the license”.

In conclusion, Rosia Montana Gold Corporation SA is the titleholder of a valid exploitation
license, within the perimeter of which mining activities are performed, and the cessation of the
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production activity of the CNCAF Minvest SA affiliate does not represent one of the causes
expressly and limitatively provided by law which would lead to the annulment of the Rosia
Montana License.

16. The Urbanism Plan has been prepared with public consultation. RMGC has
requested and obtained from Alba County Council the Urbanism Certificate no. 78 of
26.04.2006, for the entire Rogsia Montanad mining project, including the tailings management
facility. The Urbanism Certificate also stipulated the preparation of a Zonal Urbanism Plan, to
reflect all changes made to the Rosia Montana Project, following the public consultations and
debates organized in relation to this project, and the consultations with the permitting authorities.
This plan, entitled “Modification of the Zonal Urbanism Plan, Rosia Montana Industrial Area”,
was prepared and subject to public debate in June 2006 and, at present, it is pending approval.

Concerning the Rosia Montana General Urbanism Plan approved in 2002, such plan was
prepared in parallel with the Zonal Urbanism Plan of 2002, all the provisions of the General
Urbanism Plan being also included in the Zonal Urbanism Plan, and the approval procedure was
carried out in parallel.

17. No representatives or employees of RMGC are involved in the alleged criminal
investigation, therefore no information may be provided by RMGC in this respect. Moreover,
criminal investigations are governed by the principle of confidentiality and the “presumption of
innocence” constitutional principle, according to which no person is considered guilty until finally
convicted by a court. Consequently, the criminal liability of any person who is supposed to have
breached the legal provisions may be engaged only to the extent that the existence of all
elements of the alleged offence are proved beyond any doubt within a lawsuit settled by a final
decision of the relevant Court.

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 a
potential criminal investigation, 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.

As regards the assessment of the participation percentage of the Romanian state, please note
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 no.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.

The Constitutive Act of the Rosia Montana Gold Corporation SA, which represents the result of
the agreement regarding the terms and conditions 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.
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In the same time, we mention that the participation of the shareholders to the Rogsia Montana
Gold Corporation SA’s benefits and losses was settled according to their contribution to the
company’s registered capital. The current percentages of 80% for Gabriel Resources Ltd. and
19.31% for CNCAF Minvest SA are the result of the initial and subsequent contribution of the
shareholders to the company’s capital, considering also Gabriel Resources Ltd. payment in
advance of all costs and expenses afferent to the development — operation activities and
permitting of Rosia Montana Mining project.

18. These decisions happened under previous managements, and the current
management has a policy in place governing the employment of direct relatives.
The questioner raises these old allegations to imply improper hiring on the part of RMGC. The
company categorically denies that allegation.

Currently, in Rosia Montana and neighboring areas, the company employs nearly 500 people.
The company also follows a policy of giving employment preference to people in the village and
the region. The result is that in a village like Rosia Montana, where RMGC is the single largest
employer, it would not be difficult to find members of families or people known to one another
being employed by the company. The point is that this is normal and in fact inevitable — not proof
of impropriety.

For additional details, see the HR Policy in the Sustainable Development Annex.

19. The preventive archaeological research developed within the perimeter of Rosia
Montana mining project was conducted through a series of specific techniques, respectively by
surveying of all the accessible areas that are proper for human dwelling, taking into account
bibliographical information and the observations made during survey campaigns, geophysical
surveys and analysis of the photogram-metric flights. The investigations’ organization has
occurred where the archaeological realities have required it. Currently, there is no research
standard concerning preventive archaeology either in Romania, or at the level of the European
Union. At Rosia Montana, the archaeological investigations have been performed on extensive
areas, being comprehensive in the areas with archaeological potential, and the archaeological
discharge certificate was granted in compliance with the investigations’ results and assessment,
and in full compliance with the provisions of the current in force law.

20. The preventive archaeological research developed within the perimeter of Rosia
Montana mining project was conducted through a series of specific techniques, respectively by
surveying of all the accessible areas that are proper for human dwelling, taking into account
bibliographical information and the observations made during survey campaigns, geophysical
surveys and analysis of the photogram-metric flights. The investigations’ organization has
occurred where the archaeological realities have required it. Currently, there is no research
standard concerning preventive archaeology either in Romania, or at the level of the European
Union. At Rosia Montana, the archaeological investigations have been performed on extensive
areas, being comprehensive in the areas with archaeological potential, and the archaeological
discharge certificate was granted in compliance with the investigations’ results and assessment,
and in full compliance with the provisions of the current in force law.

The map 4.9.5 from Chapter 4 — The potential impact of the EIA Report, sub-chapter 4.9, refers
to the precise location of the archaeological sites, the way in which they have been outlined by
archaeologists based on the investigations’ results. The investigated area is much more
extensive, and this fact results after reading the enclosed material. For information regarding the
Taul Corna site, see the archaeological site record included in the Cultural Heritage Baseline
Report of EIA Report, respectively the Annex | — site records produced for the archaeological
situation of sites identified in Rosia Montana, site record no. 12. Thus, map 4.9.5 does not
present the areas of Rogsia Montana commune for which archaeological discharge certificates
have been secured. The Taul Corna area was archaeologically discharged at the end of 2002;
the discharged area being identified by using the STEREO 70 coordinates. The archaeological
discharge certificate was issued by the Ministry of Culture and Cults based on the results of the
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archaeological research activities performed in Corna Valley and at Taul Corna and on the
analysis of the relevant documentations by CNA.

21&22. Although their presence was known for more than 150 years, the Rosia Montana
Roman galleries had never been archaeologically investigated prior to 1999. Basically, prior to
2000, this type of archaeological remains have never been subject to a specialized research, but
only mentioned empirically At present, following the extensive archaeological research
conducted in the last 7 years, the nature, features and distribution of this special category of
heritage i.e. the historic mining galleries from Rosia Montana are well understood. The
comprehensive research conducted in the underground and the complex specialized studies
undertaken in the area in the period 2000-2006 have helped creating a comprehensive picture of
these remains and have led to the adoption of specific measures for their protection. Here is a
brief list of these conclusions:

- the mining remains from the massifs located in the southern part of the Rosia valley have
been thoroughly researched and specific preservation measures have been taken for the
Catalina Monulesti and Piatra Corbului areas;

- the mining remains from the northeastern part of the Rosia valley have been thoroughly
researched and conservation measures have been proposed, which are specific for the
Vaidoaia area;

- the mining remains from the massifs located in the northern part of the Rosia valley have
been subject to preliminary investigations and for specific preservation measures have
been taken for the significant finds such as those from the Paru Carpeni mining sector; the
Orlea — Tarina area is going to be thoroughly researched in the period 2007-2012.

As regards the complex of heritage assets from this area, note that 13 archaeological sites have
been identified and researched during the preventive archaeological investigations undertaken in
the period 2001-2006; once this comprehensive research were completed, a decision was made
for the archaeological discharge of some on these sites, while other structures will be preserved
in situ (e.g. the funerary precinct of Taul Gauri or the Roman remains from the Carpeni hill). The
development of the mining project would not affect the 41 historic buildings from Rosia Montana.
Measures will be taken for the restoration and conservation of these structures. Specialized
documentation necessary for the initiation of the restoration and conservation process is
currently being prepared for 11 of these structures.

Referring strictly to your statement, the Romanian legislation (Law 422/20010n the protection of
historical monuments, modified, the Government Ordinance no.43/2000 on the protection of the
archaeological heritage and the designation of certain archaeological sites as areas of national
interest, modified) stipulates two distinct aspects:

- the possibility of conducting the archaeological research of the historical monuments and
the application of the archaeological discharge measure based on its conclusions — this
means that the monument at issue is automatically declassified;

- the relocation of historical monuments- this aspect refers mostly to elements of the built
heritage (houses), which is not the case here as all the historic houses in Rosia Montana
are going to be restored and preserved in situ.

In conclusion, in response to your question, note that the company does not plan to destroy the
Roman galleries from Rosia Montana or to create replicas thereof, without having a clear
alternative in this respect. Complex specialized studies have been conducted during eight years
and their conclusions served as a basis for the adoption of a series of specific measures which
imply complex works for the conservation of certain original sectors of galleries and their
development for public access, while others will be preserved for future research (the
archaeological reserves), and replicas will be made for other segments of galleries. Note that we
are now facing some sort of a paradox, specifically given the state of preservation and the
nature of these remains, their physical existence would be threatened in the absence of
archaeological research. On the other hand, any archaeological research implies, to a certain
extent, the irretrievable loss of an archaeological context in order to save the information.
However, this type of research — known as rescue/preventive archaeological research — is
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conducted everywhere in the world in relation to the economic interest for certain areas. And the
costs for this research as well as the costs for the enhancement and maintenance of the areas
preserved are covered by the investors through a public-private partnership for the protection of
the cultural heritage, in compliance with the provisions of the European Convention of Malta
(1992) on the protection of the archaeological heritage

23. In the case of the Paru-Carpeni sector, the outline of the appurtenant protected area
has been modified upon the discovery of the mine water hydraulic drainage system in the
underground, such as to include these remains, too, not only the surface remains, in the
protected area. This discovery made by a team of French and Romanian mining archaeologists
is a unique discovery in Eastern Europe and, consequently, it is worth valorising. This is exactly
why it has been decided to protect this area and to valorise these remarkable mine remains,
ensuring public access to the underground remains, and building a surface replica of the mine
water drainage installation (hydraulic wheel). In addition to valorising certain parts of this mining
sector (archaeological reserve), the researchers will also be able to carry on their activity in other
areas of this mining perimeter, to which no public access will be allowed, for security reasons.

The Cétslina Monulesti gallery is renowned since the 19" century, when several wax-coated
plates were found in the mining sector served by this adit. This is exactly why, in 2002, RMGC
started a program to reopen this mining sector. The reopening of an adit approximately 350m
long allowed the mining archaeology experts to explore part of the mining network mapped by
Posepny in the middle of the 19" century, and also to mark other Roman mining works, unknown
by Posepny. Also, several wooden devices used for mine water drainage have been marked.
The good states of conservation of the mining remains, combined with the archaeological
potential represented by the possible discovery of other wax-coated plates and by the certain
discovery of mine water drainage systems, make this mining perimeter an extremely attractive
area for valorisation purposes. This is exactly why RMGC has ensured the continuous
maintenance of the adit and intends to reshape the adit in accordance with the valid regulations,
in order to be able to carry on the research.

We think these desiderata, which are already being put into practice, demonstrate the fact that
the valorisation of the ancient mine remains from the Paru-Carpeni and Catalina Monulesti (Cos)
perimeters is a realistic objective, grounded on scientific arguments.

24. The EIA Report stipulates that the Orthodox and Greek-Catholic Church, and the
grave of the local hero Simon Balint will not be impacted by our project. Moreover, it is said that
their access to these locations will be sometimes limited, for security reasons.

The access to such monuments with critical social and spiritual implications will be established
by mutual agreement with the community and with parishioners of each and every church.

With respect to the guarantees provided for the integrity of monuments which you have
mentioned, such guarantees are provided by urbanism regulations, which establish their
protection areas. Such documents are prepared by specialists and will be also approved by
special established committees of the Ministry of Culture and of Religious Affairs. The permits
and recommendations granted by such authorities represent the guarantees needed by us for
project’'s implementation and the civil society for learning which conditions need to be met to
perform the monitoring process.

25. The chance finds protocol is an essential component of the Cultural Heritage
Management Plan, which shows how RMGC will ensure proper identification and management
of the archaeological remains that may be discovered throughout the Project’s lifetime.

Considering the nature of the site, there is a possibility that, during activities performed at
various stages of the project, new archaeological assets may be discovered. This is why an
archaeological surveillance program will be implemented, based on a Chance Finds Protocol:
this document will be prepared to guide implementation of the Rosia Montana mining project by
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RMGC. The protocol aims at preventing any accidental destruction of archaeological heritage
items, in the event they are discovered throughout the Project’s lifetime, both on the surface and
underground.

Specific Project activities that may result in the accidental discovery of archaeological assets
include the activities developed in connection with the open pit operations: road and other
infrastructure building, earth moving, etc. The earth moving operations, necessary for the
development of the TMF system and of the storage areas, will be accompanied by
archaeological surveillance operations, in order to prevent any potential damage of the
archaeological resources.

A first step in preventing such situations has been the development of a comprehensive baseline
study, which ensured that archaeological investigations have been carried out in all the areas of
the Project footprint, for most of which the Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs issued
archaeological discharge certificates, and therefore RMGC fulfilled its obligations under the law.
These include: providing the necessary resources for the preliminary investigation of potentially
impacted areas, as well as for a number of studies and related activities in relation to the
management of movable heritage assets, and the prevention to the maximum possible extent of
the situations where significant discoveries may happen during project implementation.

The baseline studies and preventive archaeological studies have identified areas of
archaeological potential, and confirmed the existence, at Rosia Montana, of Roman mining
operations in the 2"-3" centuries AD. Based on the results of this research, the Chance Finds
Protocol will play an important role in the light of the environmental impact assessment process.

As part of the project, RMGC has committed to identifying and recording any such finds that
might be uncovered during excavation works. The Chance Find Protocol will be guided by the
following principles:

¢ Archaeological surveillance for the potential identification of archaeological remains;
Professional training, warning, preparedness and competence;
Rapid assessment of the importance of the uncovered artefact;
Adequate recording and documentation of chance finds;
Internal and external communication of chance finds;
Special procedures for the management of chance finds;
o Reporting on non-compliance with the Protocol provisions and further corrective and
preventive action; and Compliance with the applicable legal provisions in the case of chance
finds as provided by Law 462/2003 on the protection of the archaeological heritage and the
designation of certain archaeological sites as areas of national interest, as last amended.

The specific approach to be followed with regard to the chance finds will be determined based
on the nature of their significance. Such finds may imply the need of conducting rescue
archaeological research, based on which decisions might be taken, in accordance with the
current legislation.

The main purpose of the Chance Finds Protocol is to identify, assess the significance and
conserve unique archaeological resources in an appropriate manner while causing minimal
disturbance in the planning of structures and operations.

Based on the nature of such discoveries, on the assessment conducted by the independent
archaeological surveillance team, and on the decision of the Ministry of Culture and Religious
Affairs and of the County Directorate for Culture, Religions and Cultural Heritage Alba, the site
manager may decide to suspend the mining activities on a certain site. Additionally, during site
visits or controls conducted by competent authorities, the foreman in charge of coordinating
activities on the respective site will ensure that all health and safety conditions for the visit are
complied with.
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In close cooperation with the archaeological surveillance team, RMGC will develop standard
operating procedures in providing quarterly training courses for mine workers, foremen and
supervisors. Such training will prepare the operating personnel of the mine to recognize the
cavities with a potential archaeological interest. In particular, mine workers will be trained to
recognize specific conditions, as they will be defined in the standard operating procedures to be
developed. The areas were chance archaeological finds might occur may be exposed by routine
mining excavations. Identification of such cavities is also important from the point of view of the
personnel safety. Following identification of such a cavity or underground working, the operator
must immediately inform the foreman in charge. The mining personnel will receive badges for
their helmets that will certify attendance of the quarterly training sessions based on the
implementation of the chance finds protocol.

Foremen will support the potential find of cavities that might contain heritage assets and
increase the capacity of the department to assess safety conditions in authorizing non-mining
personnel access for site assessment.

Establishing priorities in surveillance activities

Information collected for the baseline study, as well as information developed for the
archaeological reports for the issuance of archaeological discharge certificates is a valuable
information resource that may be consulted in determining the significance of chance finds.
Understanding and knowledge of the historic cultural topography will allow for a classification of
areas based on the potential of chance finds occurring within them. The areas will be classified
as having a low, medium and high potential for archaeological chance finds, based on the
following set of criteria:

e Low: Areas in which the potential occurrence of other archaeological remains, in addition
to those already identified and researched is not considered likely, due to the current land
use or where the soil had been disturbed prior to project implementation;

e Medium: Areas where a few archaeological remains have been found and where the soil
had been disturbed by moderate intervention in the past;

o High: Areas where the archaeological remains have been documented by a competent
authority and soil disturbance is minimal or none, and previous research was not possible
for reasons independent of the stakeholders.

The archaeological surveillance team will be contracted to develop a distribution map of such
areas, and this document will be used by the mining supervisors and foremen. The
archaeological surveillance team will be present on the site for all the activities conducted in
areas identified as having a “high” potential. The map will be regularly updated by the
archaeological surveillance team, as they consider necessary to reflect any new information
obtained during the project progress. All these procedures will be developed under the standard
operating provisions to be developed and under the specific legal provisions included in GO no.
43/2000 on the protection of archaeological heritage and the designation of certain
archaeological sites as areas of national interest, as last amended, and the Ministerial Order
2392/2004.

While all the sites will be under archaeological surveillance, irrespective of chance find potential
classification, special measures will be implemented in the high potential areas. Meetings with
contracted personnel will be organized before the start of excavation and earth moving
operations, to inform them of the type of archaeological remains that might be discovered and
how to identify them. Should any indication of an archaeological context be noticed, work will be
immediately stopped in that area and the foreman will be notified.

In conclusion, the chance finds protocol will be prepared after all these protection and
enhancement measures have been put in place, as presented in the Archaeological Heritage
Management Plan for the Rosia Montana area, and after they have been submitted to the
Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs, as part of the permitting procedure for the Rosia
Montana mining project. The Ministry will form an opinion on the proposed Protocol, in
accordance with the legal provisions and its responsibilities. This document will also serve as a
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specific operational policy for the Rosia Montana mining operation, the first of its kind in
Romania. Thus, before becoming applicable, the document will be discussed by specialists and
submitted for approval to the National Archaeology Commission.

For further details on the applicable legal framework, the responsibilities of the Project
titleholder, or for a detailed description of the preventive archaeological researches undertaken
to date and of the Cultural Heritage Management Plans, please see Annex “Information on the
Cultural Heritage of Rosia Montana and Related Management Aspects”. The annex also
includes supplementary information with regard to the result of the researches undertaken as
part of the “Alburnus Maior” National Research Program between 2001 and 2006.

D. With respect to the EIA Report
Risk identification is indeed a difficult issue, due to the number and diversity of the events.

We cannot assume the credit of covering all the project’s potential associated risks but those
that are relevant for the project have been presented and assessed. The extent of risk
assessment and the intensity of the prevention and mitigation measures should be proportional
to the risk involved and therefore only the risks that have been considered important have been
assessed in detail.

In common terms, safety is defined as the state of being free of any danger, and the risk as the
possibility of a potential danger to materialize. Note that the two abstract concepts are contrary
to each other. In reality, they are limit situations that cannot be met in absolute terms.

There is no sure system, free of any accident hazard. There is always some residual risk.
Chapter 7 “Risk Cases”, assesses the probable occurrence of potential associated accidents
with regard to the Rosia Montana Project, defining the occurrence frequency for such accidents
according to design data and relevant literature and setting the control measures which have
been proposed to be implemented, through design or management, in order to mitigate the
occurrence risks. Mitigation measures are also set up for general consequences resulted from
major accidents. There have been two categories of techniques involved in the assessment and
the analysis of the risks assessment: qualitative and quantitative methods.

Table 7-2 at page 16 presents the levels of seriousness of risks, and table 7-3 presents the
levels of risk occurrence possibility for technological accidents/incidents.

More detailed assessments are conducted for accident scenarios that, based on the qualitative
assessment are found to be potentially major, of probability more than 10° (reduced recovery
periods of 1/1,000,000).

Methods of estimating accidental atmospheric releases and dispersion modelling are used to
assess the significance of the consequences. Specific simulation methods are applied for the
assessment of consequences of potential explosions or fires. The results of simulations of
breaches developing in the TMF or ARD catchment dam wall were used in assessing the
consequences of such events.

A global assessment of the risks associated with the Rosia Montana Project is performed by the
rapid environmental and health risk assessment methodology initially developed by the lItalian
Ministry of the Environment and the World Health Organization.

Regarding risk cases, it should be kept in mind that the proposed project is designed according
to “Best Available Technique” (BAT) criteria as laid down under relevant EU criteria for mining
projects. This BAT includes the proposed gold ore processing using cyanide. The Project design
and management plans were subject to Risk Assessment that is documented in Chapter 7 of the
EIA Study Report. This information indicates that the project is designed to very high standards
of safety as is felt appropriate for this Project.

Page 15 of 39



The Table 7-4 presents a selective list comprising only 15 of the over 30 major accidents
associated to all types of mining operations, between 1975-2000, namely the ones associated to
gold extraction mining operations that we considered relevant for the Rosia Montana Project.

Regarding Professor Radu Drobot’s study, it was based on a vast collection of data regarding
the largest 24 hr precipitations recorded for Romania (more than 100 years of measurements).
The study specifically focused on same climatic region as the project, specifically within 60 km of
Rosia Montana. The 24-hour, PMP as stated in the Meteorological Baseline Report, Volume 2,
was selected to be 450 mm for summer precipitation and 380 mm (440 mm with snow melt) for
the winter-spring season.

There were significant precipitation events throughout Romania in 2005. But these precipitation
and flood events 2005 events were 100 year return events and some special cases 200 year
return events. However, the 24-hour, probable maximum precipitation (PMP) event used for
Rosia Montana designs far exceeds these precipitation events lasting 3-4 days usually and were
outside of the Rosia Montana region. The maximum daily precipitation as recorded in Rosia
Montana between 2004 and 2006 ranged 8.2 mm to 41.2 mm. In Campeni the maximum daily
precipitation ranged between 4.6 mm and 41.8 during this same period. The 41.2 mm
precipitation event at Rogia Montana equates to a storm with a five to ten year recurrence
interval.

The contestation claims that the field activity for the Water Baseline Report was conducted
between September 29 and October 27, 2000. In fact, the baseline monitoring has continued
since the Water Baseline Report was first compiled.

Data were presented in the EIA for seven sampling events spanning seasonal conditions (four
stations were only sampled five or six times during the period presented). Sample data were
presented for: May and October 2001, April and November 2002, May, August and November
2003. Sampling has continued and the newer data will be provided to the public.

The intent of the EIA was to present information as required by the Romanian legislation and
data to indicate the extent of the current impacts without overwhelming the reader. Therefore,
the data presentation focused on key regulated constituents.

In any event, groundwater is not a significant component of the Rosia Montana hydrological
system, as documented in the Hydrogeology Baseline Report (Volume 2) and Section 2.3 of
Chapter 4.1 of the EIA (Volume 11). Where groundwater is present (including in the existing
mine galleries) it is generally a shallow extension of the surface water regime.

It must be appreciated that a distinction needs to be made between the baseline data presented
for an EIA, where the objective is to identify and define the mitigations required in respect of
significant impacts that may be generated by the project; and the baseline data that will be
required in the future for operation and compliance purposes (assuming the project is permitted)
where for example the requirements of IPPC (Integrated Pollution Prevention and Control)
permits will include a wider-ranging parameter list defining the baseline. Because the IPPC
permit holder will have to account for divergences from the baseline during the duration of the
permit, in those circumstances it is clearly in the holder’s interest to analyse for a wide range of
elements, including especially EU List | and List Il substances, to ensure that they are not held
liable for contamination that they were not responsible for.

The future monitoring programme will evolve in scope as required to address all regulatory

requirements and will be subject to continual review under the Environmental Management Plan
(EMP) as new legislation such as the Water Framework Directive is rolled out.
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Volume 13, Chapter 4.6 Biodiversity, Annex 1, includes a table containing the plant species, with
their ecological attributes, such as: frequency or the ecological preference for certain types of
habitats.

The biodiversity baseline report (vol. 13, Chapter 4.6.), together with the Biodiversity
Management Plan, as a technical and administrative assessment instrument, has required a list
of the species, including invertebrates, containing both data collected on site based on certain
well known techniques (direct observations, use of traps, sampling using various techniques
etc.), as well as bibliographic data available to us.

As yet, an exhaustive scientific study about the biodiversity-related issues has not been taken
into account. Part of the reason for this is the usefulness of the technical and administrative
instrument used to facilitate and serve the decision-making process. The report complies with
the specific laws in force, i.e. with Ministry Order 863/2001 regarding the preparation of impact
studies. Volume 13, Chapter 4.6 Biodiversity, Annex 1, presents plant species in tables, together
with their ecological attributes, such as frequency or ecological preference for certain types of
habitats.

For the purpose of substantiating the detailed decisions regarding the design of the
Compensating Functional Ecologic Network proposed within the Biodiversity Management Plan
(vol. 27), a detailed and exhaustive procedure will be set in place based on previously
established protocols of inventories for all groups having a special biological and ecocenotic
relevance. The fauna and flora inventories will be transferred into a computer database, using
the GIS platform, connected to the Biodiversity Information Management System (BIMS). Thus,
objectivity and transparency will be ensured, which are vital for a biodiversity management
performed at an unprecedented level in Romania.

From the inventoried species, a set of key species will be selected, having a bioindicative value,
i.e. a high ecological relevance, species that are going to form the object of a monitoring
program open to all interested parties, to be integrated in the abovementioned database system.

This contestation, like others, raises the specter of “cyanide rain.” In fact, the EIA clearly rules
out a “cyanide rain” phenomenon — something which has never been encountered in other
places or situations. Moreover, the specialty literature mentions only the “acid rain” phenomenon
-- which has no connection with the behavior of the cyanide compounds in atmosphere.

The EIA statement that no phenomenon of cyanide rain will occur is backed up by the following:

- The sodium cyanide handling, from the unloading from the supplying trucks up to the
processing tailings discharge onto the tailings management facility, will be carried out
only in liquid form, represented by alkaline solutions of high pH value (higher than 10.5 —
11.0) having different sodium cyanide concentrations. The alkalinity of these solutions
has the purpose to maintain the cyanide under the form of cyan ions (CN’) and to avoid
the hydrocyanic acid formation (HCN), phenomenon that occurs only within environments
of low pH;

- The cyanide volatilization from a certain solution cannot occur under the form of free
cyanides, but only under the form of HCN;

- Based on knowledge of the cyanide chemistry and on past experience, we estimated the
following possible HCN emissions into air: 6 t/year from the leaching tanks, 13 t/year from
the slurry thickener and 30 t/year (22.4 t, respectively 17 mg/h/m? during the hot season
and 7.6 t, respectively 11.6 mg/h/m? during the cold season) from the tailings
management facility surface, which totals 134.2 kg/day of HCN emission;

- Once released into air, the hydrocyanic acid is subject to certain chemical reactions at
low pressure, resulting in ammonia;

- The highest HCN concentrations within the ambient air will be 2.6 times lower than the
limit value stipulated by the national legislation for labor protection;

- The HCN concentrations within the ambient air from the populated areas close by
industrial site will be of 4 to 80 pg/m* , over 250 — 12.5 times lower than limit value
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stipulated by the national legislation for labor protection (the national legislation and EU
legislation on the Air Quality don’t stipulate limit values for the population’s health
protection);

- Once released in air, the evolution of the HCN implies an insignificant component
resulting from the reactions while liquid (water vapors and rain drops).

E. Summary of points re EIA

o No clear reference to any kind of habitats is included in the text of Berna Convention to
which Romania has adhered to, which is transposed into Romanian legislation by Law 13/1993;
their listing is missing from its annexes. These habitats are included in Resolution 4 of the
Convention that was adopted on December 6, 1996. Thus, Law 13/1993 lists flora species in
Annex 1, and fauna species in Annex 2.

For Rosia Montana area, none of the species listed in Annex 1 have been identified (flora
species). Some of the fauna species existing in the project’'s implementation area have been
identified as being species included in the scope of work of Berna Convention, but there are no
populations that would require some special measures of conservation to be taken pursuant to
the provisions of the respective Convention.

The stipulations of the Convention under art.4 (1) through which it is recommended to “take
appropriate and necessary legislative and administrative measures to ensure the conservation of
the habitats of the wild flora and fauna species", are explained through Resolution 1 (1989) of
the Convention Committee and addressed to all signing parties. Thus, these measures will be
aimed towards the protection of “critical sites”, which are defined as essential for the
conservation of species, which are included in the Convention’s Annexes.

According to the Baseline Conditions Report, due to the impact resulted from mining activities,
Rosia Montana area will remain an area with a limited relevance for the protection of species of
conservation interest, being far from being defined as a “critical site” based on these species.

The measures included in Biodiversity Management Plan (Plan H) that is proposed by the
company, fully comply with the provisions of Law 13/1993 on conservation of natural habitats, a
term that defines “maintenance and, where necessary, restoration or improvement of biotic and
abiotic features of a habitat of a specie or of a natural habitat [..]", pursuant to the provisions of
Resolution 1 from 1989, guaranteeing the maintenance in the respective area of the species
included in Law 13/1993, through ample measures of restoration of some natural habitats.

o Piatra Corbului is located in the protected area and will not be impacted. As far as Piatra
Despicata is concerned, we have considered the solution of its relocation to the protected area.
Further details on this can be found in the Environmental Impact Assessment Report, Chapter
4.7, Landscape, page 32 — 33.

o The mitigation solutions of impacts proposed in our Environmental Impact Assessment
and in the Biodiversity Management Plan (Plan H) cover all the phases of the mining project,
taking also into account the impacts of previous activities.

The proposed Compensatory Functional Ecological Network represents one of the direct
measures taken to mitigate the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial ecosystems, which includes
structural and functional details (see Plan H: p. 20-22), as well as a schedule of measures to be
taken (see Plan H: p. 22-28) during the main stages of the project (years: "0", "7", "10", "14" "16",
and "19" respectively), that is for construction, operations, and the first phase of post-closure
stage.

Therefore, we would like to remind here several measures like: full collection of Acid Rock
Drainage (ARD), which is produced by historic pollution, treatment of waters that will be
subsequently discharged, increase of the number of forested areas within Rosia Montana with
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approximately 85 ha, and increase the supporting capacity of natural habitats, etc. All these are
measures aimed to mitigate existent and future potential impacts that will have potential adverse
effects on aquatic and terrestrial ecosystems.

For further details please refer to Annex no. 2 that includes the habitats map.

The description of Compensating Functional Ecologic Network can be found in Biodiversity
Management Plan (Plan H).

o The comprehensive Tailings Management Facility (TMF) incorporates a series of
measures to be protective of the groundwater. That includes an engineered liner system within
the TMF basin — the Best Available Techniques as defined by EU Directive 96/61/EC (IPPC) — a
cut-off wall within the foundation of the starter dam to control seepage, a low permeability core
for the starter dam to control seepage, and a seepage collection dam and sump below the toe of
the tailings dam. In addition, we will be able to continually monitor the groundwater through a
series of wells below the toe of the secondary containment dam. These wells can be converted
to extraction wells as a final “fail-safe”, if impacted groundwater is identified. A comprehensive
series of hydrogeologic studies demonstrate the suitability of the site for this type of collection
and containment system.

Moreover, the design of the TMF dam incorporates all International, EU, and Romanian design
criteria. It is also consistent with similar tailings facilities that have been successfully constructed
and operated in ecologically sensitive and highly regulated locations (e.g., the Fort Knox gold
mine in Alaska, USA).

o According to the provisions of art. 6 (1) of Government Emergency Ordinance no.
244/2000 on the safety of dams, “for new dams or in case of building interventions which change
the base parameters of existent dams the holders (RMGC, in this case, our note) hereof have
the obligation to obtain from the Ministry of Waters and Environment Protection the safe
operation agreement.” The safe operation agreement refers to the classification on importance
categories, to the adoption of design solutions, to location agreements and observance of norms
in force, case that shall be subject to another analysis submitted for the approval of the Ministry
of the Environment and Waters Management, different from the analysis for the issue of
environmental permit that will ensure compliance with Government Emergency Ordinance no.
244/2000.

At the same time during the operation stage, the dam’s safety shall be analyzed and monitored
according to the provisions of art. 1(3) of GEO no. 244/2000: “the evaluation of the operation
safety status and the check of observing the performance requirements regarding dam safety
shall be made by experts and specialists accredited by the Ministry of Public Works, Transports
and Housing and certified/empowered by the Ministry of Waters and Environment Protection”. In
addition the coordination, guidance and the monitoring of the activity for safety assessment of
the dams, whether existent, under construction and new, shall be carried out by the National
Commission for Dam Safety and Other Hydrotechnical Works.

All technical details on survey and monitoring, as provided in GEO no. 244/2000 and as
requested through the Guidance sent by the Ministry of Environment and Waters Management
on the completion of EIA (“details shall be given on ponds, including on the observance of
provisions in GEO no. 244/2000 in this respect”) during the construction, operation, closing and
post-closing are provided in the EIA report. We also remind the provisions in art. 5 of GEO no.
244/2000, stating that: “holders of dams under any title are directly liable to attain and maintain
the operation safety hereof”.

o We mention that the Government Decision no. 349/2005 regarding waste storage (“GD
349/2005”), by which the Directive no. 31/1999 regarding waste storage was enacted, is not
applicable for the Rosia Montana Project.

As regards the financial guarantee for the tailings management facility, the related frame
regulation is the Directive no. 2006/21/EC on the management of waste from the extraction
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industries, which in the wording of art. 2 (4) expressly indicates the fact that waste resulting from
the extraction industry and brought under regulation by the Directive no. 21/2006 are not under
the incidence of the regulations of the Directive no. 31/1999, therefore they are not subject to the
GD 349/2005.

The estimation of the financial guarantee related to the tailings management facility will be
performed after the transposition of the Directive 21 to the national legislation and according to
the provisions of the normative transposition act.

At the same time, separately from the comments above, please consider the fact that the
financial guarantee for the environment rehabilitation is provided by (i) the Mining Law no.
85/2003 (“Law no. 85/2003”), (ii) the enactment Norms of Law no. 85/2003 and by (iii) Order no.
58/2004 for the approval of the technical Directives regarding the enactment and compliance
with the rules indicated by the conformity program, the environment rehabilitation plan and the
technical project, as well as for bringing under regulation the method for operating with the
financial guarantee for the restoration of the environment affected by the mining activities
(“Order no. 58/2004”).

Pursuant to the above-mentioned normative acts, the financial guarantee for the environment
rehabilitation is annual and final.

(i) The annual financial guarantee for the environment rehabilitation

According to art. 131 of the Norms for the enactment of Law no. 85/2003 “the financial
guarantee for the environment rehabilitation, as related to the exploitation licence, is established
annually, during the first month of the related period, and is provided in the licence, so as to
cover the environment rehabilitation works mentioned in the environment rehabilitation plan and
in the technical design”.

According to art. 133 (1) of the Norms for the enactment of Law no. 85/2003, the financial
guarantee for the environmental rehabilitation cannot be smaller than the value of the
environment rehabilitation works for the respective year, thus the guarantee will cover the
rehabilitation works in case the licence titleholder ceases the mining activity and does not
perform the rehabilitation works.

(ii) The final financial guarantee for the environmental rehabilitation

According to the provisions of art. 15 of Order no. 58/2004, the final financial guarantee for the
environment rehabilitation is established annually and is calculated as a quota of the
environment rehabilitation works value, according to the monitoring program of the environment
post-closing elements, which is included in the technical dismantling program.

o Extreme natural events have been considered throughout the design of the Rosia
Montana project. These include but are not limited to extreme rainfalls (including rainfall and
snow melt), extreme draught, hurricane and extreme earthquakes. In addition, consideration
has been given to climate change factors during the development of the extreme natural events.

To illustrate this, special measures have been taken to prevent and mitigate the potential
negative effects caused by heavy rainfalls. What is of interest, in view of the project, is the
quantity of water flowing over the ground surface as a result of the floods. The measures have
been detailed in Chapter (7), Risks, Subchapter (2.4.3), p. (38-42) ‘Measures to Prevent,
Reduce and Remediate the Effects of Floods and High Waters’.

Overall, the measures include:

- the development of structures over almost the entire surface of the Rosia and Corna
catchment areas. As a result, runoff on the surface covered by the site will be almost entirely
retained (including open pits, waste rock dumps, tailings management facilities and other types
of impoundments). The Corna dam was designed to retain the total amount of water resulting
from two successive PMPs (450 mm/24 h+450 mm/24 h), so as to avoid overtopping. Estimates
indicate that the Probable Maximum Precipitation, defined as “theoretically the greatest depth of
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precipitation for a given duration that is physically possible over a given size storm area at a
particular geographical location at a certain time of year” without taking into consideration long-
term climate changes (WMO, 1986) with a chance occurance of 1 in more than 100 million
years.

- As a safeguard relating to runoff volume, the project includes construction of diversion
channels within both the Rosia and Corna valley drainage basins to route rainfall runoff around
the mine waste materials. As an additional measure — and based on the absence of any
diversion channels — the design provides ample freeboard in the case that excessive rainfall
combines with wind conditions to generate waves.

To ensure increased stability, we have also buttressed the dam itself, with a ration of H:V well
beyond any existing requirements, as outlined below:

- The Corna Dam (the main dam) will be a rockfill structure built using the centerline method of
construction. The dam will have a downstream slope of 3H:1V. Typically, the slopes for such
hydraulic structures range between 1.5H:1V and 1.75H:1V.

As for the broader range of extreme events, the following discussion present a summary of the
conditions considered in the Rosia Montana Project design.

Chapter 4 of “Report on the Environmental Impact Assessment Study ” subchapter( 4.1) “Water”,
p. (20), as well as the Mine Rehabilitation and Closure Plan, p.( 123) reflect all future potential
changes of the basic climatic parameters and of the extreme events. The Water Management
and Erosion Control Plan as well as Mine Rehabilitation and Closure Plan include continuous
assessment procedures of learned data and climatic change forecasts, in such a manner that
any implications regarding the management and design activities to be immediately identified
and managed.

Climatic conditions that have been taken into account during the design activity developed for
Corna Tailings Management Facility, with specific reference to extreme precipitations (the main
factor that causes failures worldwide), are sufficient, even in the case of summation of
forecasted values for extreme events (increase estimated at 15% for the period of project’s
development, the Mine Rehabilitation and Closure Plan, p. (123), subchapter (4.1). “Water”,
p.(20) from the Report on Environmental Impact Assessment Study).

Finally, the probability of major landslides to appear in that specific area is also very low, as a
result of the stable petrographic composition that hosts especially compacted rocks, without
large volumes of rocks that have an unstable composition. At most, There may appear
superficial landslides and rocks fragmentations, generating a minimal influence on the objectives
(p.50 subchapter 2.6 Section 7 Risks).

On the issue of liability, a distinction must be made between the conventional liability for property
loss and human injury, and environmental damage. The Environmental Liability Directive (ELD)
2004/35/EC only covers the latter type of liability.

The usual way in industrial operations to cope with the conventional liability risk is to take out an
insurance policy (or multiple for such a complex project). RMGC is in negotiation with insurance
companies for this type of liability. As soon as the details become available, they will be
disclosed to the public.

RMGC is also fully aware of the Environmental Liability Directive (ELD) 2004/35/EC.

The ELD encourages the use of appropriate financial instruments such as insurance to cover the
risk of liability under the ELD. However, an insurance product does not yet exist because the
ELD has not yet been transposed to Romanian legislation. Moreover, some requirements of the
ELD still leave room for interpretation and need to be clarified with the European insurance
industry before insurance products become available.
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Environmental Liability Directive (ELD) cover will be obtained as soon as legally required under
Romanian legislation and appropriate products are available.

RMGC is optimistic that it fully satisfies insurability criteria usually applied to operators by
insurers.

o It is stated precisely that a “cyanide rain” phenomenon will not exist. Neither was
encountered in other places or situations. Moreover, the specialty literature doesn’t mention the
so-called “cyanide rains” phenomenon, but only “acidic rains” phenomenon which can’'t be
generated by the cyanic compounds breaking down in the atmosphere.

The reasons for making the statement that ‘cyanide rains’ phenomenon won’t occur are the
followings:

- The sodium cyanide handling, from the unloading from the supplying trucks up to the
processing tailings discharge onto the tailings management facility, will be carried out
only in liquid form, represented by alkaline solutions of high pH value (higher than 10.5 —
11.0) having different sodium cyanide concentrations. The alkalinity of these solutions
has the purpose to maintain the cyanide under the form of cyan ions (CN’) and to avoid
the hydrocyanic acid formation (HCN), phenomenon that occurs only within environments
of low pH;

- The cyanide volatilization from a certain solution cannot occur under the form of free
cyanides, but only under the form of HCN;

- The handling and storage of the sodium cyanide solutions will take place only by means
of some closed systems; the only areas/plants where the HCN can occur and volatilize
into air, at low emission percentage, are the leaching tanks and slurry thickener, as well
the tailings management facility for the processing tailings;

- The HCN emissions from the surface of the above mentioned tanks and from the tailings
management facility surface can occur as a result of the pH decrease within the
superficial layers of the solutions (that helps the HCN to form) and of the desorption
(volatilization in air) of this compound;

- The cyanide concentrations within the handled solutions will decrease from 300 mg/L
within the leaching tanks up to 7 mg/L (total cyanide) at the discharge point into the
tailings management facility. The drastic reduction of the cyanide concentrations for
discharging into the Tailings Management Facility (TMF) will be done by the
detoxification system;

- The knowledge of the cyanide chemistry and on the grounds of the past experience, we
estimated the following possible HCN emissions into air: 6 t/year from the leaching tanks,
13 t/year from the slurry thickener and 30 t/year (22.4 t, respectively 17 mg/h/m? during
the hot season and 7.6 t, respectively 11.6 mg/h/m? during the cold season) from the
tailings management facility surface, which totals 134.2 kg/day of HCN emission;

- Once released into air, the hydrocyanic acid is subject to certain chemical reactions at
low pressure, resulting ammonia;

- The mathematical modeling of the HCN concentrations within the ambient air (if the HCN
released in the air is not subject to chemical reactions) emphasized the highest
concentrations being at the ground level, within the industrial site namely within the area
of the tailings management facility and within a certain area near the processing plant.
The maximum concentration is of 382 pg/m3/h;

- The highest HCN concentrations within the ambient air will be 2.6 times lower than the
standard value stipulated by the national legislation for occupational safety;

- The HCN concentrations within the ambient air in the populated areas close by the
industrial site will be of 4 to 80 ug/m®, more than 250 — 12.5 times lower than standard
value stipulated by the national legislation for occupational safety — the national
legislation and European Union (EU) legislation on the Air Quality don’t stipulate
standard values for the population’s health protection;

- Once released in air, the evolution of the HCN implies an insignificant component
resulted from the reactions while liquid (water vapors and rain drops). The reactions are
due to HCN being weak water-soluble at partially low pressures (feature of the gases
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released in open air), and the rain not effectively reducing the concentrations in the air
(Mudder, et al., 2001; Cicerone and Zellner, 1983);

- The probability that the HCN concentration value contained by rainfalls within and
outside the footprint of the Project be significantly higher than the background values (0.2
ppb) is extremely low.

Details referring to the use of cyanide in the technological processes, to the cyanides balance as
well as to the cyanide emission and the impact of the cyanides on the air quality are contained in
the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Report, Chapter 2, Subchapter 4.1 and Subchapter
4.2 (Section 4.2.3).

o If the RMP were to be operated without low grade ore stockpile, the project would suffer
two main negative effects: 1- environmental, the low grade ore would in all probability be
deposited in the waste rock increasing the amount of rock with a potential to generate acidity,
and 2- economic, the extra resources generated from the processing of these assets at the end
of the life of the mine would be lost to the project and its stakeholders.

Despite the fact that it is feasible to operate the RMP without a low grade ore stockpile, it is
neither advisable nor desirable due to the reasons explained here.

o Regarding the request for an assessment of health risks, the health risk assessment is
based on specific data only, and not on subjective aspects such as ‘the destruction of the green
belts’.

The health risk assessment has been carried out taking into account three categories of
information:

- the health baseline conditions, resulting from the assessment of all medical records
available from all general practitioners and from the two hospitals in the area, referring to
the entire population from more than 40 localities;

- the quality of the environmental media with regard to the distribution of the hazardous
substances under investigation, before the development of mining operations and

- predictions on the distribution of the contaminants’ concentrations in the environmental
media, for different time periods during the life time of the project.

The health risk assessment has taken into account predictions on the distribution of hazardous
substances concentration in the environmental media, as they have been presented in the EIA
study, and not the causes and/or factors that have contributed to those concentrations.

The proposed project is designed according to “Best Available Technique” (BAT) criteria as laid
down under relevant EU criteria for mining projects. This BAT includes the proposed gold ore
processing using cyanide. The Project design and management plans were subject to Risk
Assessment that is documented in Chapter 7 of the EIA Study Report. This information indicates
that the project is designed to very high standards of safety as is felt appropriate for this Project.

o The issue of a possible accidental large-scale release of tailings to the river system was
recognized to be an important issue during the public meetings when stakeholders conveyed
their concern in this regard. As a result, further work has been undertaken by RMGC to provide
additional detail to that provided in the EIA on impacts on water quality downstream of the
project and into Hungary. This work includes modelling of water quality under a range of
possible operational and accident scenarios and for various flow conditions.

The model used is the INCA model developed over the past 10 years to simulate both terrestrial
and aquatic  systems  within  the EUROLIMPACS EU research program
(www.eurolimpacs.ucl.ac.uk). The model has been used to assess the impacts from future
mining, and collection and treatment operations for pollution from past mining at Rosia Montana.

The modelling created for Rosia Montana simulates eight metals (cadmium, lead, zinc, mercury,
arsenic, copper, chromium, manganese) as well as Cyanide, Nitrate, Ammonia and dissolved
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oxygen. The model has been applied to the upper catchments at Rosia Montana as well as the
complete Abrud-Aries-Mures river system down to the Hungarian Border and on into the Tisa
River. The model takes into account the dilution, mixing and physico-chemical processes
affecting metals, ammonia and cyanide in the river system and gives estimates of concentrations
at key locations along the river, including at the Hungarian Boarder and in the Tisa after the
Mures joins it.

Because of dilution and dispersion in the river system, and of the initial European Union Best
Available Techniques (EU BAT)-compliant technology adopted for the project (for example, the
use of a cyanide destruct process for tailings effluent that reduces cyanide concentration in
effluent stored in the Tailings Management Facility - TMF - to below 6 mg/l), even a large scale
unprogrammed release of tailings materials (for example, following failure of the dam) into the
river system would not result in transboundary pollution. The model has shown that under worse
case dam failure scenario all legal limits for cyanide and heavy metals concentrations would be
met in the river water before it crosses into Hungary.

The INCA model has also been used to evaluate the beneficial impacts of the existing mine
water collection and treatment and it has shown that substantial improvements in water quality
are achieved along the river system under normal operational conditions.

For more information, an information sheet presenting the INCA modeling work is presented
under the title of the Mures River Modelling Program and the full modelling report is presented
as Annex 5.1.

