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Catre Ministerul Mediului si al Gospodaririi Apelor,

[n atentia Doamnei Ministru Sulfina Barbu

Bvd Libertatii Nr. 12 "

Sector 3, I 17 ERL AT el
Bucuresti i

Simata Doamna Ministru,

Alaturat va trimitem punctul de vedere al Asociatiei Otus, referitor la
proiectul depus de cétre Rosia Montana Gold Corporation, repectiv
observatiile noastre referitoare la Studiul de Impact elaborat de catre aceeasi
firma.

Am inclus si doud puncte de vederi, ale unor specialisti independenti, puncte
de vederi care ne-au fost trimise prin postd electronica.

Cu deosebit respect, si cu speranta cd nu veti aproba acest proiect,

In numele Asociatiei Otus, ™\
i

b
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Jozset Szabo r,l,\ﬁ‘/((/ (/ B

Sirul Beethoven Nr 1 (
500123 Brasov

Asociatia Otus militeaza pentru dreptul fiecaret persoane laun mediu sanatos.
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PD Dr. Andreas Erhardt

Tel +41 61 267 08 33
Fax +41 61 267 08 32
e-mail andreas.erhardt@unibas.ch

wwwweconservation.unibas.ch / team /erhardt/ index.html

Assessment of Biodiversity Baseline Report for

5.C. ROSIA MONTANA GOLD CORPORATION S. A. by Stantec

This report assesses the conservation value of a region in the Apuseni Mountains in Romania, in

which large-scale gold mining is planned.

I have no means to judge the thoroughness, rigidity and quality of this report. However, for a
scientist dealing with conservation issues in Central Europe, this report appears to be severely

biased in favor of the intended mining activities.

The region which would be affected by the planned gold mining, consists of a mosaic of extensive
traditionally cultivated agricultural vegetation and woods, which has been lost from most areas in
Central Europe and has a high conservation value. Even the report, undoubtebly written in favor
of the mining project, admits that vegetation types of high conservation value are present in this
region! Even though only one protected plant species seems to present in this region, it harbours
many heavily threatened species of invertebrates, particularly of buttertlies, which have been
proven to be excellent indicators of biodiversity. Thus I strongly disagree with the basic conclusion
of this report that the region has only a low conservation value. In contrast, this area contains a
high diversity of different habitats and species. The planned gold mining would have a
devastating effect on this unique area and its precious biodiversity, and must be prevented at all

events, not to mention all the chemical toxic effects associated with the intended gold mining,.

I strongly hope that the responsible Romanian authorities recognize the uniqueness of this region

and decline the planned gold mining project.

PD Dr. Andreas Erhardt




Universitatea Babes-Bolyai
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Sel de Catedra: Conf. dr. Laszlo Rakosy

Referat asupra

Studiului de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului in zona de interes economic de la
Rosia Montana

Desi studiul pare a fi stiintific si cuprinzator, la o atenta lecturare se constata ca este
vorba de cuvinte si date preluate din diverse surse, desori fara nici o relevanta sau
conexiune cu zona care ar fi trebuit investigata.

Se prezinta numeroase date irelevante, fara sens pentru un studiu de impact. Deseori
textul, bine incarcat cu denumiri stiintifice sau informatii nu se refera la zona studiata,
putand fi atribuit ori carei regiuni central europene (ex. pag. 56-58 — insecte folositoare si
parazite).

Acolo unde datele provin de la diversi doctoranzi (datele despre bentos, datele fizico
chimice ale apelor) sau ornitologi, nu se prezinta interpretari si justificarea alegerii
punctelor de studiu si a metodologiei utilizate, care in realitate au vizat un alt scop.
Lucrarile preconizate vor afecta si doua fonduri de vanatoare si bineinteles vertebratele
prezente aici. Si acest aspect a fost minimalizat.

Apele curgatoare sunt sarace in specii de pesti tot datorita poluarii, aspect relativ usor de
surmontat prin reducerea surselor miniere de poluare.

Raportul prezentat nu poate i considerat ca studiu in vederea evidentierii impactului
asupra mediului din urmatoarele considerente:
- informatiile prezentate sunt prea generale, nespecifice, fara referire directa la zona
supusa impactului
- includerea unor informatii irelevante pentru zona Rosia Montana
- minimalizarea efectului impactului
- speculatii nefundamentate stiintific
- acolo unde au existat unele date (avifauna, bentos) interpretariile si concluziile
sunt irelevante
- intregul raport da dovada unui studiu, realizat de amatori si nu de specialisti

Conf. dr. Laszlo Rakosy Cluj-Napoca, 22.08.2006




Ministru Sulfina Barbu

Ministerul Mediului si al Gospodariri Apelor
Bvd. Libertatii Nr.12

Sector 5

Bucuresti

Romania

Stimata Doamna Ministru,
Stimata Doamna Sulfina Barbu,

CONTESTATIE

Raportul la Studiul de Impact asupra Mediului pentru proiectului minier
din Rosia Montana, desi voluminos ca si compozitie, nu descrie si nu evalueaza
impactul propunerii de proiect intr-o maniera profesionista si obiectiva. Alegeri
importante asupra aspectelor tehnice raman nedecise. Raportul contine numeroase
repetitii inutile si in acelasi timp semnificative omisiuni. De asemenea, raportul
contine contradictii si lipsa de reflectie, maturitate si onestitate asupra provocarilor
viitoare. In timp ce raportul contine un capitol intitulat ,,Descrierile dificultatilor”, nu
mentioneaza deficiente si nesigurante in cunostinte. Cu exceptia raporturilor de
baza, documentele ramase (capitolele EIM, Sistemul de management social si de
mediu) nu au autor care sa-si asume responsabilitatea pentru corectitudinea Si
autenticitatea documentelor. Daca s-ar fi indicat autorii fiecarui capitol in parte,
atunci s-ar fi putut verifica daca acesti autori sunt independenti de titularul de proiect,
asa cum prevederile legale o cer. Ca si o concluzie generala, raportul face loc unor
riscuri considerabile cu privire la stabilitatea si practicabilitatea tehnica a proiectului
minier.

Subsemnatul cer Ministerului Roman al Mediului si al Gospodaririi Apelor sa
nu isi dea acordul pentru propunerea de exploatare miniera de aur si argint din
Rosia Montana. In sprijinul celor de mai sus, urmatoarele observatii si
comentarii sunt detaliate dupa cum urmeaza:

A. Observatii Generale:

,Raportul de baza asupra biodiversitati” si ,Raportul de baza asupra
patrimoniului cultural” mentioneaza ,,Stantec” ca fiind autorul documentului.
_Stantec” nu este amintit in listele Ministerului Mediului si Gospodaririi Apelor cu
privire la persoanele licentiate/acreditate pentru a efectua studii EIM. “Raportul de
baza asupra contaminarii solului” indica ,Fluvio” drept autor al documentului. ,Fluvio”
nu este nici el inregistrat la Ministerul Mediului si Gospodaririi Apelor, ca persoana
acreditata pentru a efectua studii EIM. ,Raportul de baza asupra apelor
nominalizeaza ,MWH Inc.” drept entitatea care a facut studiul, insa ,MWH Inc.” nu
figureaza pe lista cu persoane autorizate pentru a efectua studii EIM. Raportul de
baza asupra conditiilor meteorologice il indica drept autor pe Radu Dobrot, acesta
nefiind inscris la Ministerul Mediului si Gospodaririi Apelor, pe lista persoanelor
acreditate pentru a efectua studii EIM, nici ca persoana fizica, nici ca asociat intr-o
companie acreditata.

Versiunea in limba engleza a volumului ,Procese Tehnologice” este greu de
urmarit, deoarece traducerea sa este incompleta si lasa de dorit. Ex: pag.21: ,The




diversion channels will direct the conventionnaly clean waters which ahve not got
into contact with the mineralized rocks downstream the secondary dam. Canalele de
deviere vor dirija apele conventional curate care nu au intrat in conta. The diversion
channel location is shown in drawing 2.42."

Un numar semnificativ din hartile prezente in documentatia in limba engleza
sunt in limba romana, devenind implicit indescifrabile publicului de alta nationalitate
implicat in evaluarea EIM. ,Raportul de baza asupra sanatatii’ contine o anexa de 54
de pagini, intitulata ,Harti_HB_HRA A.pdf’, redactata doar in limba romana.
,Raportul de baza asupra solului” contine un folder intitulat exponate, ce contine 10
harti in total. In timp ce legenda acestora este numai in limba romana, exponatele de
la 6 la 10 nu au autorul specificat.

B. Observatii generale si comentarii in legatura cu propunerea de proiect
minier:
Propunerea implica dezvoltarea celei mai mari exploatari la zi de aur/argint din
Europa. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation este o asociere intre Statul Roman (~20%
din actiuni via Minvest Deva) si Gabriel Resources, o companie canadiana miniera,
de mici dimensiuni, lipsita de experienta si cu resurse insuficiente (80% din actiuni).
Principalele componente ale propunerii de proiect minier sunt urmatoarele: productie
anuala de 14,3 milioane de tone timp de 15 ani, pe o suprafata directa de 1258ha.
Productia maxima s-ar realiza in al doilea an de exploatare, cu © cantitate de 21,575
milioane de tone, pentru ca apoi sa ajunga la 17.315 milioane de tone in anul cinci,
15,413 in al zecelea an si 14,212 in cel de-al treisprezecelea. Pentru a procesa
minereul, este mentionat un consum mediu anual de 13000 de tone de cianuri,
aceasta cifra bazandu-se pe modelul de 13 milioane de tone de minereu procesate
anual. Cianurile vor fi transportate spre Rosia Montana in containere pe sosea.
Aurul/argintul va fi extras din patru munti : Carnic, Cetate, Orlea si Jig, totalizand o
suprafata de 205 ha. Sunt proiectate doua halde de steril, acoperind o suprafata de
177.36 ha, care vor gazdui 130,691 milioane de tone de deseuri. Facilitatea de
management a deseurilor ce va fi situata in valea Corna va acoperi 698 de ha. lazul
de decantare va avea o suprafata de 363,12 ha (egale cu aproximativ 454 de
terenuri de fotbal), iar cantitatea totala de steril ce va fi depozitata este aproximata la
214,905 milioane de tone. lazul de decantare nu va impermeabilizat. In valea Cornei
exista ape subterane si de suprafata, iar raportul recunoaste ca roca de baza este
fisurata. Potrivit Agentiei de Protectie a Mediului a Statelor Unite ale Americi,
costurile medii pentru a impermeabiliza 0,40468 ha (1acru) se ridica la cca. 131000
dolari. Inaltimea totala a barajului principal Corna va fi de 185m si va fi construit din
roci care genereaza ape acide. Sterilul va contine metale grele, amoniac, sulfuri.
Acestea din urma sunt o importanta sursa de ape acide, care pot fi generate pentru
decenii sau chiar secole. Propunerea de proiect minier nu prevede ca sulfurile sa fie
tratate separat si sa fie depozitate intr-un iaz de decantare special, impermeabilizat.
Aceasta este un exemplu evident de malpraxis. Instalarea pompei de apa a facilitatii
de management al deseurilor pe o barja este o alta dovada de acest gen. Imensa
constructie a acestei facilitati este situata chiar deasupra orasului Abrud, putand sa
aiba consecinte catastrofice in caz de rupere. Suprafata imensa a acestei instalatii
este foarte posibil sa produca o cantitate semnificativa de praf in conditii
meteorologice secetoase. Raportul nu evalueaza corect aceasta problema, mai ales

avandu-se in vedere apropierea de orasul Abrud. Odata procesat, minereul va fi -




topit. Aceasta activitate va produce, printre altele, 0,5 kg de mercur zilnic, in sase
zile ale saptamanii. Aceasta inseamna 156 de kg de mercur pe an, sau 2340 kg de-a
lungul perioadei totale de exploatare. Din aceasta cantitate s-au scazut deja emisii
de mercur generate de topirea minereului. Vorbim de o operatiune miniera foarte
mare. La capacitatea maxima de productie, aproximativ 26 de milioane de tone de
minereu si roca sterila vor fi excavate anual. Cu alte cuvinte, 500000 tone
saptamanal, 70000 tone zilnic. Daca titularul de proiect va folosi camioane cu
capacitatea de 150 de tone, se vor face cca 1000 de drumuri cu camionul dus-intors
in fiecare zi (50 % pline, 50% goale), adica aproximativ un camion la un minut si
jumatate, in conditiile in care se lucreaza 24/7.

Potrivit raportului, costurile totale pentru inchiderea minei (iazul de decantare,
halzile de steril, uzina de procesare, cariere, drumuri industriale, etc) se ridica la 70
789 884 de dolari. Aceasta este insa o cifra total nerealista. Potrivit Agentiei de
Protectie a Mediului din Statele Unite ale Americii costurile aproximative pentru
stratul protector de sol compozit pentru haldele de steril generatoare de ape acide se
situeaza intre 0,83 dolari si 1,01 dolari/tona de steril. La sfarsitul exploatarii, halzile
de steril Cetate si Carnic vor contine 130,691 milioane de tone de steril. Costurile
pentru a le acoperi cu sol compozit se ridica, prin urmare, la o suma cuprinsa intre
108,5 si 132 de milioane de dolari. Numai costurile pentru aceste halde de steril vor
depasi suma totala estimata de titularul proiectului pentru inchiderea tututor
facilitatilor industriale. Cat despre costurile de inchiderea si reabilitare a mediului
pentru un iaz de decantare generator de ape acide, ele au fost estimate de Agentia
de Protectie a Mediului din Statele Unite ale Americii intre 48 000 de dolari si 877
000 per acru. lazul de decantare de la Rosia Montana ar avea o suprafata de 363,12
ha sau 897 de acrii. Aceasta presupune costuri de inchidere si reabilitare a mediului
ce se situeaza intre 43,1 milioane de dolari si 786,7 milioane de dolari. Acestea sunt
insa numai costurile intr-un scenariu normal. O scurgere neprevazuta de acid din
minereul sarac (2,7 milioane de tone), la mina din Lead, Dakota de Sud, apartinand
companiei Richmond Hill LAC Minerals a ridicat costurile de inchidere si reabilitare
cu 8,5 milioane de dolari. Mai mult decat atat, apa cu continut de cianuri s-a infiltrat
din iazul de decantare in aluviunile acvatice din Elko, Nevada din cauza minei
apartinand companiei Dee Gold Mining Newmont. Costurile au crescut astfel cu 2
milioane de dolari.