¢ In what concerns the quantity of S, NH; and heavy metals, this will remain in the TMF.
The technology described in Chapter 2 — Technological processes or the TMF
Management Plan, Section 3.2 — The Chemistry of clarified water, the tests conducted by
the consultants working on the overall design show that the composition of the process
tailings is as presented below. The sulphur can be associated with certain metals as
sulphides, and the percentage of NH; is from 6.6 to 25 mg/L.
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Table 0-1. The chemistry of the clarified water (with detoxified tailings)

Sample® TNOO1 Sample® TNOO1
RM1 RM2 | RM3 Standard RM1 | RM2 | RM3 Standard
Total Cyanide™ | 1.13 5.09 | 3.29 0.1 Manganese | 0.3 |0.8 <0.1 1
WAD 0.37 0.77 | 0.22 Molybdenum | 0.4 0.3 04 0.1
Cyanide®®
Thlocyanate 70 69 91 Sodium 725 | 900 705
Cyanate 390 390 350 Niobium <0.1 | <0.1 <0.1
Thiosalts <2 <2 2.50 Neodymium <0.0 | <0.01 | <0.01
1
Ammonia 6.6 7.3 25 2 Nickel 0.20 | 0.40 0.20 0.5
Gold 0.0085 | 0.04 | 0.0165 | --- Phosphorus <1 <0.5 <1
3
Silver <0.05 | <0.0 |<0.05 |01 Lead <1 <1 <1 0.2
5
Aluminium <0.2 0.2 0.20 5 Praseodymiu | <0.0 | <0.00 | <0.005
m 05 5
Arsenic 0.30 <0.2 |0.20 0.1 Rubidium 0.35 1 0.35 |0.50
Boron 0.20 0.2 0.40 Sulphur 660 | 1,030 | 962
Barium <0.05 [<0.0 |<0.05 |.. Sulphate™ 1,98 | 3,090 | 2,886 | 600
5 0
Beryllium <0.02 | <0.0 |<0.02 |.. Antimony 0 0.28 0.06
5
Bismuth <0.02 | <0.0 |<0.02 |.. Scandium <0.5 | <0.1 <0.5
2
Calcium 401 675 707 300 Selenium <5 <5 <5 0.1
Cadmium <0.5 <0.1 | <0.5 0.2 Silicon 8 6 8
Cerium <0.01 <0.0 | <0.01 Samarium <0.0 | <0.01 | <0.01
1 1
Cobalt 0.40 0.40 | 0.80 1 Tin <0.2 | <0.2 <0.2
Chromium <0.2 <0.2 | <0.2 1 Strontium 14 2.1 2.1
Cesium <0.02 | <0.0 |<0.02 | .. Tantalum <0.0 | <0.00 | <0.005
2 05 5
Copper 0.10 0.10 | 0.10 0.1 Terbium <0.0 | <0.00 | <0.005
05 5
Dysprosium <0.01 | <0.0 | <0.01 Tellurium <0.1 | <0.1 <0.1
5
Erbium <0.01 | <0.0 | <0.01 Thorium <0.0 | <0.01 | <0.01
5 1
Europium <0.00 | <0.0 | <0.002 | ... Titanium <0.2 | <0.2 <0.2
2 5
Iron 0.20 1.4 1.0 5 Thallium <0.0 | <0.01 | <0.03
1
Gallium <0.2 <0.1 | <0.2 Thulium <0.0 | <0.00 | <0.005
05 5
Gadolinium <0.05 | <0.0 | <0.05 | .. Uranium <0.0 | <0.01 | <0.01
5 1
Germanium <0.5 <1 <0.5 Vanadium <0.5 | <0.5 <0.5
Hafnium <0.1 <0.1 | <01 Tungsten <0.1 | <0.1 <0.1
Mercury <0.01 | <0.0 |<0.01 |0.05 Yttrium <0.0 | <0.01 | <0.01
1 1
Potassium 142 136 132 Ytterbium <0.0 | <0.01 | <0.01
1
Lanthanum <0.01 | <0.0 | <0.01 Zinc <0.2 | <0.1 <0.2 0.5
1
Lithium <0.1 <0.1 | <0.1 Zirconium <0.1 | <0.1 <0.1
Magnesium 54 144 | 8.2 100

Notes: (1) The calculations are based on the assumption that the total sulphur is sulphide.
Units of mg /L

The results are obtained in laboratory environment; they might not be the same in practice
< Shows not identifiable within the limits of the testwork
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Source of information: Cyplus/INCO 2004 — Test Program to Evaluate Cyanide Destruction
Option Using SO,/Air and Peroxygen-Based Technologies for the Treatment of Rosia Montana
Leach Effluent.

o Representatives of Rosia Montana Gold Corporation have displayed their availability to
discuss the issues related to the establishment and maintenance of a financial guarantee for
environmental rehabilitation and they have not stated that locals of Abrud should obtain their
own accident insurance policies.

Details related to RMGC’s Environmental Financial Guarantee (“EFG”) are discussed in the
Report on Environmental Impact Assessment, in the section of the titled “Environmental and
Social Management and System Plans” (Annex 1 of the subchapter titled “Mine Rehabilitation
and Closure Management Plan”).

In Romania, the creation of an Environmental Financial Guarantee is required to ensure
adequate funds are available from the mine operator for environmental cleanup. 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). There are also two directives
issued by the European Union which include provisions related to the EFG: the Mine Waste
Directive (“MWD”, no. 2006/21/EC) and the Environmental Liability Directive (“ELD”, no.
2006/21/EC).

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.

Moreover, we would also like to underline the fact that the internal legislation stipulates two
types of environmental financial guarantees, namely the annual environmental financial
guarantee (“Annual EFG”) and the final environmental financial guarantee (“Final EFG”).

The annual EFG is updated on an annual basis, and it is established in order to cover the
reconstruction costs associated to mining activities that are to be developed during the following
year. These costs are no less than 1.5% of the total costs resulting form the preliminary
estimates on annual production.

Final EGF is also updated on an annual basis and includes the estimated costs for a possible
closure of Rogia Montana mine. The EFG quantum is established as an annual percentage of
the value of the environmental rehabilitation works stipulated in the framework of the monitoring
program established for the post-closure environmental factors. This program is a part of the
Technical Mine Closure Program, a document which is going to be approved by the National
Agency for Mineral Resources (“NAMR”).

Both EFGs will be fully financed and made available to the Romanian authorities, and the
amounts provided by these EFGs will not be impacted in case of RMGC bankruptcy
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The estimated cost for the closure of Rosia Montana mine is US$ 76 million. This estimate is
based on the activity developed during its16 year life. Annual updates are going to be conducted
by independent experts, in collaboration with NAMR as competent governmental authority in the
field of mining activities. These updates are going to ensure the fact that in the unlikely case of a
premature closure of the project, at any given moment, every EFG is going to reflect the costs
associated with the rehabilitation. Annual updates consider the following four alternatives:

e project amendments that impact the rehabilitation activities;

e amendments of the Romanian legal framework, including the implementation of EU

directives;
¢ new technologies that improve the science and practice of the rehabilitation;
e price amendments for key assets and services associated with the rehabilitation.

Once these updates have been completed, the new estimates related to closure costs are going
to be included in the RMGC'’s financial reports and will be publicly disclosed.

Furthermore, we would like you to take notice that RMGC has retained one of the world’s
leading insurance brokers, which is well established in Romania and has a long and
distinguished record of performing risk assessments on mining operations. The broker will use
the most appropriate property and machinery breakdown engineers to conduct risk analysis and
loss prevention audit activities, during the construction and operations activity at Rosia Montana,
to minimize hazards. The broker will then determine the appropriate coverage, and work with A-
rated insurance companies to put that program in place, on behalf of RMGC.

RMGC is committed to maintaining the highest standards of occupational health and safety for
its employees and service providers. Our utilization of Best Available Techniques helps us to
ensure this goal is achieved. No organization gains from a loss, and to that end we will work to
implement engineering solutions to risk, as they are far superior to insurance solutions to risk.
Up to 75% of loss risk can be removed during the design and construction phase of a project.

A TEORETICAL ESTIMATION OF THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL OF ROSIA
MONTANA

The well known realities of the | a.Chr prevents to make any supposition regarding the gold
mining at Rosia Montana in the galleries, during the time when the Dacian state ruled by
Burebista was initially formed. Even if in the period following the year 44 a.Chr — until the second
half of the | century A.D, the centers of power occur in Transylvania and the development of iron
metallurgy in Orastie Mountains is amazing, we do not have any argument to assign the
galleries under discussion, to that period. For now, the archaeological findings belonging to the
classic stage of civilization from the Southern Apuseni Mountains are rare enough and it can be
explained only by an investigation gap while the pre- historical findings are more numerous.

On August 11, 106, Dacia was a pacified province, as per the military diploma discovered at
Porolissum. Trajan remained in the Danube area until the summer of 107, to organize the
recently attached territory. The new province, established under a special law (lex provinciae)
bore the name of the old Dacian kingdom, and was an imperial province (Dacia Augusti
provincia).

Dacia’s population with inhabitants of the empire began immediately after the conquest. A
source from the 4™ century, Eutropius, states that “Traianus victa Dacia ex toto orbe Romao
infinitas eo copias hominum transtulerat ad agros et urbes colendas...”. Therefore, the
colonization had an official and organized character. We must also regard the colonization of the
territory rich in gold deposits, with gentes acquainted with the metal mining and processing
activity, in this light. These were elements of lllyro-Dalmatian origin, and also of Tracian origin,
mainly displaced, according to the latest research, from the metalla Dardanie region, and its

vicinities. The contribution of the elements coming from Small Asia should not be minimized as
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such elements have a tradition in financial activities, which are so necessary for the activities
carried out in auriferous areas.

Of course, the fame of the ancient site Alburnus Maior is conferred by the fact that the
settlement is the place where epigraphic materials of a particular nature were discovered. These
documents are particularly important due to their uniqueness and abundance of information they
contain. The 25 wax coated tablets preserved and published until present offer detailed
information on the economic realities, habitat system, religious life and legal relationships that
governed the mining community living here. Probably, more than 40 tablets were discovered
initially, however only 32 have been identified with certainty to date (3 were lost in time, however
after publication), the artifacts being displayed in several museums in Romania and Hungary. As
stated before, the experts unanimously agree that these tablets had been hidden inside mine
galleries, difficult to access, at a moment of crisis, probably related to the Marcomanic attacks on
Dacia between 167-170 A.D. In the theoretical approach of the research conducted in Alburnus
Maior, the analysis of the information contained by the wax coated tablets represented an
important starting point for the definition of the research methodology.

Thus, it must be underlined that the wax coated tablets were discovered accidentally, i.e. not
only during specialized archaeological research, in the ancient mine galleries (most of them, 11,
were found in the Catalina Monulesti gallery) from the Rosia Montan& area at the end of the 18™
century and the first half of the 19" century. During the last approximately 150 years, although
the ancient mine galleries have been re-opened and massively re-exploited, and although
specialized archaeological research has been conducted upon these structures since 2000 until
present, no more such artifacts have been discovered.

Nevertheless, it should be emphasized that the wax coated tablets mention the ancient toponym
of Alburnus Maior — nine references (including indications of locations such as statio Resculum,
vicus Pirustarum; TabCerD I, Il, IV, V, IX, X, XIII, XIV, XVIII, XXI)1. But it is not very certain that
this was the name of the Rosia Montana site, therefore the exact identification of this toponym’s
significance is one of the desiderata of the future research.

Based on all these pieces of information and starting from the study of the wax tablets a rather
theoretical knowledge? of the ancient Alburnus Maior has already been created towards the
middle of the 20" century, which also comprised some archaeological topography attempts.

Also, the toponyms mentioned on the wax tablets gave rise to discussions concerning the urban
evolution of the economic centre from Alburnus Maior. Two main interpretations can be
distinguished from this point of view. The first theory suggests the generic toponym of Alburnus

! Inscriptiile Daciei Romane (IDR), vol. |, Romanian Academy publishing house, Bucharest, 1975, p. 187.

2 Summarizing all these pieces of information, in 1995, the Archaeological Inventory of Alba County presented the
following data: during the 18" — 20™ centuries, the mining, agricultural and construction works have revealed a
number of artefacts dated back to the Roman age, such as architectonic monuments and inscriptions, tools,
adornments, coins, etc. (it should be mentioned that, for many of these discoveries, the exact discovery place is
unknown, they were unpublished or only mentioned, and others had even disappeared). Parts of Roman mining works
have also been discovered in the South, East and North of modern mines; however, these ancient works have not
been subject to thorough scientific research. According to that information, the Roman settlement (sic!!) is located in
the South-West, West towards Corna, perhaps North of Rosia, on the left bank of Rosia Valley, on Carpeni hill and in
Nanului Valley. Another civil settlement is ambiguously mentioned in “Padurea Popii” (Popii Forest). Apparently,
Roman necropoleis seem to have been located around the current hearth of the village and next to “Cetatea Mica”
mine, near the road to Abrud, at “Vatra Rosii”, on the place of the current Catholic cemetery, on Tarina hill, between
the Nanului Valley and the Baii Stream. The existence of a necropolis is suggested by the funeral stele discovered in
the “Taul Secuilor” area, West of the Orlea massif. The existence of a tumular necropolis dating back to the Roman
times is signalled on Rosia’s territory, without any further details. Sacred areas have been identified exclusively by
surveying the areas where the votive altars have been found, i.e. on Carpeni hill, Tarina hill, Nanului Valley and in
Orlea massif. Roman gold mine operations, especially taking into consideration the place where the wax coated
tablets have been discovered, were signalled in the vicinity of the civil settlements located on Cetate, Céarnic hills, on
the Ecaterina Monulesti (Catalina-Monulesti) gallery, Letea (Lety) and Rotunda massifs. Moreover, the iron is
mentioned to have been mined in the Roman age on the “Cetatea Mica” hill, without presenting any archaeological
piece of evidence in this respect. All this archaeological information is presented without verification of the sources
and using landmarks that do not reflect the reality on the site.
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Maior covers a series of permanent or temporary settlements related to the presence of the
lllyro-Dalmatian colonists, specialized in the mining and primary processing of the gold ore.

A series of realities mentioned by epigraphic sources are used in support of this theory. Thus,
the mention of a vicus Pirustarum, of the Ansium, Resculum settlement, the formula K(astellum)
Baridustarum, as well as the whole discussion on their location and on other toponyms
mentioned on the wax tablets or inscriptions uncovered so far, suggest the presence of an
autonomous conglomerate of settlements that had their own administration, illustrating the
“Dalmatine system” of organization and operation of gold mines.

The second theory tends to view Alburnus Maior as an autonomous structure, with a so far
uncertain juridical status, and the above-mentioned toponyms as names of the various districts
or ethnic groups in the same unitary settlement. What is certain is that the information provided
by the analysis of the epigraphic sources indicates a densely populated area, which
concentrated a variety of nationes among which the lllyro-Dalmatian element was predominant
followed by the Greek one. It is to be noticed the large diversity of religious cults mentioned in
the epigraphs found in Alburnus Maior.

Based on epigraphic sources, Vasile Parvan, a pioneer in Romanian archaeology, concluded
that Rosia Montana was a densely populated area that underwent a progressive evolution with
significant demographic variations and compared the gold mines to a “California of the
Antiquity”, giving the settlement of Alburnus Maior an exceptional historical-literary importance
as a “Californian town of an international civilization”.

In the current stage of the research, it is especially difficult to distinguish the status of the
settlement of Alburnus Maior in the juridical framework of the municipal life in the province of
Dacia. Neither of the hypotheses advanced by different specialists has been confirmed so far.
Practically, the settlements discovered at Alburnus Maior are thus of two types: vici and castella.

What can be certainly said at this moment is that Rosia Montana , respectively, the Ancient
Alburnus Maior, is not the only ancient gold mine of the golden perimeter of Apuseni Mountains.
From the scientific point of view, because of the lack of arguments, we cannot urge that in this
case we “deal with the oldest gold mine”. The opportunity of archaeological investigations at
Rosia Montana , under the context provided by the development of this mining project made
possible the collection of several information regarding the ancient gold mine compared to other
sites, also known but not investigated yet (Brad-Sacaramb, Zlatna-Almas, Bucium). On the other
hand, the point of view of the experts in regards with the archaeological site of Rosia Montana
expressed in the Baseline study of the cultural heritage from the EIA Report, section 5.5.2. Gold
mining context, and at pages 100-101, it is concluded that the Roman gold mines mentioned in a
series of sites described in the study ( including the Annex D) demonstrate that Rosia Montana
is not unique in terms of the Roman mining history.

Undoubtedly, by the time the Roman state began its mining operation, certain communities had
already settled in places whose toponym was already commonly used; however, with the
development of the economic complex system from Rosia Montana, when gentes ex toto orbe
romana arrived, being attracted by the gold mirage, they became what V. Parvan suggestively
called a “Californian town of an international civilization”.

A new stage related to the approach of the issue regarding the presence of this particular site in
the archaeological landscape of Roman Dacia was the establishment, in 2001, of “Alburnus
Maior’ National Research Program by the Romanian Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs.

The information gathered during the six archaeological digging campaigns conducted between
2001 and 2006 largely invalidated the theory according to which the term of Alburnus Maior
defined an urban conglomerate whose elements are similar to those of an urbis from Roman
provinces. The image of a living system without any indigenous contribution has been gradually
revealed, at least from the research data currently known, a system where the various gentes
mainly coming from the South of the Danube lived according to the organization and habits from
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their place of origin. The examination of the ancient sources, coupled with the study of the
epigraphic material, and with the novelty elements brought to light by the systematic
archaeological research conducted during the past few years form the basis of the hypothesis
according to which the generic toponym Alburnus Maior covers a number of permanent or
temporary settlements related to the presence of the lllyro-Dalmatian colonists, and also of the
colonists coming from regions with a Greek tradition, specialized in gold ore mining and primary
processing.

The archaeological investigations were developed by test trenches performed in all the zones
that were both accessible and favorable for human living taking into account the information
provided by the bibliography and the observations during the arcaheological surveys, the
magnetometry analysis the electric resistivity studies and the data collected during the
photogrametry flights. If the archaeological conditions required, the investigations were
systemized. Under such circumstances or when the historical monuments were situated close to
the industrial facilities, the latter were re-designed so that no archaeological monument or
historical monument was impacted. Briefly, the archaeological preventive investigations of Rosia
Montana allowed the study of four incineration necropolis (Tau Corna, Hop-Gauri, Tarina-Jig,
Paraul Porcului), of some sacred precincts (the Nanului valley), public edifices (Habad, Carpeni),
and a funerary circular monument (Tau-Gauri). To detect the possible habitat structures there
were used the aerial photography (1984, 2000, 2004) and the archaeological magnetometry and
electrical resistivity studies. For the good administration of the investigation units and implicitly of
the archaeological findings 4 satellite images were used (an archive satellite SPOT image
Pancromatic (10 m) since 1987 7; 2 satellite images LANDSAT 7 MS (30 m) since the years
2000, 2003; a priority programming satellite image SPOT 5 SuperMode color (2,5 m resolution)
19™ July 2004), all the data were integrated in a big GIS project doubled by a MS Access 2000
database. No miners’ settlement and no anthropic character structure was “sacrificed”.
Unfortunately, due to the seasonal nature, maybe, of the lllyrian colonists settlements, their
preservation was not possible taking into account the geo-morphology, natural or anthropic
modifications particularly related to the mining operations developed within the modern and
contemporary times.

Practically where necessary, the preservation and in situ restoration of the archaeological
structure was carried out like for instance the Double circular funerary monument of Hop-Gauri
(Mihaela Simion et colab., Alburnus Maior 1l, Bucuresti 2004), or the zone was declared as
archaeological reserve zone like for instance Carpeni (Cod LMI 2004, AB-I-m-A-00065.03), the
protected zone of Piatra Corbului or the historical zone with architectural assets (35 houses —
monuments). On the other hand, in the case of the other findings, the archaeological
investigation was complete and then the archaeological expert team proposed the issue of the
archaeological discharge certificate.

It is only in the context of the RMP that the proper measures were taken to complete the mining
archaeology investigations. These investigations are being conducted— since 1999 and until
now- by a multi-disciplinary expert team of Le Mirail University of Toulouse (France) coordinated
by Dr. Beatrice Cauuet and considered the development of a detailed study of this type of
remains, respectively old mining galleries dated to the Roman and later periods. Thus, since
1999, the team of Toulouse ensures the scientific study of the mining remains from Rosia
Montana site.

The following zones have been investigated so far:

e Cetate massif (2000-2002);

e Carnic massif (1999-2003), with topographic detailed surveys for a 1 :1 scale 3D model,
between 2004 - 2006;

e Jig Vaidoaia massif (2003-2004);

e Exploration in order to perform archaeological investigations and the arrangement works
for public access to Catalina-Monulesti gallery (2002-2005);
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e Exploration and preliminary investigations in Tarina and Orlea massif zones (2004 -
2006)

Throughout the 8 years of investigations at Rogia Montana (annual missions of 2 and 4 months
since 1999 until 2006) there were topographically surveyed more than 70 km of underground
mining works of all times, and two thirds of them were located in Carnic and Cetate. Crossing
the recent galleries, performed during the 20th century the French team which included also
Romanian archaeologists and geologists from Diva, Cluj and Bucharest specializing in mining
archaeology, could identify of the 70 km of underground mining work, about 53 km of recent
works (XIX and XX centuries) 10 km of modern works “excavated’ using explosives (XVII-XVIII
centuries) and almost 7km of Ancient mining works dug with iron tools (chisel and hammer) or
fire settings. The modern works identifiable further to their wall investigations (blasting traces, by
drilling, general shape of works, comparison with the mining plans of the archives, etc)), are
dated without any other details beginning with the XVII th century until early the XXth by using
the radioactive carbon analysis performed on wood carbon or preserved wood.

The study of the ancient mining structures — funded according to the law provisions by RMGC —
provided a better knowledge and determined the making of a relevant decision with regard to
their preservation and enhancement. Based on the results of the investigations undertaken so
far (finalized for Cetate, Carnic, Jig and in progress in Orlea) it was decided to preserve and
enahnce the following old mining zones:

- Catalina Monulesti — gallery situated in Historical centre of Rogsia Montana village where
in the past, there was found the most significant set of wax tablets and an ancient
system of water mine drainage

- Paru Carpeni — mining sector situated in the South-East part of Orlea massif where a
system of overlapping rooms was found equipped with Roman wooden installations
(wheels, channels, etc) for drainage

- Piatra Corbului — zone situated at the South-West part of Carnic massif where traces of
water and fire setting exploitation from the ancient and medieval times were kept

- Vaidoaia massif zone — at the North —West part of Rosia Montana village where surface
mining zones dated to the Ancient times were preserved

As an alternative, the completion of an expert study was taken into account as it estimated the
funds required for the entire preservation and introduction into the tourism circuit of the galleries
situated in Carnic massif. Data contained in this study are provided in the informative brochure
entitled Evaluation of the costs related to the planning works of the historical mining networks of
Cérnic massif drawn up by the British Gifford company.

For the Orlea massif zone (the only where there are classified ancient remains respectively LMI
2004 the Mining operations of Alburnus Maior, Orlea zone (code LMI AB-I-m-A-00065.02) the
investigations performed so far were preliminary. The detailed investigation of this zone is
scheduled for the period 2007-2012, and at the finalization of these investigations the required
measures can be implemented — according to the law in force — either the in situ preservation of
some sectors or the application of the archaeological discharge procedure for some of them.

All the preventive archaeological researches conducted at Rosia Montana since 2001 have been
carried out within a complex research program; permits for preventive archaeological
excavations being issued in compliance with the legislation in force. These archaeological
investigations have been carried out by representatives of 21 specialized institutions from
Romania and 3 others from abroad, under the scientific coordination of the Romanian National
Museum of History. All archaeological researches have been conducted in line with the
legislation in force. The investigations conducted during each archaeological research campaign
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are authorized by the Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs based on the Annual
Archaeological Research Plan approved by the National Commission of Archaeology.

Taking into account the results and conclusions of those 7 years of research conducted at Rogia
Montana, several proposals have been issued within the EIA suite of documents regarding the
development of cultural tourism. The tourist potential of Rosia Montana may be developed in the
future by starting with the following items:

1. movable and immovable archeological heritage assets

2. historical monument buildings, protected area of Rosia Montana Historic Center
and landscape features from lakes area

3. industrial heritage assets of the former mining operation and of the future mining
one that is proposed by RMGC

4. intangible heritage values — traditions, customs, etc.

In conclusion, the town-planning and specific studies, which serve to establish the boundaries of
the protected areas within the Rosia Montana commune, are currently being prepared-in
accordance with the legal provisions- by the institutions and commissions competent in this area
of interest. Note that none of the historic houses located in the proposed project perimeter would
be negatively affected. On the contrary, all the 41 historical monument buildings are going to be
included in a complex rehabilitation and restoration program (see the Environmental Impact
Assessment Study-volume 33-Plan M: Cultural Heritage Management Plan-part |I-Management
Plan for Historical Monument and Protected Zone from Rosia Montana, pages 75-94). This
program is necessary-irrespectively of the implementation of the mining project- in order to
prevent these houses from collapsing because of their advanced deterioration.

We mention that the protected area of Rosia Montana will cover over 130 ha and it will include
the architectural assets of this village (restored and enhanced) organized in a mining museum.
This museum will include exhibitions of geology, archaeology, ethnography (including an open-
air section), industrial heritage as well as a significant underground part located around the
Catalina Monulesti gallery. In this part of Rosia Montana, the company plans to develop
traditional tourism activities (e.g. guesthouses, small pubs). The historic lakes of Taul Mare, Taul
Brazi and Taul Anghel are located South and Southeast of the old centre of the commune. This
area is suitable for the development of modern, recreational tourism.

Taking into account the importance of cultural heritage from Rosia Montana and the legal
requirements, S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. has allocated a US$10 million budget
between 2001 and 2006. Furthermore, taking into account the results of the researches, experts’
opinions and decisions taken by competent authorities, the company assigned a US$25million
budget for the research, preservation and restoration of cultural heritage of Rosia Montana
during the following years. This budget was disclosed to the public in the EIA in May 2006 (see
Report on Environmental Impact Assessment Study, vol. 32, Management Plan for the
Archeological Heritage from Rosia Montana area, p. 84-85). Thus, the researches from Orlea
area will continue, but a modern Mining Museum is planned to be established at Rosia
Montana and this museum will have exhibits of geology, archeology, industrial heritage and
ethnography, together with the establishment of tourist access in Catalina-Monulesti Gallery
and at Tau Gauri monument, as well as conservation and restoration of those 41 historic
monument buildings and of the protected area Rosia Montana Historic Center.

For details referring to the legal frame of the archaeological works development at Rosia
Montana , of the archaeological discharge certificate issuing or if case may be, of the definition
of the protected zones and in situ, preserved monuments, of the plans of management and
sustainable development of the zone from cultural heritage point of view, please consult the
informative documents from below:

Page 32 of 39



- Information on the Cultural Heritage of Rosia Montana and related Management
Aspects

- Comparative report regarding the management plan drawn up by S.C. OPUS —
Architecture Workshop S.R.L.

- Cost Estimates related to the planning works of the old mining galleries of Carnic
massif

- Report regarding the conclusions of the geo-mechanical studies completed to
determine the impact of the blasting works on the constructions of the protected
zone

- O'Hara report
SELECTIVE REFERENCES

e CCA 2001(2002): p. 210-211, nr. 173/3; 254-257, nr. 182; 261-262, nr. 185; 262-263, nr.
186; 264-265, nr. 188; 263-264, nr. 187; 265-266, nr. 189; p. 257, nr. 183; p. 266-272, nr.
190, 257-261.

e CCA 2002 (2003): p. 254-256, nr. 182; CCA 2002 (2003), p. 105-106, nr. 63; p. 106-107;

p. 92- 104; p. 254-256, nr. 182; 254-262.

CCA 2003 (2004): 280-283; 283-288; 262-264; 264-267; 264-280.

CCA 2004 (2005): 187, 297-298.

CCA 2005 (2006): 158.

Alburnus Maior I (ed. Paul Damian), Bucuresti, 2003;

Alburnus Maior Il (authors Mihaela Simion, Decebal Vleja, Virgil Apostol), Bucuresti,

2004;

Alburnus Maior Il (ed. Paul Damian), Bucuresti, 2006.

*** |storia Romanilor, vol. 1-1V, Academia Romana, Bucuresti 2001.

M. MACREA, Viata in Dacia romana, Bucuresti, 1969.

Volker Wollmann, Mineritul metalifer, extragerea sarii si carierele de piatra in Dacia

romana, Cluj-Napoca, 1996.

e Radu Ardevan, Viata municipala in Dacia romna, Timigoara, 1998.

o From theoretical point of view, the biodiversity value of a site is provided by quantitative
and qualitative indexes of biodiversity.

Considering the conditions of site ecosystem defined by elements related to major impacts,
action area, and extension in time, the identification of several natural habitats in the true
meaning of the word and as it is defined in specific handbooks has remained at the stage of a
hope.

The legal requirements governing the assessment of biodiversity refer to the assessment of
specific and ecosystems richness and to conservative identification of species and habitats. Both
aspects have been adequately covered within the Environmental Impact Assessment Study.

From all data secured following field studies, several strong conclusions may be drawn
according to which biodiversity as a whole represents an element which is poorly represented
within Rosia Montana. Therefore, its value remains reduced even though theoretic or practical
approaches are attempted.

No endemic, characteristic and thalassic species have been identified at Rosia Montana that
may have a particular significance for biostrata either being local, regional or national. Moreover,
no unique or rare habitats or habitats that may have priority for conservation have been
identified within Project’s impact area.
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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 of the proposal to designate the area as a pSCI area
(sites of community importance). The proposal was denied by the Committee of Technical
Experts of Ministry of Environment and Water Management that was summoned to assess the
Natura 2000 proposals.

o An assessment of the potential incomes generated by tourism in Rogia Montana in case
the project will not be achieved, was not required either by the Terms of Reference (TOR) for the
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) or by Order no. 863/2002 — Annex 2 — Methodological
Guide of the screening stage and of completion of the report to the assessment study — Part Il
(The structure of the report to the environmental impact assessment study). Nonetheless,
information on current tourism activities are provided in Volume 14, 4.8 Social and Economic
Environment, and in Volume 31, Plan L - Community Sustainable Development Management
Plan of EIA. This information were presented primarily so that an assessment could be
completed in respect of the potential effects of the proposed project on this industry. In the
absence of large scale investment, touristic opportunities and potential touristic income in Rosia
Montana are limited at best.

For more information, please see Rosia Montana Sustainable Development and the Rosia
Montana Project — Annex 4.

o The Environmental Impact Assessment Study Report (EIA) makes such an analysis in
Chapter 5 — Assessment of alternatives.

Information on current industries, such as agriculture and tourism is also provided in Volume 14,
4.8 Social and Economical Environment, and in Volume 31, Plan L - Community Sustainable
Development Management Plan. This information was presented primarily so that an
assessment could be completed on the potential effects of the proposed project on these
industries. A detailed analysis of the potential for alternate businesses to develop in absence of
the project is not normally undertaken under EU regulations or International guidelines. If the
project is not developed it should not have any effect on alternate businesses.

Rosia Montana could continue to develop its tourism potential. There are initiatives to do so,
such as "Tourism development model and its contribution to sustainable development in Zlatna,
Bucium, Rosia Montana and Baia de Aries as alternative to mono-industrial mining activities”
prepared by the National Institute for Research and Development in Tourism (INCDT) published
in April 2006, just as the EIA report was being submitted to the Ministry of Environment and
Water Management.

RMGC has also commissioned a study, which sets out how the potential tourism markets and
how these might best be approached in an integrated project:

“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 Rosia 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 the one from Tau Gauri - all of which would serve
as tourist attractions. Further to this, it is understood that the government will be acting locally to
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encourage economic growth.”(see Rosia Montana Initial Tourism Proposals Gifford Report
13658.R01).

This study was prepared by Gifford, a leading British consultancy of heritage specialists and
engineers.

This report concludes that:

“[...] tourist development could be pursued even in the absence of renewed mining, based
simply upon the existing potential attractions. In the latter case however, financial support would
have to be generated entirely through European Union (EU) funding, national government
budgets, and private sector enterprises. Works based upon these funding sources would
necessarily be promoted and undertaken by governmental agencies at levels ranging from local
to national.

Much development work in Cluj-Napoca and Alba lulia (and possibly Deva) will also be needed
as we consider that these ‘gateway’ towns will have to serve as tourist attractions in their own
rights, especially with regard to international tourism, and offer appropriate accommodation and
other facilities for tourists. One questions how successful a tourism development in Rosia
Montana would be unless it was supported by parallel development in Cluj-Napoca and Alba
lulia.

If consent for mining is not given by the Romanian government, and if the tourism potential
discussed here is to be achieved, then alternative funding sources for these pre-requisite
infrastructure works and the more direct tourism investments will be required. The levels of
investment required, even by the very optimistic INCDT 2006 report discussed above, are very
significant.

In simple terms the total estimated costs of the combined projects, as expressed in INCDT 2006
and in the proposals by RMGC, would be US$ 44,817,380.

These investments costs could, perhaps, only be achieved by a very significant investment by
the Romanian government with matching grants from EU programmes, but these investments
are considered to be beyond the means of the private sector. Attracting EU and other
international development aid will be dependant upon detailed, well-analyzed, and realistic
development forecasts, and must be administered by public sector organizations demonstrably
capable of delivering the projects to time and budget.

A very real danger to this scenario is simply that it is difficult to envisage this as anything except
a more-or-less one-off capital investment in one or more individual projects. A one off or even a
few limited capital investments are not likely to generate any longer-term, sustainable
conservation or restoration of the heritage assets, rather remaining as a short term fix leading to
even greater longer-term problems.”

For more information, please see Rosia Montana Sustainable Development and the Rosia
Montana Project — annex 4.

. There are numerous potential alternative industries for Rosia Montana. However, it is
very unlikely that the activities mentioned in the question would provide enough jobs for all
people in Rosia Montana and the neighbouring towns.

It is true that tourism may be a potential source of revenue and sustainable development for
Rosia Montana and the region. There is, however, a vast difference between proposing tourism
as an alternative or substitute for a major industrial project — and the development of tourism
over time supported by the infrastructure investments driven by a large industrial project.
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The former — for Rosia Montana, “tourism with no mine” — is not viable on its own, and certainly
not in comparison to a plan to develop tourism over time with the help of infrastructure
investment.

Information on current industries, such as agriculture and tourism is provided in Volume 14, 4.8
Social and Economical Environment, and in Volume 31, Plan L - Community Sustainable
Development Management Plan. This information was presented primarily so that an
assessment could be completed on the potential effects of the proposed project on these
industries. A detailed analysis of the potential for alternate businesses to develop in absence of
the project is not normally undertaken under EU regulations or International guidelines. If the
project is not developed it should not have any effect on alternate businesses.

The presence of the Rosia Montana Project (RMP) as a major investment will improve the area’s
economic climate, encouraging and promoting the development of non-mining activities. It is
expected that the improved investment climate, combined with a functioning market economy,
will result in the identification of new business opportunities that can develop concurrent with the
RMP.

What new businesses develop will depend on market demand, the viability and feasibility of the
business relative to the market, and the initiative of people in the community to develop those
businesses. During the life of the mine, Rosia Montana Gold Corporation (RMGC) is committed
through is Community Sustainable Development Plans to a proactive campaign to create an
enabling business environment promoting local sustainable development. Elements of this
include: availability of affordable micro-financing, business incubator providing business advice,
training & skills enhancement and education opportunities. The goal is to have established, well
before mine closure, a robust economy not dependent on the mine and able to continue
following mine closure.

For more information, please see Rosia Montana Sustainable Development and the Rosia
Montana Project — annex 4.

e There is no such ban on the formation of new businesses as the questioner suggests.

The designation of an industrial area in part of Rosia Montand does not limit business
development in the locality, as the industrial area (or “project footprint”) is limited to 25% of
Rosia Montana, and an even smaller 5% of the area including Campeni, Rosia Montana and
Abrud. Businesses of all kinds are free to form through the normal means of permitting and
registration with local authorities.

Studies were made by the relevant governmental authorities when the area was designated
,<disadvantaged area” in order to enable investment in the area, which was the case of the Rosia
Montana Project.

The alteration of the urbanism plans and the designation of an industrial area for RMP is a
mandatory legal requirement as per:

(i) art 6 (1) of the GD no. 525/1996 for the approval of the General Urbanism Regulation
("authorizing the building of permanent constructions, other than the facilities necessary for
the exploitation and processing of resources in the areas delineated according to the law,
which contain identified underground resources, is forbidden”) and ;

(i) art. 41 (2) of the Mining Law no. 85/2003 ("the county councils and the local councils will
amend and/or update the existing territory arrangement plans and the general urbanism
plans, so as to allow the development of all operations necessary for the development of
the mining activities granted into concession”).

You claim that the EIA proposes a “risky development” that will not contribute to sustainable
development in the community. In fact, the RMGC has developed its Sustainable Development
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Policy [1] in support of this and this is presented further on in this annex. Supporting elements
are also presented, as are a set of Authority, Community, and Company initiatives within the
Rosia Montana Sustainable Development Partnerships and Programs.

Five Capitals of Sustainable Development

Financial Capital
Economic Development Impact, fiscal management, taxes
- Average of 1200 jobs during construction over 2 years, the majority of which sourced
locally
- 634 jobs during operations (direct employment including contracted employment for
cleaning, security, transportation, and other), for 16 years, most of which sourced locally
- Some 6000 indirect jobs for 20 years, locally & regionally [2]
- USS$ 1billion in profit share, profit tax, royalties and other taxes and fees to Romanian
local, regional & national government
- US$ 1.5 billion procuring goods & services. US$ 400 million during construction (2 years)
and US$ 1.1 billion during production, from Romania (16 years)

To further promote and develop the economic opportunities presented by the RMP, RMGC is
also cooperating with local stakeholders regarding setting up their own businesses:
- The set up of a micro-credit finance facility in the area to allow access to affordable
financing
- The set up of a business centre and incubator units, offering mentoring, training
(entrepreneurial, business plans, fiscal & administrative management, etc), legal,
financial & administrative advice to promote local & regional business development both
to service the RMP but also to encourage entrepreneurship in preparation of the post-
mining sustainable development needs,

Physical Capital
Infrastructure — including buildings, energy, transport, water and waste management facilities
- Increases in revenue to government agencies, of the order of US$ 1 billion over 20 years
(construction + production + closure) will result in additional money the government may
allocate to improving community infrastructure
- RMGC will also develop the resettlement sites of Piatra Alba and Dealul Furcilor in Alba
lulia. Piatra Alba will contain a new civic centre, commercial and residential areas. These
will be transferred to the local authorities once complete. The RRAP contains full details
of these initiatives

Human Capital
Health and education
- A private dispensary & health clinic in Piatra Alba (see RRAP), accessible to wider
community through health insurance
- Upgrading of a wing of Abrud hospital, accessible to the wider community through the
national Romanian health system
- Improvement of mobile emergency medical system in the area
- The building of a new school, residential & civic centre in Piatra Alba. This is fully
described in the RRAP
- Health awareness campaigns (in partnership with local authorities & NGOs) covering:
reproductive health, diet, and lifestyle amongst others
- Partnerships with education providers & NGOs concerning access to & improvement of
education facilities in the area, e.g.: the NGO and local authorities lead CERT
Educational Partnership (www.certapuseni.ro).

Social Capital

Skills training, community relationships and social networks and the institutional capacity to
support them, preservation of cultural patrimony

Page 37 of 39


http://www.certapuseni.ro/

- Efforts to develop and promote Rosia Montana’s cultural heritage for both locals and
tourism — RMGC is a partner in the Rosia Montana Cultural Heritage Partnership
(info@rmchp.ro)

- Providing adult education opportunities and skills enhancement including training
programs, funds and scholarships, to increase employment chances both direct with
RMGC and indirect — RMGC is a partner in the Rosia Montana Professional and
Vocational Program (info@rmpvtp.ro)

- Programs assisting vulnerable people & groups, and to consolidate social networks
particularly in Rosia Montana — RMGC is a partner in the Rosia Montana Good
Neighbour Program lead by local NGO ProRosia (info@rmgnp.ro)

- RMGC supports a NGO-lead partnership working with the youth in the area to improve
and increase the capacity of the community (www.certapuseni.ro).

Natural Capital
Landscape, biodiversity, water quality, ecosystems
- Measures contained in the RMP management plans and SOPs will result in mitigation of
environmental impacts and conditions as identified in the EIA.
- The improved environmental condition will enhance the quality of life in Rosia Montana.
- Training & assistance in integrating environmental considerations into business plans.
- Awareness-building regarding positive environmental performance of business activities.
- Environmental standards associated with loans through the micro-credit finance facility
including monitoring of environmental performance.
- Business Code of Conduct requiring suppliers to RMP to comply with RMGC’s
environmental performance standards.

RMGC’s view of the social and economic benefits of the RMP is described in the Community
Sustainable Development Plan and EIA Chapter 4.8 — the Social and Economic Environment.

In order to achieve its commitments, RMGC acknowledges that it needs to collaborate with the
Community, Authorities and civil society on issues that impact the area’s development. This
approach allows the Community to own, direct and control all relevant development issues in a
multi-stakeholder and integrated manner.

In the spirit of that commitment, to date, RMGC has conducted extensive consultations,
including 1262 individual meetings and interviews, and the distribution of questionnaires for
which over 500 responses have been received, 18 focal group meetings, and 65 public debates,
in addition to holding discussions with government authorities, non-governmental organisations
and potentially affected stakeholders. Feedback has been used in the preparation of the
Management Plans of the RMP’s Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) as well as the
drafting of the Annex to the EIA.

Support of the area’s sustainable development will be conducted within the framework of
Partnership as promoted by organisations such as the United Nations Development Program
(UNDP). For example, future socio-economic impacts mitigation and enhancement measures
will be conducted under the guidance of the Rosia Montana Socio-Economic Research Centre
(info@rmserc.ro), which in turn is partnered with the local authorities. This will allow a
transparent evaluation of the effectiveness of sustainable development support and will provide
a forum to implement necessary improvements.

Other sustainable development support partnerships are presented under the section entitles
Rosia Montana Sustainable Development Programs and Partnerships further in this annex
(www.rmsdpps.ro).

Beyond immediate direct and indirect benefits, the presence of the RMP as a major investment
improves the area’s economic climate that will in turn encourage the development of non-mining
activities. It is expected that the improved investment and economic climate will lead to business
opportunities that can develop concurrent with the RMP, even as they extend well beyond
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economic activities related directly to mining operations. This diversification of economic
development is a critical benefit of the investments generated to realise the RMP.
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Observatii, comentarii si intrebari legate de ¥
Raportul la Studiul de Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului

Am studiat cu mare interes Rapoartele Anuale ale lui Gabriel Resources, documentele
“Descrierea Proiectului” (sept. 2002), Raportul de Prezentare a Proiectului (RPP) (dec.
2004) si acum Raportul la Studiul de Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului (Raportul
EIM) (mai 2006). Voi prezenta cateva observatii, comentari si intrebari, la care astept
raspuns in scris.

1) Datele din Raportul EIM difera nepermis de mult de datele din RPP. Astfel, de
exemplu: .
a) concentratia de metal este de 1,52 g/t Ausi 7,47 g/t Ag in RPP, pag. 22 si
de 1,46 g/t Ausi 6,9 g/t Agin Raportul EIM (Vol. 7, pag. 10).
b) rezervele extractibile sunt de 218 mil. tone minereu in RPP, pag. 22 si sunt de
215 mil. tone minereu in Raportul EIM (Vol. 7, pag. 10);
¢) suprafata iazului de decantare era de 300 ha, cu un baraj de 185 m inaltime in RPP
pag. 21, si este de 363 ha ( Raportul EIM, Vol. 7, pag. 36), cu un baraj de 185 m
mnaltime in Vol. 8, pag. 18 si de 200 m inaltime in Vol. 25, pag. 12.
Comentariu: Nepotrivirea intre datele din RPP si Raportul EIM imi induce o stare de
neincredere in proiect in general. Daca exista o motivatie in Raportul EIM pentru
micsorarea rezervelor, nu am gasit o motivatie a scaderii concentratiei (o scadere asa
mica a rezervelelor nu poate micsora atat de mult concentratia). In Rapoartele anuale ale
Gabriel pe 2002, 2003, 2004 si in RPP rezervele si concentratia sunt la fel si deodata, in
Raportul Anual Gabriel pe 2005 si in Raportul EIM, sunt mai mici.
Intrebari.
- decea scazut concentratia ?
- de ce a crescut suprafata iazului de decantare cand rezervele — deci sterilul- au
scazut ?

2) Licenta de exploatare 47 nu este pentru Proiectul RMGC (Raportul EIM, Vol. 7,
pag. 4) , ci pentru exploatarea Minvest de circa 400.000 tone minereu anual.
Perimetrul licentei a fost modificat in timp. Acum este de 2388 ha.

Intrebari:

- Cum a fost posibil ca pe licenta de exploatare 47/1999 sa fie trecuti un titular si
un afiliat, titularul Minvest sa exploateze si afiliatul RMGC sa exploreze ?

- Dupa 2000, cand a avut loc transferal, RMGC, titularul licentei de exploatare,
exploreaza si Minvest, afiliatul licentei de exploatare, exploateaza; ce articol din
Legea Minelor 61/1998 a permis acest lucru, caci Art. 14 nu vorbeste de licenta
mixta, cu titular si afiliat ?

- Care era perimetrul initial al licentei, la momentul emiterii ei in 1999 ?

- In baza caror legi din Legile Minelor 61 si 85 a fost modificat perimetrul hcen}z‘l
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- Cum se explica ca perimetrul licentei de exploatare 47, a exploararii existente,
nu cuprinde - acum - uzina de preparare existenta si concasorul existent (Raportul
EIM, Vol. 9, Plansa2.2)?

- Este legal ca perimetrul zonei industriale sa depaseasca marginile licentei de
exploatare 47 sisa intre in perimetrul licentei de explorare Bucium (Raportul
EIM, Vol. 9, Plansa 2.2) ?

3) Ineventualitatea obtinerii acordului de mediu, in vederea operarii noii exploatari
miniere de 13 mil. tone minereu anual, “va fi necesara actualizarca licentei 47 (MPP,
pag. 15) sau “actuala licenta de exploatare va trebui modificata in conformitate cu noile
cerinte. Ea va fi eliberata de ANRM “ (Raportul EIM, Vol. 7, pag. 6).

Comentariu. Nu exista operatia de “actualizare” sau de “modificare” a unei licente de
exploatare in Legea Minelor 61 sau 85. O licenta de exploatare 3e aproba prin Hotarare
de Guvern, nu de catre ANRM.

Intrebare. Cu ce licenta de exploatare se va face operarea celor 4 mine prevazute in
proiect, daca acesta va fi aprobat ? Cum va fi ea obtinuta (cu ce articol din Legea
Minelor 85) ?

4) RMGC este titularul licentei de exploatare 47, pentru exploatarea curenta, care a
fost inchisa la 15 mai 2006,

Intrebari:

- Cum a fost inchisa exploatarea RosiaMin, definitiv sau temporar ?

- Cine a facut cererea de inchidere a minei, RMGC sau Minvest ?

- Cese intampla cu licenta de exploatare 47, cand exploatarea pentru care a fost
data s-a oprit (cu referire la articol din Legea 85) ? Se anuleaza ? Cand ?

- Cum mai continua RMGC sa faca explorari dupa 15 mai 2000, cand exploatarea
pentru care a fost data licenta s-a oprit ?

5) RMGC a fost titularul licentei de exploatare 47 din 2000, in urma transferului
licentei. Stim ca exploatarea facuta de Minvest sub aceasta licenta a fost
nerentabila economic.

Intrebari:

- Cum a influentat RMGC rentabilitatea economica a exploatarii din 2000 pana la
inchidere, la 15 mai 2006 ?

- Daca exploatarea curenta a ramas nerentabila timp de aproape 6 ani, sub
conducerea RMGC , cine ne asigura ca RMGC este in stare sa faca rentabila noua
exploatare preconizata.

- Daca o sa-mi raspundeti ca in cadrul Licentei, RMGC avea sarcina sa se ocupe de
explorari legate de proiect si ca de exploatare se ocupa Minvest, atunci intreb: de
ce s-a mai facut transferul ?

6) Din sudiul volumelor 6,14, 32 si 33 privitoare la Patrimoniul cultural al Rosiei
Montane, rezulta ca doar 4 obiective din situl arheologic Alburnus Maior-Rosia
Montana (galeria Catalina Monulesti, zona cu vestigii romane Carpeni + Galeria
Paru Carpeni, incinta funerara romana Tau Gauri si zona Piatra Corbulur), impreun




L

cu zona de protectie a centrului istoric, nu fac parte teoretic din zona industriala,

dest practic fac parte din zona industriala. s

Comentarii. Este o puri iluzie ci obiectivele arheolggice propuse spre conservare ca si

centrul istoric al satului Rogia Montani, pus de MCC intr-o zoni protejatd, aflate toate

in vecindtatea imediatd a celor 4 cariere deschise, vor rezista exploziilor planificate (51

prafului produs de explozii) si trepidatiilor produse de cele 14 autobasculante de

transport de mare tonaj (150 t) care vor circula la Rogia Montand timp de 16 ani, 365

zile pe an, 24 de ore pe zi, cum prevede proiectul.

Analiza celor 4 volume ridica numeroase semne de intrebare legate de descarcarile de

sarcina arheologica date. Astfel, de exemplu:

Intrebari:

- serecunoaste (Vol. 6, pag. 14) ca *“ deschiderea carierei in anii 1970 a afectat in
mod substantial peisajul cultural al Rosiei Montane”: se pune atunci intrebarea
cum va afecta deschiderea celor 4 cariere peisajul cultural ?

@ - serecunoaste (Vol. 6, pag. 15) ca amplasarea Pietrei Despicate si a Pietrei

' Corbului pe versantii din Cetate si Carnic, ce se caracterizeaza prin prezenta
excavatiilor si rocilor sterile, “diminueaza mult valoarea lor artistica”: dar cand
se vor afla pe marginea celor doua cratere prevazute de proiect ?

- cum s-a reusit cercetarea preventiva si sapatura de salvare pe cele circa 1300 ha
cat are zona industriala, la suprafata si in galerii, in doar 5-6 ani, cateva luni pe
an, pentru a se da descarcarea de sarcina arheologica ? Un calcul simplu arata ca
este imposibil sa se fi sapattot. Si daca nu s-a sapat tot, cum de s-a dat
descarcarea de sarcina arheologica pentru tot ?

- galeriile romane de la Rosia Montana erau din 2000 desemnate prin PATN/III
drept “monumente de valoare nationala exceptionala” (Vol. 33, II, pag. 11); cum
se explica ca au fost incluse in marea majoritate in zona industriala si descarcate
de sarcina ? Adica, de ce Ministerul Culturii nu le-a aparat, caci acesta este rolul
sau ?

- cum se explica ca se vor crea replici ale unor galerii, si nu se pastreaza originalul ,
cand Charta ICOMOS recomanda ca resursele arheologice sa fie conservate
pentru cercetari arheologice ulterioare (Raportul EIM, Vol. 14, pag. 55) ?

) - cum de sunteti siguri ca nu mai exista si alte sub-situri ale sitului Alburnus Maior,
in afara celor 13 prezentate ?

- “Este foarte greu de distins, in stadiul actual al cercetarilor, care va fi fost statutul
asezarit de la AM in cadrul juridic al vietii municipale din Dacia” (Vol. 32, Pag.
17). Atunci de ce s-a dat deja descarcarea de sarcina arheologica, de ce s-a dat
liber la Proiect dect, cu planificare de volume Alburnus Maior pana in 2014 si cu
“supraveghere arheologica” 7 PENTRU BANI ?

- “Astfel, rezultatele cercetarilor arheologice preventive din cadrul Programului
National de Cercetart Alburnus Maior furnizeaza baza pentru a aprecia la ora

actuala situl ca avand o importanta deosebita, ....” (Vol. 32, pag. 41). Dar stiti ca:
Legea Minelor, nr. 85 din martie 2003, spune clar, la Art. 11, alin . (1), urmiloarele:  Efectuarea de
activitati miniere pe terenurile pe care sunt amplasate monumentle istorice, cullurale, religioase, situri
arheologice de interes deosebit, rezervalii naturale,. ..., precum i instituirea dreptului de servitute pentru
aclivititi miniere pe astlel de terenurt sunt striet interzise.” lar la Art. 11, alin. (2), sc adaugi:
Exeeptiile de la prevederile alin. (1) se stabilese prin hotirire a Guvernului, cu avizul autoritifilor
competente in domeniu i cu stabilirea de despdgubirt $i alte mésuri compensatorii.”™ ?




Ori, la Rosia Montand, existi situr arheologice de mleres deosebil si nu existi o holirire de Guvern care
5 = = o % & .

si excepleze  de la prevederile Legii 85/2003, Art. 11, alin, (1), terenul pe care se alli ele la Rogla

Monlani _ s

Deci. Legea Minclor 85/2003, prin Art. 11 amintit, inlerzice din 27 martie 2003 electuarea de operalii
miniere (explorare sau__exploatare) - deei si de sdipdturi pentru descireirn de sarcindi atheologicd - la
Rosia Montand, n absenta unei Hotarari de Guvern care si consliinleascd exceplared.

7) Capitolul Transport, Vol. 15, este foarte subtire, nedezvoltat suficient. Sunt, cred
multe probleme nerezolvate. Se recunoaste la pag. 6 ca “RMGC va efectua un nou studiu
inainte de a incepe constructia”, deci ca acum lucrurile sunt doar aproximative.
Intrebari.

- cum va fi realizata portiunea care nu intra in zona industriala de drum paralel cu
drumul actual care pleaca din Gura Rosiei, cand terenurile sunt proprietate
privata ? )

. cum credeti ca va rezista vibratiilor produse de basculantele de 150 tone
monumental funerar de la Taul Gauri, cand este inconjurat de drumuri industriale
pe 3 laturi (Plansa 4.10.1)?

. cum credeti ca va rezista vibratiilor zona Piatra Corbului, cand este inconjurata
de drumuri industriale pe 4 laturi (Plansa 4.10.1) ?

- de ce nu sunt marcate drumuri industriale pentru carierele Orlea si Jig (Plansa

410.1)?

8) Analiza alternativelor (Vol. 16) este slaba, neechilibrata.
Comentarii.
- La Rosia Montana exploatarea aurului se face de circa 2000 ani, dar in subteran, de
aceea peisajul nu a fost afectat iremediabial. Numai din 1970 s-a trecut la exploatarea la
suprafata, in masivul Cetate, care a mutilat peisajul zonet.
- Nu este dezvoltata in Raport varianta exploatarii in subteran, mai ales ca Rio Narcea
(Spania ) (500.000 tone minereu anual) a trecut din 2003 -2004 de la exploatarea la
suprafata la exploatarea in subteran.
- Varianta aleasa a exploatarii la suprafata, in 4 cariere deschisa, este inacceptabila,
pentru ca afecteaza in mod substantial peisajul .
- Nu se face un calcul pentru o cariera (Cetate), doua cariere, trei cariere, patru cariere,
pentru a intelege de ce s-a ales varianta cu 4 cariere.
- Nu se explica nici de ce Gabriel a ales Rosia Montana pentru proiectul sau sinu alta
din celelalte trei licente de exploatare pe care le detine via European Goldfields - Deva
Gold.
- Analiza alternativei “zero” este slaba. Daca se combinau cateva din cele 116
programe prezentate in Vol. 32, alternativa “zero” era una foarte buna; dar poate prea

buna !

Intrebare.
- De ce nu a fost analizata varianta continuarii exploatarii curente, de circa 400.000

tone minereu anual (mai ales ca RMGC a fost titularul licentei de exploatare timp de 6

ant ) ?

9) Descrierea dificultatilor, Vol 18, are doar 2 pagini, deci nu este prezentata
corespunzator.



10) Plan de Management si Plan de Monitorizare de mediu si social. (Vol. 21).
Comentarii.
- Se amesteca mediul cu socialul: trebuiau planuri separate: doar planurile de mediu
trebuiau predate la Ministerul Mediului si Gospodaririt Apelor, planurile pentru social
trebuiau predate Ia Ministerul Muncii.
- Problema sociala nu este tratata corespunzator. Se fac referiri la directivele Bancii
Mondiale, dar nu se aplica in practica. Dovada este ca RMGC a inceput relocarea
populatiei din Rosia Montana inca din 2002, total nepermis, fara a se gandi la oamenit
care au vandut si au plecat, cum isi vor duce viata, pentru ca locuinta nu este totul.

11) Plan de consultare si informare publica....(Vol. 30).
Comentariu. Nu sunt de acord ca publicul interesat poate inaipta sugestii sau
comentarii asupra Raportului EIM (pag. 15). Cred ca publicul trebuie sa inainteze
observatii, comentarii sau intrebari, nu sugestii, si la intrebari sa primeasca raspunsuri.
Adica publicul sa faca sugestii cum sa imbunatateasca RMGC proiectul ? Apoi, daca
proiectul va fi aprobat, tot publicul, societatea civila sa faca sugestii cum sa-si duca
RMGC la capat proiectul, sa vegheze ca prevederile proiectului sa fie indeplinite ?
Adica unii cu banii si altii cu munca ?

Observatii generale.
- Lipsesc informatiile detaliate despre compania Gabriel Resources: cand a fost

infiintata, unde a mai activat, cine o conduce, ce putere financiara sice
competenta are sa duca proiectul la indeplinire.
- Lipsesc informatiile pe scurt despre alte proiecte similare din Europa si din lume.
- Nuam incredere ca RMGC va face ce a scris in Raport si nu am incredere ca
institutiile statului abilitate sa urmareasca punerea in practica a acestui proiect
sunt in stare sa o faca (o dovada este faptul ca din dec. 2004 exploatarea
Rosiamin a functionat fara autorizatie de mediu si nu a patit nimic).

CONCLUZIE.

Avand in vedere cele studiate despre proiectul Rosia Montana (ca este un proiect
gigantic, nerealist, distrugator, care nu rezolva problema mineritului in zona, doar o
amana cu 16 ani), avand in vedere ca aurul si patrimonial arheologic pot sta foarte bine in
pamant, asteptand vremuri mai bune si avand in vedere neincrederea pe care 0 am in
partenerii afacerii, recomand neacordarea acordului de mediu, deci oprirea
proiectului.

Bucuresti, 3 august 2006 Prof. univ. dr. Afrodita Iorgulescu

Academia de Studii Economice,
Piata Romana nr. 6, sector 1,
Cod 010374, Oficiul Postal 22, Bucuregti, Fax: ++40-21-319.18.99




To: Ministry of Environment and Water Management,
Remarks, comments and questions related to the Environmental Impact Assessment Study

I have thoroughly studied the Gabriel Resources’ Annual Reports, the “Project Description” documentation
(September 2002), the Project Presentation Report (PPR) (December 2004), and now the Environmental
Impact Assessment Report (EIA Report) (May 2006). | will present several remarks, comments and
guestions, and I'm waiting for an answetr:

1) Data in the EIA Report are intolerably different from the data presented in PPR. Thus, for instance:

a. The grades are 1.52g/t of Au and 7.47g/t of Ag in PPR, p. 22 and 1.46 g/t of Au and 6.9 g/t
of Ag in EIA Report (Vol.7, p.10).

b. The reserves that may be mined are 218 million tons of ore in PPR, p.22 and 215 million
tons of ore in EIA Report (Vol.7 p.10);

c. The surface of the TMF was of 300 ha, and a rock-fill dam of 185m in height in PPR p. 21,
and of 363ha (EIA Report, Vol. 7, p. 36), and a rock-fill dam of 185m in height in Vol. 8, p.
18 and of 200m in height in Vol. 25, p. 12.

Comment: inconsistency in data presented both in PPR and EIA Report gives me a feeling of doubt
regarding the project in general. If there is a reason behind the EIA Report for minimizing the reserves, |
didn’t find an explanation for decreasing the grades (such a minor decrease of reserves cannot lower the
grades that much). In Gabriel's Annual Reports for 2002, 2003, 2004, and in PPR, the reserves and the
grades are exactly the same and all of the sudden, in Gabriel's Annual Report for 2005 and in the EIA
Report, they are lower.

Questions:
- Why did the grade decrease?
- Why did the surface of the TMF increase while the reserves — tailings — have decreased?

2) Mining license no.47 is not for RMGC'’s Project (EIA Report, Vol.7, p.4), but for Minvest mining
operation of about 400,000 tons of ore p.a.
The perimeter of the license has been modified, as time passed by. Now, it has 2,388ha.

Questions:

- How was it possible that the mining license no.47/1999 to include both a titleholder and an
affiliated company; Minvest as titleholder develops mining activities and RMGC as affiliated
company develops exploration activities?

- After 2000, when the transfer has been performed, RMGC as titleholder of the mining
license explores, and Minvest as affiliated company develops mining activities; what article
from the Mining Law 61/1998 has allowed this, while article 14 doesn’t mention a mixed
license, having both a titleholder and an affiliated company?

- Which was the initial perimeter of the license, when was it issued in 1999?

- According to what Mining Laws 61 or 85 was the perimeter of the license no. 47 modified?

- How can it be explained that the perimeter of the mining license no. 47, of the existing mine
doesn't include — at the moment - the proposed processing plant and the proposed crusher
(EIA Report, Vol.9, exhibit 2.2)?

Page 1 of 5



- Is it legal that the perimeter of the industrial area exceeds the boundaries of the mining
license no.47 and enters the perimeter of Bucium mining license (EIA Report, Vol. 9, exhibit
2.2)?

3) If the environmental permit is secured, which is necessary for the new mining operation that provides
13 million tons of ore p.a., “updating of the mining license no.47 will be necessary” (MPP, p.15) (Probably
PPR, p.15) or “To operate the new facility under the license, an amendment to the exploitation license is
necessary. The license will be issued by NAMR ...” (EIA Report, Vol.7, p.6)

Remark: there is no such term of “updating” or “amending” the mining license included in the Mining Law
61 or 85. A mining license is approved by Governmental Decision, and not by NAMR.

Question: If the project is approved, based on what mining license will the operation of the 4 mines
included in the project be developed? How will it be secured (based on what paragraph from the Mining
Law 85)?

4) RMGC is the titleholder of the mining license 47 of the current mining operation, which was closed
on 15™ of May 2006.

Questions:
- How was RosiaMin closed, permanently or temporarily?
- Who submitted the application for the mine closure, RMGC or Minvest?
- What happens with the mining license 47, when the mining operation for which it has been
issued, has stopped (related to an article from Law 85)? Is it going to be cancelled? When?
- How may RMGC continue to operate after the 15™ of May 2006, while the mining operation
for which the mining license was granted has ceased its activity?

5) Since 2000, after the license has been transferred, RMGC has been the titleholder of the mining
license no.47. We know that the mining operation developed by Minvest under this license has been
uneconomic.

Questions:

- How did RMGC influence the economic viability of the mining operation from 2000 until its
closure, on 15" of May 2006?

- If the current mining operation has been uneconomic for almost 6 years, under the
administration of RMGC, who can assure us that RMGC is able to make the new proposed mining
operation economic.

- If you are going to answer me that under the license, RMGC had the responsibility to deal
with mining operations connected to the project, and Minvest had the responsibility to deal with the
exploration, then | ask: why has the transfer ever been made?

6) After studying volumes 6, 14, 32, and 33 regarding the Rosia Montana Cultural Patrimony, it
results that only 4 elements from Alburnus Maior archaeological site - Rosia Montana (Catalina
Monulesti gallery, the Roman vestiges area Carpeni + Paru Carpeni Gallery, the Roman
funerary yard from Tau Gauri and Piatra Corbului area), together with the protection area of the
historic centre, theoretically speaking do not belong to the industrial area, even if, in reality, they
are an integral part of the industrial site.

Remarks: It is just a pure illusion that the archaeological sites that were planned to be preserved as well

as Rosia Montana historical centre, which was listed in a protected area by the Ministry of Culture and
Religious Affairs, all being located in the close vicinity of the 4 open pits, will survive to all designed blasting
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(and to the dust generated by blasting) and vibrations generated by the 14 heavy-duty haul trucks (150t)
that will be used at Rosia Montana for 16 years, 365 days per year, and 24 hours per day, as the study
anticipates.

The assessment of the 4 volumes arises many doubts related to the issued archaeological discharges.
Thus, for instance:

Questions:

- It is acknowledged (Vol. 6, p.14) that “........ surface exploitation in the 1970’s, also
significantly impacted the cultural landscape” of Rosia Montana, in this case, the question arises: how will
the opening of the 4 pits impact the cultural landscape?

- It is acknowledged (Vol. 6, p. 15) that the location of Piatra Despicata and Piatra Corbului on
the mountain slopes of Cetate and Carnic, and which is being characterized by the presence of excavation
works and tailings, “minimize their artistic value” (but in the EIA is as follows-“minimizes their aesthetic
quality”); and when they are going to be located on the edge of these two large craters proposed by the
project, what then?

- How preventive research and the rescue excavations have been carried out so as to
archaeologically discharge those approx. 1300 ha of industrial area, both at surface and in underground, in
only 5-6 years, several months per year? A simple calculation shows that it is impossible to have it all
excavated. And if it hasn’'t been excavated, how come that the archaeological discharge has been granted
for the entire area?

- Since 2000, Roman galleries from Rosia Montana have been defined by PSNT/III (Plan for
Setting up the National Territory) as “as monuments of exceptional national value” (Vol.33,ll, p.11); which is
the explanation of the fact their greatest majority has been included in the industrial area and they have
been archaeologically discharged? Namely, why didn’'t Ministry of Culture defend them, for this is the
Ministry’s role?

- How can one explain the establishment of replicas for certain galleries instead of preserving
the original, while Charta ICOMOS advises that archaeological resources should be preserved for
subsequent archaeological research (EIA Report, Vol. 14, p.55)?

- How come that you are so sure that Alburnus Maior has no other sub-sites besides those 13
that have already been presented?

- “The present state of research renders it difficult to distinguish the status of the settlement at
Alburnus Maior in the juridical (legal) framework of municipal life in Dacia.” (Vol.32, p.17). Then, why the
archaeological discharge has been already issued, why was the project given green light anyhow, with
Alburnus Maior volumes planned to be published until 2014 together with “archaeological monitoring”?
WAS IT FOR MONEY?

- “The preventive archaeological research results belonging to the National Research
Alburnus Maior Programme provide the basis for the assessment of the site as having special
importance,...” (Vol. 32, p.41) But you do know that:

Issued on March 2003, Mining Law, no. 85, clearly indicates, at article 11, paragraph (1) the followings:
“Carrying out mining activities on the lands on which are located historical, cultural and religious
monuments, archaeological sites of special interest and natural reservations,......... as well as instituting
the legal lien for mining activities over such lands is strictly forbidden”. And under article 11, paragraph (2),
it is added: “Exceptions to the provisions of the paragraph (1) above shall be established by Governmental
Decisions, with the endorsement of relevant authorities of the respective fields and by establishing
damages and other compensation measures.”?

Or, there is no Governmental Decision to exempt, from the provisions of Law 85/2003, article 11,
paragraph (1), the areas where Rosia Montana has archaeological sites of special interest.

Page 3 of 5



Thus, since March 27, 2003, the abovementioned article 11 from Mining Law 85/2003 forbids carrying out
mining activities at Rosia Montana (exploration or mining) — therefore, archaeological discharge
excavations are also included — in the absence of a Governmental Decision to establish the exemption.

7 Transportation chapter (Vol. 15) is very thin and underdeveloped. There must be many unclear
issues. It is acknowledged at p.6 that activity, RMGC will perform an additional survey prior to
construction”, so, for now the state of the affairs is nothing but uncertain.

as long as the lands are private properties, which is the development plan for the segment
of road located outside the industrial area, that is parallel to the current access road that
starts form Gura Rosiei?

As long as the funerary monument at Taul Gauri is surrounded by 3 industrial roads, how do
you think it might resist to the vibrations produced by 150 tons haul trucks?

As long as Piatra Corbului area is surrounded by 4 industrial roads (exhibit 4.10.1), how do
you think it can withstand the vibrations?

Orlea and Jig pits have no industrial roads established in the design (exhibit 4.10.1). Why?

8). The Assessment of the Alternatives (Vol. 16) is deficient and unbalanced.

Remarks:

Question:

Mining operations have been developed at Rosia Montana for about 2000 years, but only
underground mining operations. This is why the landscape hasn't been irreversible
impacted. Open cast mining operations have started since 1970, in Cetate Massif. These
mining activities have mutilated the area’s landscape.

Underground mining is not illustrated in the Report. From 2003 to 2004 Rio Narcea (Spain)
(500,000tons of ore p.a.), has switched from open cast mining to underground mining.

Open cast mining is intolerable because the landscape will be extremely impacted by these
4 open pits.

A contrast study hasn't been conducted for one pit (Cetate) for two pits, for three pits, or for
four pits that will allow us to understand why the four pits option has been selected.

There is no reason presented to explain why Gabriel choose Rosia Montana for its project
and not one of the other three mining licenses owned through European Goldfields — Deva
Gold.

The assessment of Zero Alternative is deficient. If some of the 116 presented programs (Vol.
32) had been combined, Zero Alternative would have been more than suitable; but maybe
too good!

The alternative of continuing current mining operations of about 400,000 tons of ore p.a.
hasn’'t been taken into account. Why? (as long as RMGC had been the titleholder of the
mining license for 6 years?)

9) Description of the Difficulties, Vol. 18, is not satisfactorily presented as it has only 2 pages.

10) Environmental and Social Monitoring Management Plan (Vol.21)

Remarks:

Environmental and social issues are combined; there should have been 2 different plans;
Environmental Management Plans should have been submitted to Ministry of Environment
and Water Management and Social Management Plans should have been submitted to
Ministry of Labour Social Solidarity and Family.
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- The social issue is improperly dealt with. References are made to World Bank’s directives
but only in theory. The proof is the fact that even since 2002, RMGC has started to resettle
locals from Rosia Montana without thinking about people who have sold and left their
homes, about how they will go on living, because a place to live is not everything. This is an
illegal procedure, by all means.

11) Public Consultation and Public Disclosure Plan....(Vol.30)

Remark: | do not agree to the fact that stakeholders can submit suggestions and remarks regarding EIA
Report (p.15). The public should submit remarks, comments and guestions, in my opinion, not suggestions,
and they should receive answers to their questions. RMGC awaits the public’s suggestions on how to
improve its project? And after that, if the project is going to be approved, the social society should make
suggestions on how RMGC should lead its project to an end, to keep an eye so that the project’s
stipulations to be implemented? Some are cashing money, others are working?

Overall remarks:

- Information on Gabriel Resources is not comprehensive: when was it established, where
has it worked before, who is managing the business, which is the financial power and what
is the potential to accomplish this project.

- Short information on similar projects, developed in Europe and at international level, is
missing.

- | doubt the fact that RMGC is going to do what it has written in the Report. | have doubts
about the capability of state institutions that are authorized to supervise the implementation
of this project. | doubt that these institutions can do their job. (a proof is the fact that since
December 2004 RosiaMin mining operation has functioned without an environmental permit
and nothing happened).

CONCLUSION

Taking into account what | have studied about Rosia Montana Project (that it is a huge, unrealistic,
damaging project and it doesn’t solve the mining issue of the area, but delays it with 16 years), that the
gold and the archaeological patrimony can very well remain hidden in the ground, waiting for better times to
come, and the distrust | have regarding the business partners, | strongly advise that environmental permit
should not be granted, therefore to end the project.

Bucharest, 3" of August 2006 Prof. Afrodita lorgulescu PhD

Academy of Economic Studies Bucharest

6, Romana Square

1% District

Code 010374, Post Office 22, Bucharest, Fax: ++40-21-319. 18. 99
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Raspuns la Contestatia Nr. 296_Afrodita lorgulescu

RMGC a desfasurat cel mai detaliat si mai extins program de cercetare realizat pana in prezent
la un proiect minier din Romania si putem spune ca acest zacamant se cunoaste in cel mai mic
detaliu.

in urma activitatii de explorare intreprinse de compania RMGC in perioada 1997 — 2006,
activitati care au fost supervizate, validate si auditate de catre companii independente, a fost
pusa in evidenta o rezerva de 215 milioane t de minereu cu un continut mediu de 1,46g/t aur gi
6,9 g/t argint si un continut total de 314,11 t Au si 1480,36 t Ag in situ.

in functie de rezultatele programelor de cercetare precum si pentru a tine seama de modificarile
aparute de-a lungul timpului in cadrul proiectului, RMGC a contractat companii independente
care au intocmit periodic calcule de evaluare a resurselor si rezervelor. Comparativ cu calculele
de rezerve anterioare, ultimul calcul intocmit si prezentat mai sus are valori mai scazute cu 3
milioane de tone de minereu si cu 0.06g/t in ceea ce priveste continutul mediu de Au.

Unele din modificarile importante in cadrul proiectului au avut in vedere asigurarea unui grad de
protectie ridicat pentru zona istorica a Rogiei Montane prin urmare s-au remodelat atat carierele
Jig si Carnic, situate la nord si respectiv sud de aceasta, cat si cariera Orlea, pentru protectia
cladirilor de patrimoniu aflate in apropierea acesteia si a zonei protejate Carpeni. Prin
remodelarea celor trei cariere s-a redus atat cantitatea totala de minereu céat si continuturile
medii ale acestora.

Calcul de rezerve se bazeaza pe un program foarte elaborat de cercetare in urma caruia s-au
prelevat 191 320 de probe din foraje, retele de galerii subterane si din aflorimente de la
suprafata.

Fiecare metru probat a fost analizat pentru aur si argint. Baza de date, care contine peste 400
000 de analize, a fost verificata de experti independenti, atat din Romania cat si din strainatate.
Dintre companiile romanesti amintim Ipromin SA care a efectuat trei studii de fezabilitate pentru
proiectul Rosia Montana. Aceste studii de fezabilitate includ si calcule de resurse si rezerve si,
practic, atat ei cat si auditorii externi au confirmat rezultatele pe care RMGC SA le-a pus in
evidenta.

Resursele si rezervele, care sunt 2 clasificari diferite ale rocilor mineralizate (prima stabileste
doar cantitatea de mineralizatie in timp ce a doua tine cont si de criterile economice de
exploatare) au fost confirmate independent in concordanta cu Legea minelor (85/2003) din
Romaénia, 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.

intreg iazul de decantare a sterilului (IDS) are o suprafata totald de 363 ha, incluzand barajul
Corna, cuveta iazului, sistemul secundar de retentie (SSR) si lagunele pentru epurarea debitelor
de exfiltratii amplasate in aval de barajul secundar de retentie. Suprafata este prezentata in
documentatia de urbanism (PUZ pentru zona industriala si Certificatul de urbanism nr.
78/26.04.2006). Cantitatile de sterile ce urmeaza a fi depozitate in iaz sunt prezentate in studiul
de fezabilitate.

Amprenta iazului de decantare a sterilului nu a crescut. Comparativ cu ce s-a prezentat in PPR
in decembrie 2004 (367 hectare), amplasamentul existent s-a micsorat pentru ca volumul total
de sterile s-a redus de la 218 milioane tone la 215 milioane tone.

Intrucat intrebarea vizeaza doua chestiuni distincte, respectiv (i) existenta unui titular si un afiliat

la licenta de exploatare si (ii) desfagurarea activitatilor de exploatare si explorare in perimetrul
aceleiasi licente de exploatare, va rugam sa aveti in vedere urmatoare aspecte:
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(1) Licenta de concesiune pentru exploatare in perimetrul Rogia Montana nr. 47/1999 ("Licenta
Rosia Montana”) a fost incheiata in temeiul si conform procedurilor prevazute de fosta Lege a
Minelor nr. 61/1998 in vigoare la data incheierii Licentei. Licenta Rosia Montana s-a incheiat
intre Agentia Nationala pentru Resurse Minerale ("TANRM”), pe de o parte si Compania Nationala
a Cuprului, Aurului si Fierului “Minvest” S.A. (“Minvest”), in calitatea de titular si Euro Gold
Resources S.A. (care mai apoi si-a schimbat numele in Rogia Montana Gold Corporation S.A.),
in calitate de afiliat, pe de alta. Licenta Rogia Montana a fost aprobata prin Hotararea de Guvern

nr. 458/10.06.1999 publicata in Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei Partea | nr. 285/21.06.1999.

Transferul Licentei Rosia Montana de la Minvest la RMGC a fost efectuat potrivit prevederilor
art. 14 (1) din Legea Minelor nr. 61/1998, care prevede ca “titularul unei licente poate transfera
unei alte persoane juridice drepturile dobéndite si obligatiile asumate, numai cu aprobarea scrisé
a autoritdti competente”. Aprobarea transferului s-a facut prin Ordinului ANRM nr.
310/9.10.2000 publicat in Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei Partea | nr. 504/13.10.2000. in art. 2 al
actului normativ mentionat se specifica: “CNCAF “Minvest” SA va rdmane companie afiliata, in
conditiile stabilite in licentd”. Precizam ca nicio dispozitie legala nu interzice calitatea de afiliat in
cadrul unei licente de exploatare detinuta de un titular. Mai mult, dispozitiile art. 15 din fosta
Lege a Minelor nr. 61/1998 precizeaza in mod expres ca: “in limitele unui perimetru de
exploatare autoritatea competenta poate acorda in conditiile legii, unor persoane juridice, altele
decét titularul licentei, dreptul de exploatare si/sau explorare pentru unele resurse minerale, cu
acordul titularului”.

(2) In ceea ce priveste posibilitatea ca in temeiul unei licente de exploatare titularul sa efectueze
activitati miniere de explorare-dezvoltare, iar afiliatul sa efectueze activitati miniere de
exploatare, va rugam sa notati urmatoarele:

(i) Prin titular se intelege potrivit art. 3 pct. 31 din vechea Lege a Minelor nr. 61/1998
(definitie preluata si in Legea nr. 85/2003) “orice persoana juridica sau fizica, roménéa
sau strdind, care poate efectua activitati miniere in baza unei licente sau a unui
permis”. Activitatile miniere includ atat exploatarea, cat si explorarea;

(i) Totodata, art. 30 din HG nr. 1208/2003 privind aprobarea Normelor pentru aplicarea
Legii Minelor nr. 85/2003, prevede ca in baza licentei de exploatare pot fi executate
urmatoarele lucrari: “construirea si montarea instalatiilor, echipamentelor si ale altor
utilitati specifice necesare extractiei, prelucrérii, transportului, stocarii provizorii a
produselor miniere, a sterilului si produselor reziduale, lucréri de suprafaté si/sau in
subteran pentru extragerea resurselor/rezervelor minerale, prelucrarea i livrarea
acestora in forme specifice, precum si lucrdri de cercetare pentru cresterea gradului
de cunoastere a resurselor/rezervelor minerale.” ;

(iii) La randul sau, activitatea de explorare, astfel cum este definita de art. 3 pct. 12 din
Legea Minelor nr. 85/2003, include “ansamblul de studii si activitdti pentru
identificarea zacamintelor, evaluarea cantitativa si calitativa a acestora, precum Si
determinarea conditiilor tehnice si economice de valorificare”.

In concluzie, din analiza textelor legale citate mai sus, rezultd c& in baza unei licente de
exploatare se pot desfagura atat activitati de exploatare, cat si activitati de explorare.

Dispozitiile art. 5 alin. (4) din Legea Minelor nr. 85/2003, reglementeaza cu caracter imperativ
obligatia de confidentialitate cu privire la informatiile privind activitatile miniere, mentionand
faptul ca ,autoritatea competenta, titularii de licente/permise, precum gi alte autoritati publice...
au obligatia de a pdastra confidentialitatea asupra datelor si informatiilor [...] de care iau
cunostinta in executarea atributiilor de serviciu, pe toata durata activitatilor miniere, in conditiile
prevézute de lege.”

In conformitate cu pct. 10 din Ordinul nr. 202/14.11.2003 privind aprobarea listei cu informatiile
ce constituie secret de serviciu in cadrul ANRM, emis in temeiul Legii nr. 182/2002 privind
informatiile clasificate, sunt incluse in categoria informatiilor ce constituie secrete de serviciu:
Jicenta de dare in administrare sau concesiune pentru exploatare si documentatiile aferente
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acesteia.” Mentionam ca perimetrul concesionat reprezintd o anexa la licenta, fiind parte
integranta a acesteia.

Potrivit art. 39 din Legea nr. 182/2002 privind informatiile clasificate, ,incdlcarea normelor privind
protectia_informatiilor _clasificate atrage rdaspunderea disciplinara, contraventionald, civila sau
penala, dupé caz’.

in concluzie, obligatia pastrarii confidentialitatii revine atat autorittii competente cat si titularului
acesteia, atat in temeiul legii, cat si in baza licentei si a acordurilor de confidentialitate incheiate
intre RMGC si ANRM potrivit prevederilor art. 12 din HG nr. 1208/2003 privind aprobarea
Normelor pentru aplicarea Legii Minelor nr. 85/2003 si prin urmare, aceasta informatie privind
perimetrul initial al licentei nu poate fi divulgata.

Cu titlu general, mentionam ca toate actele de reglementare a operatiunilor aferente Licentei de
concesiune pentru exploatare in Perimetrul Rosia Montana nr. 47/1999 au fost incheiate si
emise in temeiul competentelor legale ale Agentiei Nationale pentru Resurse Minerale si cu
respectarea dispozitiilor legale aplicabile.

In acest sens, Agentia Nationala pentru Resurse Minerale are competenta legala sa negocieze
si sa stabileasca clauzele gi conditiile licentelor, potrivit art. 55(1) lit. a) din Legea Minelor nr.
85/2003 (art. 40 (1) lit. b) din fosta Lege a Minelor nr. 61/1998) si art. 2 lit. b) din HG nr.
756/2003 privind organizarea si functionarea Agentiei Nationale pentru Resurse Minerale, care
prevede: “Agentia Nationald pentru Resurse Minerale are urmétoarele atributii principale:
negociaza si stabileste, impreuna cu ceilalfi concedenti ai domeniului public al statului, dupa
caz, clauzele si conditiile acordurilor petroliere, ale_licentelor si permiselor miniere, incheie astfel
de acorduri, licente si permise si reglementeaza derularea operatiunilor petroliere gi a activitéatilor
miniere prin norme, regulamente gi instructiuni tehnice emise in aplicarea actelor normative in
vigoare”.

In ceea ce priveste proiectul initiat de RMGC si care face obiectul procedurii de evaluare a
impactului asupra mediului, amplasamentul uzinei de procesare propuse a fi construite de
RMGC pentru operarea Proiectului Rosia Montana, in cadrul caruia exista si concasoarele (asa
cum rezulta din Plansa 2.3 si 2.10 din Raportul EIM, Vol.9) se gaseste inauntrul limitelor
perimetrului Licentei Rosia Montana.

In acest sens, va rugdm sa observati ca Plansa 2.2 din Raportul EIM, Vol. 9 la care se face
referire in intrebare cuprinde “Situatia existentd”, iar obiectivele gi facilitatile mentionate nu fac
obiectul proiectului minier propus de titularul RMGC si supus procedurii de obtinere a acordului
de mediu. Potrivit prevederilor legale, se supune procedurii de evaluare a impactului asupra
mediului proiectul propus de titular. In acest sens, va rugam sa notati:

(i) Art. 2 din OUG nr. 195/2005 privind protectia mediului defineste acordul de mediu drept
“actul tehnico-juridic prin care se stabilesc conditiile de realizare a proiectului, din punctul
de vedere al impactului asupra mediului; acordul de mediu reprezintad decizia autoritéatii
competente pentru protectia mediului, care da dreptul titularului de proiect sé realizeze
proiectul din punctul de vedere al protectiei mediului’

Art. 44 (3) si 45 din Ordinul nr. 860/2002 privind Procedura de evaluare a impactului asupra
mediului si de emitere a acordului de mediu, art. 10 din HG nr. 819/2002 privind stabilirea
procedurii-cadru de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului si pentru aprobarea listei proiectelor
publice sau private supuse acestei proceduri, precum si Ghidul Metodologic privind etapa de
definire a domeniului evaluarii si de realizare a raportului la studiul de evaluare — Partea Il
(Structura raportului la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului) aprobat prin Ordinul nr.
860/2002 prevad informatiile pe care titularul trebuie sa le furnizeze si procedurile de urmat in
legatura cu proiectul propus de titular pe amplasamentul respectiv si supus procedurii de
evaluare a impactului asupra mediului.
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Precizam ca activitatile miniere realizate de titularul RMGC in temeiul licentelor detinute sunt gi
vor fi realizate “in cadrul unor perimetre autorizate in acest scop de autoritatea competenta”

(potrivit prevederilor art. 4(3) din Legea Minelor nr. 85/2003).

Tn acest sens, precizam cad RMGC este titular atat al Licentei de concesiune pentru exploatare in
perimetrul Rosia Montana nr. 47/1999 ("Licenta Rosia Montana”), aprobata prin Hotararea de
Guvern nr. 458/10.06.1999, cat si al Licentei de concesiune pentru explorare in perimetrul
Complexul Bucium nr. 218/1999 (’Licenta Bucium”), aprobatd prin Ordinul ANRM nr.
60/17.05.1999 in perimetrul careia se gasesc resurse similare celor care constituie obiectul
Licentei Rosia Montana. Mentionam ca, potrivit prevederilor art. 17(1), 18(2) lit. a) si 20 din
Legea Minelor nr. 85/2003, titularul RMGC are dreptul legal de a obtine direct licenta de
exploatare pentru perimetrul Bucium.

Subliniem totodata ca, potrivit dispozitiilor legale, autorizarea activitatilor miniere, inclusiv cele
aferente zonei industriale din cadrul Proiectului Rosia Montana, este de competenta Agentiei
Nationale pentru Resurse Minerale, fiind o etapa ulterioara emiterii acordului de mediu pentru
Proiectul Rosia Montana, care face in acest moment obiectul procedurii de evaluare a impactului
asupra mediului.

Mentionam ca Licenta Rosia Montana are o duratd de 20 de ani, cu posibilitatea prelungirii
acesteia, potrivit Legii Minelor. in conformitate cu dispozitiile legale, obiectul Licentei Rosia
Montana il reprezintda exploatarea resurselor miniere din perimetrul Rosia Montand si nu
activitatea desfagurata de CNCAF Minvest SA, companie afiliata la licenta.

in urma activitatilor de explorare-dezvoltare desfiasurate de RMGC, au fost identificate detaliat
resursele si rezervele existente in perimetrul Rosia Montana. Proiectul minier propus de RMGC
are In vedere exploatarea acestor resurse si rezerve descoperite in urma ansamblului de studii
si activitati pentru identificarea zacamintelor, evaluarea cantitativa si calitativa a acestora,
precum si prin determinarea conditiilor tehnice si economice de valorificare. Noua exploatare
miniera este planificata si proiectata cu respectarea standardelor internationale gi va implica
utilizarea celor mai bune tehnici disponibile in vederea operarii sigure, a protejarii mediului si a
atenuarii impactului.

in conformitate cu dispozitiile legale, RMGC urmeazéa intreaga procedura de autorizare pentru
noile exploatari miniere, dezbaterea publica a Raportului la Studiul de Impact asupra Mediului
fiind o etapa obligatorie Tn cadrul acestui proces de autorizare.

in concluzie, nu este necesara obtinerea unei alte licente miniere, in conditiile in care RMGC
este titularul unei licente de concesiune pentru exploatarea perimetrului Rosia Montana.

Operatiunile in zona Rogia Montana ale CNCAF Minvest S.A. — subsidiara a Rosiamin, societate
a carui unic actionar este statul roméan, au incetat in baza politicii nationale privind minele
subventionate de stat, ca parte a negocierilor care preced aderarea Romaniei la UE.

in baza Strategiei in domeniul Industriei Miniere pentru 2004-2010, aprobate prin H.G nr.
615/2004 inchiderea minelor neviabile a fost decisa de catre Guvern ca o modalitate de a
micsora pierderile din sectorul minier subventionat de stat. Pana la sfarsitul anului 2006, a fost
aprobata prin Hotarare de Guvern inchiderea a 462 de mine si cariere [,Starea inchiderii minelor
si reabilitarea mediului”, de pe pagina oficiala a Ministerului Economiei si Comertului
http://www.minind.ro.], iar procesul continua si in 2007 cu alte obiective miniere, printre care se
numara si cel desfasurat de CNCAF Minvest S.A. — subsidiara a Rosiamin.

Mentionam ca Licenta Rosia Montana are o duratd de 20 de ani, cu posibilitatea prelungirii
acesteia, In conformitate cu Legea Minelor. in conformitate cu dispozitile legale, obiectul
Licentei Rosia Montanad il reprezintd exploatarea resurselor miniere din perimetrul Rosia
Montana si nu activitatea de productie a CNCAF Minvest SA, care a fost intrerupta in mai 2006.
in perimetrul licentei continud sa se desfigoare atat activitati miniere de inchidere de mine,
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urmare incetarii activitatii de productie de catre afiliatul CNCAF Minvest SA, céat si activitati de
explorare-dezvoltare de catre titularul RMGC, aflat in acest moment in etapa autorizarii, care va
permite extractia si prelucrarea resurselor minerale de catre titularul Licentei Rosia Montana.

In concluzie, Rosia Montan& Gold Corporation SA este titular al unei licente de exploatare
valabile, in perimetrul careia se desfagoara activitati miniere, iar incetarea activitatii de productie
a afiliatului CNCAF Minvest SA nu reprezinta una dintre cauzele expres si limitativ prevazute de
lege care ar putea conduce la anularea Licentei Rogia Montana.

RMGC nu a avut nici un rol in conducerea fostei exploatari RosiaMin si, drept urmare, nu a
afectat profitabilitatea ei Tn nici un fel. Operatiunile in zona Rosia Montana ale CNCAF Minvest
S.A. — subsidiard a Rogiamin, societate a carui unic actionar este statul roman, au incetat in
baza politicii nationale privind minele subventionate de stat, ca parte a negocierilor care preced
aderarea Romaniei la UE.

Petentul are dreptate cand spune ca intreprinderea existenta, care a fost inchisa in mai 2006,
era neprofitabila. Exploatarea existentd era administratd de statul romén, folosind tehnologii
daténd tocmai din anii 1980. Singura activitate de pana acum a societati RMGC pe aceasta
proprietate a constat in urmatoarele: investigatii pentru a defini dimensiunile zacamintelor; lucrari
de proiectare; activitati de autorizare, precum si initiative de dezvoltare a patrimoniului si a
comunitati. RMGC propune o mina noua, moderna pentru Rosia Montana, de la care se
asteapta sa fie profitabila la practic orice pret al aurului.

Un studiu de fezabilitate adecvat pentru banci a fost elaborat de experti ai unei terte parti si a
fost confirmat de institutiile de creditare de la care se preconizeaza obtinerea unui imprumut de
600 milioane USD pentru constructia acestui proiect. Pe baza analizei acestei terte parti,
proiectul ar raméne profitabil chiar daca pretul de piata pentru aur si argint ar scadea fata de
nivelul lor actual. Pe baza unui pret al aurului de USD 600/uncie si un pret al argintului de USD
10,50 /uncie, profitul total pentru toti actionarii Proiectului Rosia Montana (RMP) este de 1.572
milioane USD , cu o rata a profitabilitatii interne de 26%.

Conducerea firmei Gabriel Resources Ltd., principalul actionar al RMGC, are o experienta de
peste 60 de ani, obtindnd autorizarea a sapte proiecte de exploatare miniera pe patru
continente. Este o temelie extrem de solida pentru a lucra la Proiectul Rosia Montana.

n ceea ce priveste impactul asupra caselor monument istoric, trebuie precizat faptul ca in martie
2006 a fost efectuat un studiu de specialitate referitor la starea de conservare a fiecarui imobil
monument istoric in parte. Acest studiu a fost efectuat de catre IPROMIN si Universitatea
Tehnica de Constructii Bucuresti, institutii cu larga expertiza in domeniul proiectarii miniere si a
sigurantei constructiilor. Acest studiu propune masurile de urgentd in ceea ce priveste
consolidarea tuturor acestor imobile. De asemenea, aceleasi institutii, mai sus amintite, au
efectuat un studiu experimental pentru masurarea vibratiilor propagate de activitatile de puscare
in zona protejata a centrului istoric si in zona acestui grup de case monument istoric din afara
zonei protejate. Masuratorile s-au facut prin simularea unei explozii majore de 3000 kg
explozibil, detonat in conditii normale, fara trepte de intarziere sau aplicarea altor tehnologii de
ultima generatie, utilizate la ora actuald in mineritul modern. in baza acestui studiu, au putut fi
elaborate masuri de atenuare a impactului potential produs de cele patru cariere, mai exact
efectul puscarilor in ceea ce priveste monumentele istorice.