Pentru ca aceasta propunere de proiect sa se realizeze, populatia locala
trebuie relocata, un total de 2000 de oameni. Pe langa casele in sine, titularul
proiectului trebuie sa cumpere toate terenurile care sunt afectate de proiect (terenuri
agricole, paduri). Conform hartii intitulate Regimul Proprietatii’ pentru Rosia Montana
(exponatul doi- Planul de Management cultural- Planul M), din martie 2006, 49,1%
este proprietate privata si 2,3% apartine Bisericilor. RMGC detine 17,8% din
suprafata satului Rosia Montana. Raportul nu contine o harta de acest gen pentru
valea Corna. Vestigiile arheologice miniere de epoca romana de la Rosia Montana si
41 de case de patrimoniu sunt protejate de legea 5/2000 ca si monumente istorice.
Pana la momentul de fata nu exista un Plan Urbanistic Zonal pentru Zona Protejata
aprobat. La pagina v a Planului de management pentru patrimoniul cultural, partea
IIl, Bisericile istorice si locatia acestora, care vor fi afectate de Proiect, vor fi
cercetate din punct de vedere arhitectural si documentate inainte de producerea
oricarei stricaciuni’. 410 morminte ar trebui dezgropate si mutate. In comunitatea
arheologica Rosia, Montana este recunoscuta pentru bogatul sau patrimoniu unic
roman si pre-roman asociat minertului si tablitelor cerate descoperite in galeriile
miniere. Galeriile romane din masivele Orlea si Carnic sunt unice datorita maiestriei
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si starii lor de conservare. Din analiza hartilor pe care le contine studiul de impact se
poate vedea ca aceste masive impreuna cu vestigiile lor vor fi transformate in cariere
deschise. Pentru a cosmetiza aceasta distrugere, titularul proiectului propune ‘o
serie de replici a unor structuri miniere construite, fie la suprafata, ca de exemplu
intr-o zona reabilitata dintr-o viitoare cariera, fie in subteran.”

Din punct de vedere al biodiversitati, Rosia Montana contine habitate si
specii importante de fauna si flora care sunt pe deplin protejate conform legislatiei
romanesti si Directivei UE privind habitatele (92/43/EEC).

Rosia Montana este o comunitate rurala ale carei trasaturi sociale,
economice, si de mediu sunt caracteristice pentru zonele rurale din intreaga tara.
Fenomene ca si imbatranirea populatiei nu se gasesc numai in Rosia Montana, ci
sunt o tendinta generala in Romania. Aceeasi concluzie se poate trage si pentru
declinul demografic sau migrarea fortei de munca tinere dinspre sate spre orase.
Peste tot in mediul rural frecventarea scolilor si numarul de profesori sunt in scadere.
Faptul ca 20% din gospodariile din Rosia Montana au o toaleta in curte nu este ceva
extraordinar ci foarte apropiat de media nationala. In aceeasi ordine de idei, media
nationala de case din mediul rural care nu sunt conectate la un sistem de canalizare
este de 90%. Rosia Montana nu este nici saraca, nici sub-dezvoltata si nici
needucata; este o comunitate rurala tipica Romaniei contemporane.

RMGC propune infiintarea si finantarea unei fundatii care sa isi asume
obligatiile pe care operatiunea miniera nu si le poate asuma. RMGC doreste sa
transfere anumite bunuri in patrimoniul acestei fundatii cum ar fi casele monument
istoric: doreste de asemenea sa transfere acestei fundatii obligatiile privind
intretinerea monumentelor istorice si toate initiativele de dezvoltare. Cu toate
acestea, nu se dau nici un fel de informatii despre unde si cand se va inregistra
aceasta fundatie, care vor fi persoanele responsabile, si cum isi va asigura fondurile
necesare pentru indeplinirea obligatiilor asumate. In termeni de obligatii legale,
RMGC va fi obligat la plata datoriilor si satisfacerea in primul rand a actionarilor. Nu
exista nici un fel de responsabilitate legala a RMGC fata de aceasta fundatie.

C. Aspecte legale:

1. Etapa de consultari publice si evaluare a calitatii raportului la studiul de
impact asupra mediului a inceput fara un certificat de urbanism valabil. Titularul de
proiect a obtinut un certificat de urbanism nou in mai 20086, cu toate ca cel vechi este
inca suspendat. Noul certificat de urbanism reflecta o noua intentie de proiect,
incompatibila cu intentia de proiect depusa in vederea inceperii procedurii de
obtinere a acordului de mediu. Noua intentie de proiect nu mai contine un iaz de
decantare. Dat fiind faptul ca nici o procedura de obtinere a acordului de mediu nu
se poate desfasura fara un certificat de urbanism valabil, Ministerul Mediului ar fi
trebuit sa respinga cererea RMGC pentru un acord de mediu.

2. Actualele planuri de urbanism ale Comunei Rosia Montana nu corespund
propunerii de proiect minier descrise in raportul EIM. Proiectul minier prespune de
asemenea modificari ale planurilor de urbanism ale oraselor Abrud, Campeni
precum si ale comunei Bucium, care nu s-au efectuat pana in prezent. Toate
aceastea sunt exemple de incalcare a Directivei privind Evaluarea Strategica de
Mediu (SEA) transpusa in legislatia romana prin HG 1076/2004. Cerinta legala este
aceea ca evaluarea de mediu pentru un plan sau program sa se efectueze inainte de
evaluarea de mediu pentru un proiect. Potrivit Legii 5/2000 si Legii 422/2001,
autoritatile locale de la Rosia Montana trebuiau sa elaboreze si sa aprobe un plan de




urbanism zonal pentru zona protejata de la Rosia Montana. Pana la momentul de
fata nu exista un asemenea plan aprobat.

3. Acordul de mediu in discutie a fost solicitat in baza unei licente miniere
care nu reflecta propunere de proiect minier in discutie. Catre RMGC s-a efectuat
transferul licentei miniere 47/1999 de la compania miniera de stat Minvest. Prevede
o capacitate de productie de 400 000t/an, in timp ce RMGC propune in mod oficial o
capacitate de productie de 13 milioane de tone pe an. Aceasta incalca legea minelor
din Romania, care prevede ca documentatia si cererea pentru un acord de mediu sa
se faca in baza unei licente miniere valide.

4. lazul de decantare propus nu ar fi impermeabilizat. Date fiind sursele de
apa subterane si de suprafata din valea Cornei — locatia propusa pentru iazul de
decantare -, avem de-a face cu o incalcare a Directivei privind protectia apelor
subterane, asa cum a fost transpusa in legislatia romaneasca prin HG 351/2005.
Aceasta hotarare de guvern solicita titularului proiect luarea tuturor masurilor tehnice
si de constructie pentru prevenirea evacuarilor indirecte de substante periculoase
cum ar fi cianurile si metalele grele in apele subterane.

5. Potrivit HG 349/2005 privind depozitarea deseurilor care transpune in
legislatia Directiva nr. 1999/31/EC, iazul de decantare si halzile de steril propuse
sunt definite ca si depozite de deseuri. Potrivit cerintelor legale invocate, un deposit
de deseuri trebuie sa fie situat la cel putin 1000 de metri distanta de o comunitate
locuita. Este de asemenea interzisa construirea unui depozit de deseuri pe roca de
baza fisurata (cum este cazul rocii de baza din Valea Corna), in zona de protectie a
surselor de apa potabila (cum este cazul surselor de apa ale Orasului Abrud) sau in
zone protejate datorita patrimoniului natural sau cultural (cum sunt vestigiile
arheologice din Masivul Carnic precum si monumentele naturale Piatra Corbului si
Piatra Despicata). Mai mult, potrivit acelorasi dispozitii legale un deposit de deseuri
trebuie sa contina 8 straturi artificiale de material impermeabilizator. Operatorul
depozitului de deseuri trebuie sa prezinte in documentatia de obtinere a
acordului/autorizatei de mediu un aviz de gospodarire a apelor, emis de autoritatea
competenta. RMGC nu a obtinut si depus un asemenea aviz.

6a.) In ceea ce priveste garantiile financiare cerute de HG 349/2005 si
Directiva europeana 1999/31/EC:

e Operatorul unui depozit de deseuri este obligat, la solicitarea unei autorizatii
de mediu, sa dovedeasca existenta garantiei financiare care sa asigure
indeplinirea obligatiilor privind securitatea depozitului si conditiile de protectie
a mediului si sanatati umane stipulate in autorizatia de mediu. Aceasta
garantie financiara trebuie sa fie mentinuta si ajustata pe intreaga perioada
de functionare a depozitului.

e Operatorul trebuie sa constituie un Fond pentru inchiderea si monitorizarea
post-inchidere a factorilor de mediu (monitorizare care ar trebui sa dureze
minim 30 de ani). Acest Fond este constituit intr-un cont bancar si este
alimentat anual asa cum se prevede in Planul privind inchiderea si
monitorizarea post-inchidere a factorilor de mediu care este parte integranta
din documentatia necesara obtinerii autorizatiei de mediu.

Raportul EIM nu mentioneaza deloc asemenea garantii.

b.) Potrivit Art. 22 al Legii minelor, inceperea lucrarilor de exploatare miniera
se autorizeaza de catre autoritatea competenta numai pe baza prezentarii dovezii
privind constituirea garantiei financiare de refacere a mediului dupa inchiderea

minei. Garantia financiara trebuie mentinuta pe toata durata exploatarii. Raportul-—.
CGONANIA N

/é QIRECTIA

/‘f_.?:‘ Al




EIM nu contine nici un calcul al costurilor de refacere a mediului post-inchiderea
minei si nici nu include nici un plan in acest sens.

c.) Raportul confirma faptul ca RMGC nu a gasit nici un asigurator al
proiectului minier. Aceasta vine sa confirme faptul ca proiectul incalca Directiva
2004/35/CE din aprilie 2004 privind raspunderea de mediu cu referire la prevenirea
si remedierea pagubelor (deteriorarilor) ecologice.

7. Nu exista un raport de securitate depus spre consultarea publicului si
evaluare din partea autoritatilor competente. Potrivit HG 95/2003 privind controlul
activitatilor care prezinta riscuri de accidente majore si care implica substante
periculoase, un titular de proiect care intentioneaza sa foloseasca si sa manevreze
substante periculoase intr-o instalatie trebuie sa depuna la autoritatile competente
de protectie a mediului si protectie civila un raport de securitate. Acest raport de
securitate trebuie sa contina cel putin: o politica de prevenire a accidentelor majore,
un sistem de management al securitatii in exploatare, o identificare a pericolelor de
accidente majore si luarea masurilor necesare pentru a preveni astfel de accidente si
a limita consecintele acestora asupra sanatatii populatiei si mediului etc. Titularul
activitatii are obligatia de a pune la dispozitie publicului raportul de securitate. Potrivit
HG 95/2003, titularul unui proiect are obligatia ca o data cu cererea de acord de
mediu sa prezinte o notificare privind natura si cantitatea de substante periculoase
pe care intentioneaza sa le foloseasca modalitatea de stocare, informatii privind
elementele care pot provoca accidente majore. RMGC nu a depus o asemenea
notificare catre autoritatile competente.

8. Raportul EIM nu evalueaza “Alternativa Zero”, adica o evaluare in cazul
ne-implementarii proiectului. Raportul contine numai consideratii subiective legate de
aspecte economice, pretinzand ca saracia zonei se va accentua daca acest proiect
se respinge. Cu toate acestea, evaluarea Alternativei Zero se refera prin definitie la
evolutia factorilor de mediu in absenta proiectului. Pe langa faptul ca raportul nu se
refera la o asemenea evolutie, nu se da nici o importanta faptului ca Statul Roman,
prin Minvest Deva, are obligatia legala de a reabilita ecologic aria de exploatare din
Rosia Montana dupa inchiderea activitatilor sale de exploatare din iunie 2006.
RMGC pleaca de la premisa gresita ca activitatile de exploatare ale Minvest Deva la
Rosia Montana se vor inchide in 2007. Minvest lucreaza la momentul de fata la un
plan de inchidere si reabilitare ecologica si are deja alocate 1.17 milioane de euro
din partea Ministerului Mediului pentru prima etapa a acestor lucrari. Planul ce va
rezulta va fi supus consultarii cu publicul. Aceasta inseamna ca mediul afectat de
minerit de la Rosia Montana va fi reabilitat si ca se vor intreprinde masuri de
atenuare a impactului social. Aceasta inseamna pe de alta parte ca argumentul
potrivit caruia investitia propusa este vitala pentru ca ar curata poluarea istorica
lasata de catre Minvest Deva este netemeinic’.

9. Nici una dintre speciile de plante enumerate in ‘Raportul de baza privind
biodiversitatea’ nu sunt caracterizate din punct de vedere al habitatului, cu toate ca
aceasta caracterizare este o cerinta legala impusa de catre Directiva Europeana
privind habitatele (92/43/EEC) si de Legea 462/ 2001.

10. In Rosia Montana exista 41 de case de patrimoniu clasificate ca si
monumente istorice (prin Legea 5/2000 si prin Lista Monumentelor Istorice din
2004). Potrivit propunerii de proiect minier, aceste case se afla raspandite printre
cele patru cariere. Raportul EIM nu prezinta nici un fel de garantii despre cum aceste
case ar rezista la vibratiile produse de explozii si trafic cu utilaje grele. Potrivit Legii
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privind protectia monumentelor istorice (Legea 422/2001), un monument istoric are
in jurul sau o zona de protectie de 200 de metri, ceea ce nu se poate respecta in
cazul acestui proiect minier. Inca din 2003, RMGC a achizitionat un numar de 14
case de patrimoniu din centrul vechi al Rosiei Montane. Starea acestor monumente
s-a deteriorat semnificativ de la achizitionarea lor de catre RMGC. Aceasta
inseamna ca RMGC nu a luat masurile impuse de Legea 422/2001 si Ordinul
Ministerului Culturii si Cultelor 2682/2003. RMGC nu a primit pana la momentul de
fata nici un fel de sanctiuni din partea autoritatilor competente.

11 a.) Planul de actiune in vederea relocarii si stramutarii al RMGC
mentioneaza: “compania va minimiza exproprierea pe cat de mult posibil”. In primul
rand o companie nu poate face exproprieri. Masurile de expropriere sunt luate de
guvern pentru cauze de utilitate publica. Legea 33/1994 stipuleaza faptul ca daca
exproprierea afecteaza monumente istorice si biserici, cauza de utilitate publica se
declara printr-o lege sau hotarare de guvern. Propunerea de proiect minier de la
Rosia Montana nu este o utilitate publica, ci un proiect privat finantat din fonduri
private si aflat in proprietate privata. Aceasta inseamna ca orice masuri de
expropriere care ar fi luate de Guvern ar incalca articolul 44 al Constitutiei Romaniei
si Art. 8 (2) al Conventiei Europene a Drepturilor Omului®.

Cu toate acestea, RMGC foloseste argumentul exproprierii pentru a face
presiuni asupra localnicilor ca sa isi vanda proprietatile. Aceasta pune sub semnul
intrebarii legalitatea contractelor de vanzare-cumparare incheiate pana acum; cel
putin din punctul de vedere al consimtamantului liber si neviciat al vanzatorului.

b.) Planurile de urbanism ale Comunei Rosia Montana aprobate in 2002
pentru zona de dezvoltare industriala initiala a RMGC au inclus limite de timp pentru
stramutarea si relocarea populatiei. Aceasta limita de timp a fost stabilita in iulie
2004. Faptul ca pana la momentul de fata compania nu a reusit sa stramute
populatia din Rosia Montana inseamna o incalcare a prevederilor planurilor de
urbanism ale zonei de dezvoltare industriala a RMGC.

c.) Instituirea zonei de dezvoltare industriala a RMGC interzice orice
constructii noi in localitate inca din 2002. Aceasta este o incalcare semnificativa a
unui drept garantat constitutional — dreptul la libera initiativa economica (Articolul
45).