In conformitate cu Lista Monumentelor Istorice publicatd de Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor in
Monitorul Oficial Nr. 646 bis, din data de 16.07.2004, in prezent, sunt clasate ca monument
istoric 41 de imobile de pe cuprinsul localitatii Rosia Montana, respectiv doua biserici gi 39 de
case (cod L.M.l. 2004: AB-IlI-s-B-00269, si apoi de la de la AB-lI-m-B-00271 la AB-II-m-B-
00311). Aceste cladiri monument istoric nu sunt raspandite intre cele patru cariere ci sunt
grupate astfel: 35 dintre acestea sunt situate in cuprinsul Zonei Protejate Centru Istoric Rosia
Montana, iar 6 sunt grupate in zona actualului centru administrativ al comunei, in cuprinsul
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viitoarei zone de dezvoltare industriala. Nici unul dintre aceste monumente istorice nu va fi
afectat de implementarea proiectului minier.

in momentul de fatéd compania RMGC detine 14 cl&diri cu statut de monument istoric. Acestea
au fost achizitionate urméand procedurile legale prevazute de catre Legea 422/2001, la momentul
achizitiei imobilele aflandu-se in diferite stari de conservare, acest lucru fiind consemnat atat in
contractele de vanzare-cumparare, cat si in diferite imagini realizate de la achizitionarea
acestora si pana astazi.

in baza prevederilor legale, RMGC a initiat din anul 2001 procesul de elaborare a acestor
documentatii de urbanism specifice — Planul de Urbanism General si Planul de Urbanism Zonal.
Ele au fost elaborate de firme roméanesti autorizate si au urmat procedura legala de aprobare.
Avizul pentru instituirea Zonei Protejate Centru Istoric Rosia Montana a fost emis de Ministerul
Culturii si Cultelor in cursul anului 2002 (avizele nr. 61/14.02.2002 si nr. 178/20.06.2002) ca
parte a procedurii de autorizare a documentatiilor de urbanism. In baza acestor avize, Ministerul
Culturii si Cultelor a solicitat elaborarea Planului de Urbanism Zonal pentru zona Centrala
Istorica. Treizeci si cinci (35) din cele 41 de imobile monument istoric, sunt localizate in cuprinsul
Zonei Protejate Centru Istoric Rosia Montana, dintre care, o biserica catolica. Conform
recomandarilor Comisiei Nationale a Monumentelor Istorice, suprafata acestei zone a fost marita
semnificativ. Aceasta zona va fi restaurata si conservata in ansamblul ei, urmand sa fie deschis
un muzeu al mineritului, care sa cuprinda mai multe sectiuni — expozitia in aer ce va cuprinde
toate gospodariile traditional-istorice si elemente de patrimoniu industrial, o expozitie asupra
istoriei mineritului pe aceste meleaguri, un circuit muzeal subteran organizat in jurul galeriei
istorice Catalina Monulegti — galeria in care au fost descoperite cele mai multe tablite cerate. Nu
este insa in intentia companiei sa determine muzeificarea acestei zone, ci, se preconizeaza ca
toate casele, inclusiv imobilele monument istoric restaurate, sa fie locuite in continuare de catre
localnici, iar acolo unde acestia vor opta pentru relocare, respectivele case vor fi locuite de catre
persoane ce vor lucra in cadrul Proiectului Minier Rosia Montana. Mentionam doar faptul ca in
prezent sunt in curs de derulare proiectele de restaurare a 11 case monument istoric proprietate
RMGC.

Compania doreste sa protejeze si sa promoveze toate aceste lucruri, iar pentru asta vor fi luate
masuri speciale atat in cuprinsul zonei protejate Centru Istoric Rosia Montana (restaurare-
consolidare-conservare), cat si in perimetrul industrial (utilizarea de tehnici speciale de puscare,
crearea de zone tampon intre cele 2 perimetre, monitorizarea continua a vibratiilor si adaptarea
puscarilor in functie de viteza de propagare a undelor, etc.).

Compania si-a asumat public — In cadrul Raportului la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra
mediului - un amplu program de reabilitare si restaurare a monumentelor istorice si a Zonei
Protejate Centru Istoric Rosia Montana, astfel ca nu se urmareste cheltuirea unor fonduri
semnificative in aceasta directie, fara sa fie luate toate masurile tehnice si de siguranta care se
impun pentru ca viitoarea exploatare miniera sa nu afecteze aceste structuri.

Pentru mai multe detalii legate de aceste studii si simulari efectuate de catre Universitatea
Tehnica si IPROMIN pe tema masurilor specifice de atenuare a impactului puscarilor asupra
cladirilor monument istoric va rugam sa consultati materialul de specialitate anexat. De
asemenea va rugam sa consultati anexa intitulata ,Informatii cu privire la patrimoniul cultural al
Rosiei Montane si gestionarea acestuia” pentru detalii privind masurile preconizate in ceea ce
priveste reabilitarea si restaurarea monumentelor istorice din zona Rosia Montana.

S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. tine cont de importanta patrimoniului cultural de la
Rosia Montana si de prevederile legale in vigoare, astfel ca a alocat in perioada 2001-2006 un
buget pentru cercetarea patrimoniului de peste 10 milioane USD. Avand in vedere rezultatele
cercetarilor, opiniile specialigtilor gi deciziile autoritatilor competente, bugetul prevazut de catre
companie pentru cercetarea, conservarea si restaurarea patrimoniului cultural al Rosiei Montane
in viitorii ani, in conditiile implementarii proiectului minier, este de 25 de milioane USD, dupa
cum a fost facut public Tn Studiul de Impact asupra Mediului in mai 2006 (vezi Raport la Studiul
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de Impact asupra Mediului, vol. 32, Plan de Management pentru patrimoniul arheologic din zona
Rosia Montana, p. 78-79). Astfel, se are in vedere continuarea cercetarilor in zona Orlea, dar in
special crearea unui Muzeu modern al Mineritului cu expoziti de geologie, arheologie,
patrimoniu industrial si etnografic, amenajarea accesului turistic in galeria Catalina-
Monulesti si la monumentul de la Tau Gauri, dar si conservarea si restaurarea celor 41 de
cladiri monument istoric si a zonei protejate Centru Istoric Rogia Montana.

Peisajul cultural al Rosiei Montane a fost modelat de-a lungul a aproape 1900 de ani de istorie a
mineritului, fiind generat, astfel, un exemplu aparte al unei comunitati miniere in cadrul muntilor
Carpati si al Romaniei. Mineritul a influentat toate aspectele vietii de la Rogia Montana,
determinand aparitia unei culturi miniere care si-a pus amprenta asupra unui numar de fatete
legate de evolutia localitatii, precum structura acesteia si tesutul sau urban, arhitectura,
etnografia, viata economica si spirituald, si desigur nu in ultimul rdnd a mediului natural al
acestei regiuni montane. Prezenta zacamantului aurifer a determinat tranzitia de la un mod de
existenta rural cu o densitate mica de populatie catre o structura cu caracter centralizat, care a
persistat din perioade mai vechi si pana in sec. XIX, cand practic localitatea devine un centru
cvasiurban.

Mentiunea pe care petentul o face se refera la ceea ce a insemnat deschiderea carierei in zona
masivului Cetate in anul 1975, de catre statul roman. Astfel, incepand cu anii 1970, in perioada
comunista, au fost efectuate lucrari de exploatare in cariere deschise in masivele Cetate si
Carnic, aceste cariere si infrastructura industriala asociata acestora distrugand — fara nicio
cercetare de specialitate prealabila — importante vestigii, in principal celebrele: ,Curti romane” si
,Fereastra imparatului”. In contextul realizarii studiilor premergatoare documentatiei necesare
pentru Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului pentru Proiectul Rosia Montana au fost elaborate
un istoric al cercetarilor istorico-arheologice din zona Rosia Montana inainte de anul 2000 (vezi
vol. 6 — Studiu de conditii initiale asupra patrimoniului cultural, Anexa F, p. 157-163) si un
inventar al descoperirilor arheologice intdmplatoare inainte de anul 2000 (vezi vezi vol. 6 —

Anuntat Tnca din anul 1972, prin adoptarea World Heritage Convention (Conventia asupra
patrimoniului mondial), si anterior de catre Carta de la Venetia (1964, 1966), care face referiri la
context si vecinatatea monumentului sau ansamblului monument istoric, conceptului de ,peisaj
cultural” i se acorda o atentie speciala abia in decembrie 1992 prin adoptarea instrumentelor de
identificare si conservare a zonelor ce urmau investite cu aceasta titulatura. Astfel, termenul
reuneste diverse manifestari ale interactiunii om-natura, reprezentative pentru gradul de evolutie
al societatii umane sub influenta constrangerilor de ordin fizic, a oportunitatilor habitatului natural
si a factorilor social, economic si cultural.

Peisajul cultural reflectda modul in care o anumita comunitate interactioneazd cu mediul sau
inconjurator. Adesea, peisajul cultural reflecta tehnici specifice pentru utilizarea resurselor
naturale, tindnd cont de caracteristicile si limitele mediului inconjurator (vezi Conventia UNESCO
- WHO, 1996). Conceptul de peisaj cultural prinde contur in 1992, cand World Heritage
Committee (WHC - UNESCO) a luat in considerare acest concept, plecand de la o serie de
notiuni referitoare la definirea criteriului de “valoare exceptionald”, ceea ce a determinat o serie
de modificari aduse conventiei UNESCO din 1972. Astfel, in urma unor serii intregi de discutii
intre specialisti internationali in acest domeniu, a fost adoptatd Conventia europeana a peisajului
(Conventia de la Florenta, 2000) care are ca scop protejarea, managementul si amenajarile
teritoriale ale tuturor peisajelor, dar si a peisajului viu. Aceasta conventie europeana a peisajului,
adoptata de Consiliul Europei, introduce un set recomandari referitoare la protectia, gestionarea
si dezvoltarea tuturor peisajelor din Europa, institutiile administratiei centrale din tarile europene
fiind responsabile pentru implementarea efectiva a acestor prevederi si reglementari. Conventia
a fost ratificata de Romania prin Legea 451/2002.

Suntem de acord ca Rogia Montana nu este un sat obignuit din Muntii Apuseni. Acest lucru este
vizibil cu ochiul liber pentru fiecare dintre noi, si a fost evidentiat si de studiile efectuate de

Pagina 7 din 24



diferite echipe de cercetatori, in ceea ce priveste arhitectura si ,urbanizarea” sa, cat si
elementele de etnografie si etnologie.

Peisajul Rosiei Montane are, din punct de vedere cultural, doua componente majore: cea
subterana, evidentiata prin cercetarile de arheologie miniera din ultimii ani si cea de suprafata,
reprezentata de vestigiile arheologice de suprafata, de imobilele monument istoric concentrate in
centrul istoric si de monumentele naturii.

Starea de conservare si natura vestigiilor antice miniere subterane din masivul Carnic au fost
determinate prin cercetari exhaustive de arheologie miniera, care au demonstrat ca accesul
extrem de dificil, riscul deosebit de ridicat in ceea ce priveste siguranta persoanelor, dispersia
lor spatiala si costurile enorme fac imposibila conservarea si punerea in circuit turistic a
acestora. Dupa cum a fost mentionat in studiile de specialitate din cadrul documentatiei EIM, o
buna parte din aceste tipuri de lucrari se pot regasi in sectoarele ce vor fi protejate de impactul
proiectului minier, cum este cazul zonelor Cos - Catalina Monulesti, Paru-Carpeni si Piatra
Corbului, toate avand elemente de unicitate si de reprezentativitate care argumenteaza o decizie
stiintifica in sensul conservarii in situ.

Vestigiile arheologice de suprafatd au fost afectate In mod semnificativ de amenajarile conexe
exploatarilor miniere istorice — galerii, halde, instalatii de prelucrare a minereului — steampuri,
precum si de infrastructura industriala aferenta — tauri, drumuri, canale de aductiune, cat si,
desigur, de locuirea permanenta a vaii Rosiei in ultimii 700 de ani. Trei categorii principale de
monumente arheologice au putut fi studiate, respectiv, zone de locuire cu infrastructura aferenta
(Hop-Gauri, Habad, Taul Tapului, Dealul Carpeni), zone sacre cu temple in aer liber (Habad,
Valea Nanului si posibil Carpeni) si, nu in ultimul rand, zone funerare (necropole de incineratie
ale colonigtilor antici descoperite in punctele Hop, Taul Corna, Jig-Piciorag, Tarina, Paraul
Porcului — Taul Secuilor si grupurile de morminte de pe Valea Nanului si Dealul Carpeni). Dupa
7 ani de cercetari arheologice, au fost conturate doua perimetre ce pot fi asimilate ca ,,zone
protejate”: monumentul funerar roman de la Tau Gauri si dealul Carpeni, unde au fost
identificate zone de habitat cu cladiri romane, precum si o zona funerara si una sacra.

Valorile de arhitectura sunt grupate in principal in partea superioara a localitatii, in aga numita
zona Piata. Aici se afla 35 din cele 41 de case monument istoric ale Rogiei Montane. Toata
aceasta rezervatie de arhitectura, ce are un farmec aparte, este cuprinsa in zona protejata
Centru Istoric Rosia Montana. Pentru a statuta juridic limitele acestei Zone Protejate, compania
a contractat firme autorizate pentru elaborarea Planului de Urbanism Zonal prin care se va
stabili regulamentul de urbanism al zonei gi activitatile permise in cadrul acesteia, document
aflat in curs de redactare.

Mentionam ca zona protejatéd a Rogiei Montane va avea o suprafata de peste 130 de ha si va
cuprinde valorile de arhitectura din cadrul acestei localitati (restaurate si puse in valoare), dar si
ale valori de patrimoniu organizate sub forma unui muzeu al mineritului cu expozitii de geologie,
arheologie, etnografie (cu o sectie in aer liber), patrimoniu industrial si o importanta componenta
subterand dezvoltata in jurul galeriei Catalina Monulesti. in aceasta parte a localitatii compania
va urmari s promoveze dezvoltarea turismului traditional (pensiuni, mici localuri). in aceasta
zona estica si sud-estica a centrului vechi se afla si taurile istorice: Taul Mare, Taul Brazi si Taul
Anghel. Astfel exista in acest perimetru premisele pentru dezvoltarea viitoare a unui turism
modern de agrement.

In ceea ce priveste monumentele naturii Piatra Corbului si Piatra Despicata, acestea sunt
incadrate conform Legii 5/2000 din 6 martie 2000 privind aprobarea Planului de amenajare a
teritoriului national - Sectiunea a lll-a - zone protejate, (Publicat in Monitorul Oficial nr.152 din 12
aprilie 2000) la sectiunea Zone naturale protejate de interes national si monumente ale naturii,
punctele 2.8 (Piatra Despicatd) si 2.83 (Piatra Corbului). In acelasi timp, ca rezultat al
cercetarilor arheologice efectuate la Rosia Montana prin Programul National de Cercetare
Alburnus Maior, finantat in conformitate cu prevederile legale de catre RMGC, zona Piatra
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Corbului a fost clasatd monument istoric, respectiv Galeriile romane din masivul Carnic, zona
“Piatra Corbului”.

in ceea ce priveste un alt element definitoriu al peisajului Rosiei Montane, respectiv taurile,
trebuie subliniat ca unele dintre acestea vor fi pastrate, astfel Taul Mare, Taul Anghel si Taul
Brazi vor fi integrate n planurile de dezvoltare turistica preconizate pentru Zona Protejata Centru
Istoric Rosia Montana. Taul Gauri este inclus in zona de protectie a incintei funerare romane
care va fi restaurata in situ, iar Taul Tarina nu va fi afectat de proietul Rosia Montana. Taul
Cornei urmeaza sa fie afectat de implementare proiectului minier.

In contextul elaborarii PUG pentru comuna Rosia Montana, la solicitarea expresd a Comisiei
Nationale a Monumentelor Istorice din anul 2002 (Aviz MCC — CNMI nr. 61/14.02.2002), aceasta
documentatie urbanistica elaborata de catre S.C. Proiect Alba S.A., a fost completata de catre
S.C. OPUS - Atelier de arhitectura S.R.L., care a realizat un studiu istoric si un studiu special
privind elementele de peisaj cultural din Rosia Montana. Acest studiu a fost aprobat de catre
Comisia Nationala a Monumentelor Istorice din cadrul Ministerului Culturii si Cultelor, prin
avizele MCC nr. 177/20.06.2002 si 178/20.06.2002, referitor la aprobarea PUG Rosia Montana
si a documentatiei de urbanism conexe.

Ca o concluzie a studiului realizat de catre OPUS in anul 2002 — in completarea documentatiei
PUG Rosia Montana - se faceau - inca din anul 2002 - urmatoarele precizari: ,Disparitia
industriei miniere traditionale in anii "50 si disparitia proprietétii private in domeniul exploatarii
aurifere, precum i initierea exploatarii de suprafatd din anii 70 au condus la modificari ale
peisajului, la modificarea structurii si ocupatiilor populatiei, la parasirea si degradarea unor
constructii industriale traditionale, la demolarea, degradarea sau chiar ruinarea unor constructii
sau ansambluri, printre care unele de reala valoare patrimoniala. Implantarea fara discernamant
a unor locuinte colective (blocuri) a contribuit si mai mult la alterarea unor zone valoroase ale
ansamblului urban. Potrivit Studiului conditiilor de mediu pentru lucréarile de explorare geologica
din zona Rosia Montana realizat de Agraro-Consult S.A. in colaborare cu Institutul de Cercetare
pentru Epurarea Apelor Reziduale S.C. Prospectiuni S.A., ICECHIM si Apele Roméne mediul
ambiant este puternic afectat de activitatile miniere desfasurate de-a lungul timpului cu implicatii
asupra apei raului Rogia, Aries si a solului. In plus, toate actiunile intreprinse in zond in aceasta
perioada au ignorat cu desavarsire imensul capital arheologic existent si cunoscut in mare
masura doar documentar, fapt care a condus la distrugerea a numeroase vestigii, mai ales
legate de istoria si continuitatea exploatarilor aurifere pe o perioadd de circa doud milenii. Lipsa
legéturilor rutiere dintre localitatile comunei, transportul in comun asigurat sporadic, conditiile
economice precare contribuie la izolarea comunei Rosia Montana de contextul economico-social
national. Cum valoarea sitului rezida in organicitatea rezultatd din modul unic de
interconditionare a reliefului cu functiunile specifice si cu adaptarea perfectd a rezolvarilor
urbanistic-arhitecturale, caracteristici sedimentate de-a lungul unei mari perioade de timp,
péstrarea situatiei din anii ’50 ar fi putut conduce astézi la inscrierea cu succes a localitatii Rogia
Montana in integralitatea ei ca un sit clasat in categoria "peisajelor culturale”. Asa cum arata
insa situatia actuala, o asemenea incadrare nu mai este posibila. Mai mult, asa cum rezultd
din inventarierile valorilor de patrimoniu national si local, din cercetarea sociologica si din
cercetarea de teren, degradarea localitatii este un proces progresiv gi, in cazul pastrarii
conditiilor actuale, vom asista neputinciogi la disparitia intregii localitati, nu numai a elementelor
de valoare.” Aceste concluzii ale S.C. OPUS — Atelier de arhitectura S.R.L. au fost prezentate in
documentatia ,Completarea documentatiei pentru P.U.G. Rosia Montana; Studiu de
restructurare a centrului istoric Rosia Montana”, care a fost avizata de catre MCC in anul 2002.
Pentru informatii de sinteza asupra cercetarilor i studiilor efectuate la Rosia Montana privitoare
la patrimoniul cultural, precum si pentru a cunoaste concluziile specialigtiior in aceasta
chestiune, va rugam sa consultati anexa intitulata ,Informatii cu privire la patrimoniul cultural al
Rogiei Montane si gestionarea acestuia”, menitd sa completeze informatiile si datele prezentate
mai sus.
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in Studiul de Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului, vol. 6 — Studiu de conditii initiale asupra
patrimoniului cultural se precizeaza la pagina 15 ca: ,Aparitia acestor aflorimente de roca este
relativ minimalizata in peisajul general si amplasarea lor pe versantii din Cetate si Céarnic, ce se
caracterizeaza prin prezenta excavatiilor si rocilor sterile, diminueaza mult valoarea lor estetica.”
Astfel, in evaluarea conditiilor actuale se subliniaza ca valoarea estetica a acestor monumente
ale naturii este deja diminuata de exploatarile miniere precedente.

in proiectul propus de catre RMGC, Piatra Corbului nu este afectatad, fiind situatd in afara
viitoarei cariere Carnic. Pe parcursul fazelor operative ale exploatarii in apropierea acestei zone,
vor fi luate toate masurile tehnice de minimizare a impactului, astfel incat integritatea acesteia sa
nu aiba de suferit.

Referitor la Piatra Despicata, aceasta este un bloc de andezit cu o greutate de aproximativ doua
tone. Tn anul 2002, Comisia pentru Ocrotirea Monumentelor Naturii a Academiei Romane, ca
urmare a documentatiei inaintate de catre S.C. Agraro Consult S.R.L., a avizat mutarea acesteia
pe un alt amplasament, care nu va fi afectat de viitoarele exploatri. Tn consecinta, cu mijloace
tehnice absolut normale in ceea ce priveste gabaritul, sub coordonare si supraveghere de
specialitate, Piatra Despicatda va fi mutata intr-un amplasament avizat de catre Academia
Romana si Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor.

Astfel, in perioada de operare, Piatra Despicata nu se va afla in zona industriala, iar Piatra
Corbului are de jur imprejur o zona de protectie cu suprafata de 5,5 ha, suficient cat sa nu o
pozitioneze pe marginea unui crater, aga cum va temeti dumneavoastra.

Piatra Corbului si Piatra Despicata sunt incadrate conform Legii 5/2000 din 6 martie 2000 privind
aprobarea Planului de amenajare a teritoriului national - Sectiunea a lll-a - zone protejate,
(Publicat in Monitorul Oficial nr.152 din 12 aprilie 2000) la sectiunea Zone Naturale Protejate de
Interes National si Monumente ale Naturii, punctele 2.8 (Piatra Despicatd) si 2.83 (Piatra
Corbului).

In acelasi timp, ca rezultat al cercetéarilor arheologice efectuate la Rosia Montana prin
,Programul National de Cercetare Alburnus Maior”, finantat in conformitate cu prevederile legale
de catre RMGC, zona Piatra Corbului a fost clasatda monument istoric, la fel si Galeriile romane
din masivul Cérnic, zona “Piatra Corbului” (cod LMI AB-I-s-A-20329), (cf. Monitorul Oficial Nr.
646 bis, din data de 16.07.2004, jud. Alba, pozitia 146).

Cercetarea arheologica preventiva din perimetrul de dezvoltare a proiectului minier Rosia
Montana s-a desfasurat prin tehnicile specifice, respectiv sondarea tuturor zonelor accesibile si,
in acelagi timp, propice locuirii umane, tindndu-se cont de informatii bibliografice si de
observatiile facute in cursul campaniilor perieghetice, de studiile geofizice si analizele zborurilor
fotogrametrice. Dezvoltarea in suprafata a cercetarilor s-a produs acolo unde realitatile
arheologice au impus-o. La Rosia Montana cercetarile arheologice au fost efectuate pe zone
ample, avand un caracter exhaustiv in zonele cu potential arheologic. ASTFEL, TOATE
PERIMETRELE PENTRU CARE S-A APLICAT PROCEDURA DE DESCARCARE DE
SARCINA ARHEOLOGICA AU FOST CERCETATE. Toate cercetarile au fost realizate conform
prevederilor legale in vigoare, respectiv cele stabilite prin OMCC nr. 2392 din 06.09.2004 privind
instituirea de catre Ministerului Culturii si Cultelor a Standardelor si Procedurilor Arheologice.

Trebuie subliniat ca acest tip de cercetare — cunoscuta sub denumirea de cercetare arheologica
preventiva / de salvare / contractuala - se face insa, peste tot in lume, in conexiune cu interesul
economic pentru anumite zone, iar costurile acesteia, ca si costurile de punere in valoare si
intretinere a zonelor pastrate sunt asigurate de cei care fac investitia, realizdndu-se un
parteneriat public—privat Tn sensul protejarii patrimoniului cultural, conform prevederilor
Conventiei europene de la Malta (1992) cu privire la protejarea patrimoniului arheologic [Textul
conventiei este disponibil la adresa web:
http://conventions.coe.int/Treaty/Commun/QueVoulezVous.asp?NT=143&CM=8&DF=7/6/2006&
CL=ENG].
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RMGC a asigurat — conform prevederilor legale in vigoare in Romania — resursele financiare
necesare pentru evaluarea si studierea acestor tipuri de vestigii arheologice. Respectand opiniile
si concluziile cercetatorilor, care au efectuat aceste studii, si deciziile autoritatilor competente —
Ministerul Culturii i Cultelor - Comisia Nationala de Arheologie, respectiv Comisia Nationala a
Monumentelor Istorice, compania nu a facut decat sa asigure o serie de cheltuieli materiale —
dotari, echipamente de lucru si de protectia muncii, cheltuieli cu forta de munca, conform
prevederilor legale.

Notiunea de cercetare arheologica nu presupune numai efectuarea de sapaturi arheologice

propriu-zise. Acest tip de cercetare se realizeaza prin mijloace specifice si metodologii adaptate

realitatilor unui anumit sit. In cazul nostru, la Rosia Montana, acestea au constat in:
. Studii de arhiva;

Periegheza si evaluare de teren; sondaje arheologice;

Survol aerian gi interpretare aerofoto; imagine satelitara de mare rezolutie;

Studii de arheologie miniera, topografie subterana si modelare 3D;

Studii de geofizica;

Cercetari arheologice ample in zonele cu potential arheologic identificat — efectuarea

de sapaturi arheologice propriu-zise;

e  Studii interdisciplinare — sedimentologie, arheozoologie, palinologie comparata, arheo-
metalurgie, geologie, mineralogie;

. Datare radiocarbon si dendrocronologica;

o Inregistrarea cercetarilor si a rezultatelor acestora intr-o baza de date integraté;

e Topografie arheologica in format clasic si digital si elaborarea proiectului GIS;
realizarea arhivei foto — clasica si digitala;

. Restaurarea artefactelor;

¢ Inventarierea si catalogarea digitala a artefactelor;

e Studii de specialitate pentru valorificarea rezultatelor cercetarilor - publicarea de
volume stiintifice, expozitii, sit web etc.

Toate cercetarile arheologice cu caracter preventiv desfasurate la Rogsia Montana incepand cu
anul 2000 si pana in prezent au fost realizate in cadrul unui program complex de cercetare, fiind
emise, in conformitate cu prevederile legale, autorizatii de sapatura arheologica preventiva.
Cercetarile arheologice au fost coordonate din punct de vedere stiintific de catre Muzeul
National de Istorie a Romaniei, la derularea acestora participand un numar de 21 de institutii de
specialitate romanesti si 3 din strainatate. Toate cercetarile au fost efectuate conform
prevederilor legale in vigoare. Cercetarile derulate in fiecare campanie arheologica sunt
autorizate de catre MCC in baza planului anual de cercetare arheologica aprobat de catre
Comisia Nationala de Arheologie.

Conform legislatiei romane in vigoare (respectiv OMCC nr. 2392 din 06.09.2004 privind
instituirea de catre MCC a Standardelor si Procedurilor Arheologice), autorii cercetarii nu sunt
abilitati sa acorde descarcarea de sarcina arheologica. In urma procesului complex de
cercetare, se intocmeste o documentatie exhaustivda a zonei investigate, care cuprinde
propunerile arheologilor, iar dupa consultarea acesteia Comisia Nationald de Arheologie
recomanda sau nu, dupa caz, eliberarea certificatului catre Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor.

Pentru detalii privind cadrul legislativ si obligatile care fi revin titularului de proiect prin
conformare la prevederile legale va rugam sa consultati anexa intitulata ,Informatii cu privire la
patrimoniul cultural al Rosiei Montane si gestionarea acestuia”. In acelasi context pot fi gasite
informatii suplimentare privind cercetarile efectuate in cadrul Programului National de Cercetare
»<Alburnus Maior” in perioada 2001-2006.

In cadrul zonei de dezvoltare industriald au fost incluse acele zone pentru care s-a obtinut

certificatul de descarcare de sarcina arheologica. Exista insa si zone aflate - in momentul de
fata - in curs de cercetare din punct de vedere arheologic, pentru acestea fiind posibil ca in viitor
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sa se poata obtine — urmand procedurile legale - descarcarea de sarcina arheologica.

Pana in anul 1999 la Rosia Montana, nu au fost efectuate cercetari de arheologie miniera,
practic investigarea si evaluarea stiintifica a galeriilor de aici incepand abia din acel moment.
Sintetizdnd toate aceste informatii, in Repertoriul Arheologic al judetului Alba (1995) erau
prezentate urmatoarele date cu privire la galeriile miniere romane: in decursul sec. XVIII-XX, cu
prilejul lucrarilor miniere au fost semnalate o serie de artefacte datate in epoca romana (cu
mentiunea ca multe dintre acestea nu aveau un loc precis al descoperirii, erau inedite sau numai
semnalate, iar altele chiar disparute). De asemenea, exploatarile aurifere de epoca romana, mai
ales tinand cont de locul de descoperire al tablitelor cerate, erau semnalate in preajma agezarii
civile pe dealurile Cetate, Carnic, in galeria Ecaterina Monulesti (Catalina-Monulesti), masivele
Letea (Lety) si Rotunda. Ca urmare, pana la inceputul anului 2000, despre Rosia Montana, ca
sit antic minier de epoca romana, se putea spune ca este o zona cu potential arheologic
semnificativ, in care nu se efectuasera sapaturi arheologice propriu-zise, necesare pentru a
contura in detaliu diversele elemente componente si caracteristici, precum si localizarea si
distributia spatiala a vestigiilor miniere antice din cadrul sitului.

in ciuda acestor realitati, la Rosia Montan& s-a derulat exploatarea z&camantului auro-argintifer
de catre Statul Roman in aceeasi maniera, si dupa promulgarea Legii nr. 5/2000 privind
aprobarea planului de amenajare a teritoriului national — Sectiunea a lll-a — zone protejate, unde
sunt mentionate ca valori de patrimoniu cultural si Galeriile romane ale exploatarilor miniere
aurifere, comuna Rosgia Montana, satul Rogia Montana, judet Alba (Anexa 3, sectiunea | —
arhitectura industriala; amenajari cai de comunicatie, poz. I)1.), fara a fi date alte precizari
privind localizarea, caracteristicile si distributia acestora.

In contextul implementarii unui nou proiect minier in aceastd zona, cercetarile arheologice
preventive la Rosia Montana au demarat in anul 2000 prin participarea colectivelor de arheologi
de la Muzeul National al Unirii Alba lulia si de la Institutul National al Monumentelor Istorice,
Bucuresti, iar in ceea ce priveste studiul galeriilor antice, s-a apelat la expertiza unei echipe de
la Universitatea din Toulouse. Incepand cu anul 2001, luand in considerare concluziile studiilor
preliminare din anul precedent, a fost instituit Programul National de Cercetare “Alburnus Maior”
prin Ordinul Ministrului Culturii si Cultelor nr. 2504 din 07.03.2001, desfasurandu-se in
conformitate cu prevederile Ordonantei Guvernului nr. 43/2000 privind protectia patrimoniului
arheologic si declararea unor situri arheologice ca zone de interes national, modificata, unul
dintre obiectivele acestuia fiind investigarea de catre specialisti a galeriilor miniere romane si
medievale din acest areal, precum si inventarierea s$i propunerea de solutii de
conservare/restaurare a portiunilor reprezentative. Astfel administratia centrala, respectiv
Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor s-a implicat din anul 2000 si pana in prezent, conform atributiilor
sale legale, In ceea ce priveste galeriile romane de la Rosia Montana.

Conform prevederilor legale in vigoare in Roménia, compania a asigurat resursele financiare
necesare pentru evaluarea si studierea acestor tipuri de vestigii arheologice. Respectand opiniile
si concluziile cercetatorilor care au efectuat aceste studii si deciziile autoritatilor competente —
Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor si Comisia Nationala de Arheologie, respectiv Comisia Nationala a
Monumentelor Istorice, compania a asigurat si o serie de cheltuieli materiale — dotari,
echipamente de lucru si de protectia muncii, cheltuieli cu forta de munca — constituirea unui
colectiv permanent de minieri pentru acces si asistenta in subteran a echipei de arheologi
minieri, intretinere lucrari subterane. Astfel, Tn contextul elaborarii Studiului de Impact asupra
Mediului a fost elaborat un buget dedicat acestor tipuri de lucrari.

In decursul a opt ani de cercetari la Rosia Montana, au fost explorati peste 140 km de lucrari
miniere subterane din toate epocile, doua treimi fiind localizate in masivele Carnic si Cetate, din
care aproape 7 km cumulati sunt lucrari miniere antice sapate cu unelte de fier (dalta si ciocan)
sau cu focul. Lucrarile moderne si recente, identificabile in urma studierii peretilor lor (urme de
impuscare prin perforare, forma generala a lucrarilor, comparatie cu planurile miniere de arhiva,
etc.), au fost datate, fara alte detalii, intre secolele al XVllI-lea si inceputul secolului al XX-lea,
prin intermediul analizelor de carbon radioactiv pe carbune de lemn sau pe lemn conservat. Cei
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7 km de galerii datate in epoca romana reprezinta suma tuturor lucrarilor de acest tip identificate
si cartate, in toate masivele in care s-a efectuat cercetarea si nu un tot unitar. Astfel, conform
concluziei echipei care a efectuat cercetarea marea majoritate a lucrarilor vechi au fost revizitate
si partial reexploatate de minerii care s-au succedat de-a lungul secolelor.

Trebuie, de asemenea, sa subliniem ca sapatura arheologica ce permite sa le restituie, sa le
dateze si sa le interpreteze contribuie, in acelagi timp, la cregterea vulnerabilitatii lor. Mai precis,
degajarea lucrarilor vechi le face accesibile tuturor si le expune in consecintd unor degradari. in
egala masura, executarea unor sapaturi arheologice exhaustive determina, cum este si firesc,
disparitia ,zacamantului arheologic”, deoarece, in momentul finalizarii sapaturilor, nu raman
decat structurile goale (galerii si alte lucrari), informatiile cronologice, (inventarul arheologic) in
totalitatea lor, fiind recuperate in timpul sapaturilor.

Informatii de detaliu asupra descoperirilor arheologice intamplatoare si a cercetarilor arheologice
preliminare (de suprafaté si subteran) din zona masivului Orlea au fost publicate in Studiul de

patrimoniului cultural, Anexa I, p. 219-222.

n Studiul de conditii initiale asupra patrimoniului cultural se precizeaza — vol. 6, p. 45 — ca, in
ceea ce priveste zona masivului Orlea, este planificatd continuarea cercetarii arheologice
preventive de suprafatd si subteran, respectiv intr-o zona cu potential arheologic reperat. De
asemenea, se specifica faptul ca cercetarile intreprinse pana in acest moment in zona acestui
masiv au avut un caracter preliminar. Este important de subliniat ca in cadrul studiului se face
precizarea: “Cum dezvoltarea Proiectului in zona Orlea este preconizatd pentru o datd mai
tarzie, din anul 2007 investigatiile de arheologie de suprafatd se vor concentra in acest
perimetru. Astfel activitatile de constructie implicate de dezvoltarea Proiectului, nu vor putea fi
initiate inainte de finalizarea cercetérilor arheologice, desfagurate in conformitate cu prevederile
legislative roménesti si recomandarile si practicile internationale.” (Studiul de conditii initiale
asupra patrimoniului cultural, vol. 6, p. 43).

RMGC, conform prevederilor legale, va finanta in perioada 2007 — 2012 un program de cercetari
arheologice preventive desfasurat de catre specialisti abilitati. In baza analizei rezultatelor
acestor cercetari se va putea apoi decide aplicarea sau nu a procedurii de descarcare de
sarcina arheologica. Nu existd prevederi legale care sa interzica desfasurarea cercetarilor
arheologice cu caracter preventiv in cazul zonelor cu patrimoniu arheologic reperat, asa cum
este cazul zonei Orlea.

Exista si alte zone mai restranse din cadrul sitului, cum este versantul estic al Carnicului -
sectorul Piatra Corbului si sectorul Paru Carpeni, care s-ar preta in egala masura la un program
de amenajare in vederea accesului publicului. In particular, in sectorul Piatra Corbului se gasesc
santiere romane de exploatare sapate cu focul, vestigii extraordinare, impresionante prin
dimensiunile lor mari, dar a caror pozitie, in imediata vecinatate a viitoarei cariere, trebuie luata
in considerare in vederea luarii unor masuri de protectie adecvate, necesare pentru evitarea
degradairii lor din cauza puscarilor din cariera.

Cum, in cadrul zonelor protejate conturate actualmente in perimetrul proiectului minier Rosia
Montana, respectiv Catalina Monulesti, Cos, Piatra Corbului si Paru Carpeni, arheologii francezi
au precizat ca au pus in evidentd majoritatea tipurilor de lucrari miniere care exista, astfel, si
pentru celelalte sectoare miniere care vor fi afectate de catre proiectul minier, compania si-a
asumat sustinerea financiara si logistica a lucrarilor de conservare si restaurare in aceste
perimetre. RMGC va pune la dispozitie resursele financiare necesare pentru cercetarea
arheologica ce va continua Tn sectorul minier Paru Carpeni si pentru realizarea atat a conservarii
in situ a camerelor ce adapostesc rotile hidraulice, cat si a instalatilor hidraulice si a
echipamentelor auxiliare propriu-zise care vor fi, la randul lor, restaurate. Suplimentar, sunt
prevazute fonduri din partea companiei pentru construirea unor noi roti hidraulice, identice cu
cele antice. Toate aceste actiuni prevazute de RMGC credem ca vor spori spectrul de atractii
turistice din zona.
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Consideram insa ca este necesara sublinierea existentei unui relativ paradox. In lipsa cercetarii,
datorita starii lor de conservare si a naturii acestui tip de vestigii, existenta fizica a galeriilor
romane ar fi amenintata. La randul ei, orice cercetare arheologica presupune, mai mult sau mai
putin distrugerea iremediabila a unui context pentru salvarea informatiei.

In conformitate cu cerintele Ministerului Mediului gi al Gospodarii Apelor, respectiv ale
Ministerului Culturii si Cultelor, in cadrul documentatiei privind Raportul la studiul de impact
asupra mediului, pentru proiectul Rosia Montana au fost elaborate planuri de management
specifice pentru gestionarea si conservarea valorilor de patrimoniu din zona Rosgia Montana, in
contextul implementarii proiectului minier, implicit in ceea ce priveste galeriile miniere istorice
(vezi Raportul de Evaluarea a Impactului asupra Mediului, vol. 32-33, Plan M — Plan de
management al patrimoniului cultural, partea | — Plan de management pentru patrimoniul
arheologic din zona Rosia Montana, partea ll-a — Plan de management pentru monumentele
istorice si zonele protejate din Rosia Montana, partea lll-a — Plan de management pentru
patrimoniul cultural). In aceste planuri de management sunt prezentate pe larg obligatiile si
responsabilitatile pe care compania, conform deciziilor administratiei culturale centrale, si le
asuma in contextul implementarii proiectului sdu minier — in ceea ce priveste protejarea si
conservarea valorilor de patrimoniu din zona Rosia Montana: vestigii arheologice de suprafata si
subteran, cladiri monument istoric, zone protejate, elemente de patrimoniu imaterial, elemente
de peisaj cultural etc. Se cuvine insa subliniat c&, in afara obligatiilor asumate de catre RMGC,
in privinta protejarii si conservarii vestigiilor arheologice si a monumentelor istorice, exista o
suma intreaga de obligatii care revin atat autoritatilor publice locale din Rogia Montana si judetul
Alba, cat si autoritatilor publice centrale, respectiv Statului Roméan. Planurile de management
pentru patrimoniu cultural din cadrul Raportului la Studiul de Impact asupra Mediului aduc
precizari asupra acestor aspecte (vezi Raport la Studiul de Impact asupra Mediului, vol. 32, Plan
de Management pentru patrimoniul arheologic din zona Rosia Montana, p. 21-22, 47, 52-53, 66-
67 si Raport la Studiul de Impact asupra Mediului, vol. 33, Plan de Management pentru
monumentele istorice si zonele protejate din zona Rosia Montana, p. 28-29, 48-50, 52-53, 64-
65, p. 98 — Anexa 1).

Un alt obiectiv al Programul National de Cercetare “Alburnus Maior” prin Ordinul Ministrului
Culturii si Cultelor nr. 2504 din 07.03.2001, desfagurat in conformitate cu prevederile Ordonantei
Guvernului nr. 43/2000 privind protectia patrimoniului arheologic si declararea unor situri
arheologice ca zone de interes national, modificata, este si acela de redactare a unui proiect de
realizare a viitorului muzeu dedicat mineritului din zona Muntilor Apuseni din cele mai vechi
timpuri si pana astazi, evident existdnd o componentad semnificativa referitoare la punerea in
valoare a galeriilor miniere istorice. Tinand cont de importanta retelelor studiate, este vorba de
operatiuni de restaurare extrem de ample, foarte costisitoare, la care trebuie adaugat un cost de
intretinere deloc de neglijat pe termen lung.

In concluzie, cercetarea de acest tip — cunoscutd sub denumirea de cercetare arheologica
preventiva / de salvare - se face insa, peste tot in lume, in conexiune cu interesul economic
pentru anumite zone, iar costurile acesteia, ca si costurile de punere in valoare si intretinere a
zonelor pastrate, sunt asigurate de cei care fac investitia, realizdndu-se un parteneriat public—
privat in sensul protejarii patrimoniului cultural, conform prevederilor Conventiei europene de la
Malta (1992) cu privire la protejarea patrimoniului arheologic.

Pentru detalii privind cadrul legislativ si obligatile care fi revin titularului de proiect prin
conformare la prevederile legale va rugadm sa consultati anexa intitulata ,Informatii cu privire la
patrimoniul cultural al Rosiei Montane si gestionarea acestuia”. In acelasi context pot fi gasite
informatii suplimentare privind cercetarile efectuate in cadrul Programului National de Cercetare
»2Alburnus Maior” in perioada 2001-2006.

In anul 2004, reprezentantul oficial al ICOMOS, Mounir Bouchenaki, aflat intr-o vizitd de

informare la Rosia Montana a audiat toate partile interesate si implicate in proiect. Acesta a
apreciat nivelul ridicat din punct de vedere calitativ al cercetarilor si al rezultatelor, concluzia fiind
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ca doar incurajarea dialogului, cooperarea, poate duce la gasirea unei solutii viabile de
coexistentd a dezvoltarii industriale necesare si a valorificarii stiintifice sau, dupa caz, a
conservarii patrimoniului cultural. Tn opinia acestuia, o mai buna mediatizare a muncii depuse, a
rezultatelor obtinute ar avea ca scop contracararea dezinformarii existente in anii din urma in
randul multora dintre arheologii europeni, unii dintre ei semnatari ai unei liste de protest adesea
invocate.

ICOMOS este Consiliul International pentru Monumente si Situri, o organizatie non-
guvernamentala formata din profesionisti, dedicata conservarii monumentelor si siturilor de
valoare mondiala. Carta ICOMOS a fost redactata in baza rezultatelor Cartei de la Venetia si
asigura o directie globala de abordare referitoare la patrimoniul arheologic. Conform acestei
carte patrimoniul arheologic are urmatorul inteles: “Acea parte din patrimoniul material pentru
care cercetarile arheologice ofera informatia primara. El cuprinde toate vestigiile existentei
umane si este constituit din locurile legate de toate manifestarile activitatilor umane, structuri
abandonate, si vestigii diverse (incluzand situri subterane si subacvatice), impreuna cu bunurile
culturale mobile asociate acestora.”

Carta subliniaza rolul jucat de o echipa de profesionisti calificati, care nu se rezuma numai la
arheologi, in procesul de evaluare, investigare, studiere desfasurat in faza de pre-constructie si
care constituie baza pentru masurile ulterioare de management. Un alt principiu de baza al
cartei ICOMOS este recomandarea ca resursele arheologice sa fie conservate pentru cercetari
arheologice ulterioare si ca patrimoniul arheologic sa poata fi cunoscut si apreciat de catre
public.

Referitor la conservarea unor parti din sit ca ,rezerva arheologica” pentru cercetare de catre
generatiile viitoare reamintim ca la Rosia Montana a fost delimitata zona protejata Carpeni, unde
au fost descoperite cele mai importante cladiri de epoca romana din Rosia Montana. Aceasta
suprafatd insumeaza peste 17 hectare si se incadreaza chiar in categoria enuntata de
recomandarile ICOMOS. n ceea ce priveste vestigiile subterane este cunoscut astézi potentialul
sectoarelor miniere Catalina-Monulesti si Piatra Corbului, astfel ca in cadrul acestora este de
asemenea posibila conturarea unor viitoare zone de ,rezerva arheologica”.

In mod particular, referitor la amenajarea muzeal& a galeriilor romane de la Rosia Montana, dr.
Beatrice Cauuet, coordonatoarea echipei de cercetare a vestigiilor miniere subterane spunea:
»IN perspectiva organizarii unui muzeu de sit, cu conservarea si pastrarea unor vestigii miniere in
situ, este mult mai indicat sa se selectioneze zone remarcabile Tn care sa existe diferite tipuri de
lucrari miniere specifice minelor antice de la Rosia Montana. In perspectiva punerii in valoare a
lucrarilor miniere antice, se poate lua in considerare o concentrare a mijloacelor tehnice si
financiare existente pentru restaurarea unui sector mai restrans, a priori mai ferit de reluari
moderne recente (prin urmare cu un grad mai mare de autenticitate) si situat intr-o zona a sitului
care se gaseste mai aproape de celelalte monumente istorice care urmeaza sa fie puse in
valoare, cum este cazul centrului istoric al comunei Rosia Montana. Tn sfarsit, exista si alte zone
mai restranse din cadrul sitului, situate Tn exteriorul perimetrului de impact al proiectului minier,
cum este versantul estic al Carnicului - sectorul Piatra Corbului si sectorul Paru Carpeni, care s-
ar preta, in egald méasura, la un program de amenajare in vederea accesului publicului. In
particular, in sectorul Piatra Corbului se gasesc santiere romane de exploatare sapate cu focul,
vestigii extraordinare, impresionante prin dimensiunile lor mari, dar a caror pozitie in imediata
vecinatate a viitoarei cariere trebuie luata in considerare in vederea luarii unor masuri de
protectie adecvate, necesare pentru evitarea degradarii lor din cauza puscarilor din cariera.”

In conditiile in care accesul in subteran, Tn masivul Carnic, al specialistilor este extrem de dificil,
iar cel al publicului larg este practic imposibil, s-a ajuns la concluzia ca realizarea unor replici
fidele ale tipurilor principale de lucrari miniere antice reprezinta singura modalitate de punere Tn
valoare a acestor lucrari. Printre alte lucrari de specialitate ale echipei de arheologi minieri
francezi de la Universitatea Toulouse Le Mirail (Franta), putem enumera ridicarea topografica de
detaliu a lucrarilor miniere antice si realizarea unei inventarieri fotografice integrale a vestigiilor
miniere subterane de epoca romana. Mai mult, modelul 3D realizat de specialistii francezi a
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permis reconstituirea morfologiei initiale a minei antice, elimindndu-se distrugerile provocate de
trecerea timpului si de lucrarile miniere ulterioare. Aceste rezultate stiintifice vor sta la baza
realizarii replicilor lucrarilor miniere antice.

Aceste replici vor fi executate de catre specialisti din Franta, al caror profesionalism nu mai
poate fi pus de nimeni la indoiala (se va apela la echipele care au realizat replicile pesterilor
pictate Lascaux si Cosquer, Franta). Astfel, in aceste cazuri este practic imposibil de facut
diferenta intre original si copie. La fel se intentioneaza sa se procedeze si la Rosia Montana, si
anume sa se recreeze integral ambianta subterana, dar in conditii de securitate, Tn conformitate
cu normele impuse de Uniunea Europeana.

Spre deosebire de tara noastra in care notiunea de copie duce cu gandul la un lucru de calitate
indoielnica, un surogat, in tari precum Franta (replicile pesterilor pictate Lascaux si Cosquer)
sau Marea Britanie (mina de plumb Killhope, Scotia), astfel de replici sunt practic imposibil de
distins de original. Este recreata cu fidelitate nu numai morfologia spatiului subteran si textura
peretilor, dar si ambianta generald, respectiv umiditatea, temperatura, iluminarea redusa,
curentii de aer etc. Mai mult, aceste constructii realizate la suprafata sau in subteran, permit un
control riguros al factorilor de risc potential, spre exemplu inundatii, surpare, aeraj, care nu pot fi
controlati intr-un labirint subteran ce depaseste 75 km lungime si se etajeaza pe o diferenta de
nivel de peste 400m, cum este cazul minei de la Rosia Montana.

In ceea ce priveste realizarea de replici ale unor structuri miniere exista astfel de cazuri in
diverse tari europene, respectiv unde astfel de restituiri au fost realizate. In acest sens, putem
mentiona reconstruirea minei romane de la Rio Tinto (in cadrul muzeului minier de la Rio
Tinto, Huelva, Spania care infatiseaza o istorie de 5.000 de ani a mineritului in Peninsula
Iberica; acest sit constituie poate una dintre cele mai apropiate analogii pentru patrimoniul
arheologic minier de la Rosia Montana, inclusiv prin descoperirea aici la sfarsitul secolului al
XIX-lea a unui sistem de drenare a apelor de mina datand din epoca romana similar celor doua
cunoscute deja la Rosia Montana in sectoarele miniere Paru Carpeni si Catalina Monulesti).

De asemenea, referitor la posibilul acces al turigtilor in acest sistem de galerii, va punem la
dispozitie fragmentul referitor la aceasta problema din Raportul intocmit in urma vizitei la Rosia
Montana efectuata de catre dl. Eddie O’Hara MP (Raportor General pentru Patrimoniu Cultural)
si dl. Christopher Grayson (Secretar Sef pentru Cultura, Stinta si Invatamant), ambii
reprezentanti oficiali ai Adunarii Parlamentare a Consiliului Europei.

- [...] “Criticii si-au manifestat Tngrijorarea privind procedura (descarcarea de sarcini
arheologice a suprafetei) si etica conservarii, fapt care implica distrugerea programata a
galeriilor romane. Aceasta ingrijorare nu pare a fi pe deplin justificata. Galeriile reexploatate
din zonele aferente carierelor principale Céarnic si Cetate nu par sa contina niciun fel de vestigii
arheologice interesante. Accesul turistilor in cea mai mare parte a galeriilor ar fi imposibil.
Cu toate acestea, trebuie impuse conditii clare pentru continuarea sapaturilor arheologice si
monitorizarea a ceea ce se descopera.” [...]

- [...] “Cercetarile nu implica in mod obligatoriu necesitatea ca orice descoperire sa fie si
conservata, iar ideea academicienilor privind o conservare in situ totala nu este probabil
adecvata intotdeauna tindnd 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 Rogia Montana.
Exista peste 5 km de astfel de lucrari miniere, aparent cu o varietate limitata 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 are suport viabil.” [...]

in concluzie, referitor la prima intrebare formulatd de dumneavoastra va putem raspunde ca nu
este Tn nici un caz vorba de distrugerea neconditionata a galeriilor romane de la Rosia Montana
sau de replicarea acestora fara o alternativa clara. Au fost efectuate pe parcursul a 8 ani studii
complexe de specialitate si in baza concluziilor acestora s-au luat decizii privind adoptarea unui
set de masuri adecvate care presupun lucrari complexe privind conservarea unor tronsoane
originale de galerii si amenajarea lor pentru accesul publicului, pastrarea altora pentru cercetari
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viitoare (rezerve arheologice) sau replicarea unor altor tronsoane. Trebuie reamintit insa ca ne
aflam insa in fata unui relativ paradox, anume ca in lipsa cercetarii, datoritd starii lor de
conservare si a naturii acestui tip de vestigii, existenta fizica a galeriilor romane ar fi amenintata.
Pe de alta parte, orice cercetare arheologica presupune, mai mult sau mai putin distrugerea
iremediabild a unui context arheologic pentru salvarea informatiei. Cercetarea de acest tip —
cunoscuta sub denumirea de cercetare arheologica preventiva / de salvare - se face insa, peste
tot in lume, Tn conexiune cu interesul economic pentru anumite zone, iar costurile acesteia ca si
costurile de punere in valoare si intretinere a zonelor pastrate sunt asigurate de cei care fac
investitia, realizadndu-se un parteneriat public—privat Tn sensul protejarii patrimoniului cultural,
conform prevederilor Conventiei europene de la Malta (1992) cu privire la protejarea
patrimoniului arheologic.

Nu ne-a fost foarte clara notiunea de sub-sit prezentd in cadrul celei de-a doua intrebari
formulate de petent. In cazul in care prin aceasta se sugereaza c& exista posibilitatea ca in
interiorul celor 13 situri identificate in perimetrul Rosia Montana sa existe altele pe care le
considera sub-situri, mentionam ca notiunea de sit include totalitatea vestigiilor de orice tip si
orice epoca din interiorul limitei de sit trasate. Daca nsa se face referire la posibilitatea ca, sub
structurile arheologice identificate si cercetate, sa existe alte niveluri de cultura, facem
precizarea ca arheologia este o stiintd concretd cu reguli, standarde si proceduri specifice gi
riguroase. Astfel, la ora actuala, dupa 6 ani de ample cercetari si studii de specialitate la Rosia
Montana, sunt bine cunoscute natura, caracteristicile si distributia valorilor de patrimoniu — situri
arheologice, cladiri monument istorice, cat si a bisericilor si cimitirelor din zona Rosia Montana,
cat gi istoria propriu-zisa a acestei localitati. Amplele cercetari si studii de patrimoniu efectuate in
perioada 2000-2006 au permis conturarea unei imagini cuprinzatoare a acestor valori apartinand
patrimoniului cultural national si a zonelor cu semnificatie spirituala, a istoriei localitatii, dar si
adoptarea unor masuri specifice in ceea ce priveste protejarea tuturor acestora.

Desi intreaga zona a fost cercetata preventiv din punct de vedere arheologic — in conformitate
cu normele specifice nationale si europene —, ca si masuri suplimentare de minimizare a
impactului potential asupra vestigiilor arheologice, in planurile de management specifice au fost
prevazute atat efectuarea supravegherii arheologice in fazele de constructie si operare a minei,
cét si elaborarea si implementarea unui ,Protocol pentru descoperirile intamplatoare”.

Paragraful citat se refera la statutul juridic al centrului economic de la Alburnus Maior in cadrul
vietii municipale din provincia Dacia. Elucidarea statutului juridic nu este o chestiune legata
neaparat de problema cercetarii arheologice, ci de aparitia unui document epigrafic (de exemplu
a unei inscriptii) care sa aduca aceasta lamurire. Practic, atestarile de structuri de locuire la
Alburnus Maior se reduc la doua statute juridice: vici si castella.

Discutia referitoare la formele de habitat civil si statutul lor juridic in epoca romana, din aria anticului
Alburnus Maior s-a bazat pe analiza unor izvoare epigrafice (tablitele cerate si anumite formulari din
inscriptiile provenite de la Rogia Montana). Astfel, cele 25 de tablite cerate descoperite in secolul
trecut, mentioneaza o serie de toponime pe care exegetii le atribuie unor structuri de locuire
adiacente. Noua dintre documente au fost redactate la Alburnus Maior, doua in canabele legiunii a
Xlll-a Gemina de la Apulum, iar restul in localitati inca neidentificate pe teren (vicus Deusara - 2;
Kartum - 1; Immenosum Maius - 1).

Se disting, din acest punct de vedere, doua mari directii de interpretare. O prima modalitate de
abordare a acestei problematici tinde sa considere ca toponimul generic de Alburnus Maior
acopera o serie de agezari permanente sau temporare legate de prezenta colonigtilor iliro-
dalmatini specializati in extragerea si prelucrarea primara a minereului aurifer. O serie de
realitati consemnate de izvoarele epigrafice sunt folosite pentru justificarea acestei maniere de
abordare. Astfel, mentiunea unui vicus Pirustarum, a localitatii Ansium, Resculum, formularea
K(astellum) Baridustarum, precum gi intreaga discutie purtata asupra localizarii lor, dar si a altor
toponime continute de tablitele cerate sau de epigrafele descoperite pana in prezent, sugereaza
adeptilor acestui punct de vedere imaginea unui conglomerat de asezari, de sine statatoare, cu
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o conducere si 0 administratie proprie, in conformitate cu ,sistemul dalmatin® de organizare si
exploatare a zacamantului aurifer.

Cealalta ipoteza considera ca Alburnus Maior este o structura de sine statatoare, deocamdata
cu un statut juridic incert, iar toponimele Tn discutie sunt denumiri de cartiere sau reflecta grupari
pe criterii etnice din cadrul unei asezari unitare. Cert este ca informatiile oferite de analiza
izvoarelor epigrafice indica o zona intens populata, cu o varietate de nationes, in care elementul
iliro-dalmatin este predominant, urmat de cel de factura elenizata.

in schimb, rezultatele cercetarii arheologice din teren, combinate cu informatiile anterioare
oferite de analiza izvoarelor epigrafice, au reusit sa ofere o imagine de ansamblu asupra a ceea
ce era in antichitate Alburnus Maior. Astfel, au fost identificate si cercetate 13 situri arheologice,
dintre care trei sunt principalele masive muntoase exploatate in epoca romana (Cetate, Carnic si
Orlea), iar alte sapte corespund unor nuclee de locuire datate in epoca romana.

Descarcarea de sarcina arheologica a fost acordata pe baza unei documentatii ample, intocmita
de autorii cercetarilor. Toate cercetarile arheologice cu caracter preventiv desfasurate la Rosia
Montana incepand cu anul 2001 si pana in prezent, au fost realizate in cadrul unui program
complex de cercetare, fiind emise, in conformitate cu prevederile legale, autorizatii de sapatura
arheologica preventiva. Cercetarile arheologice au fost coordonate stiintific de catre Muzeul
National de Istorie a Romaniei, la derularea acestora participadnd un numar de 21 de institutii de
specialitate romanesti si 3 din strainatate. Toate cercetarile au fost efectuate conform
prevederilor legale in vigoare. Cercetarile derulate in fiecare campanie arheologica sunt
autorizate de catre Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor in baza planului anual de cercetare arheologica
aprobat de catre Comisia Nationala de Arheologie.

Cercetarea arheologica preventiva din perimetrul de dezvoltare a proiectului minier Rosia
Montana s-a realizat prin tehnicile specifice, respectiv sondarea tuturor zonelor accesibile si in
acelasi timp propice locuirii umane, tindndu-se cont de informatii bibliografice si de observatiile
facute in cursul campaniilor perieghetice, de studiile geofizice si analizele zborurilor
fotogrametrice. Dezvoltarea sistematica a cercetarilor s-a produs acolo unde realitatile
arheologice au impus-o. La Rosia Montana cercetarile arheologice au fost efectuate pe zone
ample, avand un caracter exhaustiv in zonele cu potential arheologic. ASTFEL, TOATE
PERIMETRELE PENTRU CARE S-A APLICAT PROCEDURA DE DESCARCARE DE
SARCINA ARHEOLOGICA AU FOST CERCETATE. Toate cercetarile au fost realizate conform
prevederilor legale Tn vigoare, respectiv cele stabilite prin OMCC nr. 2392 din 06.09.2004 privind
instituirea de catre Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor a Standardelor si Procedurilor Arheologice.

Conform aceleiasi legislatii romane in vigoare, autori cercetarii nu sunt abilitati s& acorde
descarcarea de sarcind arheologica. Tn urma procesului complex de cercetare se intocmeste o
documentatie exhaustiva a zonei investigate care cuprinde concluziile si propunerile
arheologilor, iar dupa consultarea acesteia Comisia Nationald de Arheologie recomanda sau nu,
dupa caz, eliberarea certificatului de descarcare de sarcina arheologica, care era emis, in cazul
cercetarilor din perioada 2001 — 2006, de Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor.

Rezultatele cercetarii arheologice din teren, combinate cu informatiile anterioare oferite de
analiza izvoarelor epigrafice, au reusit sa ofere o imagine de ansamblu asupra a ceea ce era in
antichitate Alburnus Maior. Astfel, au fost identificate si cercetate 13 situri arheologice, dintre
care trei sunt principalele masive muntoase exploatate in epoca romana (Cetate, Carnic si
Orlea), iar alte sapte corespund unor nuclee de locuire datate in epoca romana.

De-a lungul a sase campanii de cercetari arheologice a fost adunata o cantitate enorma de
material stiintific si informatie de specialitate, care, odatad terminata faza preliminara, de
cercetate de teren, trebuie sistematizata, analizata si valorificata stiintific, dar si diseminata,
printr-un plan editorial, in care termenul de 14 ani este unul foarte optimist. Activitatea de
valorificare a rezultatelor cercetarii arheologice este un proces de durata care nu este in
legatura cu acordarea sau nu a descarcarii de sarcina arheologica. Spre exemplu, abia Tn anul
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2003 a aparut volumul dedicat rezultatelor cercetarii arheologice executate pentru complexul
hidroenergetic de la Bicaz — Poiana Teiului, in conditiile in care sapaturile preventive au fost
efectuate aici in anii ’60.

In ceea ce priveste contributia financiard a RMGC, precizdm ca aceastd companie nu a facut
altceva decét sa asigure — conform prevederilor legale in vigoare in Roméania si in Europa —
resursele financiare necesare pentru evaluarea, studierea si punerea in valoare a diverselor
categorii de vestigii arheologice.

Nu exista prevederi legale care sa interzica desfasurarea cercetarilor arheologice cu caracter
preventiv in cazul zonelor cu patrimoniu arheologic reperat si clasat, asa cum este cazul zonei
de la Rogia Montana. Astfel, activitatile de constructie implicate de dezvoltarea Proiectului nu vor
putea fi initiate Thainte de finalizarea cercetarilor arheologice in diversele perimetre, desfagurate
in conformitate cu prevederile legislative romanesti si recomandarile i practicile internationale.
Astfel in perioada 2001-2006 s-au desfasurat la Rosia Montana ample cercetari arheologice
preventive, in baza rezultatelor acestora obtindndu-se descarcarea de sarcina arheologica sau
impunandu-se masurile necesare pentru conservarea si protejarea anumitor zone.

Legea nr. 85/2003, respectiv legea minelor, in art. 11 stipuleaza ca:

- “(1) Efectuarea de activitati miniere pe terenurile pe care sunt amplasate monumente istorice,
culturale, religioase, situri arheologice de interes deosebit, rezervatii naturale, zonele de
protectie sanitara si perimetrele de protectie hidrogeologica ale surselor de alimentare cu apa,
precum i instituirea dreptului de servitute pentru activitati miniere pe astfel de terenuri este strict
interzisa.

- ,(2) Exceptiile de la prevederile alin. (1) se stabilesc prin hotarare a Guvernului, cu avizul
autoritatilor competente in domeniu si cu stabilirea de despagubiri si alte masuri compensatorii.”

Fatd de continutul acestui text legislativ si formularea petentului trebuie facute urmatoarele
precizari:

e in legislatia romaneasca privitoare la protejarea patrimoniului arheologic si a
monumentelor istorice nu exista o definire a notiunii de ,situri arheologice de interes
deosebit”;

e conceptele cu care opereaza legislatia actuala referitoare la patrimoniul arheologic sunt
cuprinse si definite in Legea 258/2006 art. 2 - (1), cu referiri si completari la actele
normative anterioare precum OG 43/2000, Legea 378/2001, Legea 462/2003);

e conceptele cu care opereaza legislatia actuala referitoare la monumentele istorice sunt
cuprinse si definite in Legea 259/2006 art. 2 - (1), cu referiri si completari la Legea
422/2001).

Tindnd cont de definitiile mentionate anterior, cat si de formularea utilizata in legea minelor nu
credem ca exista temeiul juridic enuntat in formularea petentului, cu atat mai mult cu céat acesta
a citat o concluzie enuntata de specialisti, dar nu integral, ci scotédnd-o din context.

Legea Minelor nu interzice folosirea procedurilor de descarcare de sarcina arheologica, ci doar
permite ca, in situatii exceptionale, Guvernul sa poata fi abilitat in temeiul Legii Minelor sa
stabileasca prin hotarare cazurile in care efectuarea activitatilor miniere este posibila fara a
urma procedurile legale general aplicabile prevazute de Ordonanta Guvernului nr. 43/2000
privind protectia patrimoniului arheologic si declararea unor situri arheologice ca zone de interes
national, modificata (,OG nr. 43/2000”) si Legea nr. 422/2001 privind protejarea monumentelor
istorice (,Lege nr. 422/2001”), modificata. O astfel de hotarare de Guvern nu este necesara in
cazul Proiectului Rosia Montana, intrucat RMGC urmeaza dispozitile si procedurile prevazute
de OG nr. 43/2000 si Lege nr. 422/2001 pentru descarcarea de sarcina arheologica a terenurilor
care vor fi afectate de activitatile miniere, urmand ca acestea sa fie redate activitatilor umane
curente, potrivit legii. Totodata, pentru valorile de patrimoniu cultural existente in perimetrul
Rosia Montana si clasate conform legii, Proiectul prevede instituirea unor zone protejate, in
interiorul carora nu se vor efectua activitati miniere, precum si conservarea in situ pentru
monumentele istorice aflate Tn afara acestei zone
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In virtutea Licentei de concesiune pentru exploatare miniera nr. 47/1999, RMGC a dobandit
dreptul de a efectua activitati miniere in perimetrul Rosia Montana, care include masivul Orlea,
precum si alte zone asupra carora a fost instituit un regim de protectie. in cazul in care
interdictia stabilita prin art. 11 ar fi fost absoluta, Legea Minelor ar fi prevazut interdictia legala de
a institui perimetre miniere acolo unde exista zone asupra carora a fost instituit un regim de
protectie.

O astfel de interdictie nu exista. In plus, OG nr. 43/2000 precum si Legea nr. 422/2001 privind
protejarea monumentelor istorice, republicata ("Legea nr. 422/2001”), prevad proceduri specifice
pentru redarea terenurilor respective activitatilor umane curente prin declasarea monumentelor
istorice si descarcarea de sarcina arheologica, proceduri care reprezinta regula aplicabila in
toate situatiile in care se are in vedere efectuarea unor lucrari care necesita autorizatie de
construire pe terenuri supuse unui regim de protectie. Conform prevederilor Legii 422/2001 este
posibila aplicarea legala a procedurii de declasare in contextul descarcarii de sarcina
arheologica in cazul siturilor arheologice, conform avizului Comisiei Nationale de Arheologie din
cadrul Ministerului Culturii si Cultelor. In acceptiunea legii, descarcarea de sarcina arheologica
este procedura prin care se confirma ca un teren in care a fost evidentiat patrimoniu arheologic
poate fi redat activititilor umane curente. In baza prevederilor OG 43/2000, completatad prin
Legea 378/2001, Legea 462/2003 si Legea 258/2006, art. 7, lit. a) investitorul are obligatia sa
finanteze ,stabilirea, prin studiul de fezabilitate al investitiei si prin proiectul tehnic, a masurilor ce
urmeaza sa fie detaliate si a necesarului de fonduri pentru cercetarea preventiva sau
supravegherea arheologica, dupa caz, si protejarea patrimoniului arheologic sau, dupa caz,
descarcarea de sarcina arheologica a zonei afectate de lucrari si aplicarea acestor masuri.”

Astfel, tindnd cont de prevederile legale in vigoare, cercetarile arheologice preventive gi studiile
conexe de patrimoniu de la Rogia Montana din anii 2000-2006, apar ca o conditie obligatorie si
fireasca privind protejarea patrimoniului arheologic si cultural al acestei zone, respectiv pentru
cunoasterea, intelegerea si cercetarea naturii, caracteristicilor si distributiei valorilor de
patrimoniu — situri arheologice si cladiri monumente istorice, cat si a protejarii si punerii lor in
valoare in contextul implementarii preconizatului proiect minier propus de catre RMGC.

In conformitate cu cerintele Ministerului Mediului gi al Gospodarii Apelor, respectiv ale
Ministerului Culturii i Cultelor, in cadrul documentatiei privind Raportul la studiul de impact
asupra mediului pentru proiectul Rosia Montana, au fost elaborate planuri de management
specifice pentru gestionarea si conservarea valorilor de patrimoniu din zona Rosia Montana, in
contextul implementarii proiectului minier. (vezi Raportul de Evaluarea a Impactului asupra
Mediului, vol. 32-33, Plan M — Plan de management al patrimoniului cultural, partea | — Plan de
management pentru patrimoniul arheologic din zona Rosia Montana, partea ll-a — Plan de
management pentru monumentele istorice si zonele protejate din Rosia Montana, partea lll-a —
Plan de management pentru patrimoniul cultural). in aceste planuri de management sunt
prezentate pe larg obligatile si responsabilitdtile pe care compania, conform deciziilor
administratiei culturale centrale, si le asuma in contextul implementarii proiectului sdu minier —in
ceea ce priveste protejarea si conservarea valorilor de patrimoniu din zona Rosia Montana:
vestigii arheologice de suprafata si subteran, cladiri monument istoric, zone protejate, elemente
de patrimoniu imaterial, elemente de peisaj cultural etc.

Toate masurile de protejare si punere in valoare sintetizate in cadrul planurilor de management
mentionate urmeaza sa fie analizate de catre Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor in cadrul procesului
de autorizare stabilit de procedura de emitere a acordului de mediu in cazul proiectului minier
Rosia Montana, ministerul urmand sa formuleze un punct de vedere conform prevederilor legale
si atributiilor sale.

Pentru detalii privind cadrul legislativ aplicabil, obligatile legale ale titularului de proiect si o
descriere detaliata si complementara a cercetarilor arheologice preventive efectuate pana in
prezent si a planurilor de management pentru patrimoniului cultural, poate fi consultata anexa
intitulata ,Informatii cu privire la patrimoniul cultural al Rosiei Montane si gestionarea acestuia”.
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In baza concluziilor cercetérilor arheologice din 2002, s-a propus de cétre colectivul de cercetare
conservarea in situ a acestui monument. Comisia Nationald de Arheologie si-a dat avizul in
acest sens, iar Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor a dispus clasarea acestuia in Lista Monumentelor
Istorice din 2004, acesta fiind Tnscris sub denumirea de Monumentul funerar roman din zona
,Hop-Gauri” (cod LMI AB-I-m-A-00065.04). De asemenea, zona de protectie a monumentului
este de peste 4,5 hectare.

Tn cursul anului 2003, a fost elaborat de citre S.C. Opus — Atelier de arhitecturd S.R.L. proiectul
de restaurare a acestui monument funerar antic, acesta fiind aprobat de catre Comisia Nationala
a Monumentelor Istorice si emitdndu-se - in consecinta - de catre Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor
Avizul nr. 194/14.07.2004.

Astfel, acolo unde realitatile arheologice au impus-o sau unde monumentele istorice sunt situate
aproape de obiectivele industriale proiectate, acestea din urma au fost reamplasate, astfel incat
nici un monument istoric sa nu fie afectat. Practic, s-a recurs la conservarea si restaurarea in
situ a obiectivului si la reproiectarea obiectivelor industriale din imediata apropiere.

Prin Raportul la Studiul de Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului, vol. 32, respectiv Plan de
Management pentru patrimoniul arheologic din zona Rosia Montana, p. 78-79, compania RMGC
si-a asumat obligatia de a furniza fondurile necesare pentru restaurarea si conservarea acestui
monument.

In completare, trebuie precizat faptul ca in martie 2006 a fost efectuat un studiu de specialitate
de catre IPROMIN si Universitatea Tehnica de Constructii Bucuresti, institutii cu larga expertiza
in domeniul sigurantei constructiilor. Este vorba despre un studiu experimental pentru
masurarea vibratiilor propagate de activitatile de pugcare in zona protejata a centrului istoric si in
zona unui grup de case monument istoric din afara acesteia. Masuratorile s-au facut prin
simularea unei explozii majore de 3000 kg explozibil, detonati in conditii normale, fara trepte de
intarziere sau aplicarea altor tehnologii de ultima generatie, utilizate la ora actuald in mineritul
modern. Asadar, rezultatele acestui studiu pot fi aplicate si in cazul unei structuri ingropate, cum
este cazul monumentului funerar roman, care va fi in prealabil restaurat.

Pentru cuantificarea efectelor exploziilor de derocare asupra constructiilor din zona protejata si a
altor constructii cu valoare de patrimoniu din afara acesteia, se va implementa un sistem de
monitorizare constand intr-o retea fixa de seismografe digitale, cu trei componente amplasate la
principalele obiective ce trebuie protejate si o retea mobila compusa din trei seismografe
portabile amplasate pe un profil longitudinal intre obiectivul de protejat si focarul exploziilor. In
acest fel, tehnologiile de puscare si/sau vibratiile produse de utilaje vor fi continuu armonizate,
astfel incat sa nu se depaseasca vitezele de oscilatie maxime admise la limita obiectivului.

Monumentul funerar de la Tau Gauri nu va fi afectat de drumurile industriale din apropierea sa,
acestea fiind situate la limita zonei de protectie a acestuia, la o distanta suficient de mare incat
aceasta structura sa nu fie afectata, ci sa poata deveni un obiectiv turistic important in contextul
strategiei de dezvoltare durabila a Rosiei Montane.

In ceea ce priveste drumul de acces spre uzina de procesare, Zona Industriald a Proiectului
Rogia Montana include si propunerea de drum paralel cu drumul judetean existent DJ 742.
Drumul este proiectat a fi construit pe terenuri aflate in proprietate privata dar si institutionala, o
parte dintre acestea fiind deja achizitionate prin Departamentul de achizitii al RMGC care se
ocupa de negocierea si cumpararea acestor proprietati. De asemenea s-a examinat si
posibilitatea reabilitarii drumului judetean DJ 742 in asa fel incat sa poata deservi si activitatile
industriale legate de proiect.

Referitor la drumurile industriale pentru carierele Orlea si Jig, in volumul IX al Raportului la

studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului (EIM) — Anexa la Procese tehnologice — Figura
2.9 sunt prezentate drumurile industriale din anul 0 al proiectului.
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Cele doua cariere Orlea si Jig intra in exploatare dupa anul 7 de operare a minei, iar drumurile
de acces pot fi gasite dupa cum urmeaza:
- drumul de acces spre cariera Orlea este prezentat in Figura 2.4 — Plan de situatie
sfarsitul anului 7 de operare;
- pentru cariera Jig, drumul de acces este reprezentat in Figura 2.5 — Plan de situatie
sfarsitul anului 14 de operare din acelasi document.

In ceea ce priveste exploatarea in subteran, compania nu se gandeste la o exploatare de acest
fel deoarece toate datele economice, de mediu si de securitate sunt impotriva acestei alternative
(vezi capitolul 5 Alternative explicate detaliate). Zacamantul de la Rosia Montana este unul de
mari dimensiuni dar cu continut sarac in aur. Ca urmare, singura metoda care este viabila din
punct economic este cea de exploatare in cariere, la suprafata, fiind necesara extractia gi
procesarea unei mari cantitati de minereu pentru a obtine o cantitate de aur, a carui
comercializare sa asigure acoperirea cheltuielilor de productie si obtinerea unui profit.
Exploatarea in subteran nu asigura acest deziderat, fiind aplicatd in cazul unor zacaminte
bogate in aur, cu concentrarea acestuia in filoane sau zone de imbogatire care necesita
extragerea unor cantitati reduse de minereu. O asemenea metoda implica si o exploatare
nerationala a zacamantului, fiind obligatorie pastrarea unor pilieri de protectie, deci imobilizarea
unor rezerve, pentru a asigura siguranta in exploatare.

De asemenea, exploatarea in subteran prezinta riscuri mult mai mari de accidente, din cauza
unor prabusiri sau aparitia unor gaze. Crearea unor noi goluri imense in subteran va avea drept
consecinta fenomene de tasare la suprafatda cu consecinte negative asupra cladirilor si
constructiilor din localitate. O altd consecinta a golurilor este generarea naturala a apelor acide,
acestea fiind rezultatul unor reactii chimice produse de libera circulatie a apei de infiltratie, a
oxigenului si a piritei (o sulfura de fier) prin aceste goluri si care duc la formarea acizilor.

Printr-o exploatare la suprafata se evita toate aceste consecinte negative, deci este exclusa o
exploatare in subteran.

Planul de inchidere si refacere a minei (Planul J din studiul EIM) stabileste o serie de masuri
care sa asigure faptul ca activitatea miniera va afecta cat mai putin posibil peisajului din zona
Rosia Montana. Aceste masuri cuprind:

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

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

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

o Demontarea instalatiilor de productie scoase din uz si refacerea ecologica a 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 in mod durabil.

Nivelul de refacere ecologica a obiectivului minier va indeplini sau depasi cerintele stabilite de
Directiva UE privind deseurile miniere care impune firmei RMGC sa "refaca terenul la o stare
satisfacatoare, cu acordarea unei atentii speciale calitatii solului, speciilor salbatice, habitatelor
naturale, retelelor hidrografice, peisajului si folosintelor avantajoase corespunzatoare”.

Dupa finalizarea lucrarilor de inchidere si refacere ecologica, cele 584 hectare (din totalul de
1646 hectare cuprinse in PUZ) care compun zonele dintre carierele miniere si instalatiile de
procesare a minereului, precum i zona tampon, nu vor prezenta urme vizibile ale existentei
proiectului minier. Lucrarile de infrastructura (drumuri, statii de epurare ape uzate, etc.) vor
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ramane in folosinta comunitatii. in cazul celor 1062 hectare ramase (vezi capitolul 4, sectiunea
4.7 Peisaj, tabelul 3.1 din raportul EIM), desi vor suferi modificari, acestea vor fi, la randul lor,
refacute (reprofilate, tratate cu un sistem de acoperire cu sol fertil si Tnierbate) pentru a se
integra, cat mai bine posibil, in peisajul inconjurator.

Capitolul 5 (Analiza alternativelor) al Raportului la studiul de evaluarea a impactului asupra
mediului (EIM) prezintd o evaluare completa a variantei “fara proiect” — o optiune care nu ar
genera niciun fel de investitii, ceea ce va face ca problemele de poluare existente si declinul
socio-economic sa continue.

Este luat in discutie impactul imediat al nedemararii proiectului si sunt analizate potentialele
domenii industriale alternative — inclusiv agricultura, pasunat, procesarea carnii, turism,
silvicultura si produse forestiere, industria artizanala, colectarea de elemente de flora/fauna
pentru uz farmaceutic. Concluzia care se contureaza este aceea ca “o baza economica multi-
sectoriald este importanta pentru o crestere economica in ritm sustinut a regiunii”, iar Proiectul
Rosia Montana este capabil sa ofere stimulii economici necesari, fiind, astfel, in masura sa
contribuie la atingerea scopului economic propus, acela al prosperitatii. Alte ramuri industriale nu
au aceasta capacitate, dar nu se respinge ideea dezvoltarii lor in paralel. Dimpotriva, raportul
arata ca, “[Proiectul Rosia Montana] rezolva unele probleme importante, care descurajeaza
investitiile interne”.

Zacamantul de la Rosia Montana este unul de mari dimensiuni dar cu continut sarac in aur. Ca
urmare, singura metoda care este viabila, din punct economic, este cea de exploatare in cariere,
la suprafata, fiind necesara extractia si procesarea unei mari cantitati de minereu pentru a obtine
o cantitate de aur, a carui comercializare sa asigure acoperirea cheltuielilor de productie gi
obtinerea unui profit (vezi capitolul 5 — Alternative, sectiunea 2.2 Ritmul productiei). Continuarea
exploatarii cu o capacitate anuala de productie de 400.000 tone de minereu extras nu ar putea
asigura acest deziderat, fiind si principalul motiv al inchiderii exploatarii Rosiamin, a carei
activitate era subventionata de la bugetul Statului.

Subventiile in sectorul minier aurifer nu sunt permise in Uniunea Europeana, ca urmare, toate
exploatarile auro-argentifere, aflate in situatia de a fi subventionate, au fost inchise pentru a se
conforma cerintelor UE. Tn studiul de fezabilitate, au fost examinate mai multe capacitati de
productie anuale, concluzia fiind ca proiectul incepe sa atinga criteriile cheie de rentabilitate la o
ratd minima de 6 milioane tone pe an si are o eficientd maxima, la o rata de productie de 20
milioane tone pe an. Datorita conditiilor de zacamant, la o rata de productie de 13 milioane de
tone pe an, se pastreaza un echilibru optim intre rentabilitate, impact social, impact asupra
mediului si riscuri asociate.

In ceea ce priveste Capitolul 8 ,Descrierea dificultatilor” in conformitate cu Ordinul 863/2002,
acesta trebuie sa cuprinda ,dificultatile (tehnice sau practice) pe care le are titularul pe durata
elaborarii Evaluarii Impactului de Mediu”.

Urmarind aceasta cerinta legala consideram ca Capitolul 8 Descrierea dificultatilor” a fost
prezentat corespunzator.

In conformitate cu Ordinul 863/2002 si OUG 195/2005 cu modificarile si completarile ulterioare,
orice proiect trebue sa ia in considerare problemele sociale, economice si de mediu pentru a
contribui la dezvoltarea durabila a zonei unde opereaza.

In conformitate cu Procedurile Ordinului 860/2002, Capitolul 3 , Informarea si participarea
publicului la evaluarea impactului de mediu”, art.40 stipuleaza ca publicul poate trimite sugestii
relevante.

Art. 44 din Ordinul 860/2002 modificat prin Ordinul 1037/2005 prevede ca autoritatea
competenta inregistreaza sugestiile relevante venite de la public.
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Conform legii, ftitularul trebuie sa raspunda la toate intrebarile relevante inregistrate de
autoritatea competenta pe durata dezbaterilor publice.
Autoritatea competenta este responsabila de trimiterea raspunsurilor catre publicul interesat.

Audierile publice sunt o parte importanta a procesului de evaluare a impactului de mediu, din
cauza ca doar acestea pot conduce la imbunatatirea proiectului.
De aceea este foarte important ca publicul sa vina cu sugestii relevante.

Gabriel Resources Ltd. este o companie canadiana, cotata la Bursa de marfuri din Toronto.
Echipa de conducere are o experienta de 60 de ani , in domeniul autorizarii si operarii a sapte
exploatari miniere , situate pe 4 continente. Gabriel Resources a adoptat o structura
organizatorica similara cu toate companiile de resurse din Canada, care functioneaza la nivel
international.

Referitor la lipsa informatiilor despre alte proiecte similare din Europa si din lume, EIM se refera
doar la zona impactata. Conform legii, nu sunt cerute informatii despre proiecte similare.

in considerarea dispozitiilor legale, art. 48 din Ordinul Ministrului Apelor si Protectiei Mediului nr.
860/2002 privind Procedura de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului si de emitere a acordului
de mediu ("Ordinul nr. 860/2002"), autoritatea publica competenta pentru protectia mediului ia
decizia privind emiterea acordului de mediu, “numai dacé proiectul prevede eliminarea
consecintelor negative asupra mediului, in raport cu prevederile aplicabile din normele tehnice gi
reglementarile in vigoare”. Acordul de mediu reprezinta actul tehnico-juridic prin care se
stabilesc conditiile de realizare a proiectului, din punct de vedere al protectiei mediului. Prin
urmare, proiectul minier nu se va putea desfasura in alte conditii tehnice decat in cele pentru
care s-a obtinut acordul de mediu.

Mentionam faptul ca, legislatia relevantd in materie stabileste Tn mod punctual obligatiile care
incumba titularului proiectului pentru respectarea elementelor tehnice care au facut obiectul
raportului de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului si in urma analizarii carora s-a emis acordul
de mediu, constituind veritabile garantii ale respectarii acestora, astfel:

)] art. 51(1) din Ordin nr. 860/2002 prevede ca “acordul de mediu se suspenda pentru
nerespectarea prevederilor acestuia, dup& o somatie prealabild, cu termen, care se
mentine pand la eliminarea cauzelor, dar nu mai mult de 6 luni”;

(ii) conform art. 51(2) din Ordinul nr. 860/2002 “Autoritatea publicd competenta pentru
protectia mediului dispune, dupéd expirarea termenului de suspendare, anularea
acordului de mediu gi oprirea executiei proiectului.”

(iii) prevederile art. 96(3) pct.1 din Ordonanta de Urgentda a Guvernului nr. 195/2005
privind protectia mediului, aprobatd cu modificari prin Legea nr. 256/2006,
sanctioneaza contraventional nerespectarea de catre persoanele juridice a obligatiei
“de a functiona cu nerespectarea prevederilor acordurilor de mediu pentru activitatile
care fac obiectul procedurilor de reglementare din punct de vedere al protectiei
mediului’.

Totodata, in afara garantiilor mentionate anterior se cuvine sa precizam ca insasi raportul de
evaluare a studiului de impact asupra mediului contine mecanisme de monitorizare ale
elementelor tehnice, potrivit listei de control din Ordin nr. 860/2002 “in functie de tipul proiectului
se prevede ca monitorizarea s& se faca atéat in timpul fazelor de constructie, cat si de
functionare, respectiv in timpul fazelor de inchidere, refacere a mediului si postinchidere”.

Ca o completare a celor mentionate anterior, exista si garantiile calculate si constituite in
conformitate cu prevederile Legii Minelor nr. 85/2003, astfel: (i) garantia financiara care acopera
valoarea anuala pentru refacerea mediului si (ii) garantia financiara pentru refacerea finala a
mediului postinchidere. In concluzie, dezvoltarea proiectului propus de RMGC nu poate fi
realizata altfel decat cu respectarea conditiilor tehnice si obligatilor impuse prin acordul de
mediu.
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Answer to Contestatio No. 296_Afrodita lorgulescu

RMGC has conducted the most extensive and detailed research program ever performed on a
Romanian mine project and we stand behind our findings.

The exploration activities conducted by RMGC between 1997 and 2006 which have all been
independently supervised and validated and audited, show that there are 215 million tonnes of
ore with an average content of 1.46g/t gold and 6.9 g/t silver. This amounts to a total content of
314,11 t Au and 1480,36 t Ag.

Based on the exploration programs results and also to incorporate the project changes occured
during the time RMGC commissioned independent companies to periodicaly update the
resources and reserves estimations. Comparing with the previous reserves estimations, the last
estimation presented above, it has less with 3 milions tons of ore and 0.06g/t less for Au average
grade.

Some of the most important changes in the project were done in order to have a high degree of
protection of the historical area of Rosia Montana, both pits Jig and Carnic have been re-shaped
as well as Orlea pit, for the protection of the historical buildings in its neighborhood and Carpeni
protected area. The re-design process of the three pits reduced the total quantity of ore as well
as the average contents of them.

Rosia Montand’s resource deposit calculations are based upon a very elaborate research
program, which included the collection of 191,320 samples taken from underground networks,
surface outcrops and drill holes.

Each sampled meter has been tested for gold and silver. The database, containing over 400.000
assays, has been audited by independent experts—from Romania and abroad. One of the
Romanian companies involved, Ipromin SA, conducted three feasibility studies for the Rosia
Montana project. These feasibility studies include the resource and deposit calculations. Both
Ipromin SA and the foreign auditors confirmed RMGC SA's results.

The resources and reserves which are 2 different classifications of mineralized rock (one with an
economic mine plan and one which just states the amount of mineralized rock) have been
independently confirmed conform to Romanian law (85/2003), EU codes (Mineral Reporting
Code, 2002) and International Law (NI43-101). These results have all been independently
verified and audited as is required under all the relevant laws.

The entire Tailings Management Facility (TMF) has a total area of 363 hectares including the
Corna dam, the tailings basin, the Secondary Containment Dam (SCD) and the seepage
treatment lagoons located downstream from the SCD dam. This area is presented in the town
planning documentations (Industrial Area PUZ and Town Planning Certificate no.
78/26.04.2006). The tailings quantities to be deposited in the facility are presented in the
feasibility studies.

The footprint of the TMF has not been increased. In comparison with what was presented in
PPR on December 2004 (367 hectares) the existing site has been decreased because the total
volume of tailings was reduced from 218 million tons to 215 million tons.

As the question targets two distinct aspects, respectively (i) the existence of a titleholder and of
an affiliate to the exploitation license and (ii) the performance of the exploitation and exploration
activities within the perimeter of the same exploitation license, please note the following:

(1) The concession license for exploitation in the Rogia Montana perimeter no. 47/1999 (“Rosia
Montana License”) was concluded on the ground and as per the procedures provided by the
former Mining Law no. 61/1998, in force as at the conclusion of the License. The Rosia Montana
License was concluded between the National Agency for Mineral Resources (“NAMR”), on the
one side and the National Company of Copper, Gold and lron “Minvest” SA (“Minvest”), as
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titteholder and Euro Gold Resources SA (later on to change its name into Rosia Montana Gold
Corporation SA), as affiliate, on the other side. Rosia Montana License was approved by
Government Decision no. 458/10.06.1999, published in the Romanian Official Gazette, Section |,
no. 285/21.06.1999.

The transfer of the Rosia Montana License from Minvest to RMGC was made as per the
provisions of art. 14 (1) of the Mining Law no. 61/1998, which provides that “the titleholder of a
license may transfer to another legal person the rights obtained and the obligations undertaken,
only with the written approval of the competent authority”. The approval of the transfer was made
by NAMR Order no. 310/9.10.2000, published in the Romanian Official Gazette, Section I, no.
504/13.10.2000. Art. 2 of the above mentioned enactment provides that: “CNCAF Minvest SA
shall remain an affiliate company, under the conditions established by the license”. We underline
that no legal provision forbids the existance of an affiliate to an exploitation license held by a
titteholder. Moreover, the very provisions of art. 15 of the former Mining Law no. 61/1998
expressly provide that: “within the limits of an exploitation perimeter, the relevant authority may
grant to some legal persons, other than the license titleholder, the right of exploitation and/or
exploration for some mineral resources, under the conditions of law, with the titleholder’s
approval’

(2) As for the possibility of the titleholder to perform, based on an exploitation license, mining
activities of exploration-development, and the affiliate to perform exploitation mining activities,
please note the following:

(i) According to art. 3 paragraph 31 of the former Mining Law no. 61/1998 (definition
also contained in the Law no. 85/2003) the titleholder is “any legal or natural person,
Romanian or foreign, that may perform mining activities based on a license or a
permit’. The mining activities include both the exploitation and the exploration;

(i) Art. 30 of GD no. 1208/2003 on the approval of the Norms for the enforcement of the
Mining Law no. 85/2003 provides that, based on the exploitation license, the following
works may be performed: “construction and mounting of the installation, equipment
and other specific utilities necessary for the extraction, processing, transport and
provisional storing of the mining products, of the sterile and residual products, surface
and/or underground works for the extraction of the mineral resources/reserves, their
processing and delivery in specific forms, as well as research works in order to
increase the knowledge degree in regard of the mineral resources/reserves”;

(iii) The exploration activity, as defined by art. 3 paragraph 12 of the Mining Law no.
85/2003, includes “the ensemble of studies and activities for the identification of
deposits, the quantity and quality evaluation thereof, as well as the determination of
the technical and economical conditions of capitalization”.

As a conclusion, according to the above mentioned provisions, it results that both exploitation
and exploration activities can be performed based on an exploitation license.

The provisions of art. 5 paragraph (4) of the Mining Law no. 85/2003, regulate with imperative
character the obligation of confidentiality in regard of the information concerning the mining
activities, mentioning that ,the competent authority, the titleholders of licenses/permits, as well
as other public authorities ... have the obligation to maintain the confidentiality on data and
information [...] they become aware of during the performance of their duties, through the entire
period of the mining activities, in the conditions provided by the law’.

Pursuant to the provisions under 10" paragraph of the Order no. 202/14.11.2003 regarding the
approval of the list including classified information of National Agency for Mineral Resources
(NAMR), issued based on the Law no. 182/2002 regarding classified information, the following
items are considered to be classified information: “the license granted for administrating or
mining [perimeters] and its accompanying documentation.” We would like to state that the
leashed perimeter represents an annex of the license and is an integral part of it.
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Pursuant to the provisions of art. 39 of Law no. 182/2002 regarding classified information,
“breaching _norms __governing protection of classified information attracts disciplinary,
contravention, civil, or penal penalties, as it is the case”.

To conclude, it is mandatory to observe confidentiality issues both for the competent authority
and for the titleholder. This is both based on the license and the confidentiality agreements
concluded between RMGC and NAMR pursuant to the provisions of art. 12 of Governmental
Decision no. 1208/2003 regarding the endorsement of the application norms of the Mining Law
no. 85/2003, and consequently this information regarding the initial perimeter of the license
cannot be disclosed.

As a general aspect, we mention that all regulatory deeds regarding the operations related to the
Concession Exploitation License for Rosia Montana perimeter no. 47/1999 were concluded and
issued in consideration of the legal competences of the National Agency for Mineral Resources
and with the observance of the relevant legal provisions.

In this respect, the National Agency for Mineral Resources has the legal power to negotiate and
establish the provisions and conditions of the licenses, according to art. 55 (1), letter a) of Mining
Law no. 85/2003 (art. 40 (1) letter b) of the Former Mining Law no. 61/1998) and of GD no.
756/2003 on the organization and operation of the National Agency for Mineral Resources,
which provides that “The National Agency for Mineral Resources has the following main
competences: negotiates and establishes, together with the other conceding party of the public
domain of state, as the case may be, the provisions and conditions of oil agreements, of mining
permits and licenses, executes such licenses and permits and regulates the performance of the
oil operations and of the mining activities by norms, regulations and technical guidelines granted
for the application of enforceable enactments’.

With respect to the project initiated by RMGC and subject to the procedure of environmental
impact assessment, the location of the treatment plant intended to be built by RMGC for the
operation of Rosia Montana Project, in which the crushers are also located (as provided in
Schedule 2.3. and 2.10 of the EIA Report, vol. 9) is situated within the perimeter of Rosia
Montana License.

In this respect, please note that Schedule 2.2 of the EIA Report, vol. 9, referred to in your
question, comprises the “Current Status”, and the mentioned facilities and assemblies are not
subject of the mining project initiated by RMGC as a titleholder and submitted to the procedure
of obtaining the environmental approval. According to the legal provisions, the project initiated by
the titleholder is subject to the procedure of environmental impact assessment. Consequently,
please note the following:

)] art. 2 of GEO no. 195/2005 on the environmental protection defines the environmental
approval as “the technical — judicial act which provides the conditions for developing the
project, from environmental impact point of view; the environmental approval represents
the decision of the competent environmental protection authority which allows the
titleholder’s project to develop the project from environmental protection point of view”;

art. 44 (3) and 45 of Order no. 860/2002 on the environmental impact assessment and the
issuance of environmental agreements procedures, art. 10 of GD no. 918/2002 on establishing
the framework procedure for the environmental impact assessment and the approval of the list of
private or public projects subject to this procedure, as well as the Methodological Guidance of
the screening stage and of completion of the report to the assessment study — Part Il (the
structure of the report to the environmental impact assessment study) approved by Order no.
860/2002 establish the information that the titleholder should provide and the procedures to be
followed in relation to the project initiated by the titleholder on the said location and subject to the
environmental impact assessment procedure.