13. Potrivit Raportului EIM, compania trebuie sa stramute 410 de morminte in
locatii indicate de familile decedatilor. In zona industriala propusa exista un nmar
total de 12 cimitire. Potrivit Legii nr. 98/1994 pentru stabilirea si sanctionarea
contraventiilor, la normele legale de igiena si sanatate publica, “desfiintarea sau
schimbarea folosintei unui cimitir este posibila numai dupa 30 de ani de la ultima
inhumare si numai dupa mutarea tuturor osemintelor’. Cimitirele de la Rosia
Montana si Corna sunt la momentul de fata folosite.

15. Atat persoane individuale interesate cat si numeroase ONG-uri au avut o
serie de incercari nereusite de a obtine informatii privind contractele si intelegerile
initiale intre companie si Statul Roman (cum ar fi licenta de concesiune pentru
exploatare a RMGC). Este esential ca atunci cand evalueaza raportul EIM, publicul
sa cunoasca drepturile si obligatile pe care fiecare parte si le-a asumat. Alburnus
Maior®, un ONG local de la Rosia Montana, a initiat o actiune in justitie pentru a
obtine accesul la licenta miniera, autorizatiile de exploatare, studiul de impact asupra
mediului si planul de inchidere a minei depuse de catre Minvest Deva, partenerul

2 A se vedea paginile.24-26 ale studiului Compatibilitatea proiectului minier Rosia Montana cu principiile si
normele legislatiei UE de Univ.Prof.Dr. Peter Fischer si Univ. As. Dr. Alina Lengauer, L.LM., Viena,
octombrie 2002 o
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Gabriel Resources, care a obtinut si apoi a transferat licenta miniera catre RMGC.
Cele mai multe asemenea documente se afla in posesia Agentiei Nationale pentru
Resurse Minerale si care a negat constant accesul la aceste documente, pretinzand
ca sunt clasificate. La demararea procedurii EIM pentru proiectul minier Rosia
Montana, membrii ai publiului interesat au solicitat din nou acces la aceste
documente, de aceasta data de la ministerul Mediului si Gospodaririi Apelor.
Ministerul a refuzat sa puna la dispozitie aceste documente si in consecinta a
incalcat atat Conventia de la Aarhus privind accesul la informatii, participarea
publicului si accesul la justitie pe probleme de mediu cat si Ordinul MAPPM
860/2002 privind procedura de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului.

16. In iulie 2002, RMGC a solicitat si finantat modificarea planurilor de
urbanism de la Rosia Montana in scopul declararii zonei Rosia Montana ca si zona
industriala rezervata exclusiv proiectului minier al RMGC. Autoritatile locale nu au
organizat nici un fel de consultari cu populatia direct afectata inainte de aprobarea
acestor modificari la planurile de urbanism. Potrivit Legii 350/2001 privind
amenajarea teritoriului si urbanismul, autoritatile locale aveau obligatia de a informa
populatia locala privind intentia de a madifica planurile de urbanism si domeniul
modificarii. In urma acestei informari ar fi trebuit organizate dezbateri publice. Nici
unul dintre acesti pasi procedurali nu s-a intreprins.

17. In anul 2001 s-a inceput o cercetare penala pe seama a trei fosti directori
ai Minvest Deva. Obiectul acestei cercetari il constituie asocierea dintre Minvest si
Gabriel Resources. Cei trei fosti directori sunt acuzati de abuz in serviciu contra
intereselor publice si s-a inceput deja urmarirea penala pe seama lor. La momentul
de fata cazul este inca pe rol.

18. Incepand cu anul 2000 consilierii locali din Rosia Montana au votat un
numar impresionant de hotarari de consiliu local in beneficiul RMGC. Aceste
hotarari se refera la concesionarea/vanzarea/ inchirierea unei parti semnificative a
domeniului public (cladiri si terenuri) catre RMGC, inclusiv schimbarile mai-sus
amintite in planurile de urbanism. Majoritatea consilierilor locali de la Rosia Montana
sunt fie direct angajati de catre companie, fie sunt angajate sotiile si rudele
apropiate. Acesta este un evident conflict de interese in lumina prevederilor legii
administratiei publice locale (215/2001), legea privind prevenirea si sanctionarea
unor fapte de coruptie (161/2003) precum si legea privind statutul alesilor locali
(393/2004).

19. Din punct de vedere arheologic, majoritatea suprafetei propuse a fi
ocupate de proiect nu a fost legal cercetata. Intr-un fel sau altul, raportul EIM admite
acest fapt, pasajul relevant fiind urmatorul: “pentru zona Orlea sunt programate
cercetari arheologice de detaliu in perioada 2007-2012."* Aceasta demonstreaza
faptul ca este ilegala includerea acestei zone in proiect.

20. Partea de est a zonei in care se propune construirea halzii de steril Cirnic
nu a fost cercetata arheologic. Aceasta poate fi usor observat pe harta 4.9.5
intitulata ‘Locatia siturilor arheologice’. Aceasta inseamna ca descarcarea de sarcina
arheologica a acestei zone s-a facut ilegal si ca zona trebuie exclusa din proiectul
minier.

24. Galeriile romane din masivul Orlea ce pot fi in present vizitate sunt
clasificate ca si monumente istorice (cod LMI AB-1-m-A-00065.02). Distrugerea lor,
prin transformarea masivului respectiv intr-o cariera deschisa, este asadar ilegala
(articolul 9 si 10 ale Legii 422/2001). Distrugerea galeriilor romane nu poate fi
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compensata de nici o masura de cosmetizare, cum ar fi reconstructii tri-dimensionale
accesibile pe o pagina web.

22 Este de asemenea ilegala distrugerea de monumente originale si
inlocuirea lor cu replici sau reconstructii virtuale. O asemenea practica nu este
stipulata de legislatia privind protectia monumentelor istorice in vigoare

23. Propunerea RMGC de a dechide pentru vizitare galeriile Catalina-
Monulesti sau Paru-Carpeni este nerealista si nefondata. Aceste galerii nu au fost pe
deplin cercetate. In cazul galeriei Catalina-Monulesti, in raportul EIM nu se
mentioneaza nimic despre faptul ca accesul in galerie a esuat de numeroase ori date
fiind inundarile puternice si constante generate de apa subterana.

24. Unele dintre cele mai valoroase monumente din punct de vedere
arhitectural si spiritual de la Rosia Montana — bisericile ortodoxa si Greco-catolica —
precum si mormantul eroului Simon Balint nu vor fi accesibile pe perioada de
exploatare a minei si raportul EIM nu ofera nici un fel de garantii privind protectia lor.

25. ‘Protocolul privind descoperirile intamplatoare’ la care RMGC pretinde ca
adera nu reprezinta un set de norme imperative. Contine numai un set de principii
generale si nu identifica componenta institutionala a unei echipe de supraveghere
arheologica. Implementarea sa corecta depinde in mare masura de independenta
institutionala a echipei sus-mentionate.

D. Referitor la Raportul EIM:

e Capitolul ‘Situatii de ris¢’ contine o serie de elemente care pun sub semnul
intrebarii obiectivitatea si profesionalismul lucrarii. Printre acestea se numara.
Sectiunea 2.1.3 intitulata ‘Scurta istorie a accidentelor petrecute la operatiuni
miniere’, incepand cu pagina 17 contine urmatoarea concluzie “Impactul cianurii
produce in general efecte asupra mediului acute si de scurta durata”. Mai
departe, sectiunea arata ca in ceea ce priveste accidentele la nivel global,
“‘ruperea barajelor a cauzat 75% din totalul de accidente care au avut un impact
asupra mediului, si mai putin de o treime dintre acestea au implicat prezenta
cianurii. Informatiile disponibile legate de asemenea incidente sugereaza faptul
ca scurgerile de cianura nu au provocat decese. Impactul major asupra mediului
este asociat unor efecte pe termen scurt, ce provoaca daune ecologice si decese
in mediul acvatic.“ Prin tabelul 7-4. care urmeaza si figura 7.3., raportul tinde sa
demonstreze ipoteza conform careia “Aparitia si implementarea unui numar mare
de coduri pentru managementul cianurii si reglementarile privind selectarea
planurilor de amplasament existente au avut ca rezultat reducerea considerabila
a acestor tipuri de incidente”. La o analizare atenta a tabelului 7-4, o asemenea
concluzie este incorecta. Din cele 15 cazuri de accidente mentionate, 9 au
implicat prezenta cianurii. Mai mult decat atat, daca pe termen lung (1978-2000)
au fost cazuri de accidente miniere fara cianuri, este alarmant de vazut ca
incepand cu 1995 s-a inregistrat o crestere brusca in numarul de accidente
miniere majore la mine de aur care folosesc cianura. Potrivit tabelului 7-4, din
totalul de 9 accidente majore care s-au petrecut din 1995 pana in prezent, numai
un caz nu a implicat prezenta cianurii. Sectiunea intitulata ‘Fenomene
meteorologice de risc pentru structurile hidrotehnice’ lasa mai multe intrebari fara
raspuns. Studiul ‘Drobot’ privind precipitatile extreme a fost efectuat in anul
2004. Cu toate acestea, precipitatile extreme s-au inregistrat in Rosia Montana
si in Romania in general incepand cu 2005. Ar fi fost astfel necesara actualizarea
informatiei si includerea unei prognoze. Analiza urmatoare inclusa in aceasta;;




sectiune intitulata ‘Topirea brusca a stratului de zapada' nu precizeaza ce
metodologie s-a aplicat. Mai mult, grosimea maxima a stratului de zapada
inregistrata se refera numai la perioada dintre 1983 si 2000. Nu include nici o
prognoza. In finalul capitolului “Situatii de risc’ se gasesc materiale si informatii
deja incluse in alte capitole: alternative de locatie pentru facilitatea de
management al sterilelor, alternative pentru folosirea cianurii, alternative privind
agentii extractivi, optiunea “fara proiect’. Concluzia capitolului ‘Situatii de risc’
este urmatoarea : “respingerea proiectului Rosia Montana ar lipsi zona de o
importanta sursa de investitii in regiune, estimata la 605 milioane de dolari, si ar
impiedica un mecanism pentru atenuarea problemelor de mediu existente ... .”
"La pagina 9 a ‘Raportului privind conditiile initiale biologice si
bacteriologice’ (Conditii initiale — Starea mediului acvatic) se arata:
“Monitorizarea biologica si bacteriologica a apelor de suprafata si cea
bacteriologica a apelor subterane a fost efectuata cu o frecventa lunara, in
perioada martie — mai 1998. Acestea pot fi considerate ‘date istorice’, si nu o
baza de date de incredere pentru un raport stiintific al carui scop este o evaluare
pertinenta a conditiilor de baza.
‘Studiul privind conditiile initiale ale calitatii apei’ arata in capitolul 3.2.2.
‘Activitate de teren’ (pagina 10) faptul ca “Activitatea de teren s-a desfasurat in
perioada 29 septembrie si 27 octombrie 2000... " Asadar datele oferite au fost
colectate acum 6 ani si deci nu pot oferi o baza pertinenta. Perioada de colectare
in sine (septembrie — octombrie) nu poate fi considerata ca si reprezentativa
deoarece este foarte scurta. Numeroase alte probe de apa ar fi trebuit colectate
si analizate in diferite perioade ale anului si in conditii meteorologice diferite de-a
lungul mai multor ani.
‘Studiul de conditii initale privind biodiversitatea’ estimeaza ca pajistile si
fanetele acopera 60% din suprafata ce ar fi ocupata de proiect. Cu toate acestea,
nu exista nici un document care sa cuprinda o lista cu plantele din acest
perimetru. La pagina 8 se mentioneaza specli de plante dar fara a indica
frecventa, marimea, locatia sau orice alta caracteristica relevanta din punctul de
vedere al evaluarii conditiilor de baza. Raportul mentioneaza asociatii vegetale
cum ar fi Sedo Hispanici — Poétum nemoralis Pop et Hodigan 1 985. Acesta este
edificator al unui habitat endemic R6209 Comunitati sud-est carpatice pe stanci
calcaroase cu Asplenium trichomanes ssp. quadrivalens si Poa nemoralis (dupa
Habitatele din Romania / Nicolae Donita, Aurel Popescu, Mihaela Pauca-
Comanescu, ... - Bucuresti : Editura Tehnica Silvica, 2005) cu o valoare deosebit
de mare din punct de vedere al conservarii. Alte asociatii vegetale sunt
edificatoare ale unor habitate prioritare pentru conservare cum ar fi asociatiile
Nardo — Festucetum rubrae Maloch 1933, impreuna cu Violo declinatae —
Nardetum strictae Simon 1966 mai precis al habitatului *6230 Pajisti cu Nardus
bogate in specii (dupa Habitatele din Romania / Nicolae Donita, Aurel Popescu,
Mihaela Pauca-Comanescu, ... - Bucuresti : Editura Tehnica Silvica, 2005). In
aceasta ordine de idei comuntatile de plante nu sunt caracterizate din punct de
vedere al habitatelor, fapt cerut expres de Directiva privind Habitatele
(92/43/EEC ) transpusa prin Legea 462/2001, nepermitand astfel o evaluare
corecta al situatiei actuale din zona prin prisma actelor normative care
reglementeaza protectia mediului respectiv a speciilor si comunitatilor de plante
si animale.

Mai mult, unele studii recente (pers com J. Akroyd et col botanicii Casei

Regale Britanice) releva prezenta unor habitate prioritare din Directiva si Legea mai
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sus amintita cumn ar fi *4070, *6230 precum si prezenta mai multor specii de plante

protejate de aceeasi Directiva, inclusiv de Legea 462/2001.

Studiul care se refera la insectele din zona studiata caracterizeaza aceste
vietuitoare intr-un mod complet strain de biologia si ecologia contemporana
divizandu-le in: “Insecte daunatoare” respectiv “Insecte folositoare”, conceptie, de
altfel. des folosita la inceputul si chiar finele secolului XIX. Consideram ca cel care a
scris aceste capitol, ori vrea sa influenteze incorect cititorul ori a trait in sec. XIX,
ambele cazuri fiind motive suficiente, din punct de vedere stiintific, pentru
argumentarea refacerii studiului.

Studiile referitoare la fauna de vertebrate, precum si nevertebrate, nu includ
marimea populatiilor (caracterizand populatiile numai prin “comun” sau “putin comun’
si “rar’) nepermitand astfel evaluarea situatiei reale. Precizam ca evaluarea
impactului real se poate face numai daca se cunoaste marimea acestuia relativa la
marimea aceleisi specii la nivel national, regional etc.