Mention should be made the mining activities developed by RMGC as titleholder of the licenses
are and will be performed “within perimeters authorized for this purpose by the competent
authority” (according to art. 4(3) of the Mining Law no. 85/2003).
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In this respect, RMGC is the titleholder of both the Exploitation concession license in Rosia
Montana perimeter no. 47/1999 ("Rosia Montana License”), approved by GD no.
458/10.06.1999, and of Exploration concession license in Bucium Complex perimeter no.
218/1999 ("Bucium License”), approved by NAMR Order no. 60/17.05.1999, having similar
resources as those making the object of Rosia Montana License. Mention should be made the
titteholder has the legal right to directly obtain an exploitation license for Bucium perimeter,
according to art. 17(1), 18(2) let. a) and 20 of the Mning Law no. 85/2003.

We underline that, according to legal provisions, the authorization of the mining activities,
including those pertaining to the industrial area within Rosia Montana Project, falls under the
competency of the National Agency for Mineral Resources, being a stage subsequent to the
issuance of the environmental approval for Rosia Montana Project, currently subject to
environmental impact assessment procedure.

We specify that the Rogia Montana license has a period of 20 years, with the possibility of being
extended, according to the Mining Law. As per the legal provisions, the object of the Rosia
Montana License is the exploitation of the mineral resources in the perimeter Rosia Montana
and not the activity of CNCAF Minvest SA, which is a company affiliated to the license.

Pursuant to the exploration-development activities of RMGC, the resources and reserves
existing in the Rosia Montana perimeter have been identified in detail. The mining project
proposed by RMGC considers the exploitation of these resources and reserves discovered
pursuant to the ensemble of studies and activities for the identification of the deposits, the quality
and quantity evaluation, as well as by determining the technical and economical conditions for
capitalization. The new mining exploitation is planned and designed by observing the
international standards and shall involve the use of the best available techniques for the proper
operation, the environmental protection and mitigation of the impact.

According to the legal provisions, RMGC follows the entire permitting procedure for the new
mining exploitations, the public debate of the Report to the Environmental Impact Assessment
Study being a compulsory stage within this permitting process.

In conclusion, there is no need for obtaining a new mining license, as RMGC is the titleholder of
a concession license for the exploitation of the Rosia Montana perimeter.

The operations in Rosia Montana perimeter of CNCAF Minvest SA - Rosiamin Subsidiary,
company whose sole shareholder is the Romanian State, have permanently ceased in
accordance with the national policy on state-supported mines, as part of the negotiations paving
the way for Romania’s accession to the EU.

Under The Mining Industry Strategy for 2004-2010 approved by GD no. 615/2004, the closure of
unviable mines has been decided as a measure to mitigate the financial losses of state
subsidized mining sector. By the end of 2006, the closure of 462 [“Status of mine closure and
environmental rehabilitation” from the Ministry of Economy and Commerce official website
http://www.minind.ro.] mines and quarries has been approved by Government Decision, and the
process continues in 2007 with other mining objectives, among which is the one developed by
CNCAF Minvest SA - Rosiamin Subsidiary.

We underline the Rosia Montana License has a period of 20 years, with the possibility of
extension, according to the Mining Law. As per the legal provisions, the object of the Rosia
Montana License is the exploitation of the mineral resources within the Rosia Montana
perimeter, and not the activity performed by CNCAF Minvest SA, which was interrupted in May
2006. Within the perimeter of the license there are still performed mine closing activities,
pursuant to the cessation of the production activity of the affiliate CNCAF Minvest SA, and
exploitation-development activities by the RMGC titleholder, currently undergoing the
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authorization stage, which will allow the extraction and processing of the mineral resources by
the titleholder of the Rosia Montana License.

In conclusion, Rosia Montana Gold Corporation SA is the titleholder of a valid exploitation
license, within the perimeter of which mining activities are performed, and the cessation of the
production activity of the CNCAF Minvest SA affiliate does not represent one of the causes
expressly and limitatively provided by law which would lead to the annulment of the Rosia
Montana License.

RMGC had no management role whatsoever in the former RosiaMin operation and thus did not
affect its profitability in any way. The operations in Rosia Montana perimeter of CNCAF Minvest
SA - Rosiamin Subsidiary, company whose sole shareholder is the Romanian State, have
ceased in accordance with the national policy on state-supported mines, as part of the
negotiations paving the way for Romania’s accession to the EU.

The questioner is correct that the existing operation, which was closed down in May 2006, was
unprofitable. The existing operation was operated by the Romanian State using technology
dating back to the 1980's. RMGC’s only activities on the property to date have been the
followings: exploration to define the size of the ore deposits; project design; permitting activities,
as well as, patrimony and community development initiatives. RMGC is proposing a new modern
mine for Rosia Montana that is expected to be profitable at virtually any gold price.

A bankable feasibility study has been prepared by third party experts and confirmed by the
lending institutions that are expected to lend USD 600 million to build the project. Based on the
third party analysis, the project would still be profitable even if the market prices for gold and
silver decline from their currently levels. Based on a gold price of USD 600/ounce and a silver
price of USD 10.50 /ounce, the total profit for all shareholders of the Rosia Montana Project
(RMP) is USD 1,572 million, with an internal rate of return of 26%.

The management of Gabriel Resources Ltd., the major shareholder in RMGC, has over 60 years
of experience permitting seven mine projects on four continents. This is an extremely strong
foundation for the work on the Rosia Montana Project.

As regards the impact on historical monument houses/ note that in March 2006 a specialist
study was undertaken regarding the state of preservation of each building historical monument.
This study was undertaken by IPROMIN and Technical University of Civil Engineering,
Bucharest, institutions with expertise in the field of mining designing and construction safety.
This study proposes the appropriate measures as regards the reinforcing of all these buildings.
Also, these institutions developed an experimental study in order to measure the vibrations
induced by blasting activities within the protected area of the historical centre and inside the area
of this group of historical monument houses situated outside the protected area. The
measurements have been performed by the simulation of a large blasting of 3000 kg of
explosive, detonated in normal conditions without delay stages or the application of other
modern technologies, used currently in the modern mining activity. The mitigation measures of
the potential impact generated by the four open pits, and more precisely the blasting effect on
the historical monuments, have been designed in this study.

According to the List of Historical monuments published by the Ministry of Culture and Cults in
the Official Gazette No. 646 bis on 16.07.2004, at present, 41 buildings from Rosia Montana
locality, including two churches and 39 houses (code LMI 2004: AB —Il-s-b-00269 and then AB-
[I-m-B-00271 through AB-1I-m-B-00311) were classified as historical monuments. These
historical monument buildings are not located within the four pits, but they are grouped as
follows: 35 of them are located within the protected area Historic Centre, while 6 others are
grouped in the area of the current administrative centre of the Rogia Montana commune, within
the planned industrial area.
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None of these historical monuments will be affected by the implementation of this mining project.
RMGC currently owns 14 historical monument buildings. These were purchased following the
legal procedures stipulated by law 422/2001. When purchased, these buildings were in different
states of preservation, this fact being mentioned both in the buying —selling contracts and in
photos taken at purchase and since then.

On the basis of legal provisions, RMGC began in 2001 the process of developing specific town-
planning documents — General Urbanism Plan and Zonal Urbanism Plan. These were developed
by certified Romanian companies who had pursued the legal procedure of approval. The
approval for the establishment of the Rosia Montana Protected Area-Historical Centre was
issued by the Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs in 2002 (approvals no. 61/14.02.2002 and
no.178/20.06.2002) as part of the authorization procedure of the urbanism documentations.
Based on these approvals, the Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs requested the company
to prepare the Zonal Urbanism Plan for the Central Historical area. Out of those 41 historical
monument buildings/, 35 are situated within the Rosia Montana Protected Area-Historical
Centre, including the Catholic church. According to recommendations of the National
Commission of Historical Monuments, the extent this area was considerably increased. This
area will be restored and preserved in its entirety, including a proposed mining museum
comprising several sections — open air exposition with all traditional-historical households and
industrial patrimony elements, an exposition regarding the mining history on these sites, an
underground museum circuit around the Catalina Monulesti historical gallery in which most of
wax tablets were discovered. The company has no intention of transforming this area into a
museum, taking into account the fact that all houses including the restored building historical
monuments will be occupied by local people, and where owned by RMGC will be inhabited by
the people working on the Rosia Montana Project. Note that projects are currently being
prepared for the restoration of 11 historical monument houses owned by RMGC.

The company wishes to protect and promote all these values and to achieve this, special
measures will be taken both within the protected area Rosia Montana Historical Centre
(restoration-consolidation-conservation) and industrial perimeter (utilization of special blasting
techniques, establishment of buffer areas between the two perimeters, ongoing monitoring of
vibrations and blasting adjustment depending on wave propagation speed, etc.)

The company assumed publicly — within the Environment Impact Study - rehabilitation and
restoration program for the historical monuments and Rosia Montana Protected Area-Historical
Centre, so that important funds will not be spent without the technical and safety measures
necessary to ensure that the future mining operation will not affect these structures.

For further details related to these studies and simulations performed by Technical University
and IPROMIN regarding the specific mitigation measures of the blasting impact on historical
monument buildings, please consult the enclosed specialized documentation. In addition please
see the Annex called “Information on the Cultural Heritage of Rosia Montana and Related
Management Aspects” for further details on the measures planned for the rehabilitation and
restoration of historical monuments from the Rogsia Montana area.

S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. has considered the importance of the cultural
heritage from Rosia Montana and the requirements of current legislation. Therefore, approx.
US$ 10 million has been budgeted for 2001-2006, to conduct research of the heritage. After
considering the results of the researches, experts’ opinions, and the decisions taken by
competent authorities, a budget of US$ 25 million has been estimated by the company to
conduct further research, conservation and restoration works for the heritage from Rosia
Montana during the following years, as it was made public within the Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA) in May 2006 (see Report on the Environmental Impact Assessment Study,
volume 32, Archaeological Heritage Management Plan for Rosia Montana area, p. 84-85). In
particular the proposed works include the creation of a Modern Museum of Mining with exhibits
of geology, archeology, industrial heritage and ethnography establishing tourist access to
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Catalina-Monulesti Gallery and also to the monument at Tau Gauri, conserving and
restoring those 41 historic monument buildings and of Rogia Montana Historic Center.

The cultural landscape of Rosia Montana has been formed by almost 1900 years of mining
history, and therefore it represents a special example of a mining community of the Carpathians
Mountains and for Romania. The mining activity influenced all the aspects of the life from Rosia
Montana, determining the occurrence of a mining culture which influenced a number of the
features connected with the locality’s evolution, as well as with its structure and its urban pattern,
architecture, ethnography, economic and spiritual life and also the natural environment of this
mountainous region. The existence of the gold ore deposit caused a transition from a rural way
of life with a small density of population to a centralized community character that has continued
from ancient periods until XIXth century when the town became a quasi-urban center.

The statement of the questioner refers to the opening of the Cetate pit by the Romanian
Government in 1975. Starting with 1970s, during the communist era, open pit operations were
developed at Cetate and Céarnic. These two pits and their associated industrial infrastructure
have destroyed major remains without archaeological researches — especially the well known:
‘Roman Yards” and “Emperor's Window”. As part of the documentation necessary for an
Environmental Impact Assessment for the Rosia Montana Project, studies have included: a short
history of historic and archaeological studies conducted before 2000 at Rosia Montana (see
volume 6 — Cultural Heritage Baseline Report, Annex F, p. 161-165) and an inventory of chance
archaeological discoveries found before 2000 (see volume 6 — Cultural Heritage Baseline
Report, Annex G, p. 166-169).

The concept of cultural landscape has received a special attention only since 1992 when
identification and conservation instruments for such areas were adopted, although this concept
was discussed in 1972 by the adoption of World Heritage Convention, and by the Venice Charta
(1964, 1966), which mentioned the context and the setting of the historic monument. The term
cultural landscape combines several manifestations of the interaction between humans and
nature, which are representative for the evolution of the society under the influence of physical
restraints, of the opportunities provided by the natural habitat, and of the social, economic and
cultural factors.

The cultural landscape reflects the way in which a certain community interacts with its
environment. The cultural landscape often reflects specific techniques for the development of
natural resources, by taking into account the environment's characteristics and limits (see
UNESCO — WHO Convention, 1996). The concept of cultural landscape was outlined in 1992,
when the World Heritage Committee (WHC - UNESCO) used this concept with reference to the
criterion of “exceptional value”, which led to several modifications of the 1972 UNESCO
Convention. Thus, after several discussions among international experts of this field, the
European Convention of Landscape was adopted (Florence Convention, 2000). This convention
is intended to protect, manage and develop the territorial establishments of all landscapes, and
also of the natural landscape. This European Convention of Landscape was adopted by the
European Council and includes several recommendations referring to the protection,
management, and development of all landscapes from Europe. The central administrations of
the European countries are responsible for the effective implementation of these provisions and
requirements. This convention was ratified by Romania through Law 451/2002.

Rosia Montana is not an ordinary village from Apuseni Mountains. This is obvious and it has
been emphasized by the studies conducted by various research teams with respect to its
architecture and urbanism or ethnography and ethnology studies.

The Rosia Montana landscape has, from a cultural point of view, two major components: the
underground one that has been studied by the recent mining archaeology researches, and the
surface one has been studied by the surface archaeological investigations, by the historic
monument buildings from the historic center and by the natural monuments.
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The nature and state of conservation of the underground mining remains from Carnic have been
established by exhaustive mining archeology research. These have proved the difficulty of
access, the resulting high safety risk for visitors, their spatial dispersion and the enormous costs
that would make their conservation and tourist development impossible. As previously
mentioned within the specialty studies from the EIA documentation, many historic mining works
can be found in sectors protected from the mining impact, such as the following areas Cos -
Catalina Monulesti, Paru-Carpeni and Piatra Corbului. All these areas have both unique features
and others that are representative and support a scientific decision for in situ preservation.

The surface archaeological remains have been significantly impacted by the recent mining
operations — galleries, dumps, ore processing installations (wood stamps), by the associated
industrial infrastructure (lakes, roads, water supply pipelines), as well as by the permanent
habitation of Rosia Valley for the last 700 years. Three main categories of archaeological
monuments have been studied: habitation areas with accompanying infrastructure (Hop-Gauri,
Habad, Taul Tapului, Carpeni hill), sacred areas with open air temples (Habad, Nanului valley,
and possibly Carpeni) and last, but not least, funerary areas (cremation necropolis of Roman
period colonists (discovered at Hop, Taul Corna, Jig-Piciorag, Tarina, Paraul Porcului — Taul
Secuilor and the graves from Nanului valley and Carpeni hill). After 7 years of archaeological
research, two perimeters were identified and can be described as “protected areas”. the
Roman Funerary monument from Tau Gauri and Carpeni Hill where habitation areas with
Roman buildings have been discovered, as well as a funerary area and a sacred area.

The architectural assets are located in the upper part of the town, in the Square area. 35 of the
41 historic monument buildings are located here. All this architectural reservation, which has a
particular charm, is included in the protected area Rosia Montana Historical Centre. In order to
establish from a legal point of view the limits of the Protected Area, the company contracted the
services of certified companies in order to elaborate a PUZ through which the urban regulations
are imposed and which specifies activities that are allowed to be developed within its
boundaries. This document is in the course of being developed.

Note that the Rosia Montana protected area will cover approx 130 ha and will include the
architectural assets from this locality (restored and developed) but also other heritage assets,
included in a modern mining museum that will have exhibits of geology, archeology,
ethnography, (with an open air section), industrial heritage and an important underground
section located around Catalina Monulesti Gallery. In the protected area, the company will
promote traditional tourism (guest houses and small restaurants). Also within this area (E, SE of
the ancient center) the historic lakes are located: Taul Mare, Taul Brazi and Taul Anghel - where
recreational tourism may be developed.

Under Law 5/2000 (March 6, 2000) on the approval of the National Territory Arrangement Plan-
Section lll- Protected Areas (published in the Official Gazette of Romania under no. 152/April 12,
2000), the Piatra Corbului and Piatra Despicata areas were included in the section: Natural
Areas of National Interest Protected and Natural Monuments, points 2.8 (Piatra Despicata) and
2.83 (Piatra Corbului). Moreover, as a result of the archaeological investigations conducted at
Rosia Montana within the “Alburnus Maior” National Research Program, the Piatra Corbului area
was classified as historical monument, more precisely the Roman galleries from the Cérnic
massif, the Piatra Corbului area. This research program has been financed by RMGC, as
required by current legislation.

Another important element of the Rosia Montana landscape are the lakes, so some of them will
be maintained - Taul Mare, Taul Anghel and Taul Brazi which will be included in the tourism
development plans anticipated for the Protected Area of Rosia Montana Historic Center. Taul
Gauri is included in the protection area of Roman funerary monument that will be restored in
situ. Taul Tarina will not be impacted by RMP. Taul Corna will be impacted by the project’s
implementation.
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Due to the preparation of the Rosia Montana PUG, and at the direct request of the National
Commission of Historical Monuments from 2002 (permit: MCC — CNMI no. 61/14.02.2002), this
urbanism documentation has been prepared by the S.C. Proiect Alba S.A., and completed by
the S.C. OPUS - Atelier de arhitectura S.R.L., who have conducted an historic survey and a
special survey on the elements of cultural landscape from Rosia Montana. This study has been
approved by the National Commission of Historical Monuments from the Ministry of Culture and
Religious Affairs, through the following permits: MCC nr. 177/20.06.2002 and 178/20.06.2002,
and have approved the Rosia Montana PUG and accompanying urbanism documentations.

As a conclusion of the survey conducted by OPUS in 2002 — which completed the
documentation prepared for Rosia Montana PUG — the following statements were included: “the
disappearance of the traditional mining industry during ‘560s together with the disappearance of
the private property within gold mining industry, as well as the initiation of open pit mining
operations during ‘70s have lead to alterations of the landscape, of infrastructure and of the
locals occupations, to the abandonment and degradation of several traditional industrial
buildings, some of them with a genuine heritage significance. Also, this has led to the demolition,
degradation, or ruin of several constructions or assemblies with a certain archaeological value.
The unreasoned implantation of several collective dwellings (apartment buildings) has increased
the alteration of several valuable areas of the urban assembly. According to the baseline report
of the geological explorations developed at Rosia Montand prepared by Agraro-Consult S.A.
together with the Institute of Research for Waste Water Treatment , S.C. Prospectiuni S.A.,
ICECHIM and Romanian Waters, the environment is strongly impacted by the historic mining
activities with strong implications on the Rogia stream, Aries River and soils. Moreover, all
actions undertaken during this period have fully ignored the huge archaeological capital that
exists and is known only documentary. This has led to the destruction of many remains,
especially the ones related to the history and continuity of gold mining operations developed for
almost two millennia. There are no roads between commune’s villages, urban transportation is
rather rare, and the economic conditions are poor. All these contribute to the isolation of Rosia
Montana from the national socio-economic context. The value of the site resides in the unique
way of interaction of the relief with specific functions and with perfect adaptation of urban-
architectural settlements. These characteristics have been sedimented along very long periods
pf time, and if the situation existent during ‘50s may have led today to fully enlist Rosia Montanéa
as a site classified as having “cultural landscapes”. As the current situation looks like, such
framing is no longer possible. Moreover, as it results from the inventory of national and local
heritage values, from the sociological research and from field surveys, towns degradation is a
progressive process and if the current conditions are maintained we will witness how the entire
town and not only the valuable elements disappear.” These conclusions of S.C. OPUS — Atelier
de arhitectura S.R.L. have been presented in the documentation entitled “Completion of the
necessary documentation for Rosia Montana PUG; Study prepared for restructuring Rosia
Montana Historic Center”, which has been approved by the Ministry of Culture and Religious
Affairs in 2002.

For further synopsis on the researches and survey conducted at Rosia Montana to research the
cultural heritage, as well as to learn the conclusions of experts on this issue, please see the
annex entitled “Information on the Cultural Heritage of Rosia Montana and Related Management
Aspects” aimed at completing the abovementioned information.

The EIA Report (volume 6- Cultural Heritage Baseline Report, page 21) states that ,The
appearance of these rock outcrops is relatively diminuative in the overall landscape and their
setting on the degraded slopes of Cetate and Céarnic, which are characterized by excavations
and waste rock, minimizes their aesthetic quality.” Thus, the assessment of the baseline
conditions points out that the aesthetic value of these natural monuments has already been
diminished by the previous mining explorations.

Piatra Corbului is located outside the future Carnic pit. Consequently, it will not be impacted by
RMGC’s mining project. All the technical measures required will be undertaken in order to

Page 9 of 24



minimize the project's impact during the operational phases, which will be carried out in the
proximity of this area. These measures are meant to avoid an impact on the integrity of this area.

As for Piatra Despicata, this is a block of andesite weighing roughly 2 tons. In 2000, based on
the documentation submitted by the company S.C. Agraro Consult S.R.L., the Commission for
the Protection of Natural Monuments of the Romanian Academy approved the relocation of
Piatra Despicata to another area, which will not be impacted by the mining operation. Therefore,
the future location of Piatra Despicata will be approved by the Romanian Academy and the
Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs. The relocation will be coordinated and monitored by
specialists, this process involving the use of usual technical means that are specific for such
large structures.

Thus, Piatra Despicata will not be located in the industrial area during the operational phase of
the project, and Piatra Corbului will be surrounded by a protection area measuring 5.5 ha, which
is enough to keep the monument away from the edge of a crater, as you fear.

Under Law 5/2000 (March 6, 2000) on the approval of the National Territory Arrangement Plan-
Section lll- Protected Areas (published in the Official Gazette of Romania under no. 152/April 12,
2000), the Piatra Corbului and Piatra Despicata areas were included in the section: Natural
Areas of National Interest Protected and Natural Monuments, points 2.8 (Piatra Despicata) and
2.83 (Piatra Corbului).

Moreover, as a result of the archaeological investigations conducted at Rosia Montana within the
“‘Alburnus Maior” National Research Program, the Piatra Corbului area was classified as
historical monument, more precisely the Roman galleries from the Carnic massif, the Piatra
Corbului area (code LMI AB-I-s-A-20329), as published in the Official Gazette of Romania no.
646 bis/16.07.2004, Alba County, position 146). This research program has been financed by
RMGC, as required by current legislation.

Preventive archaeological researches within the Rosia Montana mining project area have been
undertaken based on specific techniques, specifically trial trenches in all accessible areas that
are suitable for human habitation, taking into account the bibliographical information and the
observations recorded during the archaeological survey campaigns, the geophysical studies and
the analyses of the photogrammetric flights. In addition, surface investigations were undertaken,
where appropriate. The archaeological researches at Rosia Montana covered a large surface
and focused on the areas known to have archaeological potential. THEREFORE, ALL AREAS
THAT HAVE BEEN ARCHAEOLOGICALLY DISCHARGED HAD BEEN PREVIOUSLY
INVESTIGATED. All research programs, beginning with the 2004 campaign, have been
undertaken in full compliance with the current legal requirements, i.e. Ministerial Order no. 2392
of 6 September 2004 on the establishment of the Archaeological Standards and Procedures by
the Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs.

However, note that this type of research-known as preventive/rescue/contractual research- is
conducted all over the world in relation to the economic interest for certain areas and the costs
thereof as well as the costs for the enhancement and maintenance of the areas preserved are
covered by the investors through a public-private partnership for the protection of the cultural
heritage, in compliance with the provisions of the European Convention of Malta (1992) on the
protection of the archaeological heritage [The text of the convention is available at the following
address:
http://conventions.coe.int/Treaty/Commun/QueVoulezVous.asp?NT=143&CM=8&DF=7/6/2006&
CL=ENG].

Pursuant to current legislation in Romania, RMGC has ensured the necessary financial
resources for assessing and studying these remains. The Company provided the necessary
resources to cover various expenses for installations, working equipments, safety equipments,
labor costs, respecting the opinions and conclusions of researchers and observing the decisions
issued by competent authorities like the Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs — the National
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Commission of Archaeology, and the National Commission of Historic Monuments, as required
by law.

The concept of archeological research does not entail only archaeological excavations. This type
of research is conducted by specific means and methodologies adapted to the conditions of
every site researched, in our case, Rogia Montana. They consisted in:
e archive studies;
e archaeological surveys, trial trenches (test trenches);
e aerial reconnaissance/survey and aerial photo interpretation; high resolution satellite
images;
e mining archaeology studies; underground topography and 3D modeling; geophysical
surveys;
e Thorough archaeological investigations in the areas with an identified archaeological
potential- this implied carrying out archaeological excavations;
¢ Interdisciplinary studies- sedimentology, archaeo-zoology, comparative palynology,
archaeo-metallurgy, geology, mineralogy;
e Radiocarbon dating and dendrochronology;
o This research and its outcomes were included in an integrated database;
¢ traditional and digital archaeological topography and development of the GIS project;
generate a photo archive- both traditional and digital,
e restoration of artifacts;
¢ aninventory and a digital catalogue of the artifacts;
o studies conducted by specialists in order to enhance the outcomes of this research -
publication of monographs / scientific books and journals, exhibitions, websites, etc.

All preventive archeological researches undertaken at Rosia Montana from 2000 to date have
been conducted within a complex integrated research program, and the excavation permits have
been issued in full compliance with current legislation. The researches have been coordinated
from a scientific point of view by the National History Museum of Romania. 21 Romanian and 3
foreign specific institutions have participated in this research. All researches have been
conducted in full compliance with the current legislation. The researches developed during each
of the archeological campaigns have been authorized by the Ministry of Culture and Religious
Affairs based on the annual plan of archeological research endorsed by the National
Commission of Archaeology.

In accordance with current Romanian legislation (the Ministerial Order no. 2392 of 6. September
2004 on the establishment of Archaeological Standards and Procedures by Ministry of Culture
and Religious Affairs), the authors of researches are not entitled to grant archaeological
discharges. Following a complex research process, exhaustive documentation must be prepared
for the study area, which will include the archaeologists’ proposals. After considering this
documentation, the National Commission of Archaeology will recommend or not the issuance of
the certificate by the Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs.

For further details related to the legal framework and duties of the Project titleholder that arise
from the mandatory compliance with the legal requirements please see the Cultural Heritage
Annex called “Information on the Cultural Heritage of Rosia Montana and Related Management
Aspects”. Also, the annex includes further details with respect to the researches conducted
within the “Alburnus Maior” National Research Program developed between 2001 and 2006.

Only the areas which already obtained the archaeological discharge certificate have been
included in the industrial development area. But also there are areas that are currently being
researched in order to secure their archaeological discharge in future, following the legal
procedures.

Prior to 1999, no mining archaeology researches had been conducted at Rosia Montana. The
scientific investigation and assessment of these galleries had only then been initiated. To sum
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up, in the Repertoriul Arheologic al judetului Alba (1995) (The Archaeological Gazetteer of Alba
County), the following data regarding the Roman galleries were presented: during XVIII and XX
centuries, several artifacts dating as back as Roman times have been identified during mining
operations (note that their exact source was not known, they were only identified, and some
have disappeared). Moreover, the Roman gold mining operations, especially considering where
the wax-coated tablets were discovered, were identified around the civil settlements located on
Cetate, Carnic, Ecaterina Monulesti Gallery (Catalina-Monulegti), and Letea (Lety) and Rotunda
Mountains. Therefore, by 2000, one could say that Rosia Montana was a site of archaeological
potential, as a Roman period mining site. No archaeological excavations have been performed
to identify specific components or characteristics, or the location and spatial distribution of
Roman period mining remains within the site.

Despite this evidence, the gold and silver ore deposit from Rosia Montana was mined by the
Romanian Government in the same manner even after the promulgation of the Law no. 5/2000
on the approval of the National Territory Arrangement Plan — Section Ill — protected areas,
where the Roman galleries are also mentioned: Rosia Montana commune, Rosia Montana
village, Alba County (Annex 3, section | — industrial architecture; establishment of access roads,
position 1)1.), with no additional data on their location, characteristics or distribution.

Due to the implementation of the new mining project, the preventive archaeological researches
conducted at Rosia Montana were initiated in 2000 with the participation of archaeologists from
National Union Museum from Alba lulia and from the National Institute of Historic Monuments
from Bucharest. For the mining galleries survey, the expertise of a team from Toulouse
University has been employed. Taking into account the conclusions of preliminary studies
conducted in the previous year, in 2001 the “Alburnus Maior” national Research Program was
established through the Ministerial Order no. 2504 from 07.03.2001, which was been developed
in full compliance with Government Ordinance no. 43/2000 regarding the archaeological heritage
protection and the establishment of some archaeological sites as areas of national interest,
subsequently modified. Its aims are to investigate the Roman and medieval galleries from this
area, as well as conducting an inventory and proposing solutions for the conservation/restoration
of representative parts. Thus, the central administration, (the Ministry of Culture and Religious
Affairs) pursuant to its legal duties, was involved in the research of the Roman galleries from
Rosia Montana from 2000 to date.

In accordance with Romanian current legal provisions, RMGC has ensured the necessary
financial resources for assessing and studying these types of remains. RMGC provided the
necessary resources to cover several expenses like facilities, working equipments, safety
equipments, labor costs (to include a permanent team of miners that provides access and
assistance to the mining archaeologists and performs maintenance works), thus fulfilling the
opinions and conclusions of researchers and observing the decisions issued by competent
authorities like the Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs, the National Commission of
Archaeology, and the National Committee of Historic Monuments. Therefore, a specific budget
has been adopted for these works as part of the development of the project.

140 Km of underground works from all historical periods have been researched during 8 years of
researches. Two thirds of these are located in the Carnic and Cetate massifs, and almost 7 km
of ancient (Roman) mining works excavated with iron tools (chisel and hammer) or with fire have
been identified. Modern and recent works, identifiable after studying the galleries (blasting drill
holes, their shape, comparison with ancient mining plans, etc.), have been dated to the XVIl and
early XX centuries by radio -carbon dating of wood or charcoal. The 7 km of galleries dated to
the Roman period represent the total of this kind of works that have been identified and
surveyed are dispersed over the entire area. Therefore, according to the conclusions of the
research team, most of the ancient works have been revisited and partially reworked by miners
over the centuries.

We must underline that an archaeological excavation that allows restoration, dating and
interpretation, also increases the vulnerability of such galleries. To be more precise, if the old
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mining works are excavated in order to make them accessible, they will be consequently
exposed to severe degradation. At the same time, if exhaustive archaeological works are
conducted, then naturally the “archaeological deposit” disappears leaving only the empty
structures behind (galleries and other works). All chronological information (artifacts) will be
recovered during the excavations.

Detailed information regarding the chance archaeological discoveries and preliminary
archaeological researches (both surface and underground) within Orlea area have been
published in the EIA Report for Rosia Montana Project, volume 6 — Cultural Heritage Baseline
Report, Annex |, p. 231-236.

Within the Baseline Heritage Report volume 6, p. 48 it is stated with respect to Orlea, that the
archaeological research will be continued both at surface and underground, and in an area with
an established archaeological potential. Moreover, it is emphasized that all researches
conducted up to date within this area have been preliminary in nature. It is important to quote the
study: “Site development plans for the Project will not result in impacts or construction activities
in the Orlea area, which will be investigated starting with 2007. As a result, construction activities
will not begin in these areas until proper archaeological investigation consistent with Romanian
law and international best practice is concluded.” (Cultural Heritage Baseline Report, volume 6,
p. 46).

RMGC, pursuant to the legal requirements, will finance a program of preventive archaeology
research at Orlea that will be conducted by certified experts between 2007 and 2012. Based on
an analysis of the results of these researches, the archaeological discharge procedure may be
initiated or not. There are no legal requirements to forbid the development of preventive
archaeological researches within areas with identified archaeological heritage as is the case at
Orlea.

There are other small areas within the site, on the eastern slope of Carnic at Piatra Corbului and
Paru Carpeni that might be available for conducting a program to develop public access. A
particular case is Piatra Corbului where Roman pits excavated with fire can be found. These are
extraordinary remains, impressive on account of their large dimensions. Their location, in the
close vicinity of the proposed pits needs to be considered in order to take all necessary and
adequate protective measures in order to avoid their degradation due to open pit blasting.

The company has assumed the financial and logistic support necessary for the conservation and
restoration of the protected areas as the French archeologists have stated that they have
completed the research and outlined all existing mining works within the current protected areas
of the Rosia Montana mining Project: Catalina Monulesti, Cos, Piatra Corbului and Paru
Carpeni, and consequently for the other mining sectors that will be impacted by the mining
project. RMGC will provide all necessaryl funds for the archaeological research that will continue
within Paru Carpeni and for in situ preservation of the mining chambers equipped with hydraulic
wheels, as well as for other hydraulic installations and auxiliary equipment that will be restored.
Additionally, funds are anticipated by the company to construct several hydraulic wheels
identical with the ancient ones. All these actions are anticipated by RMGC to increase the tourist
attraction for the area.

To conclude, we must explain a certain paradox. The existence of the Roman galleries is
threatened because researches are not conducted and because of their state of conservation
and the nature of this type of remains. In turn any archaeological research entails the irreversible
destruction of context in order to recover information.

In accordance with the requirements of the Ministry of Environment and Water Management,
specific management plans have been included in the documentation prepared for the Report on
Environmental Impact Assessment Study of Rosia Montana Project. These plans have been
established to manage and conserve the heritage assets from the Rosia Montana area, within
the context of implementing the mining project. These will include the historic mining galleries
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(see EIA Report, volumes 32-33, Plan M — Cultural Heritage Management Plan: part | —
Management Plan for Archaeological Heritage from Rosia Montana area, part || — Management
Plan for Historical Monuments and Protected Zone from Rosia Montana, part Ill — Cultural
Heritage Management Plan). All duties and responsibilities of the company following the
implementation of its mining project are included in these plans, according to the decisions of the
central cultural administration. These duties and responsibilities cover the protection and
conservation of heritage values from Rosia Montana area: surface and underground
archaeological remains, historic monuments and buildings, protected areas, intangible heritage
values, elements of cultural landscape, etc. It must be emphasized that in addition to the
commitments of RMGC with respect to the protection and conservation of archaeological
remains and historic monuments, there are many duties both for local public authorities from
Rosia Montana and Alba County, and for central public authorities such as the Romanian
Government. The Cultural Heritage Management Plans included in the EIA Report clarify these
aspects (see the report on the EIA Study, volume 32, Management Plan for Archaeological
Heritage from Rosia Montana area, p. 22-24; 49; 55-56; 71-72 and EIA Report, volume 33,
Management Plan for Historical Monuments and Protected Zone from Rosia Montana, p. 28-29,
47-50, 51-53, 65-66, p. 103 — Annex 1).

Another aim of the “Alburnus Maior” National Research Program established through the
Ministerial Order no. 2504 from 07.03.2001 and developed in full compliance with the provisions
of the Government Ordinance no. 43/2000 regarding the archaeological heritage protection and
the establishment of archaeological site as areas of national interest, subsequently modified, is
to prepare a project for the development of a future mining museum within the Apuseni
Mountains area. It is obvious that there is a significant component with respect to the
development of the historic mining galleries. Considering the importance of the networks
studied, the restoration works are going to be extensive and very expensive, and the long-term
maintenance costs will have to be added.

To conclude, this kind of research — known as preventive/rescue archaeological research - is
conducted in relation to the economic interest for certain areas and research and investigation
costs, together with development and maintenance costs of the preserved areas, are ensured by
those who make the investment. Therefore, a public—private partnership for the protection of
cultural heritage is created pursuant to the provisions of Malta Convention (1992) on the
protection of Archaeological heritage.

For further details related to the legal framework and duties of the Project titleholder that arise
from the mandatory compliance with the legal requirements please see the Annex entitled
“Information on Rosia Montana Cultural Heritage and Related Management Aspects”. Also,
further details may be found there with respect to the researches conducted within the “Alburnus
Maior” National Research Program developed between 2001 and 2006.

In 2004, an ICOMOS official, Mr. Mounir Bouchenaki, visited Rosia Montana and interviewed
all the parties concerned and involved in the project. He appreciated the high quality of the
researches and their results. He concluded that encouraging the dialogue and cooperation might
lead to the discovery of viable solutions for the coexistence of the industrial development and of
the scientific development, or, if that might be the case, the conservation of the cultural heritage.
In his view, improved media coverage of the works and achievements would counteract the
existing misinformation among many European archaeologists, some of them being signatories
of the protests usually claimed.

ICOMOS is International Council on Monuments and Sites, a non-governmental organization of
professionals, dedicated to the conservation of world’s historic monuments and sites. The
ICOMOS Charter has been edited based on the results of Venice Charter and ensures a global
direction for approaching the archaeological heritage. According to this Charter, the
archaeological heritage has the following meaning: “That part of the material heritage for which
the archaeological researches provide the primary information. It includes all remains of human
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existence and consists of all human activities, abandoned structures and diverse remains (to
include underground and aquatic sites), together with their associated cultural assets.”

This Charter underlines the role of a team of qualified professionals (including archaeologists
and not only), in the process of assessment, investigation, and study conducted during the pre-
construction stage, which constitutes the base for subsequent management measures. Another
basic principle of the ICOMOS Charter is the recommendation to preserve archaeological
resources for subsequent archaeological researches, in order to have the archaeological
heritage known and appreciated by the public.

With respect to the conservation of some parts of the site as an “archaeological’ research
reserve for future generations, note that the Carpeni protected area from Rosia Montana was
outlined. This is the area where the most important Roman buildings from Rosia Montana have
been discovered. This reserve covers 17 ha and meets the criteria established by the ICOMOS
Charter. As regards the underground remains, the potential of the mining sectors of Catalina
Monulesti and Piatra Corbului is known today. Thus, future “archaeological reserves” are likely to
be identified within these sectors.

With respect to the development of the Roman galleries of Rosia Montana as museums, Dr.
Beatrice Cauuet, the head of the team of archaeologists that researched the underground
mining remains said: ‘with regard to the development of a site museum for the conservation and
preservation in situ of mining remains it is much more advisable to choose outstanding areas
comprising different types of mining works, which are characteristic for the ancient mines from
Rosia Montana. With respect to the enhancement of the ancient mining works, the existing
technical and financial means may be used to restore a smaller sector, which has been less
impacted by modern and recent mining works (and therefore it has a higher degree of
authenticity) and which is located in the proximity of the other historical monuments to be
enhanced, such as the historical centre of the Rosia Montana commune. Finally, there are other
smaller areas within the site, which are located outside the project’s impact perimeter (e.g. the
Eastern slope of the Carnic massif-the Piatra Corbului and Paru Carpeni sectors), which are
equally suitable to be arranged for public access. The Piatra Corbului sector, in particular,
comprises Roman mining sectors dug by the fire setting technique, outstanding remains,
impressive by their large size; but their position in the proximity of the future pit must be
considered in order to take the appropriate protection measures which are necessary in order to
avoid it from being deteriorated by the blasting”.

Taking into account that the underground access of experts in the Carnic massif is extremely
difficult and public access is practically impossible, it has been decided that the only way of
enhancing this type of mining works is to create exact replicas. Among other specialists works
undertaken by the mining archaeologists of Toulouse le Mirail University (France), note the
detailed topographic survey conducted for historic mining works and the establishment of a full
photographic inventory of Roman underground mining remains. Moreover, the 3D model
prepared by the French experts allowed the reconstruction of the initial morphology of the
historic mine removing the destructions caused by time and subsequent mining works. These
scientific results will be the base for the establishment of the replicas of the ancient mining
works.

These replicas will be made by the French experts whose professionalism cannot be questioned
by anyone (the company will contract the services of the teams who created the replicas of the
painted caves Lascaux and Cosquer, France). In this case it is impossible to differentiate
between the original and copy. The same is intended for Rosia Montana, i.e. to completely
recreate the underground ambiance, but under safe conditions, fully compliant with the EU
norms.

Unlike Romania, where the notion of “copy” implies something of poor quality, surrogate, in other
countries like France (replicas of the painted caves Lascaux and Cosquer) or United Kingdom
(lead mine from Killhope, Scotland), such copies are impossible to be differentiated from the
original. Not only is the morphology of the underground area and the texture of the walls
recreated, but also the overall ambiance, i.e. the humidity, temperature, reduced light, air
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draught, etc are also recreated. Moreover, these constructions, built on the surface or in the
underground allow a thorough control of potential risk factors, like floods, failure, ventilation that
cannot be maintained in an underground labyrinth of over 75km in length, disposed on a level
difference of over 400 m as it is the case of the Rosia Montana mine.

As regards the development of replicas of some mining structures, such cases exist in several
European countries, where restoration of the kind has been developed. We could mention here
the recreation of the Roman Mine at Rio Tinto (in the Mining Museum at Rio Tinto, Huelva,
Spain representing a 5,000 year long history of mining in the Iberian Peninsula; this is perhaps
one of the closest analogies with the mining archaeological heritage of Rogsia Montana, (a
Roman Age mine drainage system similar to the two already identified in Rosia Montana at the
mining sectors of P&ru Carpeni and Catélina Monulesti was discovered here in the late 19"
century).

As for the potential access of tourists in this system of galleries, we quote from the Report
prepared by Mr. Eddie O’'Hara MP (General Rapporteur on Cultural Heritage) and Mr.
Christopher Grayson (Chief Secretary for Culture, Science and Education), both officials of the
Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe:

- “[...] Concern has been expressed by critics over the procedure (allegedly superficial
archaeological discharges) and conservation ethics, involving the programmed destruction of
Roman galleries. This concern does not appear to be entirely justified. The reworked
galleries in the areas of the main pits Céarnic and Cetate appear empty of any archaeologically
interesting remains. Tourist access to most galleries would be impossible. However the
condition must clearly be imposed of continued archaeological excavation and monitoring of
what is found [...]”

-“I...] Research does not necessarily imply the need for everything found to be preserved and
the academic ideal of total in situ preservation is perhaps not always and altogether appropriate
in a situation of rescue archaeology and a commercial world. This is certainly so in the case of in
situ preservation of the Roman galleries at Rosia Montana. There are over 5 km of them,
apparently with a limited variety of distinctiveness between them and few surviving remains in
them. Most of them are inaccessible, indeed dangerous of access to tourists. Alternative
proposals such as designation of the whole area as a cultural landscape to be developed for
tourism lack viability [...].”

In conclusion, in response to your first question, note that the company does not plan to destroy
the Roman galleries from Rosia Montana or to create replicas, without having a clear alternative
in this respect. Complex specialized studies have been conducted during eight years and their
conclusions served as a basis for the adoption of a series of specific measures which imply
complex works for the conservation of certain original sectors of galleries and their development
for public access, while others will be preserved for future research (the archaeological
reserves), and replicas will be made for other segments of galleries. Note that we are now facing
some sort of a paradox, specifically given the state of preservation and the nature of these
remains, their physical existence would be threatened in the absence of archaeological
research. On the other hand, any archaeological research implies, to a certain extent, the
irretrievable loss of an archaeological context in order to recover the information. However, this
type of research — known as rescue/preventive archaeological research — is conducted
everywhere in the world in relation to the economic interest for certain areas. And the costs for
this research as well as the costs for the enhancement and maintenance of the areas preserved
are covered by the investors through a public-private partnership for the protection of the cultural
heritage, in compliance with the provisions of the European Convention of Malta (1992) on the
protection of the archaeological heritage.

We do not fully understand the notion of sub-site included in the second question. If you suggest

that among the 13 sites identified within Rosia Montana perimeter there are other sites that you
believe to be sub-sites, note that the definition of site sums up all remains of any kind and from
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any historical period located within the site limits. But, if you refer to the possibility that under the
identified and researched archaeological structures there are other levels of culture, note that
archaeology is a concrete science with specific and strict regulations and standards. Therefore,
at present, after 6 years of comprehensive specific researches and studies conducted at Rosia
Montana, the nature, characteristics and distribution of heritage values are very well known — all
archaeological sites, historic monuments buildings, as well as churches and cemeteries of Rosia
Montana, as well as its actual history. Comprehensive heritage researches and studies
conducted between 2000 and 2006 have allowed us to draw a clear picture of the values that
belong to the national cultural heritage and of the areas with spiritual significance, of its history,
but also to adopt specific measures necessary for their protection.

Although the entire area has been subject to preventive archaeological investigations — in
compliance with the national and European specific regulations- the specific management plans
comprise additional measures for the mitigation of the potential impact on the archaeological
remains, these measures refer to the archaeological monitoring during the construction and
operation phases as well as to the preparation and implementation of a “Chance Finds Protocol”.

The paragraph quoted in the question refers to the juridical status of the Alburnus Maior
economic centre in the municipal life of the province of Dacia. The clarification of its juridical
status will not necessarily arise from the archaeological researches, but from a possible
discovery of an epigraphic document (e.g.an inscription) which could provide the necessary
clarifications. The habitation structures identified at Alburnus Maior are referred to by two
juridical forms: vici and castella.

The discussion on the forms of civil habitation in the area of the ancient Alburnus Maior and their
juridical status during the Roman period was based on the analysis of some epigraphic sources
(e.g. wax tablets and certain formulas from the inscriptions found at Rogia Montana). Thus, the
25 wax tablets found in the last century refer to a series of toponyms attributed by experts to
some adjacent habitation structures. Nine of these documents had been drafted at Alburnus
Maior, two in the canabae legionis XIll Geminae at Apulum, while the remaining ones had been
drafted in places that haven't been identified yet on the ground (vicus Deusara - 2; Kartum - 1;
Immenosum Maius - 1).

From this point of view, one can distinguish two main interpretations. The first theory tends to
suggest that the generic toponym Alburnus Maior covers a series of permanent or temporary
settlements related to the presence of lllyro-Dalmatian colonists, specialized in the mining and
primary processing of the gold ore. This theory is supported by a series of detailed aspects of
the epigraphic sources. Thus, the mention of a vicus Pirustarum, of the Ansium settlement, of a
statio Resculum, the formula K(astellum) Baridustarum as well as the whole discussion on their
location and on other toponyms mentioned on the wax tablets or inscriptions discovered so far
all could suggest the presence of a conglomerate of autonomous settlements that had their
administration, illustrating the "Dalmatine system” of organizing and exploiting gold mines.

The second theory tends to view Alburnus Maior as an autonomous structure with a so far
uncertain juridical status. And the toponyms at issue are names of the various districts or ethnic
groups in the same unitary settlement. What is certain is that the information provided by the
analysis of the epigraphic sources is indicative of a densely populated area, that concentrates a
variety of nationes among which the lllyro-Dalmatian element was predominant followed by the
Hellenistic one.