Intr-un final, o recenta vizita de teren® la Rosia Montana releva existenta unor
specii (cum ar fi Emberiza cia — Presura de stanca sau Dendrocopos minor —
Ciocanitoarea pestrita mica) care nu sunt redate in studiul privind conditiile initiale de
biodiversitate in discutie, fapt care ne pune serioase semne de intrebare fata de
corctitudinea si seriozitatea studiului alcatuit, nefiind vorba de specii oportunistice.
Mai mult, datele sunt imposibil de verificat, necunoscandu-se provenienta acestora.

o Acesta contestatie nu cuprinde suficient spatiu pentru a comenta pe merginea
‘Planului de Dezvoltare Durabila a Comunitatii’. Doua exemple edificatoare in
privinta calitatii acestui plan sunt:

Figura 4.3 prezinta o piramida a varstelor la Rosia Montana. Aceasta
incearca sa arate un procent al barbatilor si femeilor pe categorii de varste.
Concluzia sa este ca cele mai mari grupuri demografice sunt vaduvele batrane si
barbatii casatoriti. Pe langa faptul ca aceasta concluzie nu se poate desprinde din
figura respectiva, este si aberanta, deoarece unui grup de barbati casatoriti i
corespunde logic un grup de femei casatorite.

Figura 5.8 intitulata ‘Rosia Montana; Structura locurilor de munca’ arata o
crestere a numarului de locuri de munca in sectorul minier in anul 2004. Aceasta nu
corespunde adevarului. Dat fiind programul gradual de inchidere a minei de stat de
la Rosia Montana, multi mineri au fost disponibilizati. Angajarile facute de catre
RMGC in 2004 nu sunt in sectorul minier ci in activitati cum ar fi. sapaturi
arheologice, constructii, transport etc. Asadar, acestea nu pot fi incadrate in
categoria ‘Barbatilor casatoriti angajati in minerit la Rosia Montana.’ Angajarile facute
de catre RMGC arata pe de alta parte ca exista potential, abilitati si calificari pentru
dezvoltarea de activitati alternative mineritului. Figura 5.9 intitulata ‘Locuri de munca
in Campeni’ confima faptul ca zona nu este dependenta de minerit si se poate
dezvolta fara aportul sau.

‘Planul de Management al Patrimoniului Cultural’ foloseste termeni
generici ca si ‘protectie’ si ‘conservare’. Cu toate acestea, nu explica masuri
concrete de protectie a monumentelor impotriva deteriorarii produse de activitatile
miniere. Documentul tinde sa se refere adesea la o serie de conventii internationale
(ale unor organisme cum ar fi UNESCO, ICOMOS) fara insa a arata cum le-ar
respecta propunerea de proiect. ICOMOS® pe de alta parte si-a exprimat in mai
multe rezolutii ingrijorarea profunda fata de impactul proiectului minier asupra sitului
arheologic Alburnus Maior. RMGC doreste sa se prezinte ca si un proprietar

* J. Ackeroyd , J. Szabo & A. Jones, Vizita de teren la Rosia Montana, iunie 2006
" A se vedea www.icomos.org




responsabil de monumente istorice prin faptul ca va transfera dreptul de proprietate
asupra lor catre o fundatie. Aceasta ar administra patrimoniul cultural mobil si imobil
din Rosia Montana si si-ar asuma de asemenea majoritatea obligatiilor legale in
domeniul cercetarii patrimoniului cultural. Asadar, RMGC nu mai pastreaza nici o
responsabilitate in ceea ce priveste consecintele negative ale proiectului asupra
patrimoniului cutural national. Aceasta viitoare fundatie va depinde financiar de
RMGC si va fi asadar controlata de aceasta. Nu exista astfel nici un fel de garantie
privind independenta managementului cultural al proiectului.

E. Un sumar al altor puncte slabe ale raportului EIM:

Raportul nu contine:

O descriere a cum va fi garantata conservarea habitatelor listate in Anexele 1 & 2
ale Conventiei de la Berna privind conservarea vietii salbatice si a habitatelor
naturale din Europa si in Directiva europeana privind habitatele. Masurile de
conservare si monitorizare sunt nesatisfacatoare din punct de vedere tehnic.

O evaluare a alternativelor din punct de vedere al impactului proiectului asupra
ariilor protejate (L. 5/2001) Piatra Despicata si Fiatra Corbului. In schimb se
mentioneaza ca unul dintre aceste monumente naturale va fi distrus iar celalalt
va fi stramutat. Este tehnic imposibil de stramutat Piatra Despicata, jar ‘solutia’
propusa pentru aceste doua monumente incalca Legea 5/2000.

Solutii pentru diminuarea impactului asupra ecosistemelor acvatice si terestre in
timpul constructiei, operarii, inchiderii si in perioada de post-inchidere a minei.

O descriere a impactului si masurilor de diminuare a impactului iazului de
decantare asupra surselor de apa subterana.

O descriere a felului in care proiectul se conformeaza Ordonantei de Urgenta
244/2000.

Un calcul al garantiei financiare pentru operarea instalatiei de management al
sterilului din Valea Cornei, asa cum cer imperativ atat Hotararea de Guvern
349/2005 privind depozitarea deseurilor cat si Directiva privind Managamentul
Deseurilor.

O estimare a garantiilor si surselor de risc definite ca si ‘dezastre naturale’ — ploi
torentiale, alunecari de teren, etc.

O evaluare a impactului fenomenului numit ‘ploaie cu cianuri’ generat de
evaporarea cianurii din iazul de decantare (a se vedea Planul de Management
Aer). Acesta este un aspect semnificativ in lumina faptului ca raportul Situatii de
risc (p.85) admite ca “Dezvoltarea unor aerosoli toxici si HCN la suprafata iazului
se va produce permanent...” iar concentratiile de HCN in aerul din regiune ar
putea sa ajunga la 40 - < 80 pg/m3.

O explicatie privind viabilitatea propunerii de proiect fara constructia unei halde
de minereu sarac.

O evaluare a riscurilor asupra sanatatii generate de pierderile de teren agricol si
silvic care reprezentau bariere naturale impotriva delasarii aerului poluat.

O descriere a impactului transfrontalier in cazul unui accident asupra unor arii
naturale importante, cum ar fi Parcul National Kérés-Maros din Ungaria situat de-
a lungul vaii Muresului.

O lista a fiecarui component acumulat in instalatia de management a sterilurilor
(metale grele, sulfur, apa, etc) in anii de operare 8-12 si anii 13 si 14.

Mentiunea daca s-a gasit o asigurare financiara pentru proiectul minier.




O estimare a valorii teoretice a minelor romane ale sitului Alburnus Maior,

precum si a tuturor vestigiilor arheologice.

e O estimare a valorii teoretice si practice a zonei din punct de vedere al
patrimoniului natural si al biodiversitatii

« O evaluare a veniturilor potentiale generate de turism la Rosia Montana in cazul
ne-realizarii proiectului, venituri asociate cu vizitarea galeriilor romane din
Masivul Carnic.

o O analiza a activitatilor economice alternative la Rosia Montana si in zonele
invecinate in absenta proiectului minier.

e O analiza comparativa a valorii proiectului minier fata de valoarea activitatilor
alternative mineritului cum ar fi agricultura, turismul, etc. Numai in privinta
turismului, raportul EIM ar fi trebuit sa evalueze scenarii si propuneri similare
celor incluse in studiul “Model de dezvoltare a turismului si contributia sa la
dezvoltarea durabila in zona Zlatna, Bucium, Rosia Montana si Baia de Aries ca
si alternative la activitatile mono-industriale de extractive” realizat de Institutul
National pentru Cercetare Dezvoltare in Turism (INCDT) publicat in aprilie 2006.
In privinta agriculturii, raportul ar fi trebuit sa evalueze potentialul oferit de
fondurile europene de pre-aderare precum si de fondurile structurale din sectorul
agricol, cu referinte in particular la dezvoltarea agriculturii montane (exemple
SAPARD, LEADER).

e O evaluare a prejudiciului cauzat de declararea Rosiei Montane ca zona

industriala si care interzice initierea oricaror afaceri incompatibile cu proiectul

minier.

Raportul la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului pentru proiectul
RMGC de extragere a aurului si argintului de la Rosia Monatan descrie o
operatiune extrem de riscanta. Aceasta nu va putea niciodata contribui la
dezvoltarea durabila a comunitatii. In ceea ce priveste credibilitatea acestei
companii, este demn de mentionat ca dupa noua ani de prezenta activa a
RMGC la Rosia Montana, comunitatea este azi social divizata si mai saraca din
punct de vedere strict economic. In tot acest timp, compania nu a reusit sa
demonstreze ca detine o ‘licenta sociala’ de a opera, in sensul de a fi obtinut
mai intai un consimtamant informat al comunitatii direct afectate. De aceea au
trebuit sa isi impuna planurile de dezvoltare asupra comunitatii inca din 2002
cand Rosia Montana a fost declarata zona mono-industriala exclusiv rezervata
pentru proiectul minier al RMGC. Exact in aceasta perioada de dezbateri
publice compania desfasoara o campanie agresiva de publicitate pentru a-si
imbunatatii imaginea; pe de alta parte amenintand localnicii cu exproprierea.
Aceasta nu inseamna responsabilitate sociala, ci lacomie si distrugere
camuflata sub sloganul ‘dezvoltarii durabile’ si chiar al ‘protectiei mediului’. Nu
in numele meu.

Subsemnatul solicit asadar Ministerului Mediului si Gospodaririi Apelor sa nu
dea acordul de mediu pentru proiectul de extragere a aurului si argintului de la
Rosia Montana.

Data: 24.08.2006
Asociatia Otus, str. Calug%ﬂ{ 6-12, Odorheiu Secuiesc

Jozsef Szabo - L’q \\ ) .
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Otus Association for Nature Protection
Registration No.: 14586261

Your right for a healthy environment!
Otus Association, RO — 5635600 Odorheiu Secuiesc, 6/12 Calugareni St.,
Email: otus@birdingdelta.com, Tel/Fax: +40 266 218 897; Mobile: +40 742 041 989

To the Ministry of Environment and Water Management,
Attn.: Ms. Sulfina Barbu, Minister

12, Libertatii Blvd.

5™ District

Bucharest

2 illegible stamps

Dear Ms. Minister,

Please find attached the standpoint of Otus Association regarding the project proposed by
Rosia Montana Gold Corporation, and our comments related to the Environmental Impact
Assessment Study prepared by the same company.

We have also included two opinions of independent experts, which have been sent to us by
e-mail.

Hoping that you will not approve this project,
Respectfully yours,
On behalf of Otus Association,

Jozsef Szabo
lllegible signature

1, Sirul Beethoven
500123 Brasov
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INSTITUT FUR NATUR-, LANDSCHAFTS - UND
UMWELTSCHUTZ (NLU) / ABT. BIOLOGIE
UNIVERSITAT BASEL
UNI BASEL NLU - Biologie
St. Johanns-Vorstadt 10
CH-4056 Basel

PD Dr. Andreas Erhard

Tel +41 61 267 08 33

Fax +41 61267 08 32

e-mail andreas.erhardt@unibas.ch
www.conservation.unibas.ch/team/erhardt/index.html

Assessment of Biodiversity Baseline Report for

SC ROSIA MONTANA GOLD CORPORATION SA by Stantec

This report assesses the conservation value of a region in the Apuseni Mountains in
Romania, in which large-scale gold mining is planned.

| have no means to judge the thoroughness, rigidity and quality of this report. However, for a
scientist dealing with conservation issues in Central Europe, this report appears to be
severely biased in favour of the intended mining activities.

The region which would be affected by the planned gold mining, consists of a mosaic of
extensive traditionally cultivated agricultural vegetation and woods, which has been lost from
most areas in Central Europe and has a high conservation value. Even the report,
undoubtedly written in favour of the mining project, admits that vegetation types of high
conservation value are present in this region! Even through only one protected plant species
seems to present in this region, it harbours many heavily threatened species of invertebrates,
particularly of butterflies, which have been proven to be excellent indicators of biodiversity.
Thus | strongly disagree with the basic conclusion of this report that the region has only a low
conservation value. In contrast, this area contains a high diversity of different habitats and
species. The planned gold mining would have a devastating effect on this unique area and its
precious biodiversity, and must be prevented at all events, not to mention all the chemical
toxic effects associated with the intended gold mining.

| strongly hope that the responsible Romanian authorities recognize the uniqueness of this
region and decline the planned gold mining project.

PD Dr. Andreas Erhardt
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Babes-Bolyai University

Faculty of Biology and Geology

Taxonomy and Ecology Department

Head of Department: Lecturer Dr. Laszlo Rakosy

Report on

The Environmental Impact Assessment Study regarding the Rosia Montana area of
economic interest

Although the study appears to be scientific and complete, a careful reading of the
documentation reveals that it presents information and data taken over from various sources,
which are irrelevant or unrelated to the study area.

The reader is presented numerous irrelevant data, which are meaningless in the context of
an impact assessment study. Often, the text, which is saturated with scientific names and
information, does not refer to the study area, but rather to any Central European region (e.qg.,
pages 56-58 — useful insects and pests).

Where the data are taken over from various Ph.D candidates (the data on benthos, physical
and chemical characteristics of water) or ornithologists, no interpretations of such data are
included in the study, or justification of the study components and methodology used,
although their initial purpose was different from the purpose of this study.

The proposed operations will also affect two hunting stocks and, of course, the vertebrates
that are present here. The importance of this aspect has also been minimized.

Also, running waters are poor in fish species due to pollution, however this problem is
relatively easy to solve, by the elimination of pollution sources related to mining activities.

The report presented by the company may not be considered an environmental impact
assessment study for the following reasons:
- the information presented in the report is too general, non-specific, making no direct
reference to the study area
- the report includes information which is irrelevant for the Rosia Montana area
- the impact has been minimized
- the report includes speculations which are not scientifically grounded
- where certain data (on the bird species, benthos) have been included in the study,
the interpretation thereof and the conclusions are irrelevant
- the entire report is a proof that the study has been prepared by amateurs, not by
experts

Lecturer Dr. Laszlo Rakosy Cluj-Napoca, August 22, 2006
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Sulfina Barbu, Minister

Ministry of Environment and Water Management
12, Libertatii Blvd.

5™ District

Bucharest

Romania

Dear Minister,
Dear Ms. Sulfina Barbu,

CHALLENGE

Although the Report on the Environmental Impact Assessment Study prepared
for the Rosia Montana mining project is a voluminous documentation, it does not describe
or assess, in a professional and objective manner, the impact of the project proposed.
Important technical aspects are unclear. The report contains nhumerous useless repetitions,
and significant omissions. Also, the report contains inconsistencies and reflects the lack of
analysis, maturity and honesty in relation to the future challenges of the project. Although the
report includes a chapter entitled “Description of Difficulties”, it does not mention any
deficiencies and uncertain information. Except for the main reports, the rest of the documents
(the EIA chapters, the Environmental and Social Management Systems) do not have an
author undertaking responsibility for the accuracy and authenticity of these documents. If the
authors of each chapter had been disclosed, their independence from the project titleholder,
stipulated by the legal provisions, could have been verified. As a general conclusion, the
report analysis reveals considerable risks related to the stability and technical feasibility of
the mining project.

The undersigned, hereby requests the Romanian Ministry of Environment and Water
Management to reject the Rosia Montana gold and silver mining operation project. To
justify the aforesaid, please find below the following detailed comments and remarks:

A. General Remarks:

“The Biodiversity Baseline Report” and the “Cultural Heritage Baseline Report”
indicate “Stantec” to be the author of the document. “Stantec” does not appear on the lists of
the Ministry of Environment and Water Management containing the entities and persons
licensed/accredited for assessing EIA studies. The “Soil Baseline Report” indicates “Fluvio”
to be the author of the document. Neither “Fluvio” is registered with the Ministry of
Environment and Water Management as an entity accredited for assessing EIA studies. The
“Water Baseline Report” indicates “MWH Inc.” to be the entity which assessed the study,
however “MWH Inc.” is not included on the list of entities and persons authorized to assess
EIA studies. The Meteorological Baseline Report indicates Mr. Radu Dobrot to be the author
of the study; Mr. Dobrot is not registered with the Ministry of Environment and Water
Management, on the list of persons certified for assessing EIA studies, either as a natural
person, or as associate in an accredited company.

The English version of the “Technological Process” volume is difficult to read, due to
the incomplete and poor quality of the translation. For example, on page 21: “The diversion
channels will direct the conventionally clean waters which have not got into contact with the
mineralized rocks downstream the secondary dam. Canalele the deviere vor dirija apele
conventional curate care nu au intrat in contact cu rocile mineralizate pentru a primi un
caracter acid, in aval de barajul secundar. Amplasarea canalelor de deviere este prezentata
in plansa.] The diversion channel location is shown in drawing 2.42.”

Many of the maps included in the English documentation are in Romanian; therefore
they cannot be read by the non-Romanian public involved in the assessment of the EIA. The
“Health Baseline Report” contains a 54-page annex, entitled “Harti_ HB_HRA A.pdf’, only in
the Romanian language. The “Soil Baseline Report” includes a folder named exhibits, which
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contains 10 maps. The legend of these maps is written in the Romanian language, while the
authors of exhibits 6 to 10 are not indicated.

B. General Remarks and Comments Regarding the Mining Project Proposal:

The project proposal implies the development of the largest gold/silver open cast
work site in Europe. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation is a joint venture between the
Romanian government (~20% of the shares, through Minvest Deva) and Gabriel Resources,
a small Canadian mining company, having no experience and no sufficient resources (80%
of the shares). The main components of the mining project proposal are as follows: annual
production of 14.3 million tons, for 15 years, covering a direct area of 1,258 ha. The
maximum production would be obtained in the second year of operation, with a quantity of
21.575 million tons; then the quantity will decrease to 17.315 million tons in the fifth year,
15.413 million tons in the tenth year and 14.212 million tons in the thirteenth year. For ore
processing, the project estimates an average annual consumption of 13,000 tons of cyanide.
This estimate is based on an average quantity of 13 million tons of ore processed annually.
Cyanide will be delivered to Rosia Montana in containers, by road. The gold/silver will be
mined from four mountains: Carnic, Cetate, Orlea and Jig, having a total area of 205 ha. The
project includes two waste rock dumps, covering an area of 177.36 ha, storing 130.691
million tons of waste. The waste management facility to be built on the Corna Valley will
cover an area of 698 ha. The tailings management facility will have an area of 363.12 ha (the
equivalent of approximately 454 football fields), and the total amount of tailings to be stored
is estimated to be 214.905 million tons. The tailings management facility will not be lined.
There are underground and surface waters in the Corna Valley, and the report acknowledges
the fact that the bedrock is cracked. According to the US Environmental Protection Agency,
the average costs required to line 0.40468 ha (1 acre) amount to approximately USD
131,000. The main Corna dam will have a total height of 185m and will be built of ARD
generating rocks. The tailings will contain heavy metals, ammonia, sulphide minerals.
Sulphide minerals are an important source of ARD, which may persist for tens or even
hundreds of years. The mining project proposal does not stipulate the separate treatment of
sulphide minerals and their storage in a special, lined tailings management facility. This is an
obvious example of malpractice. The installation of the tailings management facility water
pump on a barge is another example of malpractice. The huge construction of this facility is
located right above the town of Abrud, therefore the consequences may be catastrophic in
case of dam failure. It is very likely that the immense area of this facility will produce a
significant amount of dust, in case of dry weather. The report fails to make a correct
assessment of this problem, especially taking into consideration the vicinity of the town of
Abrud. After processing, the ore is melted. This activity will generate, among others, 0.5 kg of
mercury every day, six days a week. This means 156 kg of mercury per year, or 2,340 kg
generated throughout the entire operation period. This quantity does not include the mercury
emissions generated by the ore melting. This is a very large mining operation. At a maximum
production capacity, approximately 26 million tons of ore and waste rock will be excavated
annually. This means 500,000 tons every week and 70,000 tons every day. If the project
titleholder uses trucks having a payload of 150 tons, there will be approximately 1,000 truck
runs every day (50% loaded, 50% unloaded), i.e. one truck every one minute and a half,
approximately, 24 hours a day, 7 days a week.

According to the report, the total costs required for mine closure (tailings
management facility, waste dumps, processing plant, open pits, industrial roads, etc.) will be
USD 70,789,884. This amount is totally unrealistic. According to the US Environmental
Protection Agency, the approximate costs of the composite soil protection cover necessary
for the ARD generating waste dumps are comprised between USD 0.83 and 1.01/ton of
waste rock. At the end of the operation, the Cetate and Carnic waste dumps will contain
130.691 million tons of waste rock. Therefore, the costs required for covering the waste
dumps with composite soil are comprised between USD 108.5 and 132 million dollars. The
costs related to the closure of the waste dumps alone will exceed the total amount estimated
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by the project titleholder for the closure of all industrial facilities. The costs required for the
closure and rehabilitation of an ARD generating tailings management facility have been
estimated by the US Environmental Protection Agency between USD 48,000 and USD
877,000 per acre. The Rosia Montana tailings management facility will have an area of
363.12 ha or 897 acres. This means that the closure and environmental rehabilitation costs
are comprised between USD 43.1 and 786.7 million. And these are only the costs required
for a normal scenario. An accidental seepage of ARD from the low-grade ore (2.7 million
tons), which occurred at the Lead mine in South Dakota, owned by Richmond Hill LAC
Minerals, increased the closure and rehabilitation costs by USD 8.5 million. Moreover,
seepages of water with cyanide traces from the tailings management facility into the aquatic
alluviums occurred in Elko, Nevada, at the mine owned by Dee Gold Mining Newmont. Due
to this accident the costs increased by USD 2 million.

For the project implementation, the local population (2000 people) must be
relocated. In addition to the houses, the project titleholder must purchase the entire land
impacted by the project (agricultural land, forests). According to the Rosia Montana map
entitled “Ownership” (exhibit two — Cultural Management Plan — Plan M), presenting data
collected in March 2006, 49.1% of the land is under private ownership and 2.3% belongs to
the Churches. RMGC owns 17.8% of the area of Rosia Montana Village. The report does not
include a similar map for the Corna Valley. The Roman archaeological mining remains
discovered in Rosia Montana and the 41 historic houses are protected by Law no. 5/2000, as
historic monuments. Until present, no Zonal Urbanism Plan for the Protected Area has been
approved. On page v of the Cultural Heritage Management Plan, part Ill, it is stated that “The
Historic Churches and their locations that will be adversely affected by the Project will be
architecturally investigated and recorded prior to any damage.” 410 graves should be
relocated. Among archaeologists, Rosia Montana is known for its rich and unique mining
heritage dating from the Roman and pre-Roman ages, and for the wax coated tablets
discovered inside the mine galleries. The Roman galleries form the Orlea and Carnic massifs
are unique due to their craftsmanship and state of conservation. An analysis of the maps
included in the environmental impact assessment study reveals that these massifs, together
with the remains discovered there, will become open pits. To cosmeticize this destruction,
the project titleholder proposes “a series of replicas that would consist of a construction
either located above ground, in a backfilled feature of the Project such as a quarry, or dug
out in an area of competent rock.”

From the point of view of biodiversity, Rosia Montana contains important flora and
fauna habitats and species, which are fully protected under the Romanian laws and the UE
Habitats Directive (92/43/EEC).

Rosia Montana is a rural community characterized by social, economic and
environmental traits specific to the rural areas all over the country. Certain phenomena, such
as population aging, are specific not only to Rosia Montana, being a general tendency in
Romania. The same conclusion may be drawn regarding the demographic decline or
outward migration of young workforce from the villages to the cities. In all rural areas, school
attendance and the number of teachers are in decline. The fact that 20% of the households
in Rosia Montana have a toilet in the backyard is not extraordinary, reflecting the average
rate at a national level. Also, the national average rate of rural households that are not
connected to a sewerage system is 90%. Rosia Montana is not poor, under-developed or
illiterate; it is a typical rural community for contemporary Romania.

RMGC also proposes to finance a foundation that would undertake the obligations
that the mining company may not undertake. RMGC wants to transfer certain assets to this
foundation, such as the historic houses; the company also wants to transfer the obligations
related to the maintenance of historic monuments and all development initiatives to this
foundation. However, it fails to supply any information regarding the place and time of
establishment of such foundation, the persons holding responsibility, and the method used to
secure the funds necessary for fulfilling its obligations. RMGC will have the legal obligation to
pay the debts and the shareholders’ remuneration, first of all. RMGC has no legal
responsibility for this foundation.
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C. Legal issues:

1. The phase of public consultation and quality assessment of the report on the
environmental impact assessment study has been initiated without a valid urbanism
certificate. The project titleholder obtained a new urbanism certificate in May 2006, although
the former certificate is still suspended. The new urbanism certificate reflects a new project
proposal which is incompatible with the project proposal submitted for the purpose of
initiating the permitting procedure. The new project proposal does not contain a tailings
management facility. Taking into consideration that a permitting procedure may not be
initiated in the absence of a valid urbanism certificate, the Ministry of Environment should
have rejected RMGC's application for an environmental permit.

2. The current urbanism plans for the Rosia Montana Commune do not reflect the
mining project proposal presented in the EIA report. The mining project also implies
modifications of the urbanism plans of the towns of Abrud and Campeni, and the Bucium
Commune, which modifications have not been made until present. All these are examples of
violation of the Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) Directive transposed into the
Romanian legislation by Government Decision no. 1076/2004. According to the legal
requirements, the environmental impact assessment related to any plan or program must be
conducted before the environmental impact assessment related to a project. According to
Law no. 5/2000 and Law no. 422/2001, the local authorities from Rosia Montana had the
obligation to prepare and approve a zonal urbanism plan for the Rosia Montana protected
area. Until present, no such plan has been approved.

3. The environmental permit at issue has been requested based on a mining license
which does not reflect the mining project proposal. Mining License no. 47/1999 has been
transferred by the state-owned company Minvest to RMGC. This license stipulates a
production capacity of 400,000t/year, while RMGC officially proposes a production capacity
of 13 million tons per year. This is a violation of the Romanian Mining Law, which stipulates
that the documentation and application for an environmental permit must be based on a valid
mining license.

4. The proposed tailings management facility will not be lined. Taking into account the
underground and surface water sources existing on the Corna Valley — the location proposed
for the tailings management facility — we are confronted with a violation of the Groundwater
Directive transposed into Romanian legislation by Government Decision no. 351/2005.
According to this government decision, the project titleholder has the obligation to take all the
technical and construction measures necessary to prevent indirect discharges of hazardous
substances, such as cyanide and heavy metals, into groundwater.

5. According to Government Decision no. 349/2005 regarding the disposal of waste,
transposing Directive no. 1999/31/EC, the tailings management facility and the waste rock
dumps proposed in the project are defined as waste facilities. According to the legal
requirements, a waste facility must be located at a minimum distance of 1000m from an
inhabited community. Also, a waste facility may not be built on cracked bedrock (which is the
case of the bedrock on the Corna Valley), inside the protection area of drinking water
sources (which is the case of the water sources of the town of Abrud) or inside protected
areas established for the purpose of protecting the natural or cultural heritage (like the
archaeological remains discovered in the Carnic Massif, and the Piatra Corbului and Piatra
Despicata natural monuments). Moreover, in accordance with the same legal provisions, a
waste facility must contain 8 artificial layers of lining material. The documentation submitted
for permitting purposes by the waste facility operator must include a water management
permit issued by the competent authority. RMGC has not obtained or submitted such permit.

6a.) Concerning the financial guarantees required by Government Decision no.
349/2005 and EU Directive 1999/31/EC:

e When applying for an environmental permit, a waste facility operator has the
obligation to produce evidence attesting to the existence of the financial
guarantee securing the fulfillment of the obligations regarding the waste facility
security and of the requirements regarding environmental and human health
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protection, stipulated in the environmental permit. This financial guarantee
must be maintained and adjusted throughout the entire waste facility operation
term.

e The operator has the obligation to establish a Fund for the closure and post-
closure monitoring of environmental factors (the monitoring should be ensured
for a minimum period of 30 years). This Fund is established in a bank account
and replenished annually, as provided in the closure and post-closure
monitoring plan attached to the documentation necessary for permitting
purposes.

The EIA report makes no reference to such guarantees.

b.) According to Article 22 of the Mining Law, the commencement of the mining
operations may be approved by the competent authority only based on the evidence
attesting to the establishment of the financial guarantee securing environmental rehabilitation
after the mine closure. The financial guarantee must be maintained throughout the operation
term. The EIA report does not present a calculation of the costs necessary for environmental
rehabilitation after the mine closure, nor does it include a plan for this purpose.

c.) The report acknowledges the fact that RMGC has not identified an insurer for the
mining project. This is a confirmation of the violation of Directive 2004/35/EC of April 2004 on
environmental liability with regard to the prevention and remedying of environmental
damage.

7. No security report has been submitted for public consultation purposes and
assessment by the competent authorities. According to Government Decision no. 95/2003 on
the control of major accident hazards involving dangerous substances, a project titleholder
that intends to use and handle hazardous substances in a plant has the obligation to submit
a security report to the competent environmental and civil protection authorities. This security
report must contain at least: a major-accident prevention policy, a safety management
system, major-accident hazards identified and measures to prevent such accidents and to
limit their consequences for man and the environment, etc. The operator of the activity has
the obligation to make the security report available to the public. According to Government
Decision no. 95/2003, when applying for the environmental permit, a project titleholder has
the obligation to present a notification regarding the nature and amount of hazardous
substances it intends to use and the method employed for the storage of such substances,
as well as information regarding elements liable to cause major accidents. RMGC has not
submitted such notification to the competent authorities.