On the other hand, the conclusions of the archaeological investigations conducted in the field
coupled with previous information obtained from the analysis of the epigraphic sources have
resulted in an overall picture of the ancient Alburnus Maior. Thus, 13 archaeological sites have
been identified and investigated, three of which are the main massifs mined during the Roman
period (Cetate, Carnic and Orlea), while seven others correspond to some habitation areas
dated to the Roman period.
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The archaeological discharge of the site was granted based on a comprehensive documentation
drafted by the experts who conducted the researches in the area. All the preventive
archaeological researches conducted at Rosia Montana since 2001 have been carried out within
a complex research program; permits for preventive archaeological excavations being issued in
compliance with the legislation in force. These archaeological investigations have been carried
out by representatives of 21 specialized institutions from Romania and 3 others from abroad,
under the scientific coordination of the Romanian National Museum of History. All the
researches have been undertaken in compliance with the existing legislation. The investigations
conducted during each archaeological research campaign are authorized by the Ministry of
Culture and Religious Affairs based on the Annual Archaeological Research Plan approved by
the National Commission of Archaeology.

The specific techniques employed during the preventive archaeological investigations conducted
on the project area consisted of a survey of all the areas, which are both accessible and suitable
for human settlement. Bibliographical data and observations made during field surveys,
geophysical surveys, as well as data resulting from the analysis of photogrammetric flights were
also considered. Systematic investigations have been carried out where required by the
archaeological conditions. The archaeological investigations conducted at Rosia Montana have
covered large areas, and the areas with an archaeological potential have been thoroughly
investigated. THUS, ALL THE AREAS THAT WERE ARCHAEOLOGICALLY DISCHARGED
HAD BEEN PREVIOUSLY INVESTIGATED. All the investigations have been conducted in
accordance with the current legislation, namely the Order of the Minister of Culture and
Religious Affairs no. 2392/06.09.2004 on the establishment of Archaeological Standards and
Procedures.

Under the same Romanian legislation in force, the researchers who have conducted the
investigations are not authorized to grant the archaeological discharge of the sites. A
comprehensive documentation including the archaeologists’ conclusions and proposals is
produced based on the findings of the complex archaeological investigations conducted in the
area. Upon consideration of this documentation, the National Commission of Archaeology
decides whether or not to recommend the issuance of the archaeological discharge certificate.
The archaeological discharge certificate for the researches conducted in the period 2001-2006
was issued by the Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs.

A significant amount of scientific material and specific information was collected during the six
archaeological research campaigns. Once the preliminary phase of field investigation is
completed, this information needs to be systematized, analyzed and scientifically exploited, but
also disseminated by means of a publishing plan, in which the 14 years deadline is a very
optimistic one. The presentation of the results of the archaeological researches is a long-lasting
process, which does not depend on the granting of the archaeological discharge certificate. For
instance, the volume comprising the results of the archaeological research conducted for the
Bicaz-Poiana Teiului hydro energetic complex (preventive archaeological excavations conducted
in the '60s) was published only in 2003.

As for RMGC’s financial contribution, note that the company has provided the financial means
for the evaluation and research and enhancement of these types of archaeological remains, as
required by current legislation in Romania and according to international guidance and best
practice.

There are no legal requirements that forbid the development of preventive archaeological
researches for areas with identified and classified heritage, i.e: the Rosia Montana area.
However, the construction activities required for the development of the Project will not be
initiated before the completion of archaeological researches developed within several areas in
full compliance with Romanian legal requirements and international best practices. During 2001-
2006, extensive preventive archaeological investigations have been undertaken in the Rosia
Montana area. Based on their results, certain areas have been archaeologically discharged
while other areas have been subject to preservation and protection measures.
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The Mining Law no. 85/2003, Art. 11 stipulates the following:

‘(1) Carrying out mining activities on the lands on which are located historical, cultural and
religious monuments, archaeological sites of outstanding importance, natural reserves, sanitary
protection areas, hydrogeological protection perimeters to the water sources, as well as
instituting the legal lien for mining activities over such lands is strictly forbidden.

(2) Exceptions to the provisions of the paragraph (1) above shall be established by
Governmental Decisions, with the acceptance of competent authorities in the respective fields
and by establishing damages compensations measures”.

Several comments need to be made with respect to the quoted piece of legislation and the
plaintiff's allegation:

e The Romanian legislation on the protection of the cultural heritage and of historic
monuments does not define the notion “archaeological sites of outstanding
importance”;

e The legal notions that apply with regard to cultural heritage issues are described
and defined by Law 258/2006, article 2, paragraph (1), including references and
amendments to previous legislation, such as Governmental Ordinance 43/2000,
Law 378/2001, Law 462/2003).

e The legal notions used by the current legislation with regard to the historic
monuments are described and defined by Law 259/2006 article 2 paragraph (1),
amending Law 422/2001.

Taking into account the definitions mentioned above, as well as the wording of the Mining Law,
we consider that the plaintiff’'s comment is deprived of legal basis, especially since the expert
opinion he has referred to has been taken out of context.

The Mining Law does not forbid the use of the archaeological discharge procedure, but it allows
that, in exceptional cases, the Government is empowered to issue a specific decision allowing
the development of mining activities without the need to follow the generally applied legal
procedures, stipulated by GO 43/2000 on the protection of archaeological heritage and the
designation of some sites as areas of national interest, as last amended, and Law 422/2001 on
the protection of historical monuments, as last amended. Rosia Montana Project does not
require such a decision, as RMGC follows the provisions and procedures stipulated by GO no.
43/2000, as last amended, and by Law no. 422/2001 for the archaeological discharge of the
lands that are going to be impacted by mining activities, subsequently to be restored to their
initial use, in full compliance with the current legislation. Moreover, with respect to the existing
and classified cultural heritage assets within the Rosia Montana Perimeter, the project proposes
the creation of certain protected areas where no mining activities will occur, as well as the “in
situ” preservation of historical monuments outside this protected area.

Under the Mining concession license no. 47/1999, RMGC has been granted permission to carry
out mining activities in the Rosia Montana area, including the Orlea massif, as well as in other
protected areas. If the ban established by article 11 had been absolute in character, the Mining
Law would have stipulated that it is forbidden to carry out mining activities in the protected areas.

But the law in question does not include such a ban. What is more, GO no. 43/2000 and Law no.
422/2001, republished, stipulate specific procedures for restoring the lands in question to their
current use, through the process of declassification of historical monuments and of
archaeological discharge, procedures that apply whenever a construction authorization is
needed to carry out construction activities in a protected area. Under Law 422/2001, it is
possible to apply the declassification procedures if the archaeological discharge certificate for
the archaeological sites has been obtained, as approved by the National Commission of
Archaeology within the Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs. The archaeological discharge
procedure, as defined by the law, is the procedure by means of which an area of archaeological
interest may be restored to its current use. Under GO 43/2000 ( article 7 point a)), amended by
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Law 378/2001, Law 462/2003 and Law 258/2006, “the investor shall finance a feasibility study
and a technical proposal, describing the measures to be taken (later to be presented in detail)
and the funds necessary for conducting preventive archaeological investigations or, as the case
may be, archaeological surveillance. Also, the investor shall finance the necessary works for the
preservation of the archaeological heritage or, where appropriate, for the archaeological
discharge of the area affected by works. The investor shall finance the enforcement of such
measures’”.

Therefore, in accordance with the current legislation, during 2000 and 2006 preventive
archaeological investigations and associated studies with regard to the Rosia Montana heritage
have been undertaken, so as to ensure the protection of the cultural and archaeological heritage
in the area. This has entailed the understanding and research of the nature, characteristics and
distribution of heritage assets-archaeological sites and historic monument buildings, as well as
their protection and enhancement, in the context of the implementation of the project proposed
by RMGC.

In compliance with the requirements of the Ministry of the Environment and Water Management
and those of the Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs, presented as part of the
documentation regarding the Report on the Environmental Impact Assessment Study for the
Rosia Montana project, specific plans have been prepared for the management and preservation
of the heritage assets in the Rogsia Montana area, in the context of the implementation of the
mining project. (see the Report on Environmental Impact Assessment Study, vol. 32-33, Plan M
— Cultural Heritage Management Plan, part | — Management Plan for the Archaeological
Heritage from Rosia Montana area, part Il — Management Plan for the Historical Monuments and
the Protected Zones of the Rosia Montana Area, part Ill — The Cultural Heritage Management
Plan).

In accordance with decisions of the central cultural administration, these management plans
present in detail the obligations and responsibilities assumed by the company within the
framework of the proposed mining project, with regard to the protection and the conservation of
the Rosia Montana heritage sites (surface and underground archaeological remains), historical
monument buildings, protected areas, intangible heritage, elements of cultural landscape etc.

All the protection and enhancement measures included in the Management Plan for the
Archaeological Heritage of the Rosia Montana area will be submitted for approval to the Ministry
of Culture and Religious Affairs, as part of the permitting procedure for the Rosia Montana
project. The Ministry shall form an opinion on the proposed project, in accordance with the legal
provisions and its responsibilities.

For further details on the applicable legal framework, the responsibilities of the Project
titleholder, or for a detailed description of the preventive archaeological researches undertaken
to date and of the Cultural Heritage Management Plans, please see Annex “Information on
Rosia Montana Cultural Heritage and Related Management Aspects”.

The research team proposed the preservation in situ of the Taul Gauri funerary monument
based on the conclusions of the archaeological research conducted in 2002. This proposal was
endorsed by the National Commission of Archaeology and the Ministry of Culture and Religious
Affairs decided to include this monument on the List of Historical Monuments 2004 under the
name ,Roman funerary monuments from the Hop-Géauri area” (code LMI AB-I-m-A-00065.04).
Moreover, a protection area measuring over 4.5 ha was established around this monument.

In 2003, the company S.C. Opus — Atelier de arhitectura S.R.L drafted the plans for the
restoration of this ancient funerary monument. This project was approved by the National
Commission for Historical Monuments and consequently the Ministry of Culture and Religious
Affairs issued the Permit no. 194/14.07.2004.

Where required by the archaeological realities or where the historical monuments were located
too close to the planned industrial facilities, the latter have been re-positioned so that no
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historical monument should be affected by the project. In the case of Tau Gauri, this consisted of
the restoration and conservation in situ of the monument and in the re-designing of the industrial
facilities proposed in their vicinity.

Through the EIA Report-volume 32: the Management Plan for the Archaeological Heritage from
Rosgia Montana Area (pages 80-81) RMGC has committed to providing the necessary funds for
the restoration and conservation of this monument.

Furthermore, note that in March 2006 a specialized study was conducted by IPROMIN and by
the Bucharest Technical University of Civil Engineering, institutions with a broad expertise on
constructions safety. This was an experimental study meant to measure the vibrations caused
by the blasting procedures developed in the protected area of the historical centre and on the
historic buildings located outside the protected area. Measurements were performed by
simulating a major blasting with 3000 kg of explosives being detonated under normal conditions,
without any delay stages or the use some other state-of-the-art technologies, which are common
practice in modern mining. Thus, the results of this study can also be applied to buried structures
such as the Roman funerary monument, which will be first restored.

A monitoring system will be implemented in order to quantify the impacts caused by blasting on
buildings situated in the protected area as well as on other historic buildings located outside the
protected area. This system will consist of a fixed network of digital seismographs with three
components located on the main buildings to be protected and of a mobile network made up of
three portable seismographs placed on a longitudinal profile between the objective to be
protected and the detonations core. Thus, the blasting technologies and/or the vibrations
generated by the facilities will constantly be adjusted in order not to exceed the maximum
oscillation speeds allowed in the proximity of the buildings.

The funerary monument at Tau Gauri will not be affected by the nearby industrial roads as these
are located at the border of its protection area, far enough so as not to affect this structure. On
the contrary, this structure can become an important tourist attraction point in the context of the
sustainable development strategy for Rosia Montana.

As referred to the access road to the process plant, the Industrial Area of the Rosia Montana
Project also includes the proposal to build a road parallel to the existing county road DJ 742. The
road will be built on private and institutional property land, and part of such land has already
been purchased through the procurements department of RMGC, which is in charge of the
negotiation and purchase of these properties. Also, the possibility to rehabilitate county road DJ
742 has been examined, in order to serve the industrial activities related to the project.

As referred to the industrial roads for Orlea and Jig pit, Volume 9 of the EIA Report - Annex to
the Technological Processes Chapter - Figure 2.9 presents the industrial roads existing in year 0
of the project.

The operation of the two open pits, Orlea and Jig, will begin after the 7" year of mine operation,
and the access roads are presented as follows:
- the access road to Orlea pit is presented in Figure 2.4 — Site development — end of year
07;
- the access road for Jig pit is presented in Figure 2.5 — Site development — end of year
14, in the same document.

As referred to the underground mining, the company does not plan to use the this method given
that the economic, environmental and safety data show that this is not a viable alternative (see
chapter 5 Alternatives, comprising a detailed description of alternatives). The Rosia Montana
deposit is a large, though low-grade gold deposit. Therefore, the only economically viable mining
method is open pit mining. Large amounts of ore need to be extracted and processed if gold is to
be marketed in such a way as to cover production costs and to ensure profitability. The
underground mining method does not meet these requirements, being applied for the extraction
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of high-grade gold hosted in vein-type orebodies or bonanza-type deposits, requiring the
extraction of small amounts of ore. Also, this mining method is not economical, given that for
safety reasons, supportive pillars are used and, consequently, certain areas in the gold deposit
remain unmined.

It should also be noted that underground mining has a higher risk of accidents, such as cave-ins
or gas emissions. The presence of huge underground voids will result in land subsiding on the
surface, with negative consequences on the buildings and structures existing in the area.
Underground voids can also lead to the formation of acid rock drainage. Pyrite (iron sulphide)
oxidizes when exposed to oxygen and seepage water (present everywhere in the underground
voids), thus generating ARD.

All these negative impacts can be avoided if the open pit mining method is chosen. In
conclusion, the underground mining method is definitely not an option for the company.

RMGC’s Mine Closure and Rehabilitation Management Plan (Plan J in the EIA) sets out a series
of measures to ensure that the mine leaves as small an imprint as possible on Rosia Montana’s
landscape. These measures are as follows:
o 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.

The mine’s rehabilitation will meet or exceed the standards set by the EU Mine Waste Directive,
which dictates that RMGC must “restore the land to a satisfactory state, with particular regard to
soil quality, wild life, natural habitats, freshwater systems, landscape, and appropriate beneficial
uses.”

After completion of closure and rehabilitation, the 584 hectares (of the total 1646 hectares
included in the PUZ) that compose the areas between the mine pits and processing facilities as
well as the buffer zone will show no visual signs of the mining project. The infrastructure projects
(i.e. roads, sewage treatment facilities, etc.) will be left for community use. In the case of the
remaining 1062 hectares (see Chapter 4, Section 4.7, Landscape, table 3.1, from the EIA
report), though they will be altered, they will also be remediate (reshaped, treated with an
engineered soil-covering system, and revegetated) to blend with the surrounding landscape to
the greatest extent possible.

Chapter 5 of the Report on the Environmental impact assessment study (EIA) (Assessment of
Alternatives) presents a thorough assessment of the “no-project” alternative — an option that
would generate no investment, allowing the existing pollution problems and socio-economic
decline to continue.

The immediate impact of not advancing the project is covered, and potential alternative
industries are examined — including agriculture, grazing, meat processing, tourism, forestry and
forest products, cottage industries, and flora/fauna gathering for pharmaceutical purposes. The
conclusions are drawn that “a diverse multi-sector economic base is important for the sustained
economic growth of the region” and the Rosia Montana Project (RMP) is capable of providing
the required economic stimuli and would serve to achieve the economic goal of sustainable
prosperity. Other industries do not have this capability but their development in parallel is not
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precluded. To the contrary, the report states, “[the RMP] solves several key problems that
discourage inward investment.”

The Rosia Montana deposit is a large one, but it contains low grade gold ore. Therefore, open-
pit mining is the only method economically viable as large amounts of ore need to be mined and
processed in order to obtain enough gold to cover the production costs and ensure profitability
from selling it (see Chapter 5 — Alternatives, section 2.2 Production Rate Alternative). The
continuation of the exploitation at an annual production rate of 400,000 tons of mined ore would
not be enough to fulfill this aim. This was in fact the main reason for the closure of the RosiaMin
mine, a mine operation subsidized by the Romanian state.

Subsidies are not allowed in the gold mining sector in the EU member states. Therefore, all
state-subsidized gold and silver mines have been closed down in order to comply with the EU
requirements. Several annual production rates have been considered in the feasibility study and
it was concluded that the project begins to meet the profitability key criteria at a minimum rate of
6 million tons/year, with a maximum efficiency at a rate of 20 million tons/year. Given the
features of the ore deposit a production rate of 13 million tons/year is enough to ensure an
optimum balance between profitability, social impact, environmental impact and related risks.

As referred to Chapter 8 “Description of Difficulties”, according to Order 863/2002 this, need to
comprise “difficulties (technical or practical) that the titleholder has during developing the
Environmental Impact Assessment”.

Following this legal requirement we consider that Chapter 8 “Description of Difficulties” was
adequately presented.

According to Order 863/2002, and OUG 195/2005 as modified any project need to take into
consideration economic, social and environmental issues in order to contribute to sustainable
development of the area where it operates.

Additionally, EIA Procedure is coordinated by Ministry of Environment and Water Management
(MMGA) and in conclusion all documents must be submitted to this institution.

According to the Procedure of Order 860/2002, Chapter 3 “Information and Public Participation
on Environmental Impact Assessment” Art. 40 states that the public may submit relevant
suggestions.

Art. 44 from Order 860/2002 modified by Order 1037/2005 states that the competent authority
register relevant suggestion that comes from the public.

According to the law, titleholder must answer all relevant questions registered by competent
authority during public hearings.
The competent authority is responsible of sending the answers to the interested public.

Public Hearings is an very important part of the Environmental Impact Assessment Process,
because it only can lead to an improvement of a project.
That’s why is very important that the public comes with relevant suggestions.

Gabriel Resources Ltd. is a Canadian company listed on the Toronto Stock Exchange. Its
management team has 60 years of experience permitting and operating seven mines on four
continents. Gabriel Resources has adopted a corporate structure similar to all other Canadian-
based resource companies operating worldwide.

As referred to the missing information on other similar projects from Europe or worldwide, EIA
refers only to the impacted area. Information about similar projects are not required by law.

Considering the legal provisions, art. 48 of the Order of the Minister of Waters and
Environmental Protection no. 860/2002 on the environmental impact assessment and

Page 23 of 24



environmental approval issuance Procedure (“Order no. 860/2002”), the relevant public authority
for the environmental protection takes the decision of issuing the environmental approval “only if
the project provides for the elimination of the negative consequences upon the environment, in
line with the applicable provisions of the technical norms and regulations in force”. The
environmental approval represents the technical-legal document whereby the project’s fulfillment
conditions are established, from the environmental protection’s point of view. Consequently, the
mining project cannot be developed in other technical conditions than those for which the
environmental approval has been obtained.

We specify the fact that the applicable legislation establishes punctually the obligations incument
on the project titleholder, with regard to the observance of the technical elements object of the
environmental impact assessmetn report and pursuant to the analysis of which the
environmental approval has been issued, representing real guarantees for thier observance, as
follows:

(i) art 51 (1) of the Order no. 860/2002 provides that “The environmental approval is
suspended for the failure to observe its provisions, after a prior notice, with term,
which is maintained until the causes are removed, but no more than 6 months”,

(i) according to art. 51(2) of the Order no. 860/2002 “The relevant public authority for the
environmental protection orders, after the expiry of the suspension term, the
annulment of the environmental approval and the cessation of the project’s
execution”;

(iii) the provisions of art. 96(3) item 1 of the Government Emergency Ordinance
no.195/2005 on the environmental protection, approved, with amendments, by Law
no. 256/2006, provides for the sanctioning of the legal persons failing to observe the
obligation “of operating without observing the provisions of the environmental
approvals for the activities which are the object of the regulation procedures, from an
environmental protection point of view”.

Also, besides the guarantees specified above, it is to be noted that the very evaluation report to
the environmental impact assessment study contains monitoring mechanisms of the technical
elements, as per the control list of the Order no. 860/2002 “depending on the project’s type, the
monitoring shall be made both during the construction and the operation stage, respectively
during the closing, environmental recovery and post-closing stages”.

As a suplementation to the above, there also exist the guarantees calculated and created
according to the provisions of the Mining Law no. 85/2003, as follows: (i) the financial guarantee
covering the annual value for the environmental recovery, and (ii) the financial guarantee for the
post-closing environmental final recovery.In cocnlusion, the development of the project RMGC
proposes cannot be made otherwise than observing the techncial conditions and the obligations
imposed by the environemntal approval.
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MINISTERUL MEDIULUI S| GOSPODARIRII APELOR — ROMANIA

Subsemnatul Badau Nicolae, din Cluj — Napoca, str. Gr. Alexandrescu nr.21,
ap.83, judetul Cluj, telefon nr.0264-564996, cer Ministerului Mediului si Gospodaririi
Apelor s& nu isi dea acordul pentru propunerea de exploatare miniera de aur si
argint din Rosia Montana. In sprijinul celor de mai sus, aduc urmétoarele observa-
tii si comentarii:

1. Imensul iaz de decantare este situat chiar deasupra orasgului Abrud, putand
sd aiba consecinte catastrofale in caz de rupere.

2. Potrivit raportului SIM, costurile totale pentru inchidera minei s-ar ridica la
70.789.884 de dolari. Aceasta este insd o cifra total nerealistd. Potrivit calculelor
Agentiei de Protectie a ediului din SUA, aplicate la proiecte similare din
America,costurile aproximative la Rosia Montana se vor ridica la 2,6 miliarde de
dolari.

3. Galeriile romane din masivele Orlea si Carnic sunt unice, datoritd maiestriei
executiei lor si starii de conservare. Din analiza hariilor pe care le contine Studiul
de impact, se poate vedea cd aceste masive, Tmpreuna cu vestigile lor, vor fi
distruse.

4. Din punct de vedere al biodiversitati, Rosia Montand contine habitate si
specii importante de fauna si flord, care sunt amenintate cu disparitia.

5. Etapa de consultari publice si evaluare a calitatii raportului SIM a inceput
fara un certificat de urbanism valabil. Noul certificat de urbanism, obtinut in mai
2006, reflectd onoud intentie de proiect, incompatibila cu intentia de proiect
initiala, depusa la Ministerul Mediului.

6. Actualele planuri de urbanism ale comunei Rosia Montana nu corespund
propunerii de proiect minier descrise in raportul SIM.

7. Acordul de mediu in discutie a fost solicitat in baza unei licente miniere
care nu reflectd propunerea de proiect minier al RMGC. Licenta prevede o
capacitate de productie de 400 000t/an, in timp ce RMGC propune in mod oficial
0 capacitate de productie de 13 milicane de tone pe an. Aceasta incaica legea
minelor din Romania.

8. lazul de decantare propus nu va fi permeabilizat. Avem de-a face cu o
incalcare a Directivei privind protectia apelor subterane, asa cum a fost transpusa
in legislatia roméaneasca prin HG 352/2005.

9. Raportul SIM nu mentioneaza garantii financiare privind securizarea
depozitului de deseuri.

10. Raportul SIM nu contine o evaluare a impactului fenomenului numit
“ploaie de cianuri”, generat de evaporarea cianurii din iazul de dec;agltquég_?;@i\ nici
o descriere a impactului transfrontalier in cazul unui accident, a ;‘Aﬁraﬁ,,’;’ji\;rm,; \;}igrii
naturale importante. v o G

Cluj-Napoca, 4 august 2006

A Ij; DS




TO

CONTESTATION

MINISTRY of ENVIRONMENT and WATER MANAGEMENT — ROMANIA

The undersigned Badau Nicolae, from Cluj — Napoca, 21, Gr. Alexandresu Street, ap.83, Cluyj

county,

telephone no. 0264-564996, request the Ministry of Environment and Water

Management not to grand the accord for the proposal of gold and silver project from Rosia
Montana. To support the above, submit the following observations and comments:

1.

2.

10.

The huge tailings management facility is located right above the Abrud town, and could
have catastrophic consequence in case of failure.

According to EIA, the total costs for mine closure would raise at USD 70,789,884. This
is however an amount totally unrealistic. In accordance with the calculation of the
Environment Protection Agency from USA applied to similar projects from America, the
approximate costs for Rosia Montana will raise at USD 2.6 billion.

The Roman galleries from the Orlea and Carnic massifs are unique, due to the
craftsmanship of their execution and preservation state. From the analysis of the maps
contained by Impact Study it can be seen that these massifs, together with their
vestiges, will be destroyed.

From the biodiversity point of view, Rosia Montana contains important habitats and
species of flora and fauna which are threatened by disappearing.

The stage of public consultation and assessment of the EIA report quality started
without a valid urbanism certificate. The new urbanism certificate, obtained in May
2006, reflects a new project intention, incompatible with the initial project intention
submitted to the Ministry of Environment.

The current urbanism plans of the Rosia Montana commune do not correspond to the
proposal of mining project described in EIA report.

The environment accord under discussion was solicited on the basis of a mining license
which does not reflect the RMGC’s mining project proposal. The license grants a
production capacity of 400,000 t/year, while the RMGC officially proposes a production
capacity of 13 million tones per year. This fact violates the Mining Law from Romania.
The proposed tailings management facility will be not lined. This means a violation of
the Directive regarding the underground water protection, such it was transposed into
the Romanian legislation through GO 352/2005.

The EIM Report does not mention financial guaranties regarding the assurance of
security for the waste deposit.

The EIM Report does not contain an impact evaluation of the phenomenon named
"cyanide rain”, generated by the cyanide evaporation from the tailings pond and a
description of the trans-boundary impact on some natural important areas in case of
accident.

Cluj-Napoca, August 04, 2006

Unintelligible signature
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Raspuns la contestatia nr. 301- Badau Nicolae

Problemele ridicate de catre dumneavoastra au fost luate in calcul de Rosia Montana Gold
Corporation (RMGC) in cadrul procesului de intocmire a documentatiei vaste si detaliate a
Raportului la Studiul de Impact asupra Mediului (EIM) intocmit pentru Proiectul Rosia Montana
(RMP). Raspunsurile noastre cu directa referire la contestatia nr. 301 sunt dupa cum urmeaza:

Imensul iaz de decantare este situat chiar deasupra orasului Abrud putind sa fie
consecinte catastrofale in caz de rupere.

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 i
barajul secundar de la iazul de captare sunt proiectate in mod riguros cu depasirea conditiilor
impuse de reglementarile romanesti si internationale, cu capacitate de inmagazinare a
volumelor de apa rezultate ca urmare a unor precipitatii abundente si 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 doud 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
indiguirii 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 viata a proiectului. lazul de decantare a sterilelor de la Rosia Montana este prin
urmare proiectat sa inmagazineze un volum total de precipitatii de peste patru ori mai mare
decéat volumul impus de prevederile legale Tn vigoare in Roméania. Pentru cazul putin probabil de
aparitie a inca unui fenomen dupa cea de-a doua precipitatie maxima probabila 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, evitdndu-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 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
concret, scenariile de cedare a barajului au fost analizate pentru situatia de cedare a barajului
de amorsare si pentru configuratia finald a barajului. Rezultatele modelarii cazurilor de cedare a
barajului aratd marimea suprafetei acoperita de scurgerea de steril. Pe baza celor doua cazuri
analizate, sterilul nu va ajunge dincolo de confluenta paraului Corna cu raul Abrud.

Cu toate acestea, proiectul recunoaste 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 |, volumul 28.

Pentru o analizé tehnica mai detaliatd, 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".
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Potrivit raportului EIM costurile totale pentru inchiderea minei s-ar ridica la 70.789.884 de
dolari. Aceasta insa este o cifra total nerealista.Potrivit calculelor Agentiei de Protectie a
Mediului din SUA, aplicate la proiecte similare din America, costurile aproximative la
Rosia Montana se vor ridica la 2,6 miliarde de dolari.

Cifra de 3 miliarde USD este atat nefundamentata cat si neplauzibil de mare. Costurile estimate
de RMGC pentru inchidere, care au fost calculate de un colectiv de experti independenti cu
experienta internationala 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 gi
reglementarilor romanesti si europene.

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

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

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

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

- Demontarea instalatiilor de productie scoase din uz si refacerea ecologica a suprafetelor
dezafectate;

- 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;

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

Cu toate ca, exista numeroase aspecte legate de inchidere si refacere ecologica, RMGC are
incredere in costurile estimate deoarece cele mai mari cheltuieli — respectiv cele aferente
lucrarilor de terasamente necesare remodelarii peisajului — pot fi estimate cu certitudine.
Dimensiunea suprafetelor care trebuie remodelate si refacute se poate determina utilizand
documentatia tehnica a proiectului. De asemenea, exista numeroase studii $i experimente
stiintifice care permit specialistilor s& 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 o majorare
a sumelor alocate refacerii iazului de decantare a sterilelor, in 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 stabilitd definitiv numai pe parcursul functionarii.

In conformitate cu articolul 20, alineatul (4) din Legea minelor si prevederile corespunzatoare din
Directiva UE nr. 2006/21/CE privind deseurile miniere, RMGC este obligata sa constituie o
garantie financiara pentru refacerea mediului (GFRM). RMGC va putea obtine autorizatia de
functionare de la autoritatea competenta numai dupa constituirea GFRM.
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Constituirea unei garantii financiare pentru refacerea mediului este obligatorie in Romaéania
pentru a se asigura ca operatorul minier dispune de fonduri adecvate pentru refacerea mediului.
GFRM este reglementata de Legea Minelor (nr. 85/2003) si Hotararea Guvernului nr. 1208/2003
pentru aprobarea de Normelor de aplicare a Legii Minelor. 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 reabilitarii terenurilor afectate de depozitul de
deseuri. Directiva privind raspunderea de mediu reglementeaza activitatile de remediere si
masurile care urmeaza a fi luate de autoritatile de mediu in cazul in care activitatile miniere
produc daune mediului, in scopul asigurarii ca operatorul minier dispune de suficiente resurse
financiare pentru actiunile de refacere ecologica. Desi 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, inainte de inceperea 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.

De asemenea, mentionam faptul ca legislatia interna prevede doua categorii de garantii
financiare pentru refacerea mediului, respectiv garantia de refacere a mediului anuala (,GFM
Anuala”)si garantia de refacere a mediului finala (,GFM Finala”).

GFM Anuala, care este actualizata anual, este constituita in vederea acoperirii costurilor de
recuperare estimate asociate cu operatiunile minei in anul urmator. Aceste costuri nu sunt mai
mici de 1,5 procente pe an din costurile totale, care rezulta din comenzile anuale.

GFM Finala, de asemenea actualizata anual, prevede costurile estimate pentru o posibila
inchidere a minei Rosia Montana. Cuantumul GFM Finale este stabilit ca procent anual din
valoarea lucrarilor de reabilitare a mediului prevazute in cadrul programului monitorizare a
factorilor de mediu postinchidere. Acest program face parte din Programul Tehnic de Inchidere a
Minelor, un document ce va fi aprobat de catre Agentia Nationala de Resurse Miniere (“ANRM”).

Toate GFRM vor respecta regulile detaliate elaborate de Banca Mondiala si Consiliul
International pentru Minerit si Metale.

Costurile actuale de inchidere a proiectului Rosia Montana 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 in activitatea obignuita a minei sunt
incluse anumite activitati de refacere ecologica).

Actualizarile anuale cuprind urmatoarele patru elemente variabile:
- Modificari aduse proiectului care afecteaza obiectivele de refacere ecologica;
- Modificari ale cadrului legislativ din Romania inclusiv punerea in aplicare a directivelor
UE;
- Tehnologii noi care imbunatatesc metodele si practicile de refacere ecologica;
- Modificari ale pretului unor produse si servicii esentiale pentru refacerea ecologica.

Odata finalizate aceste actualizari, noile costuri estimate pentru lucrarile de inchidere vor fi
incluse in situatiile financiare ale companiei RMGC si vor fi facute publice.
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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 roman cuprind:

- Depozite in numerar;

- Fonduri fiduciare;

- Scrisori de credit;

- Garantii ;

- Polite de asigurare.

in aceste conditii , precizam faptul ca, raspunderea materiala si raspunderea financiara privind
activitatile de refacere si reabilitare a mediului in limitele perimetrului Licentei de Exploatare
RMGC, activitati ce trebuie realizate atat pe parcursul desfasurarii activitatilor miniere, cat si
ulterior incetarii exploatarii, apartine titularului de proiect.

Galeriile romane din masivele Orlea si Carnic sunt unice datorita maiestriei executiei lor
si starii de conservare. Din analiza hartilor pe care le contine studiul de impact se poate
vedea ca aceste masive, impreuna cu vestigiile lor vor fi distruse.

Dupa cum rezulta din rapoartele si publicatile specialistilor, galerile romane de la Rosia
Montana sunt importante, dar nu unice. Astfel, un repertoriu al siturilor miniere antice de pe
teritoriul Transilvaniei si Banatului — realizat in contextul elaborarii Studiului de Impact asupra
Mediului pentru proiectul Rosia Montana - mentioneaza faptul ca este dificila atribuirea deplina a
caracterului de unicat pentru situl de la Rosia Montana, cel putin din perspectiva istoriei
exploatarilor romane pe cuprinsul Imperiului gi in particular in provincia Dacia. Existenta a cel
putin 20 de situri cu caracteristici relativ similare - dintre care unele precum Ruda Brad, Bucium
— zona Vulcoi Corabia si zona Hanes — Amlasul Mare, au oferit deja date certe asupra unui
potential arheologic comparabil intr-o anumita masura celui al anticului Alburnus Maior - vin sa
nuanteze in mare masura determinarea valorii de unicitate a acestui sit.

Cea mai mare parte a lucrarilor miniere antice din masivul Carnic, dar si din celelalte sectoare
miniere, sunt accesibile, in conditii dificile, doar specialistilor, fiind practic aproape inaccesibile
publicului larg. Mai mult, normele de securitate ce reglementeaza desfagurarea unor activitatilor
publice de vizitare Tn muzeele din Uniunea Europeana si care vor fi adoptate si in Roméania, nu
sunt compatibile cu transformarea integrala a galeriilor romane, expuse in permanenta unor
factori de risc ridicat, intr-un spatiu public destinat turistilor. Subliniem insa faptul ca vor exista
portiuni consistente de galerii romane care vor fi pastrate in situ.

Astfel, in baza raportului stiintific Thaintat de catre specialigtii francezi, Comisia Nationala de
Arheologie a propus, iar Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor a emis certificatul de descarcare de
sarcina arheologica pentru masivul Carnic, cu exceptia unei suprafete de cca. 5 hectare ce
include Piatra Corbului. Ca o masura de minimizare a acestui impact, pe langa cercetarea
deplina si publicarea rezultatelor acestei cercetari, specialistii au considerat ca este necesara si
realizarea unui model grafic tridimensional al acestor structuri, cat si realizarea unor replici la
scara de 1:1 a acestora in cadrul viitorului muzeu al mineritului care va fi construit in curand la
Rosia Montana.

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 Céarnic. Astfel trebuie precizat ca investitile necesare pentru amenajarea si
intretinerea unui circuit public de vizitare in acest masiv se ridica la un nivel nejustificabil
economic (vezi in anexa brosura informativa intitulatd Evaluarea costurilor lucrarilor de
amenajare a retelelor miniere istorice din masivul Carnic elaborata in colaborare de catre firmele
britanice Gifford, Geo-Design si Forkers Ltd.).

Activitatile de constructie implicate de dezvoltarea Proiectului minier in zona Orlea nu vor putea
fi initiate inainte de finalizarea cercetarilor arheologice, desfasurate in conformitate cu
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prevederile legislative romanesti si recomandarile si practicile internationale (Studiul de conditii
initiale asupra patrimoniului cultural, vol. 6, p. 43). in baza prevederilor art. 7 (1) a) din
Ordonanta Guvernului nr. 43/2000 privind protectia patrimoniului arheologic si declararea unor
situri arheologice ca zone de interes national, astfel cum a fost modificata si completata("OG nr.
43/2000”) , investitorul are obligatia sa finanteze ,stabilirea, prin studiul de fezabilitate al
investitiei si prin proiectul tehnic, a masurilor ce urmeaza sa fie detaliate si a necesarului de
fonduri pentru cercetarea preventiva sau supravegherea arheologica, dupa caz, si protejarea
patrimoniului arheologic sau, dupa caz, descarcarea de sarcina arheologica a zonei afectate de
lucrari si aplicarea acestor masuri.”

Cu referire la galeriile din Orlea, in Studiul de conditii initiale asupra patrimoniului cultural se
precizeaza — vol. 6, p. 45 - ca in ceea ce priveste zona masivului Orlea este planificata
continuarea cercetarii arheologice preventive de suprafata si subteran, respectiv intr-o zona cu
potential arheologic reperat. De asemenea, se specifica faptul ca cercetarile intreprinse pana in
acest moment in zona acestui masiv au avut un caracter preliminar. Este important de subliniat
ca in cadrul studiului se face precizarea: ,Cum dezvoltarea Proiectului minier in zona Orlea este
preconizata pentru o data mai tarzie, investigatiile de arheologie de suprafata se vor concentra
in acest perimetru incepand din 2007”.

In contextul acestor cercetari arheologice preliminare din subteran a avut loc o descoperire
importanta in masivul Orlea, in anul 2004, valoarea ei fiind confirmata in vara anului 2005.
Astfel, echipa franceza coordonata dr. Beatrice Cauuet a descoperit 0 camera echipata cu o
roata de drenare a apelor de mina, iar mai apoi, un intreg sistem de evacuare a apei din
subteran. Acest ansamblu indentificat in sectorul Paru Carpeni a fost datat in perioada romana
si face obiectul unor ample cercetari si a masurilor speciale de conservare in situ. Obiectivul nu
va fi afectat de constructia viitoarei cariere Orlea. Cercetarile arheologice preventive de
suprafata pentru zona Orlea coroborate cu cercetarile de arheologie miniera din sectorul Orlea —
Tarina (subteran), sunt preconizate — aga cum a fost facut pubic in Studiul de conditii initiale
asupra patrimoniului cultural, vol. 6, p. 43 - pentru intervalul 2007-2012.

In masivul Orlea a fost amenajat in cursul anilor *80 un Muzeu al Mineritului la Rosia Montana.
n acest sens, in acest perimetru minier s-au amenajat o serie de galerii aflate intr-o stare buna
de conservare, care au fost separate prin ziduri de beton de lucrarile miniere moderne prin care
erau accesibile. Ca si lucrarile miniere din Carnic, precum si din celelalte sectoare miniere de la
Rosia Montana, galeriile din Orlea au profil trapezoidal caracteristic. De asemenea, si aceste
lucrari antice au avut de suferit de-a lungul timpului ,remodelari” succesive, respectiv reluari
miniere in scopul exploatarii unor noi rezerve de minereu. Aceste activitati miniere au condus la
distrugerea unei parti a acestor vestigii antice. Mai mult, starea lor de conservare se degradeaza
accentuat mai ales in urma activitatii miniere recente care a folosit abatarea prin perforare —
puscare, ceea ce a condus la destabilizarea rocilor si accentuarea degradarii vestigiilor miniere
subterane. Indepértarea rambleului din lucrarile miniere antice din cursul cercetérilor arheologice
miniere, reprezinta un alt factor care contribuie la fragilizarea lucrarilor miniere antice..
Inchiderea activitatii miniere, care in conformitate cu normele nationale in vigoare implicd un
spectru extrem de larg de masuri de conservare, s-a tradus la Rosia Montana doar printr-o
stopare a activitatii extractive, mina fiind pur si simplu abandonata. Dupa numai cateva luni de
abandon, principala cale de drenare a apelor de mina, respectiv galeria Sf. Cruce din Orlea, se
afla intr-o stare critica, apele de mina colmatand de fapt caile de drenare lungi de mai multi
kilometri. In cazul in care acest patrimoniu minier va fi doar ,inghetat”, fara a se organiza masuri
de intretinere, in scopul conservarii lui pentru generatiile viitoare, rezultatul va fi dezastruos, iar
ceea ce inca mai exista va disparea ca urmare a surparilor si inundatiilor din subteran. Un
exemplu edificator in acest sens il constituie — din pacate - ,treptele romane” de la Brad (vestigi
miniere de epoca romana cuprinse de asemenea in Legea 5/2000 privind aprobarea Planului de
amenajare a teritoriului national - Sectiunea a lll-a - zone protejate (“Legea nr. 5/20007)), unde
dupa ce s-au stopat lucrarile de intretinere, acestea au devenit practic inaccesibile.

In conformitate cu Lista Monumentelor Istorice publicata Tn Monitorul Oficial Nr. 646 bis, din data
de 16.07.2004 in cuprinsul viitoarei zone de dezvoltare industriala din masivul Orlea sunt clasate
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ca monumente istorice, doua situri arheologice, respectiv - Asezarea romana de la Alburnus
Maior, Zona Orlea (cod LMI AB-I-m-A-00065.01), Exploatarea miniera romana de la Alburnus
Maior, Masivul Orlea (AB-I-m-A-00065.02).

Conform prevederilor Legii nr. 422/2001 privind protejarea monumentelor istorice, astfel cum a
fost modificata si completata(’Legea nr. 442/2001”) este posibila aplicarea legala a procedurii de
declasare in contextul descarcarii de sarcina arheologica in cazul siturilor arheologice, conform
avizului Comisiei Nationale de Arheologie din cadrul Ministerului Culturii si Cultelor. in
acceptiunea legii (art. 5 (2) din Ordonanta Guvernului nr. 43/2000 privind protectia patrimoniului
arheologic si declararea unor situri arheologice ca zone de interes national ("OG nr. 43/20017)),
descarcarea de sarcina arheologica este ,procedura prin care se confirma ca un teren in care a
fost evidentiat patrimoniu arheologic, poate fi redat activitatilor umane curente.” Astfel, este
adevarat ca RMGC intentioneaza sa exploateze in faza a doua de dezvoltare a proiectului sau
zacamintele auro-argintifere din zona masivului Orlea.

Prin urmare, aceasta intentie de a dezvolta cariera din masivul Orlea se poate materializa doar
dupa efectuarea unor cercetari arheologice preventive — de suprafata gi subteran — care sa ofere
date exhaustive asupra sitului roman din zona Orlea. Asa cum se cunoaste — vezi fisa de sit
arheologic din Studiul de conditii initiale asupra patrimoniului cultural din cadrul Raportului SIM,
respectiv Anexa | - Fige de evidenta arheologica a siturilor identificate la Rogia Montana, figa de
sit nr. 9 — Orlea, p. 219-222 — in acest perimetru nu s-au desfasurat cercetari arheologice,
respectiv studii de specialitate care sa& determine in detaliu caracteristicile si distributia spatiala a
vestigiilor de patrimoniu arheologic din aceasta zona. Prin urmare, RMGC si-a luat angajamentul
de a finanta in perioada 2007 — 2012 un program de cercetari arheologice preventive desfagurat
de catre specialisti abilitati. in baza analizei rezultatelor acestor cercetdri se va putea apoi
decide aplicarea sau nu a procedurii de descarcare de sarcina arheologica. Nu exista prevederi
legale care sa interzicad desfasurarea cercetarilor arheologice cu caracter preventiv in cazul
zonelor cu patrimoniu arheologic reperat, asa cum este cazul zonei Orlea.

Tindnd cont de importanta patrimoniului cultural de la Rogia Montana si de prevederile legale in
vigoare S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. a alocat in perioada 2001-2006 un buget
pentru cercetarea patrimoniului de peste 10 milioane USD. Mai mult decét atét, tinand cont de
rezultatele cercetarilor, de opiniile specialistilor si deciziile autoritatilor competente, bugetul
prevazut de catre companie pentru cercetarea, conservarea si restaurarea patrimoniului cultural
al Rosgiei Montane in viitorii ani, in conditiile implementarii proiectului minier, este de 25 de
milioane de dolari, asa dupa cum a fost facut public in Studiul de Impact asupra Mediului in mai
2006 (vezi Raport la Studiul de Impact asupra Mediului, vol. 32, Plan de Management pentru
patrimoniul arheologic din zona Rosia Montana, p. 78-79). Astfel se are in vedere continuarea
cercetarilor in zona Orlea, dar in special crearea unui Muzeu modern al Mineritului cu expozitii
de geologie, arheologie, patrimoniu industrial si etnografic, precum si amenajarea accesului
turistic in galeria Catalina-Monulesti si la monumentul de la Tau Gauri, cat si conservarea si
restaurarea celor 41 de cladiri monument istoric si a zonei protejate Centru Istoric Rosia
Montana.

in ceea ce priveste informatiile de detaliu cu privire la principalele vestigii arheologice, cat si o
serie de consideratii despre protejarea acestora si masurile specifice preconizate de planurile de
management, va rugam sa consultati anexa intitulata ,Informatii cu privire la patrimoniul cultural
al Rosiei Montane si gestionarea acestuia”.

In concluzie, referitor la intrebarea formulatd de dumneavoastra v& putem raspunde cé nu este
in nici un caz vorba de distrugerea masivelor Orlea si Carnic. Potrivit rezultatelor cercetarilor,
recomandarilor si practicilor internationale in domeniu decizia de a pastra cele mai importante
vestigii arheologice miniere subterane din cadrul sitului Rogia Montana in situ gi, in anumite
cazuri, acolo unde din ratiuni legate de starea de conservare a vestigiilor si de cele legate de
securitatea accesului publicului, sub forma unor replici fidele este solutia viabila care serveste
cel mai bine punerii in valoare a patrimoniului de acest tip.



Raportorul Adunarii Generale a Consiliului Europei a descris programul de cercetare arheologica
preventiva finantat de companie ca fiind “un proiect exemplar de dezvoltare responsabila ” ceea
ce este departe de ideea distrugerii patrimoniului de la Rosia Montana, investitia cifrandu-se
pana la 10 milioane de dolari pana in prezent si programul este condus de renumiti arheologi

minieri.

Din punct de vedere al biodiversitatii Rogia Montana contine habitate gi specii importante
de flora si fauna, care sunt amenintate cu disparitia.

Afectarea florei si faunei protejate se va manifesta doar la nivel local, impactul nefiind in 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 si 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. Insa investitiile
presupuse de reconstructia/reabilitarea ecologica a zonei Rogia Montana in scopul rezolvarii
problematicilor complexe de mediu actuale, este posibila doar in urma implementarii unor
proiecte economice Th 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 Rosia
Montana.

Unele dintre speciile de la Rogsia Montana ce beneficiazd de un anume statut de protectie
reprezintd un procent nesemnificativ din marimea populatiilor estimate la nivel national.
Caracterizarea speciilor din punctul de vedere al habitatului, desi nu reprezinta o cerintd impusa
de Directiva nr. 92/43/EEC privind conservarea habitatelor naturale, a florei si faunei slabatice
("Directiva nr. 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 electronica a EIA pusa la
dispozitia publicului de companie in aprox. 6000 de DVD/CD in roména 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
evidentiatéd circumstantial si de inexistenta vreunei propuneri de declarare a zonei drept SPA
(zone de protectie speciala avifaunistica) si de respingerea ca nefondatd 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 nr. 79/409 privind protejarea Pasarilor salbatice
(,Directiva nr. 79/409/EEC”)[2], cu atdt mai mult cu cat in Planul H de Management al
biodiversitatii sunt prevazute masuri active si responsabile de reconstructie/reabilitare a unor
habitate naturale, in spiritul prevederilor acelorasi acte[3].