8. The EIA report dos not assess the “Zero Alternative”, i.e. the case when the project
is not implemented. The report contains only subjective considerations related to economic
issues, claiming that poverty will be aggravated in the area if the project is rejected.
However, the assessment of the Zero Alternative refers, by definition, to the evolution of
environmental factors in the absence of the project implementation. Not only that no such
evolution is discussed in the report, but also no importance is given to the fact that the
Romanian Government, acting through Minvest Deva, has the legal obligation to rehabilitate
the Rosia Montana operation site after the closure of the mining activities in June 2006.
RMGC commits a fallacy considering that Minvest Deva will close its mining activities in
2007. Minvest is currently working on a closure and environmental rehabilitation plan and
has already allocated EUR 1.7 million, from the Ministry of Environment, for the first stage of
these operations. The plan will be subject to public consultations. This means that the
environment affected by the mining activities carried out in Rosia Montana will be
rehabilitated and measures will be taken to mitigate the social impact. On the other hand, it
means that the claim according to which the proposed investment is vital, because it would
clean the historic pollution produced by Minvest Deva, is ungrounded?.

! See the “Risk Cases” study, page 160.
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9. None of the plant species listed in the “Biodiversity Baseline Report” is
characterized from the point of view of the habitat, although such characterization is a legal
requirement stipulated by the EU Habitats Directive (92/43/EEC) and Law no. 462/2001.

10. There are 41 historic houses in Rosia Montana, which have been declared
historic monuments (under Law no. 5/2000 and the Historic Monument List of 2004).
According to the mining project proposal, these houses are spread among the four open pits.
The EIA report does not present any guarantees regarding the stability of these houses
under the impact of the vibrations produced by the blasting and heavy machine traffic.
According to the law on the protection of historic monuments (Law 422/2001), a historic
monument is surrounded by a 200-meter protection area. In the case of this mining project,
this provision is impossible to comply with. In 2003, RMGC purchased 14 historic houses
located in the historic centre of Rosia Montana. The condition of these monuments has
aggravated considerably since the acquisition thereof by RMGC. This means that RMGC has
failed to take the measures stipulated by Law no. 422/2001 and Order no. 2682/2003 of the
Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs. Until present, RMGC has not been sanctioned by
the competent authorities.

11. a.) In the resettlement and relocation action plan prepared by RMGC, it is stated
that: “the company will minimize expropriation as much as possible.” First of all, a company
may not make expropriations. Expropriations measures are taken by the government for
causes of public interest. According to Law no. 33/1994, if expropriation affects historic
monuments and churches, the cause of public interest is declared by law or government
decision. The Rosia Montana mining project proposal is not of public interest, it is a private
project financed from private funds and under private ownership. This means that any
expropriation measures taken by the Government would be in breach of Article 44 of the
Romanian Constitution and Article 8(2) of the Human Rights European Convention?.

Nevertheless, RMGC uses the argument of expropriation to exercise pressure upon
the locals to sell their properties. This raises doubts about the lawfulness of the sale-
purchase agreements concluded so far; at least from the point of view of the seller’s free and
uncorrupted consent.

b.) The urbanism plans of the Rosia Montana Commune, approved in 2002 for
RMGC'’s initial industrial development area, included deadlines for the relocation and
resettlement of the population. This deadline was July 2004. The fact that, until present, the
company has failed to resettle the population living in Rosia Montana represents a breach of
the provisions stipulated in the urbanism plans of RMGC's industrial development area.

c.) The establishment of RMGC'’s industrial development area has banned any new
constructions inside the settlement, since 2002. This is a significant violation of a right
guaranteed by the constitution — the right to free economic initiative (Article 45).

13. According to the EIA Report, the company will relocate 410 graves to the
locations indicated by the families of the deceased. The proposed industrial area includes 12
graveyards. According to Law no. 98/1994 establishing and sanctioning minor offences
related to public hygiene and health norms, “a graveyard may be closed and its destination
changed only 30 years after the last burial and after the relocation of all remains.” Currently,
the Rosia Montana and Corna graveyards are still being used.

15. Both interested natural persons and numerous NGOs have had several
unsuccessful attempts to obtain information regarding the contracts and initial agreements
concluded between the company and the Romanian government (such as RMGC’s mining
license). When assessing the EIA report, it is essential for the public to know the rights
granted to and the obligations undertaken by each party. Alburnus Maior®, a local NGO from
Rosia Montana, has initiated an action in court to obtain access to the mining license, the
operation permits, the environmental impact assessment study and the mine closure plan
submitted by Minvest Deva, Gabriel Resources’ partner, which has obtained and then

? See pages 24-26 of the study “The compatibility of the Rosia Montana mining project with the EU and EC
principles and legislation” prepared by Univ. Prof. Dr. Peter Fischer and Univ. As. Dr. Alina Lengauer, Vienna,
October 2002
¥ See www.rosiamontana.org
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transferred the mining license to RMGC. Most of these documents are held by the National
Agency for Mineral Resources, which has constantly denied access to these documents,
claiming that they are classified. Upon commencement of the EIA procedure for the Rosia
Montana mining project, part of the interested public requested again access to the
documents, this time to the Ministry of Environment and Water Management. The Ministry
refused to make these documents available, thus breaching both the Aarhus Convention on
access to information, public participation in decision-making and access to justice in
environmental matters, and Order no. 860/2002 of the Ministry of Agriculture, Forests, Water
and Environment regarding the environmental impact assessment procedure.

16. In July 2002, RMGC requested and financed the modification of the Rosia
Montana urbanism plans, for the purpose of declaring the Rosia Montana area an industrial
area reserved exclusively for RMGC’s mining project. The local authorities did not organize
any consultations with the population directly affected by such decision, prior to the approval
of the modifications of the urbanism plans. According to Law no. 350/2001 regarding land
development and urbanism, the local authorities had the obligation to inform the local
population on the intention to modify the urbanism plans and the scope of such
modifications. Public debates should have been organized after the abovementioned
notification of the population. None of these procedural stages has been accomplished.

17. A criminal investigation was initiated in 2001 against three former managers of
Minvest Deva. The object of this investigation is the joint venture between Minvest and
Gabriel Resources. The three former managers are charged with abuse of office against
public interests, and the criminal prosecution has already been initiated against them.
Presently, the case is still on the dockets.

18. Starting from 2000, the local counselors from Rosia Montana have voted an
impressive number of local council decisions in favor of RMGC. These decisions are related
to the concession/sale/lease of a significant part of the public domain (buildings and land) to
RMGC, including the aforesaid modifications of the urbanism plans. Most of the local
counselors in Rosia Montana are either employed directly with the company, or their spouses
and close relatives are company employees. Obviously, with regard to the provisions of the
local public administration law (215/2001), the anticorruption law (161/2003) and the law on
the status of local elected officials (393/2004), this is a conflict of interest.

19. From an archaeological point of view, most of the proposed project footprint has
not been duly studied. One way or another, the EIA report admits it, for example in the
following relevant paragraph: “in the Orlea area, the archaeological researches are
scheduled to be undertaken between 2007-2012.”* This is a proof of the fact that the
inclusion of this area in the project is illegal.

20. The Eastern part of the area proposed as location for the Cirnic waste dump has
not been archaeologically studied. This may be easily seen on exhibit 4.9.5 entitled ‘Location
of the archaeological sites’. It means that this area has been archaeologically discharged
illegally and must not be included in the mining project.

21. The Roman galleries discovered in the Orlea massif, currently open for visitors,
are classified as historic monuments (code LMI AB-I-m-A-00065.02). Therefore, it is illegal to
destroy them by transforming the massif into an open pit (Articles 9 and 10 of Law no.
422/2001). The destruction of the Roman galleries may not be compensated by any
measures, such as tri-dimensional replicas available on a webpage.

22. Also, it is illegal to destroy genuine monuments and to replace them with copies
or virtual replicas. Such practice is not stipulated by the current laws on historic monuments
protection.

23. RMGC'’s proposal to open the Catalina-Monulesti or Paru-Carpeni galleries for
visitors is unrealistic and unjustified. These galleries have not been fully studied. Concerning
the Catalina-Monulesti gallery, the EIA report fails to make any reference to the fact that the
entrance to this gallery has failed on numerous occasions due to the massive and permanent
floods generated by the groundwater.

*Volume 14, Chapter 4.9 “Cultural and Ethnical Conditions, Cultural Heritage’, page 30
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24. Some of the most valuable monuments, from an architectural and spiritual point of
view, existing in Rosia Montana — the orthodox church and the Greek-Catholic church — and
the grave of the hero Simion Balint, will not be accessible throughout the mine operation
term, and the EIA report does not offer any guarantees regarding their protection.

25. The ‘Chance Findings Protocol’ allegedly adopted by RMGC is not a set of
imperative standards. It only contains a set of general principles, and does not identify the
institutional component of an archaeological supervision team. The correct implementation of
this protocol largely depends on the institutional independence of the said team.

D. Concerning the EIA Report:

e The chapter entitled ‘Risk Cases’ contains a number of elements that cast doubt upon
the objectivity and professionalism of the document. Some of these elements are:
Section 2.1.3 entitled ‘Short History of Accidents Occurred in Other Projects’ contains the
following conclusion on page 17: “Cyanide impacts generally have acute or short-term
environmental effects, lasting between a few hours to a few days or weeks.” Further in
the same section, discussing global accidents, it is stated that “breach of tailings dams
caused 75% of all the accidents with an environmental impact, less than a third of which
involved cyanides. The existing information related to such incidents suggests that
cyanide spills have not caused loss of life. The major environmental impact was
associated to the short term effects causing ecological damage and death of the aquatic
environment.” In table 7-4 and figure 7.3, the report tends to demonstrate the hypothesis
according to which “the emergence and implementation of numerous cyanide
management codes and the existing regulations for the selection of the site plans have
determined a considerable reduction of such incidents.” A thorough analysis of table 7-4
reveals that this conclusion is incorrect. Out of the 15 accidents mentioned, 9 accidents
involved cyanide. Moreover, if, on a long term (1978-2000) there have been cases of
mining accidents which have not involved cyanide, it is alarming to see that, starting from
1995, the number of major accidents occurring in gold mines using cyanide has
increased sharply. According to table 7-4, out of the total number of 9 major accidents
occurring since 1995 until present, only one accident has not involved cyanide. The
section entitled ‘Meteorological Events that Pose Risks to Hydrotechnical Structures’ fails
to answer several questions. The ‘Drobot’ study regarding extreme precipitation events
was conducted in 2004. Nevertheless, extreme precipitation events were recorded in
Rosia Montana and in Romania, in general, starting with 2005. The information presented
in the study should have been updated and a forecast should have been included. The
following analysis included in this section, entitled ‘Sudden Snowmelt’ does not indicate
the methodology applied. Moreover, the maximum thickness of the snow cover refers
only to the period comprised between 1983 and 2000. It does not include any forecast. At
the end of the “Risk Cases” chapter, we find materials and information already included in
other chapters: alternative locations for the tailings management facility, alternatives to
the use of cyanide, alternative extraction agents, and the “no project” option. The
conclusion of the “Risk Cases” chapter is the following: “Canceling the Rosia Montana
Project would remove an important source of investment in the region, estimated at USD
605 million, and also prevent a mechanism for the mitigation of existing environmental
problems ...”

e On page 9 of the ‘Biological and Bacteriological Baseline Report’ (Baseline Reports —
State of Aquatic Environment), it is stated that: “The biological and bacteriological
monitoring of the surface and the bacteriological monitoring of the ground water has been
carried out on a monthly basis, between March and May 1998.” These may be
considered ‘historic data’, not a reliable database for a scientific report whose purpose is
a pertinent assessment of the baselines.

e The ‘Water Baseline Report’ mentions in Chapter 3.2.2. ‘Field Activity’ (page 9)
(translator’s note: in the Romanian version, the reference is on page 10) that “The field
activity took place between September 29 and October 27, 2000...” Therefore, the data
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presented was collected more than 6 years ago and does not represent a reliable starting
point. The data collection period itself (September — October) may not be considered
representative, because it is very short. Numerous other water samples should have
been collected and analyzed in various periods of the year and under various
meteorological conditions, for several years.

o The ‘Biodiversity Baseline Report’ estimates that the grassland and hay meadows
cover 60% of the project footprint. However, none of the documents lists the plants from
this perimeter. On page 8, several plant species are mentioned, without indicating the
frequency, size, location or any other characteristic relevant for the baseline assessment.
The report mentions plant associations such as Sedo Hispanici — Poétum nemoralis Pop
et Hodisan 1985. This is an indicator of an endemic habitat, namely of R6209, South-
East Carpathian communities on chalk cliffs with Asplenium trichomanes ssp.
quadrivalens and Poa nemoralis (quoted from Habitats of Romania — Nicolae Donita,
Aurel Popescu, Mihaela Pauca-Comanescu, ... - Bucharest, Tehnica Silvica Publishing
House, 2005) with an outstanding value from a conservation point of view. Other plant
associations mentioned in the report are indicators of highly important habitats from a
conservation point of view. They include Nardo — Festucetum rubrae Maloch 1933 and
Violo declinatae — Nardetum strictae Simon 1966, more specifically habitat *6230
Species-rich Nardus grasslands (quoted from Habitats of Romania — Nicolae Donita,
Aurel Popescu, Mihaela Pauca-Comanescu, ... - Bucharest, Tehnica Silvica Publishing
House, 2005). In this context, plant communities are not characterized from a habitat
point of view as clearly required by Habitats Directive (92/43/EEC) transposed by Law
462/2001. Thus, it was not possible to perform a correct assessment of the area’s current
status based on the legal acts governing the protection of environment, and plant and
animal species and communities.

Moreover, recent studies (pers com J. Akroyd et all, botanists of British Royal House)
indicate the presence of certain priority habitats under the abovementioned Directive and
Law, such as *4070 and *6230 habitats, as well as the presence of several plant species that
are protected under the same Directive and under Law 462/2001.

The study on insects conducted for the study area characterizes them in a completely
different way from the way in which contemporary biology and ecology characterize them,
and divides them into: ‘Pests’ and ‘Useful’ insects. This concept has been frequently used in
the early and even in the late 19" century. We believe that the author of this chapter either
wants to mislead the reader or he/she must have lived in the 19" century. From a scientific
point of view however, both scenarios provide sufficient grounds to request for this study to
be remade.

The studies on vertebrate and invertebrate fauna do not include the size of
populations (characterizing populations only as “common” or “less common” and “rare”). This
does not provide sufficient data for an assessment of the real situation. The real impact can
only be assessed if one knows the size of these populations in comparison with the size of
the same species on a national, regional level, etc.

Finally, a recent field trip®> to Rosia Montana has revealed the presence of certain
species (i.e. Emberiza cia - Rock Bunting, Dendrocopos minor - Lesser Spotted
Woodpecker) which are not listed in the Biodiversity Baseline Report. This raises serious
doubts on the study’s correctness and professionalism, because these are not opportunist
species. Moreover, it was impossible to verify the report's data since no sources were
indicated.

e This contestation is not sufficient to comment on the ‘Community Sustainable
Development Plan’. Two relevant examples as to the quality of this plan are presented
below:

Figure 4.3 shows a pyramid of age distribution at Rosia Montana. It tries to present
the percentage of women and men on age categories. It concludes that the largest
demographic groups are: old widows and married men. Not only that this conclusion cannot

> J. Ackeroyd, J. Szabo & A Jones, Rosia Montana Field Trip, June 2006
Stamp: Romania, Ministry of Environment and Water Management
General Directorate for Impact Assessment, Pollution Control



be drawn from the said figure, it is also aberrant because it is evident that a group of married
women corresponds to a group of married men.

Figure 5.8 entitled ‘Rosia Montana; Structure of Jobs’, presents an increase of job
positions in the mining sector during 2004. This is not true. Under the program for gradual
closure of the Rosia Montana state mine, many miners have been laid off. The employment
generated by RMGC during 2004 is not related to mining, but to other fields of activity such
as archaeological excavations, constructions, transport etc. Therefore they can not be
included in the category of ‘Married men employed in the mining sector at Rosia Montana.’
The employment generated by RMGC shows however that the potential, skills and
qualifications necessary for developing activities other than mining exist in the area. Figure
5.9 entitled ‘Jobs in Campeni’ confirms that the area is not dependent on mining and can
develop without the contribution of mining operations.

The *Cultural Heritage Management Plan’ uses general terms such as ‘protection’
and ‘conservation’. However, the plan does not present any specific measures for the
protection of monuments against damages caused by the mining activities. The document
often refers to several international conventions (issued by UNESCO, ICOMOS, and other
similar bodies), without discussing however the compliance therewith by the project
proposed. On the other hand, ICOMOS® has expressed on several occasions its deep
concern regarding the mining project impact upon the Alburnus Maior archaeological site.
RMGC wants to present itself as a responsible owner of historic monuments, transferring the
right of ownership over these monuments to a foundation. This foundation would manage the
movable and immovable cultural heritage from Rosia Montana, also undertaking most of the
legal obligations related to the research of the cultural heritage. Thus, RMGC will no longer
have any responsibility for the adverse impact of the project upon the national cultural
heritage. The future foundation will depend financially on RMGC; therefore it will be under
the company’s control. There is no guarantee as to the independence of the project cultural
management.

E. Summary of EIA Report Weaknesses:

The report does not contain:

e A description of the manner in which the company will guarantee the conservation of the
habitats listed in Appendices 1 & 2 to the Bern Convention on the conservation of wildlife
and natural habitats in Europe and in the EU Habitats Directive. The conservation and
monitoring measures are not satisfactory, from a technical point of view.

e An assessment of the alternatives, from the point of view of project impact upon the
Piatra Despicata and Piatra Corbului protected areas (Law no. 5/2001). It is stipulated in
the project that one of these monuments will be destroyed, and the other one will be
relocated. Technically, it is impossible to relocate Piatra Despicata, and the ‘solution’
proposed for these two monuments is a violation of Law no. 5/2000.

e Solutions for the mitigation of the impact upon the aquatic and terrestrial ecosystems
during the construction, operation, closure and post-closure of the mine.

e A description of the impact and the measures set out for the mitigation of the tailings
management facility impact upon groundwater sources.

e A description of the project compliance with Emergency Government Ordinance nho.
244/2000.

e A calculation of the financial guarantee for the operation of the tailings management
facility located in the Corna Valley, as required by Government Decision no. 349/2005 on
the landfill of waste and the EU Directive on the landfill of waste.

e An estimation of the guarantees and risk sources defined as ‘natural disasters’ — heavy
rains, landfalls, etc.

e An assessment of the ‘cyanide rain’ phenomenon generated by the volatilization of
cyanide from the tailings management facility (see the Air Quality Management Plan).

¢ See www.icomos.org
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This issue is very important, due to the fact that the report on Risk Cases (page 85)
admits that “Development of toxic aerosols and HCN on the pond surface will occur
permanently...”, and the air concentrations of HCN in the region might reach 40 - < 80
pHg/ma3.

e An explanation regarding the validity of the project proposal which does not imply the
construction of a low grade ore stockpile.

¢ An assessment of the health risks generated by the loss of agricultural and forest land,
which were natural barriers against the circulation of polluted air.

e A description of the transboundary impact caused by an accident upon certain important
natural areas, such as the Koérds-Maros National Park in Hungary, located along the
Mures Valley.

e A list of all components accumulating in the tailings management facility (heavy metals,
sulphide minerals, water, etc.) during the operation years 8-12 and the years 13 and 14.

¢ A note regarding the identification of a financial insurance for the mining project.

e An estimation of the theoretical value of the Roman mines discovered on the Alburnus
Maior site, and of all archaeological remains.

e An estimation of the theoretical and practical value of the area from the point of view of
natural heritage and biodiversity.

e An assessment of the potential income generated by tourism in Rosia Montana, in case
the project is not implemented, income obtained from visits to the Roman galleries from
the Carnic Massif.

¢ An analysis of the alternative economic activities that may be developed in Rosia
Montana and the neighboring areas, if the mining project is not implemented.

e A comparative analysis of the mining project value and the value of alternative activities,
such as agriculture, tourism, etc. For tourism alone, the EIA report should have assessed
scenarios and proposals similar to those included in the study entitled “Tourism
Development Model and Tourism Contribution to the Sustainable Development of the
Zlatna, Bucium, Rosia Montana and Baia de Aries Area as an Alternative to Mono-
Industrial Mining Activities” conducted by the National Institute for Research and
Development in Tourism, published in April 2006. As far as agriculture is concerned, the
report should have assessed the potential offered by the pre-accession European funds
and by the structural funds related to agriculture, focusing especially on the development
of mountain agriculture (for example, SAPARD, LEADER).

e An assessment of the prejudice caused by the fact that Rosia Montana was declared
industrial area, banning the establishment of any business which is not compatible with
the mining project.

The Report on the Environmental Impact Assessment Study for RMGC's gold and
silver mining project proposed for Rosia Montana describes a highly risky operation.
This will never contribute to the community sustainable development. Concerning the
credibility of this company, it is worth mentioning that, after nine years of RMGC'’s
active presence in Rosia Montana, today the community is socially divided and
economically impoverished. During all this time, the company failed to demonstrate
that it holds a ‘social license’ to operate, i.e. that it has obtained the informed consent
of the community directly affected by the project. This is why the company had to
impose its community development plans since 2002, when Rosia Montana was
declared a mono-industrial area reserved exclusively for RMGC’s mining project. It is
exactly during this period of public consultations, that the company has launched an
aggressive publicity campaign meant to improve its image; on the other hand, it
threatens the locals with expropriation. This is not social responsibility, but
greediness and destruction hidden under the slogan of “sustainable development”
and even “environmental protection”. Not on my behalf.
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In conclusion, the undersigned requests the Ministry of Environment and Water
Management not to issue the environmental permit for the Rosia Montana gold and
silver mining operation project.

Date: August 24, 2006
Otus Association, 6-12, Calugareni St., Odorheiu Secuiesc

Jozsef Szabo
lllegible signature
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Raspuns la Contestatia nr. 2985

Asociatia Otus pentru Protectia Mediului

S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. (RMGC) a luat in calcul aceste probleme ridicate in
cadrul procesului de intocmire a documentatiei vaste si detaliate a Raportului de Evaluare a
Impactului asupra Mediului (EIM) intocmit pentru Proiectul Rosia Montana. Raspunsurile noastre
cu directa referire la contestatia nr. 2985 sunt dupa cum urmeaza:a

Evaluarea privind impactul asupra mediului, pe care S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A.
(RMGC) a depus-o, a raspuns integral si intr-o maniera profesionala, Termenilor de Referinta
propusi de catre Ministerul Mediului si Gospodaririi Apelor (MMGA) si a fost elaborata in
conformitate cu prevederile legale si practicile internationale. Raportul a fost pregatit de mai mult
de 100 de consultanti (atestati) si specialisti independenti experti, renumiti la nivel national,
european si chiar international. Suntem convinsi ca EIM ofera suficiente informatii detaliate si
explicatii pentru concluzii pentru a permite MMGA sa ia decizia privind proiectul Rogia Montana
(RMP).

Ulterior depunerii EIM, documentul a fost revizuit de catre doua grupuri diferite de experti.
Expertii tehnici reprezentdnd mai multe banci internationale private din domeniu si institutii de
garantare a creditelor au concluzionat ca EIM se conformeaza Principiilor Equator stabilite
pentru a promova creditarea responsabila a proiectelor care ridica probleme de mediu si sociale,
iar un comitet ad hoc de experti Europeni (Grupul International al Expertilor Independenti - IGIE)
a declarat public ca EIM a fost bine elaborat, luand in considerare sugestiile si recomandarile
lor.

O copie a raportului IGIE si raspunsul RMGC sunt incluse ca document de referinta in actuala
Anexa a EIM.

Precizarea implicarii autorilor in dezvoltarea capitolelor nu constituie, in prezent, o cerinta legala.
In conformitate cu prevederile legale in vigoare [Ordinul ministrului agriculturii, padurilor, apelor
si mediului nr. 863/2002 (Anexa 2, partea ), privind aprobarea Ghidurilor metodologice
aplicabile etapelor procedurii cadru de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului, publicat Tn
Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei nr. 52 din 30 ianuarie 2000], raportul la studiul de evaluare a
impactului asupra mediului contine in Capitolul 1. Informatii generale - Sectiunea 2, date de
contact despre autorii atestati ai studiului de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului si ai
raportului la acest studiu, informatii care sunt preluate succint in Capitolul 9. Rezumat fara
caracter tehnic.

Evaluarea impactului asupra mediului pentru proiectul exploatarii miniere Rosia Montana a fost
realizata de catre o echipa multidisciplinara de “persoane fizice si juridice independente de
titularul [...] proiectului” si “atestate de autoritatea competenta pentru protectia mediului” [in
conformitate cu prevederile Ordonantei de Urgenta a Guvernului nr. 195 din 22 decembrie 2005
privind protectia mediului, publicatéd in Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei, partea I, nr. 1.196 din 30
decembrie 2005, aprobata cu modificari prin Legea nr. 265 din 29 iunie 2006, publicata in
Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei nr. 586 din 6 iulie 2006, art. 21, lit. (a)]. Implicarea membrilor
echipei in realizarea raportului a constat atat in realizarea unor sectiuni specifice din raport, cat
si in integrarea si corelarea informatiei furnizate in contextul altor capitole. De asemenea, toate
sectiunile/capitolele din raport au facut obiectul unei organizari speciale in cadrul echipei pentru
asigurarea respectarii prevederilor legale privind continutul si legislatia aplicabila.

Lista persoanelor fizice si juridice atestate care au participat la realizarea raportului la studiul de
evaluare a impactului asupra mediului (prezentata in Capitolele 1. Informatii generale si 9.
Rezumat féra caracter tehnic) este insotitd de o listd de persoane fizice si juridice neatestate,
care au asistat elaboratorii atestati.



Responsabilitatea pentru realizarea evaluarii impactului de mediu si a corectitudinii interpretarii
informatiilor prezentate in raport revine “persoanelor fizice atestate la cel mai inalt nivel de
competentd” si “persoanelor juridice atestate” [Conform art. 5 din Ordinului ministrului
agriculturii, padurilor, apelor si mediului nr. 97/ din 18 mai 2004 pentru modificarea si
completarea Ordinului ministrului agriculturii, padurilor, apelor si mediului nr.978/2003 privind
Regulamentul de atestare a persoanelor fizice si juridice care elaboreaza studii de evaluare a
impactului asupra mediului si bilanturi de mediu, publicat in Monitorul Oficial nr. 504 din 4 iunie
2004], care au participat la executarea evaluarii impactului asupra mediului Tn baza contractului
incheiat cu titularul proiectului.

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 in elaborarea
Irevizuirea/completarea conditiilor initiale pentru biodiversitate STANTEC a implicat mai multe
echipe de experti romani. 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 infiintatd 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 birouri/puncte de lucru in America de Nord si
Caraibe.

inca din faza initiala STANTEC a contractat experti romani care au colaborat la elaborarea si
recoltarea informatiilor aferente studiilor de conditii initiale pentru biodiversitate (biolog Calin
Hodor, Acad. Mircea Gomoiu, biolog dr. Mihai Valcu, biolog Virgil lordache).

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

Raportul la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului (EIM) a fost elaborat si asumat de
catre experti autorizati conform legislatiei in vigoare. In considerarea dispozitiilor Anexei nr. 2,
Partea a Il-a din Ordinul Ministrului Apelor si Protectiei Mediului nr. 863/2002 privind aprobarea
ghidurilor metodologice aplicabile etapelor procedurii cadru de evaluare a impactului asupra
mediului (“Ordinul nr. 863/2002"), RMGC a prezentat in cuprinsul Capitolului | Informatii
Generale si Capitolului IX Rezumat fara caracter tehnic din cadrul EIM organizatile i
persoanele certificate de catre Ministerul Mediului si Gospodaririi Apelor (cu detalii de contact si
numarul certificatului).

Studiile de conditii initiale si planurile de management prezentate odatd cu raportul au fost
elaborate cu sprijinul unor consultanti de specialitate si, conform prevederilor legale, pentru
acestea nu este necesara certificarea de catre Ministerul Mediului si Gospodaririi Apelor pentru
executia acestui gen de studii, planuri gi/sau rapoarte.

De asemenea, conform prevederilor art. 21 (4) din Ordonanta de Urgenta a Guvernului nr.
195/2005 privind protectia mediului (“OUG nr. 195/2005”) si a dispozitiilor art. 5 (1) din Ordinul
emis de Ministrul Agriculturii, Padurilor, Apelor si Mediului nr. 978/2003 privind aprobarea
Regulamentului de atestare a persoanelor fizice si juridice care elaboreaza studii de evaluare a
impactului asupra mediului si bilanturi de mediu (“Ordinul nr. 978/2003”)(responsabilitatea pentru
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corectitudinea informatiilor puse la dispozitia autoritatilor competente pentru protectia mediului si
a publicului revine titularului proiectului, iar responsabilitatea pentru corectitudinea evaluarii,
revine expertilor care au efectuat evaluarea de mediu).

RMGC fsi cere scuze pentru orice traducere incompleta sau inexacta in engleza. A fost tradus
din romana in engleza un total de 33 de volume si din pacate unele parti ale traducerii nu redau
o imagine precisa a proiectului. Cu toate acestea, trebuie mentionat ca concluziile rezultate din
studiu nu sunt afectate de imperfectiunile de traducere in engleza a studiului si ca documentul
legal de control este versiunea romana.

De asemenea hartile din ,Raportul de conditii initiale de sanatate” au fost traduse in engleza si
sunt anexate raportului.

Echipa de conducere a Gabriel Resources Ltd, actionarul majoritar in RMGC, are peste 60 de
ani de experienta in implementarea a sase proiecte miniere pe patru continente. Acest fapt este
un atu extrem de puternic pentru activitatea legatd de Proiectul Rosia Montana. RMGC s-a
angajat sa conduca Proiectul in deplina concordanta cu legislatia romana gi europeana inclusiv
cea legata de protectia mediului. Am lucrat cu experti care sa conduca Proiectul in deplina
concordantd cu legislatia romana si europeana inclusiv cea legata de protectia mediului. Am
lucrat cu experti independenti si cu unele companii de consultantd miniera dintre cele mai
renumite in lume pentru a asigura cel mai inalt nivel de protectie a mediului si de reabilitare a
amplasamentului.