Etapa de consultari publice si evaluare a calitatii raportului EIM a inceput fara un certificat
de urbanism valabil.Noul certificat de urbanism, obtinut in mai 2006, reflecta o noua
intentie de proiect incompatibila cu intentia de proiect initiala, depusa la Ministerul
Mediului.

Afirmatia dumneavoastra privind inexistenta unui certificat de urbanism la momentul demararii
consultarilor publice nu este exacta. La data cand a inceput etapa de consultari publice, exista
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un certificat de urbanism valabil, respectiv certificatul de urbanism nr. 78 emis pe data de 26
aprilie 2006.

Totodata, conditionarea desfasurarii consultarilor publice de existenta unui certificat de
urbanism, nu este fundamentata din punct de vedere juridic, fatd de reglementarile legale in
vigoare, respectiv Ordinul Ministrului Apelor si Protectiei Mediului nr. 860/2002 privind Procedura
de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului si de emitere a acordului de mediu (,Ordinul nr.
860/2002”) si Legea nr. 50/1991 privind autorizarea executarii lucrarilor de constructii,
republicata (,Legea nr. 50/1991").

Certificatul de urbanism este un document emis n scop informativ si este destinat numai a
aduce la cunostinta solicitantului regimul juridic, economic si tehnic al terenurilor si cladirilor
existente si de a stabili cerintele de urbanism si avizele necesare pentru obtinerea autorizatiei de
construire, conform articolul 5 din Legea nr. 50/1991. Avizele si acordurile necesare pentru
realizarea unui proiect sunt prevazute de legislatia care guverneaza fiecare domeniu supus
autorizarii (acordul de mediu este prevazut de legislatia privind protectia mediului, cerintele
urbanistice sunt reglementate de legislatia privind urbanismul si amenajarea teritoriului), aceste
autorizatii fiind doar mentionate si sumarizate in cuprinsul certificatului de urbanism.

in concordanta cu prevederile articolului 6(2) din Hotararea Guvernului nr. 918/2002 [4] privind
stabilirea procedurii-cadru de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului si pentru aprobarea listei
proiectelor publice sau private supuse acestei proceduri, Proiectul Rosia Montana a fost
considerat ca facand parte din proiectele cu impact semnificativ asupra mediului, care se supun
obligatoriu evaluarii impactului asupra mediului. Aceasta clasificare a Proiectului, ca avand
impact semnificativ asupra mediului, s-a realizat in considerarea dimensiunilor Proiectului cat si
naturii activitatile propuse a fi desfasurate, aceste caracteristici ale Proiectului — care au
fundamentat incadrarea acestuia — neavand nici o legatura cu certificatul de urbanism si nefiind
influentata in nici un mod de continutul acestuia. Totodata, obligativitatea si necesitatea realizarii
evaluarii impactului nu este intemeiata pe certificatul de urbanism si nici nu deriva din acesta ci,
este intrinsec legata si conditionata numai de caracteristicile Proiectului, astfel cum acesta a fost
propus de titular, pe baza propriilor planuri.

S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. (RMGC) a solicitat si obtinut de la Consiliul Judetean
Alba un Certificat de Urbanism pentru intregul proiect minier de la Rosia Montana. Numarul
certificatului este 78 si a fost emis pe data de 26 aprilie 2006. Astfel, certificatul a fost obtinut
anterior etapei de consultari publice care a demarat cu depunerea Raportului la studiul de
evaluare a impactului asupra mediului (EIM) in peste 48 de locatii in luna mai 2006 si a continuat
cu inceperea dezbaterilor publice in data de 24 iulie 2006, la Rosia Montana.

Certificatul de Urbanism se poate consulta la sediul Consiliului Judetean Alba in fiecare zi de
lucru, intre orele 8-13.

Actualele planuri de urbanism ale comunei Rogsia Montana nu corespund propunerii de
proiect minier descrisa in raportul EIM.

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/fsau 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
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Judetean Alba, Comisia de Urbanism, Agentia de Protectie a Mediului Alba, avizul detinatorilor
de retele si avizul final al Consiliului Local Rosia Montana.

S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. (RMGC) 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 Industriala 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, Cimpeni 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 Cimpeni, Planul de Urbanism General este in curs de
reactualizare. Compania Rosia 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 reglementérile
urbanistice aplicabile, nu este necesara includerea acestuia intr-un nou plan de urbanism sau
modificarea celui existent.

Acordul de mediu in discutie a fost solicitat in baza unei licente miniere care nu reflecta
propunerea de proiect minier a RMGC, licenta prevede o capacitate de productie de
400.000 t/an, in timp ce RMGC propune in mod oficial o mie de tone pe an. Aceasta
incalca legea minelor din Romania.

Licenta de concesiune pentru exploatare in perimetrul Rosia Montana nr. 47/1999 ("Licenta
Rosia Montana”) a fost incheiata in temeiul si conform procedurilor prevazute de fosta Lege a
Minelor nr. 61/1998 in vigoare la data incheierii Licentei. Licenta Rosia Montana a fost aprobata
prin Hotararea de Guvern nr. 458/10.06.1999 publicata in Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei Partea |
nr. 285/21.06.1999.

Mentionam ca Licenta Rosia Montana are o duratad de 20 de ani, cu posibilitatea prelungirii
acesteia, potrivit Legii Minelor. Tn conformitate cu dispozitile legale, obiectul Licentei Rosia
Montana il reprezintd exploatarea resurselor miniere din perimetrul Rosia Montana si nu
activitatea desfasurata de CNCAF Minvest SA, companie afiliata la licenta.

In urma activitatilor de explorare-dezvoltare desfagurate de RMGC, au fost identificate detaliat
resursele si rezervele existente in perimetrul Rosia Montana. Proiectul minier propus de RMGC
are in vedere exploatarea acestor resurse si rezerve descoperite in urma ansamblului de studii
si activitati pentru identificarea zacamintelor, evaluarea cantitativa si calitativa a acestora,
precum si prin determinarea conditiilor tehnice si economice de valorificare. Noua exploatare
miniera este planificata si proiectatd cu respectarea standardelor internationale si va implica
utilizarea celor mai bune tehnici disponibile in vederea operarii sigure, a protejarii mediului si a
atenuarii impactului.

In conformitate cu dispozitiile legale, RMGC urmeaza intreaga procedura de autorizare pentru
noile exploatari miniere, dezbaterea publica a Raportului la Studiul de Impact asupra Mediului
fiind o etapa obligatorie in cadrul acestui proces de autorizare.



lazul de decantare propus nu va fi permeabilizat. Avem de-a face cu o incalcare a
Directivei privind protectia apelor subterane, asa cum a fost transpusa in legislatia
romaneasca prin HG 352/2005.

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
Hotararea Guvernului nr. 351/2005 privind aprobarea Programului de eliminare treptata a
evacuarilor, emisiilor si pierderilor de substante prioritar periculoase (“HG nr. 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:
- cuveta iazului de steril;
- barajul de sterile;
- iazul secundar de colectare a infiltratiilor;
- barajul secundar de retentie; si
- puturi de hidroobservatie / 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 sa asigure protectia apelor subterane. in
cazul Proiectului Rogia Montana, aceasta cerinta este indeplinitd luadnd 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
cu permeabilitate redusa (1x10-6 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:
- diafragma de etangare din material cu permeabilitate redusa (1x10-6 cm/sec) in fundatia
barajului de amorsare pentru controlul infiltratiilor;
- Un nucleu cu permeabilitate redusa (1x10-6 cm/sec) in barajul de amorsare pentru
controlul infiltratiilor;
- Un baraj si un iaz de colectare a infiltratilor sub piciorul barajului de sterile pentru
colectarea si retentia debitelor de infiltratii care ajung dincolo de axul barajului;
- serie de puturi de monitorizare, mai jos de piciorul barajului secundar de retentie, pentru
monitorizarea infiltratiilor si pentru a asigura conformarea cu normativele in vigoare,
inainte 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. In cazul 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 si
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.

Raportul EIM nu mentioneazd garantii financiare privind securizarea depozitului de
deseuri.
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Planul de refacere ecologica elaborat de Rogsia Montana Gold Corporation (‘RMGC”) si garantia
financiara pentru refacerea mediului (GFRM) aferenta acestuia, sunt integral prezentate in
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”).

Hotararea Guvernuluinr. 349/2005 privind depozitarea deseurilor (,HG nr. 349/2005”) transpune
in legislatie interna Directiva UE 1999/35/CE privind depozitele de deseuri. Aceasta nu se aplica
deseurilor rezultate din activitatea extractiva produse de proiectul Rosia Montana, care se supun
prevederilor noii Directive 2006/21/CE a UE privind deseurile miniere (art. 4 (2) din Directiva
2006/21/CE).

Constituirea unei garantii financiare pentru refacerea mediului (,GFRM”) este obligatorie in
Romania pentru a se asigura ca operatorul minier dispune de fonduri adecvate pentru refacerea
mediului. GFRM este reglementata de Legea Minelor (nr. 85/2003) si Hotararea Guvernului nr.
1208/2003 pentru aprobarea Normelor de aplicare a Legii Minelor. 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 in cazul unui accident ecologic
cauzat de operatorii minieri, Tn scopul de a se asigura ca operatorii dispun de resurse financiare
corespunzatoare pentru lucrarile de remediere ecologica. Desi aceste directive nu au fost inca
transpuse in legislatia roméneasca, termenele pentru implementarea mecanismelor de aplicare
sunt 30 aprilie 2007 (DRM) si 1 mai 2008 (DSM) - deci, inainte de inceperea 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.

De asemenea, mentionam faptul ca legislatia interna prevede doua categorii de garantii
financiare pentru refacerea mediului, respectiv garantia de refacere a mediului anuala (,GFM
Anuala”)si garantia de refacere a mediului finala (,GFM Finala”).

GFM Anuala, care este actualizata anual, este constituita in vederea acoperirii costurilor de
recuperare estimate asociate cu operatiunile minei in anul urmator. Aceste costuri nu sunt mai
mici de 1,5 procente pe an din costurile totale, care rezulta din comenzile anuale.

GFM Finala, de asemenea actualizata anual, prevede costurile estimate pentru o posibila
inchidere a minei Rosia Montana. Cuantumul GFM Finale este stabilit ca procent anual din
valoarea lucrarilor de reabilitare a mediului prevazute in cadrul programului monitorizare a
factorilor de mediu postinchidere. Acest program face parte din Programul Tehnic de Inchidere a
Minelor, un document ce va fi aprobat de catre Agentia Nationala de Resurse Miniere (“ANRM”).
Fiecare GFRM va respecta regulile detaliate elaborate de Banca Mondiala si Consiliul
International pentru Minerit si Metale.

Costurile actuale de inchidere a proiectului Rosia Montana 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 in activitatea obisnuita a minei sunt
incluse anumite activitati de refacere ecologica).

in conditiile acestei garantii, autorititile romane nu vor avea nici o rdspundere financiara cu
privire la refacerea mediului ca urmare a proiectului Rosia Montana.

Raportul EIM nu contine o evaluare a impactului fenomenului numit ,,ploaie de cianura”,

generat de evaporarea cianurii din iazul de decantare si nicio descriere a impactului
transfrontalier in cazul unui accident, asupra unor arii naturale importante.
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Precizam ca nu va exista un fenomen de ploaie cu cianuri si nici nu a fost evidentiat in alte locuri
sau in alte situatii. De altfel, literatura de specialitate nu indicad un fenomen numit ,ploaie cu
cianuri”, cunoscut si studiat fiind fenomenul de ,ploi acide”, care nu poate fi generat prin
degradarea compusilor cianurici n atmosfera.

Ratiunile pentru care afirmam ca nu va exista un fenomen de ploaie cu cianuri sunt urmatoarele:

Manevrarea cianurii de sodiu, de la descarcarea din vehiculele de aprovizionare, pana la
depunerea sterilelor de procesare in iazul de decantare, se va realiza numai in faza
lichida, reprezentata de solutii alcaline cu un pH mare (mai mare de 10,5-11) avand
diferite concentratii de cianura de sodiu, alcalinitatea acestor solutii avand rolul de a
mentine cianura sub forma de ioni cian (CN-) si de a impiedica formarea acidului
cianhidric (HCN), fenomen care are loc numai in medii cu pH redus;

Volatilizarea cianurilor dintr-o solutie nu poate avea loc sub forma de cianuri libere, ci
numai sub forma de HCN;

Manevrarea si stocarea solutiilor de cianura de sodiu se va face numai prin intermediul
unor sisteme inchise, singurele instalatii/zone in care ar putea avea loc formarea i
volatilizarea, cu rate mici de emisie, a HCN in aer, fiind tancurile de lesiere si de la
ingrosatorul de sterile, precum si iazul de decantare a sterilelor de procesare;

Emisiile de HCN de la suprafetele tancurilor mentionate si de la suprafata iazului de
decantare pot aparea ca urmare a reducerii pH-ului in straturile superficiale ale solutiilor
(ceea ce favorizeaza formarea HCN) si a desorbtiei (volatilizare in aer) acestui compus;
Concentratiile de cianuri in solutiile manevrate vor scadea de la 300 mg/l in tancurile de
lesiere, pana la 7 mg/l (cianuri totale) la descarcarea in iazul de decantare, reducerea
drasticad a concentratiilor de cianuri la descarcare urmand a fi realizatd cu ajutorul
sistemului de denocivizare;

Pe baza cunoasterii chimismului cianurii si a experientei din activitati similare s-au
estimat urmatoarele posibile emisii de HCN in aer: 6 t/an de la tancurile de lesiere, 13
t/an de la tancurile ingrosatorului de sterile si 30 t/an (22,4 t, respectiv 17 mg/h/m2, in
sezonul cald si 7,6 t, respectiv 11,6 mg/h/m2, in sezonul rece) de pe suprafata iazului de
decantare, ceea ce inseamna o emisie zilnica medie totala de HCN de 134,2 kg;

Acidul cianhidric odata emis este supus unor reactii chimice in atmosfera joasa, reactii
prin care se formeaza amoniac;

Modelarea matematica a concentratiilor de HCN in aerul ambiental (considerand situatia
in care HCN emis nu este supus reactiilor chimice in atmosfera) a pus in evidenta cele
mai mari concentratii la nivelul solului, in incinta industriala, si anume n aria iazului de
decantare si intr-o arie din vecinatatea uzinei de procesare, concentratia maxima orara
fiind de 382 ug/m3;

Concentratiile cele mai mari de HCN din aerul ambiental vor fi de 2,6 ori mai mici decat
valoarea limita pentru protectia muncii prevazuta de legislatia nationala;

Concentratiile de HCN in aerul ambiental din zonele populate din vecinatatea incintei
industriale vor avea valori de 4 — 80 ug/m3, de peste 250 — 12,5 ori mai mici decat
valoarea limitd pentru protectia muncii prevazuta de legislatia nationala (legislatia
nationala si legislatia UE pentru calitatea aerului nu prevad valori limita pentru protectia
sanatatii populatiei);

Evolutia HCN in atmosfera implica o componentad nesemnificativd a reactiilor in faza
lichida (vaporii de apa din atmosfera si picaturile de ploaie) deoarece, la presiuni reduse,
caracteristice gazelor din atmosfera libera, HCN este foarte slab solubil in apa, iar ploaia
nu va reduce efectiv concentratiile din aer (Mudder, et al., 2001, Cicerone si Zellner,
1983);

Probabilitatea ca valorile concentratilor de HCN in precipitatiile din interiorul sau din
exteriorul ariei Proiectului sa fie semnificativ mai mari decat valorile de fond (0,2 ppb),
este extrem de redusa.

Detalii privind aspectele referitoare la utilizarea cianurii in procesele tehnologice, la bilantul
cianurilor, precum gi la emisiile si la impactul cianurilor asupra calitatii aerului: Raport la studiul
de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului (EIM), Cap. 2, Cap. 4.1 si Cap. 4.2 (sectiunea 4.2.3).
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Apreciem faptul ca exista preocupari cu privire la impactul transfrontalier si ca s-a lucrat in mare
parte cu experti si oameni de stiinta independenti pentru a evalua complet toate posibilitatile.
Aceste evaluari, inclusiv studiul care tocmai a fost finalizat de Universitatea Reading privind
scenariile de esec catastrofal, au stabilit ca Proiectul Rosia Montana nu are nici un impact
transfrontalier. Copia studiului intocmit de Universitatea Reading se gaseste in bibliografia
anexata la acest raport.

Raport la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului (EIM) (Capitolul 10 Impact
Transfrontiera) analizeaza proiectul propus sub aspectul unui potential impact semnificativ
asupra bazinului hidrografic si transfrontalier, in aval, care ar putea afecta, spre exemplu,
bazinele raurilor Mures si Tisa in Ungaria. Capitolul concluzioneaza ca in conditii normale de
functionare, nu ar exista un impact semnificativ in aval de bazinele raurilor/asupra conditiilor
transfrontaliere.

Problema unei posibile deversari accidentale de steril, la scara larga, in reteaua hidrografica a
fost recunoscuta in timpul consultarilor publice ca fiind o problema importanta, cand partile
interesate si-au manifestat ingrijorarea in acest aspect. in consecintad, RMGC a intreprins un
studiu aditional, in afara de ceea ce include evaluarea impactului asupra mediului, referitor la
calitatea apei in aval de amplasamentul proiectului precum si in Ungaria. Acest studiu contine
un model asupra calitatii apei, cuprinzdnd o gama de scenarii posibile de accident si pentru
diverse conditii de debit.

Modelul utilizat este modelul INCA, elaborat in ultimii 10 ani pentru a simula atat sisteme
terestre cat si sisteme acvatice in cadrul programului de cercetare EUROLIMPACS EU
(www.eurolimpacs.ucl.ac.uk). Modelul a fost utilizat pentru a analiza impactul generat de
viitoarele activitati de exploatare, precum si pentru activitati de colectare si tratare a poluarii
generate de activitatile miniere din trecut la Rosia Montana.

Modelul creat pentru Rosia Montana simuleaza opt metale (cadmiu, plumb, zinc, mercur,
arsenic, cupru, crom, mangan) precum si cianuri, nitrat, amoniac si oxigen dizolvat. Simularile
din modelul mentionat au fost aplicate in cazul captarilor din amonte de Rogia Montana céat si
intregul bazin Abrud-Aries-Mures pana la granita cu Ungaria pana la confluenta cu raul Tisa.
Modelul ia in considerare dilutia, procesele de amestecare si cele fizico-chimice ce afecteaza
metalele, amoniacul si cianura in bazinul hidrografic si prezintd estimari de concentratii in
punctele cheie de-a lungul raului, inclusiv la granita cu Ungaria si in Tisa dupa confluenta cu raul
Mures.

Chiar si in cazul unei deversari neprogramate la scara larga de material steril (de exemplu in
urma ruperii barajului) in reteaua hidrografica, nu ar avea ca rezultat poluarea transfrontaliera,
datorita dilutiei gi dispersiei in bazinul hidrografic cat si conformarii cu tehnologia UE BAT (Cele
Mai Bune Tehnici Disponibile) adoptate pentru proiect (de exemplu, utilizarea procesului de
distrugere a cianurii pentru efluentul de steril care reduce concentratia de cianura in efluentul
depozitat Tn iazul de decantare, la sub 6mg/l). Modelul a aratat ca in cel mai grav scenariu de
rupere a barajului, toate limitele legale impuse pentru concentratiile de cianura gi metale grele in
apa raului vor fi respectate inainte de a trece in Ungaria.

Modelul INCA a fost de asemenea utilizat pentru a evalua influenta beneficad a colectarii gi
epurarii apelor de mina existente si a demonstrat imbunatatirea substantiala a calitatii apei in
bazinul hidrografic in conditii normale de functionare.

Pentru mai multe informatii, o fisa de informare ce prezintd modelul INCA este prezentata sub
titlul Programul de Modelare a Raului Mures iar raportul complet de modelare este prezentat ca
Anexa 5.1.

Referinte:

[1] art.3, alin. 2. Fiecare Stat Membru va contribui la crearea (retelei) NATURA 2000
proportional cu reprezentarea, pe teritoriul sau, a tipurilor de habitate naturale si a habitatelor
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speciilor prevazute in paragraful |. In acest scop, Statele Membre, in 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 Tn Anexa Ill (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 prezintd 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 o zona care prezintad elementele fizice si biologice
esentiale pentru viata si reproducerea lor. Statele Membre propun, daca este cazul, adaptarea
listei Tn lumina supravegherii prevazute in Articolul Il. [...]

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 |l
(etapa 2) sa fie aplicate mai flexibil in selectarea siturilor de importanta comunitara pe teritoriul
lor. [...]

art.6, alin.4. Daca, contrar concluziilor negative ale evaluarii implicatiilor gi in absenta solutiilor
altenative, 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 existd 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 Tn anexa 1 fac obiectul masurilor de conservare speciale
privind habitatul, in scopul asigurarii supravietuirii $i 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 suprafata 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.

[4] Precizam faptul ca, HG nr. 918/2002 a fost abrogata prin HG nr. 1213/2006 privind stabilirea
procedurii-cadru de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului pentru anumite proiecte publice si
private, publicata in Monitorul Oficial, Partea | nr. 802 din 25/09/2006 (“HG nr. 1213/2006”). Cu
toate acestea, avand in vedere prevederile art. 29 din HG nr. 1213/2006 in care se specifica
faptul ca “Proiectele transmise unei autoritati competente pentru protectia mediului in vederea
obtinerii acordului de mediu i supuse evaluarii impactului asupra mediului, inainte de intrarea in
vigoare a prezentei hotarari, se supun procedurii de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului si de
emitere a acordului de mediu aflate in vigoare la momentul depunerii solicitarii” mentionam ca in
privinta proiectului RMGC sunt inca incidente dispozitiile HG nr. 918/2002.
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Answer to contestation No. 301 — Badau Nicolae

Contestation No. 301 raises a number of issues; 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 (RMP). Our answers
with reference to contestation 301, are as follows:

The huge tailings management facility is located right above the Abrud town, and could
have catastrophic consequence in case of failure.

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 I, 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 EIA, the total costs for mine closure would raise at USD 70,789,884. This is
however an amount totally unrealistic. In accordance with the calculation of the
Environment Protection Agency from USA applied to similar projects from America, the
approximate costs for Rosia Montana will raise at USD 2.6 billion.

The figure of US$ 3 billion is both unsubstantiated and implausibly high. RMGC stands behind
our 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,
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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:

- 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
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

According to article 20 (4) of the Mining Law and the corresponding stipulations in the European
Mine Waste Directive 2006/21/EC require RMGC to establish a financial guarantee for
environmental rehabilitation (EFG, Environmental Financial Guarantee). RMGC is able to obtain
an operating license from the Competent Authority only once a satisfactory EFG is in place.

In Romania, the creation of an Environmental Financial Guarantee (“EFG”) is required to ensure
adequate funds are available from the mine operator for environmental cleanup. 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). 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,
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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.

There are two separate and distinct EFGs under Romanian law.

The first, which is updated annually, focuses on covering the projected reclamation costs
associated with the operations of the mine in the following year. These costs are of no less than
1.5 percent per year, of total costs, reflective of annual work commitments.

The second, also updated annually, sets out the projected costs of the eventual closure of the
Rosia Montana mine. The amount of the EFG to cover the final environmental rehabilitation is
determined as an annual quota of the value of the environmental rehabilitation works provided
within the monitoring program for the post-closure environmental elements. Such program is part
of the Technical Program for Mine Closure, a document to be approved by the National Agency
for Mineral Resources (“NAMR”).

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 Rosia 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.)

The annual updates capture the following four variables:
- Changes in the project that impact reclamation objectives;
- Changes in Romania’s legal framework, including the implementation of EU directives;
- New technologies that improve the science and practice of reclamation;
- Changes in prices for key goods and services associated with reclamation.

Once these updates are completed, the new estimated closure costs will be incorporated into
RMGC'’s financial statements and made available to the public.

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:

- 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.



The Roman galleries from the Orlea and Céarnic massifs are unique, due to the
craftsmanship of their execution and preservation state. From the analysis of the maps
contained by Impact Study it can be seen that these massifs, together with their vestiges,
will be destroyed.

The reports and studies published by experts in the field make clear that the Roman galleries at
Rosia Montana are significant, but not unique. As indicated in the gazetteer of the Roman mining
sites from Transylvania and Banat-prepared as part of the Environmental Impact Assessment
Study for the Rosia Montana project, it is difficult to justify the claim that the Rosia Montana site
is unique importance if we consider the history of mining in the Roman Empire, and especially in
the province of Dacia. There are at least 20 other sites with relatively similar features and some
of them (Ruda Brad, Bucium — the Vulcoi Corabia area and Hanes — Amlasul Mare area) have
already produced concrete evidence proving that their archaeological potential is, to a certain
extent, similar to that of the ancient Alburnus Maior site. This aspect should also be taken into
consideration when claiming that Rosia Montana is a site of unique importance.

Most of the ancient mining works in the Carnic massif, as well as in other mining sectors, are
only accessible, and in difficult conditions, to specialists, and actually partially inaccessible to the
public at large. Moreover, under the EU safety rules regulating similar activities in museums all
over Europe, rules that have been transposed into Romanian legislation, Roman galleries that
pose safety risks cannot be opened for public access. Note that a number of other similar
Roman gallery segments will be preserved in situ.

Consequently, based on the scientific report submitted by French experts, on the proposal by
the National Archaeology Commission, the Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs has granted
the archaeological discharge certificate for the Carnic Massif, with the exception of a an area of
approximately 5 hectares, including Piatra Corbului. As part of the effort to minimize negative
impacts, in addition to the thorough investigation of the area and publication of its results,
specialists have deemed it appropriate to make a 3-D representation as well as replicas of these
structures (at a scale of 1:1). These will be included in the mining museum that is proposed at
Rosia Montana. A lawsuit has been filed with regard to the archaeological discharge certificate
and the case is currently in progress.

As an alternative, the company considered the preparation of a specialized study comprising
financial estimates for the conservation in their entirety of the galleries from the Carnic massif
and for opening them to tourists. Moreover, note that the costs for the development and
maintenance of a public circuit in this massif are prohibitive and such an investment would not
be economically feasible (see Annex “Costs Estimate for the Development of Ancient Mining
Networks from Carnic”, prepared by the UK-based companies Gifford, Geo-Design and Forkers
Ltd).

Construction activities in the Orlea area, necessary for the development of the proposed mining
project, cannot start until the archaeological investigations have been completed, in accordance
with the Romanian legal provisions and international practices and guidelines. (Cultural Heritage
Baseline Report, vol. 6, p. 46). Under the Government Ordinance no. 43/2000 on the protection
of the cultural heritage and the designation of some archaeological sites as areas of national
interest, as last amended, “the investor shall finance a feasibility study and a technical proposal,
describing the measures to be taken (later to be presented in detail) and the funds necessary for
conducting preventive archaeological researches or, as the case may be, archaeological
surveillance. Also, the investor shall finance the necessary works for the preservation of the
archaeological heritage or, where appropriate, for the archaeological discharge of the area
affected by works. The investor shall finance the enforcement of such measures”.

With regard to the Orlea area, the Cultural Heritage Baseline Study - Volume 6 p.46 - specifies
that preventive surface and underground archaeological research is planned to continue in an
area of identified archaeological potential. It also specifies that the research undertaken to date
is preliminary in character. Also, please note that the EIA report mentions the following: given
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that mining activities in the Orlea area are to be developed at a later stage, surface
archaeological research in this area is planned to start in 2007.

In 2004, the preliminary underground investigations, undertaken in the Orlea Massif, have led to
a significant discovery. The value of the discovery was confirmed in the summer of 2005. The
French team led by Dr. Beatrice Cauuet uncovered a chamber with a hydraulic wheel, and
subsequently an entire mine dewatering system. This complex, uncovered in the Paru Carpeni
area, was dated to Roman times and has been subject to extensive archaeological
investigations, while special measures have been taken to ensure its preservation in situ. The
discovery would not be affected by the future development of the Orlea open pit. Surface
preventive archaeological research in the Orlea area, as well as underground archaeological
research in the Orlea- Tarina segment are planned to be undertaken between 2007 and 2012,
as indicated in the Cultural Heritage Baseline Report, vol. 6, p. 48.

In the 1980s, a mining museum was developed in the Orlea massif. The museum included a
series of well-preserved galleries that have been separated from adjacent, access galleries by
concrete walls. The Orlea galleries, as well as those in the Carnic massif and in other mining
areas in Rosia Montana, are trapezoidal in form. During the successive reworking and mining of
these galleries, part of the Roman remains have been destroyed. In addition, the galleries
suffered further deterioration, especially due to the recent mining works using drilling-blasting
techniques that caused cave-ins and deterioration of underground mining remains. The removal
of mine waste in the course of archaeological research adds to the process of deterioration of
the Roman galleries, further accentuated by the closure of mining operations at Minvest (1st
June, 2006) —given that the mining activities have ensured a minimal level of mine dewatering.
Under the existing legislation, shutting down mining activities requires a comprehensive set of
conservation measures. However, at Rosia Montana the mine was abandoned without any other
restoration works. Just a couple of months later, drainage channels inside the Sfanta Cruce
gallery, the main drainage gallery, got clogged, which led to the flooding of a number of galleries,
several kilometers long. Proper maintenance works are needed if the archaeological remains are
to be preserved for future generations. In the absence of such measures the result will be
disastrous, and the parts of galleries that have been preserved will disappear as a result of cave-
ins and flooding. The Roman steps at Brad (Roman mining remains covered by Law 5/2000) are
illustrative in this respect-once maintenance works stopped, the galleries became inaccessible.

In accordance with the List of Historic Monuments published in the Official Gazette nr. 646 bis of
16 July 2004, the industrial area that is to be developed in the Orlea Massif includes 2
archaeological sites classified as historic monuments —the Roman settlement at Alburnus Maior,
the Orlea area (code LMI AB-I-m-A-00065.01), and the Roman mining exploitation at Alburnus
Maior, the Orlea Massif (AB-I-m-A-00065.02).

Law 422/2001 on the protection of historic monuments, as last amended, provides for the
declassification of archaeological sites, once the archaeological discharge certificate has been
granted, as approved by the National Archaeological Commission within The Ministry of Culture
and Religious Affairs. The archaeological discharge procedure, as defined by the law, is the
procedure by means of which an area of archaeological interest may be restored to its current
use. Therefore, it is true that RMGC plans to mine the gold-silver deposits located in the Orlea
Massif area, in the second phase of the proposed mining project.

Consequently, the proposed mining operations in the Orlea Massif can be developed only after
the completion of preventive, surface and underground archaeological researches, that will
produce a comprehensive body of data on the Roman site located in the Orlea area. As shown
in Annex | to the Cultural Heritage Baseline Report (Archaeological Site Record Card-9. Orlea
Massif, p.231-236), no archaeological investigations have been undertaken in this area, nor any
expert studies that would determine in detail the characteristics and the spatial distribution of the
archaeological remains in the area. RMGC has, therefore, committed to financing a preventive
archaeological research program, to be undertaken between 2007-2012 by an expert team.
Based on the research findings, a decision will be made as to whether the archaeological
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discharge procedure should be applied. There are no legal provisions that would prohibit
conducting preventive archaeological researches in the areas with an identified archaeological
heritage, such as the Orlea area.

Given the significance of the Rosia Montana’s cultural heritage, and the current legal
requirements, S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A allocated more than USD 10 million for
the archaeological investigations carried out between 2001-2006. What is more, based on the
research results, on the experts’ opinions and on the decision of competent authorities, the
budget for the next years, allocated for the research, conservation and restoration of the Rosia
Montand’s cultural heritage, undertaken as part of the project development, amounts to more
than USD 25 million, as indicated in the Environmental Impact Assessment Study, published in
May 2006 (see the EIA Report, vol. 32, Management Plan for the Archaeological Heritage from
the Rosia Montana area, p. 84-85). Archaeological research in the Orlea area is to be continued,
and a Modern Mining Museum will be opened, including geology, archaeology, ethnographic and
industrial heritage exhibitions. Other plans include the development for public access of the
Catalina-Monulesti gallery and the Tau Gauri monument, as well as the restoration of the 41
historical buildings and of the protected zone Rosia Montana Historic Centre.

For further information on the most important archaeological remains, as well as on a series of
comments on their preservation and on the special measures included in the management
plans, please consult the Annex “Information on the Cultural heritage of Rosia Montana and
Related Management Aspects”

In conclusion, with regard to your question, it is important to say that the company does not wish
to destroy the Orlea and Carnic massifs. Based on the research results, on the international
guidelines and best practices in the field, it has been decided that the most effective solution for
enhancing this type of cultural heritage is to preserve in situ the most significant underground
mining archaeological remains uncovered at Rosia Montana, and to create exact replicas of the
galleries that cannot be opened for public access, either due to safety reasons or because of the
state of preservation of the remains.

Far from destroying Rosia Montana’s patrimony, the Special Rapporteur from a committee of the
Parliamentary Assembly/Council of Europe has called the company-sponsored rescue
archaeology programme — an investment of $10 million USD to date led by an internationally
renowned mining archaeologist -- “an exemplary project of responsible development.”

From the biodiversity point of view, Rosia Montana contains important habitats and
species of flora and fauna which are threatened by disappearing.

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
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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 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[1], and EU Directive no. 79/409 Birds[2]
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].

The stage of public consultation and assessment of the EIA report quality started without
a valid urbanism certificate. The new urbanism certificate, obtained in May 2006, reflects
a new project intention, incompatible with the initial project intention submitted to the
Ministry of Environment.

Your statement according to which there was no urbanism certificate upon the initiation of public
consultation process is not accurate. When the public consultation has been initiated, a valid
urbanism certificate existed, i.e the urbanism certificate no. 78 issued on 26th of April 2006.

At the same time, from legal point of view there is no condition imposed to develop public
consultations based on the existence of an urbanism certificate. That is by taking into account
the legal requirements: The Order of Ministry of Waters and Water Management no. 860/2002
regarding the procedure for assessing the environmental impact and for issuing the
environmental permit (Order no. 860/2002) and Law no. 50/1991 regarding the permitting
process of construction, re-published.

The urbanism certificate is a document issued and is aimed at having an informative role that
informs the applicant on the legal, economical and technical issues related to existing lands and
buildings and establishes urbanism requirements and necessary permits for securing
construction authorization, pursuant to the provisions of art. 5 of Law no. 50/1991 regarding the
authorization of construction works, re-published. The permits and endorsements required for
developing projects are included in the legislation governing each of the fields submitted to a
permitting procedure (the environmental permit is included in the environmental legislation, the
urbanism requirements are included in the urbanism and territorial arrangement legislation);
these permits are only mentioned and summarized in the urbanism certificate.

Pursuant to the provision of art. 6 (2) of Governmental Decision no. 918/2002 [4] regarding the
establishment of the framework procedure of assessing the environmental impact and for the
approval of the public or private projects subject to this procedure, the Rosia Montana Project
has been considered as a project with significant impact on the environment, a project that will
undergo an environmental impact assessment, as this is a mandatory requirement. The Project
has been framed as having a significant impact on the environment by taking into account its
dimensions and the nature of its activities. These characteristics, based on which its framing has
been performed, have no relationship with the urban certificate and its content being under no
circumstances altered. At the same time, the fact that an impact assessment is mandatory and
required is not based on urbanism certificate and does not result from its content but it is intrinsic
related and conditioned by Project’s characteristics as proposed by titleholder based on its own
plans.



S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. (RMGC) applied for and secured an Urbanism
Certificate for the entire Rosia Montana. Mining project. The Certificate no.78 was issued by the
Alba County Council on April 26, 2006, prior to the initiation of the public consultations process.
The public consultations have been initiated in May 2006 when the EIA Report was submitted to
the authorities, and in over 48 localities and continued with the public debates initiated on July
24th, 2006 at Rosia Montana.

The Urbanism Certificate is available for consultation at the headquarters of the Alba County
Council, from 8 — 13 h during business days.

The current urbanism plans of the Rosia Montana commune do not correspond to the
proposal of mining project described in EIA report.

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 Rosia Montana, Bucium, Campeni and Abrud and 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 Montand 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.

The environment accord under discussion was solicited on the basis of a mining license
which does not reflect the RMGC’s mining project proposal. The license grants a
production capacity of 400,000 t/year, while the RMGC officially proposes a production
capacity of 13 million tones per year. This fact violates the Mining Law from Romania.



The concession license for exploitation in the Rosia Montana perimeter no. 47/1999 (“the Rosia
Montana License”) was concluded based on and according to the procedures provided by the
former Mining Law no. 61/1998, in force as at the conclusion of the License. The Rogia Montana
license was approved by the Government Decision no. 458/10.06.1999, published in the
Romanian Official Gazette, Section |, no. 285/21.06.1999.

We specify that the Rosia Montana license has a period of 20 years, with the possibility of being
extended, according to the Mining Law. As per the legal provisions, the object of the Rosia
Montana License is the exploitation of the mineral resources in the perimeter Rosia Montana
and not the activity of CNCAF Minvest SA, which is a company affiliated to the license.

Pursuant to the exploration-development activities of RMGC, the resources and reserves
existing in the Rosia Montana perimeter have been identified in detail. The mining project
proposed by RMGC considers the exploitation of these resources and reserves discovered
pursuant to the ensemble of studies and activities for the identification of the deposits, the quality
and quantity evaluation, as well as by determining the technical and economical conditions for
capitalization. The new mining exploitation is planned and designed by observing the
international standards and shall involve the use of the best available techniques for the proper
operation, the environmental protection and mitigation of the impact.

According to the legal provisions, RMGC follows the entire permitting procedure for the new
mining exploitations, the public debate of the Report to the Environmental Impact Assessment
Study being a compulsory stage within this permitting process.

The proposed tailings management facility will be not lined. This means a violation of the
Directive regarding the underground water protection, such it was transposed into the
Romanian legislation through GO 352/2005.

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:
- 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:
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- A low permeability (1x10-6 cm/sec) cut off wall within the foundation of the starter dam to
control seepage;

- Alow permeability (1x10-6 cm/sec) core in the starter dam to control seepage;

- 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,

- 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 reestablish.

The EIM Report does not mention financial guaranties regarding the assurance of
security for the waste deposit.

The environmental rehabilitation plan of the Rosia Montana Gold Corporation (‘RMGC”), and the
accompanying 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”).

GD 349/2005 transposes the EU Landfill Directive 1999/35/EC into Romanian Law. It is not
applicable to the extractive wastes generated by the Rosia Montana project, which are covered
by the new EU Mine Waste Directive 2006/21/EC.

In Romania, the creation of an Environmental Financial Guarantee (“EFG”) is required to ensure
adequate funds are available from the mine operator for environmental cleanup. 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). 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.

There are two separate and distinct EFGs under Romanian law.

The first, which is updated annually, focuses on covering the projected reclamation costs

associated with the operations of the mine in the following year. These costs are of no less than
1.5 percent per year, of total costs, reflective of annual work commitments.
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The second, also updated annually, sets out the projected costs of the eventual closure of the
Rosia Montana mine. The amount of the EFG to cover the final environmental rehabilitation is
determined as an annual quota of the value of the environmental rehabilitation works provided
within the monitoring program for the post-closure environmental elements. Such program is part
of the Technical Program for Mine Closure, a document to be approved by the National Agency
for Mineral Resources (“NAMR”).

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 Rosia 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.)

Under the terms of this guarantee, the Romanian government will have no financial liability in
connection with the rehabilitation of the Rosia Montana project.

The EIM Report does not contain an impact evaluation of the phenomenon named
”cyanide rain”, generated by the cyanide evaporation from the tailings pond and a
description of the trans-boundary impact on some natural important areas in case of
accident.

It is stated precisely that a “cyanide rain” phenomenon will not exist. This phenomenon never
was encountered in other places or situations. Moreover, the specialty literature mentions only
the “acid rain” phenomenon which has no connection with the behavior of the cyanide
compounds in the atmosphere.

The reasons for making this statement are the followings:

- The sodium cyanide handling, from the unloading from the supplying trucks up to the
processing tailings discharge onto the tailings management facility, will be carried out
only in liquid form, represented by alkaline solutions of high pH value (higher than 10.5 —
11.0) having different sodium cyanide concentrations. The alkalinity of these solutions
has the purpose to maintain the cyanide under the form of cyan ions (CN-) and to avoid
the hydrocyanic acid formation (HCN), phenomenon that occurs only within environments
of low pH;

- The cyanide volatilization from a certain solution cannot occur under the form of free
cyanides, but only under the form of HCN;

- The handling and storage of the sodium cyanide solutions will take place only by means
of some closed systems; the only areas/plants where the HCN can occur and volatilize
into air, at low emission percentage, are the leaching tanks and slurry thickener, as well
the tailings management facility for the processing tailings;

- The HCN emissions from the surface of the above mentioned tanks and from the tailings
management facility surface can occur as a result of the pH decrease within the
superficial layers of the solutions (that helps the HCN to form) and of the desorption
(volatilization in air) of this compound;

- The cyanide concentrations within the handled solutions will decrease from 300 mg/l
within the leaching tanks up to 7 mg/l (total cyanide) at the discharge point into the
tailings management facility. The drastic reduction of the cyanide concentrations for
discharging into the Tailings Management Facility (TMF) will be done by the
detoxification system;

- The knowledge of the cyanide chemistry and on the grounds of the past experience, we
estimated the following possible HCN emissions into air: 6 t/year from the leaching tanks,
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13 t/year from the slurry thickener and 30 t/year (22.4 t, respectively 17 mg/h/m2 during
the hot season and 7.6 t, respectively 11.6 mg/h/m2 during the cold season) from the
tailings management facility surface, which totals 134.2 kg/day of HCN emission;

- Once released into air, the hydrocyanic acid is subject to certain chemical reactions at
low pressure, resulting ammonia;

- The mathematical modeling of the HCN concentrations within the ambient air (if the HCN
released in the air is not subject to chemical reactions) emphasized the highest
concentrations being at the ground level, within the industrial site namely within the area
of the tailings management facility and within a certain area near the processing plant.
The maximum concentration is of 382 ug/m3/h;

- The highest HCN concentrations within the ambient air will be 2.6 times lower than the
limit value stipulated by the national legislation for labor protection;

- The HCN concentrations within the ambient air from the populated areas close by
industrial site will be of 4 to 80 pyg/m3 , over 250 — 12.5 times lower than limit value
stipulated by the national legislation for labor protection — the national legislation and
European Union (EU) legislation on the Air Quality don’t stipulate limit values for the
population’s health protection;

- Once released in air, the evolution of the HCN implies an insignificant component
resulted from the reactions while liquid (water vapors and rain drops). The reactions are
due to HCN being weak water-soluble at partially low pressures (feature of the gases
released in open air), and the rain not effectively reducing the concentrations in the air
(Mudder, et al., 2001; Cicerone and Zellner, 1983);

- The probability that the HCN concentration value contained by rainfalls within and
outside the footprint of the Project to be significantly higher than the background values
(0.2 ppb) is extremely low.

Details referring to the use of cyanide in the technological processes, the cyanides balance as
well as the cyanide emission and impact of the cyanides on the air quality are contained in the
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Report, Chapter 2, Chapter 4.1 and Chapter 4.2
(Section 4.2.3).

We appreciate that there is concern about transboundary impacts and have worked extensively
with independent experts and scientists to fully assess all possibilities. These assessments,
including a just-completed study of catastrophic failure scenarios by The University of Reading,
have concluded that the Rosia Montana Project has no transboundary impact. A full copy of the
University of Reading study can be found in the reference documents included as an annex to
this report.

The Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIA) (Chapter 10 Transboundary Impacts)
assesses the proposed project with regard to potential for significant river basin and
transboundary impacts downstream which could, for example, affect the Mures and Tisa river
basins in Hungary. The Chapter concludes that under normal operating conditions, there would
be no significant impact for downstream river basins/transboundary conditions.

The issue of a possible accidental large-scale release of tailings to the river system was
recognized to be an important issue during the public meetings when stakeholders conveyed
their concern in this regard. As a result, further work has been undertaken by RMGC to provide
additional detail to that provided in the EIA Report on impacts on water quality downstream of
the project and into Hungary. This work includes modelling of water quality under a range of
possible operational and accident scenarios and for various flow conditions.

The model used is the INCA model developed over the past 10 years to simulate both terrestrial
and aquatic systems  within the EUROLIMPACS EU research  program
(www.eurolimpacs.ucl.ac.uk). The model has been used to assess the impacts from future
mining, and collection and treatment operations for pollution from past mining at Rosia Montana.
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The modelling created for Rosia Montana simulates eight metals (cadmium, lead, zinc, mercury,
arsenic, copper, chromium, manganese) as well as Cyanide, Nitrate, Ammonia and dissolved
oxygen. The model has been applied to the upper catchments at Rosia Montana as well as the
complete Abrud-Aries-Mures river system down to the Hungarian Border and on into the Tisa
River. The model takes into account the dilution, mixing and phsico-chemical processes
affecting metals, ammonia and cyanide in the river system and gives estimates of concentrations
at key locations along the river, including at the Hungarian Boarder and in the Tisa after the
Mures joins it.

Because of dilution and dispersion in the river system, and of the initial European Union Best
Available Techniques (EU BAT) - compliant technology adopted for the project (for example, the
use of a cyanide destruct process for tailings effluent that reduces cyanide concentration in
effluent stored in the Tailings Management Facility -TMF- to below 6 mg/l), even a large scale
unprogrammed release of tailings materials (for example, following failure of the dam) into the
river system would not result in transboundary pollution. The model has shown that under worse
case dam failure scenario all legal limits for cyanide and heavy metals concentrations would be
met in the river water before it crosses into Hungary.

The INCA model has also been used to evaluate the beneficial impacts of the existing mine
water collection and treatment and it has shown that substantial improvements in water quality
are achieved along the river system under normal operational conditions.

For more information, an information sheet presenting the INCA modelling work is presented
under the title of the Mures River Modelling Program and the full modelling report is presented
as Annex 5.1.

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 Il (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 Ill (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
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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.

[3] Directive 92/43 Habitats, art. 2, 2nd paragraph; Directive 79/409 Birds, art. 3, 2nd paragraph,
letter c.

[4] We would like to underline the fact that Governmental Decision no. 918/2002 has been
abrogated by Governmental Decision no. 1213/2006 regarding the establishment of framework
procedure for assessing the environmental impact for certain public and private projects,
published in the Official Gazette, Part | no. 802 from 25/09/2006 (“Governmental Decision no.
1213/2006”). However, taking into account the provisions of art. 29 of Governmental Decision
no. 1213/2006 where it is stipulated: “The Projects submitted for securing environmental permits
at the competent authorities and subjected to an environmental impact assessment, before
enforcing this decision will be subjected to the procedure of environmental impact assessment
and of issuing the environmental permit that was in force when the application was submitted”.
We would like to state that RMGC’s Projects is governed by the provisions included in the
Governmental Decision no. 918/2002.
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