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

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

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

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

Stratul de etansare din sol cu permeabilitate redusa va fi in conformitate cu cele mai bune
tehnici disponibile (BAT), astfel cum sunt definite de Directiva UE 96/61 (IPPC) si de Directiva
UE privind deseurile miniere. Proiectul iazului cuprinde si alte elemente de proiectare
suplimentare privind protectia apelor subterane, dupa cum urmeaza:
e O diafragma de etansare din material cu permeabilitate redusd (1x10° cm/sec) in
fundatia barajului de amorsare pentru controlul infiltratiilor;



e Un nucleu cu permeabilitate redusa (1x10° cm/sec) in barajul de amorsare pentru
controlul infiltratiilor;
e Un baraj si un iaz de colectare a infiltratiilor sub piciorul barajului de sterile pentru
colectarea si retentia debitelor de infiltratii care ajung dincolo de axul barajului;
e O serie de puturi de monitorizare, mai jos de piciorul barajului secundar de retentie,
pentru monitorizarea infiltratiilor si pentru a asigura conformarea cu normativele n
vigoare, Tnainte de limita iazului de steril.

Pe langa elementele 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 hidro-observatie, 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.

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

Pentru namolul de la uzina de epurare a apelor acide, in functie de fazele de dezvoltare ale
Proiectului, sunt proiectate urmatoarele scheme:

» |n faza de exploatare ndmolul ingrosat provenit din bazinul de sedimentare de la uzina
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. Ins& 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 aciduleze apa din cariera. Aceste masuri sunt
descrise in Sectiunea 2.8.2.9. din EIM

lazul de decantare a sterilelor este situat la o distanta de aproximativ 2 km deasupra oragului
Abrud, prin urmare criterile 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 roménesti 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 datoritd 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 dou& fenomene de precipitatii maxime probabile si a
viiturilor maxime probabile aferente. Criteriul de proiectare pentru iazul de decantare a sterilelor
include o capacitate de inmagazinare a doua fenomene de Vviituri maxime probabile,
reprezentand un volum de precipitatii mai mare decat a fost vreodata inregistrat in zona. Graficul
de constructie Tn etape a indiguirii si cuvetei iazului va fi realizat astfel incat sa se asigure ca
iazul are capacitatea de a retine scurgeri dintr-un fenomen meteorologic de tipul precipitatiei
maxime probabile pe toata durata de viatd a proiectului. lazul de decantare a sterilelor de la
Rosia Montana este prin urmare proiectat sa inmagazineze un volum total de precipitatii de
peste patru ori mai mare decat volumul impus de prevederile legale in vigoare in Romania. in
plus, se va construi un descarcator de siguranta pentru cazul putin probabil de aparitie a unui alt
fenomen dupa cel de-al doilea fenomen de precipitatii maxime probabile. Descarcatorul este
realizat numai din motive de siguranta pentru a asigura evacuarea corespunzatoare a volumelor
de apa in cazul acestui fenomen improbabil, Tn vederea evitarii deversarii peste baraj care ar
putea cauza ruperea acestuia. Prin urmare, normele de proiectare a iazului de decantare a
sterilelor depasesc in mod semnificativ cerintele legale privind siguranta in functionare. Aceasta
pentru a se asigura ca riscurile asociate utilizarii vaii Corna pentru depozitare de steril sunt mult
sub ceea ce este considerat ca sigur in viata de zi cu zi.

De asemenea, s-a realizat un studiu suplimentar privind conditiile seismice, iar astfel cum se
precizeaza in studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului, iazul de decantare a sterilelor
este proiectat sa reziste la cutremurul maxim credibil (CMC). CMC reprezintd 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. In 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 acoperitd 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 analiza tehnica mai detaliata, va rugam sa vedeti capitolul 7, sectiunea 6.4.3.1 din
cadrul EIM intitulata "Scenarii de cedare potentiala a iazului de decantare a sterilelor".

Pentru a evita deflatia (spulberarea) particulelor fine (specificda fenomenului de seceta
atmosferica, asociata unor viteze ridicate a vantului), plaja iazului va fi compactata, fiind
mentinuta permanent in stare umeda.

Conform datelor de observatii si masuratori realizate la statia meteorologicd Rosia Montana,
situatiile de seceta atmosferica sunt rare in spatiul analizat, ca urmare a bilantului pluviometric
predominant excedentar (exces de umiditate), rezultat din modul de combinare a precipitatiilor gi
evapo-transpiratiei (Anexa-Evaporation data-Rosia), iar arealul de studiu nu se afla situat in
zonele vulnerabile la desertificare. (http./soils.usda.gov/use/worldsoils/mapindex/desert.html).]

RMGC va gestiona strict deseurile rezultate din operatiunile miniere conform regulilor aplicabile,
precum si o structura de management a deseurilor, avandu-se in vedere mediul inconjurator.
Planul de Management al Deseurilor (Planul B) si Sectiunea 3 a Raportului la studiul de
evaluare a impactului asupra mediului (EIM) descriu modul de structurare ca raspuns la cerintele
Directivei UE cu privire la Deseurile Miniere si OM 863.
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Pentru a adresa posibilitatea ca acest concentrat de aur si argint poate contine cantitati mici de
mercur, se vor introduce recipiente direct in retorta de mercur (cu un volum de 0,3 m*®). Mercurul
va fi volatilizat la o temperaturd de maxim 650°C si va fi scos din recipiente cu ajutorul unei
pompe de aspirare. Vaporii de mercur vor fi directionati intr-o statie de racire-condensare si intr-
0 coloana cu carbune activ. Coloana este umpluta cu carbune impregnat cu sulf pentru a prinde
orice urma de vapori de mercur ramasi necondensati. Dupa recuperare, orice carbune
impregnat cu sulf si mercur va fi depozitat in depozitul temporar de deseuri periculoase, in
conditii stricte de siguranta si va fi vandut ca produs secundar — nu va fi reutilizat.

Procedurile pentru manevrarea, depozitarea gi transportul mercurului in conditii de siguranta vor
fi cuprinse in Planul de pregétire pentru situatii de urgenta si deversari accidentale (vezi Planul |
din ansamblul de Planuri cu privire la sistemul de management al mediului si management
social).

Desigur, unele dintre informatiile prezentate se bazeaza pe rezultatele testelor de laborator; date
detaliate suplimentare pot fi obtinute numai in faza operationala. Tn aceste cazuri, utilizarea unui
cuvant cum este “probabil” indica o judecata corecta si echilibrata, bazata pe toate informatiile
disponibile si pe cunostintele expertului. Nesigurantele semnificative, dar imposibil de evitat in
prezent, in ceea ce privesc presupunerile si concluziile, precum si abordarea precauta a acestui
caz, sunt prezentate in Sectiunea 8 a Planului de Management al Deseurilor. Planul de
Management al Deseurilor, corespunzator regulilor Directivei UE cu privire la Degeurile Miniere,
va fi revizuit si actualizat cu regularitate, si va cuprinde informatii mai multe si mai detaliate cu
privire la depozitele de degeuri obtinute pe perioada operationala.

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 s3 fie eliberatd 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 si reglementarilor romanesti si europene.

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

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

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

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

e Demontarea instalatiilor de productie scoase din uz 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
Si nu mai necesita continuarea procesului de epurare;

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

Desi aspectele legate de inchiderea si refacerea ecologica sunt numeroase, RMGC are
incredere in costurile estimate deoarece costul cel mai mare — cel aferent lucrarilor de
terasamente necesare remodelarii peisajului - poate fi estimat la un nivel ridicat de siguranta.
Dimensiunea suprafetelor care trebuie reprofilate si refacute se poate determina utilizand
documentatia tehnica a proiectului.



De asemenea, existd numeroase studii si experimente stiintifice care permit specialigtilor sa
determine grosimea stratului de sol vegetal necesar unei bune refaceri ecologice. Tnmul’;ind
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 stabilita definitiv numai pe parcursul functionarii.

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

In ceea ce priveste achizitionarea proprietatilor, Planul de Actiune pentru Stramutare si
Relocare, a fost elaborat de RMGC in scopul relocarii si/sau stramutarii locuitorilor din zona
afectata de proiect, care se limiteaza la 4 din cele 16 sate din comuna Rosia Montana. Proiectul
minier propus de RMGC ofera noi oportunitati de locuri de munca, precum si alte beneficii
persoanelor care ramén sa locuiasca in Rosia Montana si in zonele din imprejurimi, precum si
celor care se vor muta la Piatra Alba.

Acest proiect ofera generatiilor viitoare nu numai locuri de munca, dar si un mediu inconjurator
mai curat, oportunitati de dezvoltare personala, sprijin pentru micii intreprinzatori gi sustinere
pentru dezvoltarea uneia dintre cele mai putin dezvoltate zone din Romania. Agadar, afirmatia
ca satul va ramane fara locuitori nu este corecta - Rogia Montana avand o populatie de 3900
locuitori.

Persoanele care locuiesc in Zona Protejata Istorica din Rosia Montana au cerut companiei sa le
cumpere proprietatile, ceea ce presupune un important efort financiar, fara ca acest lucru sa fi
fost necesar pentru dezvoltarea proiectului. De asemenea, in Piatra Alba vor locui mult mai
multe persoane decat micul numar de familii (30) care si-au exprimat pana acum dorinta de a se
muta acolo.

Inceperea lucrarilor la exploatare miniera propusd de RMGC va duce la crearea de locuri de
munca directe si indirecte In regiune, generdnd un mare aflux de persoane in zona. Astfel,
situatia se va modifica radical, punandu-se capat depopularii si declinului Tnregistrat in zona in
ultimii zece ani

Prin construirea asezarii de la Piatra Alba, vom oferi un standard de viatd mai ridicat si, de
asemenea, servicii culturale si sociale de calitate. Zona centrala va cuprinde cladiri de interes
public: primarie, politie, posta, banca, biserica, gscoald, gradinita, centru cultural, muzeu, centru
medical, farmacie, spatii comerciale, spatii de recreere gi divertisment, sau spatii destinate
dezvoltarii turistice: han, hotel, spatiu pentru organizarea de targuri, teren de sport, sala de
gimnastica, patinuar, teren de fotbal, parc, locuri de joaca pentru copii.

in ceea ce priveste Planurile de Urbanism, 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 romanesti autorizate si au
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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.
Conform recomandarilor Comisiei Nationale a Monumentelor Istorice suprafata acestei zone a
fost marita de la 52 ha la peste 130 ha.

In concluzie, zona protejata va avea peste 130 de hectare 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 C&talina Monulesti. in
aceasta 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 aceastd zona se poate dezvolta un turismul modern, de
agrement. Toate propunerile facute de companie in acest sens trebuie ihsa sa primeasca girul si
sprijinul comunitatii locale, precum si al autoritatilor.

Contrar afirmatiilor celor care se opun acestui proiect minier, nu se doreste distrugerea
bisericilor sau a cimitirelor. In ceea ce priveste numarul mormintelor, numai 410 din cele 1905
existente in Rosia Montana vor fi afectate, deoarece compania a facut tot posibilul ca activitatea
de exploatare miniera sa nu modifice amplasamentul cimitirelor existente.

Reinhumarile se vor face la cererea famililor si pe cheltuiala companiei RMGC, in deplina
conformitate cu legislatia roméneasca cu privire la reinhumari, compania angajandu-se sa
actioneze cu respect si consideratie. Mormintele abandonate vor fi, de asemenea, stramutate,
cu tot respectul si consideratia din partea companiei, in noul cimitir de la Piatra Alba, caruia i s-a
alocat o suprafata de 13 hectare.

Doua biserici si doua case de rugaciune dintre cele 10 lacasuri de cult din zona de influenta a
proiectului Rosia Montana trebuie stramutate sau reconstruite conform planului de dezvoltare a
minei. Stramutarea va avea loc tindnd seama de dorintele membrilor parohiei, pe cheltuiala
societatii RMGC. Construirea de biserici reprezinta un element central al procesului de creare a
unei noi comunitati in Piatra Alba, cu fonduri acordate de RMGC. Bisericile, alaturi de celelalte
monumente istorice din Rogsia Montana vor intra intr-un program complex de restaurare.

Existenta a cel putin 20 de situri cu caracteristici relativ similare - dintre care unele precum Ruda
Brad, Bucium — zona Vulcoi Corabia si zona Hanes — Almasul Mare, au oferit deja date certe
asupra unui potential arheologic comparabil intr-o anumitd masura celui al anticului Alburnus
Maior - vin sa& nuanteze in mare masura determinarea valorii de unicitate a acestui sit. Galeriile
romane de la Rosia Montana sunt asadar importante, dar asa cum arata o serie de studii
stiintifice, nu constituie vestigii cu caracter de unicat daca este sa ne raportam numai la zona
muntilor Apuseni. Datorita Programului National de Cercetare ,Alburnus Maior” finantat de catre
RMGC conform prevederilor legale, galeriile de la Rosia Montana sunt cel mai bine cunoscute
din Romania la ora actuala.

Cu privire la masivul Orlea, pentru ca dezvoltarea Proiectului minier in aceasta zona (Orlea) este
preconizata pentru o data mai tarzie, din anul 2007 investigatiile de arheologie preventiva se vor
concentra in acest perimetru. Astfel activitadtile de constructie implicate de dezvoltarea
Proiectului in aceasta zona, nu vor putea fi initiate inainte de finalizarea cercetarilor arheologice,
desfasurate in conformitate cu prevederile legislative romanesti si recomandarile si practicile
internationale.

in ceea ce priveste zona Carnic, in baza raportului stiintific Tnaintat de catre specialisti francezi,

Comisia Nationala de Arheologie a propus, iar Ministerul Culturii i Cultelor a emis certificatul de
descarcare de sarcina arheologica pentru masivul Carnic, cu exceptia unei suprafete de cca. 5
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hectare ce include zona Piatra Corbului, respectiv vestigiile miniere istorice de aici. Ca o masura
de minimizare a acestui impact, pe langa cercetarea deplina si publicarea rezultatelor acestei
cercetari, specialisti au considerat ca este necesara si realizarea unui model grafic
tridimensional al acestor structuri, dar 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. Suplimentar
trebuie precizat faptul ca structuri miniere istorice similare unora dintre cele descoperite in
masivele Orlea si Carnic se conserva in situ in sectoarele Catalina Monulesti si Paru Carpeni,
fiind preconizata amenajarea lor pentru un circuit muzeal turistic.

In ceea ce priveste galeriile romane din masivul Carnic, cea mai mare parte a lucrarilor miniere
antice, 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 desfasurarea unor activitati similare in muzeele din Uniunea Europeana si care
vor deveni litera de lege si in Roméania nu sunt compatibile cu transformarea galeriilor romane,
expuse in permanenta unor factori de risc ridicat, intr-un spatiu destinat turigtilor. Trebuie sa
subliniem — inca o data - faptul ca vor exista portiuni consistente de galerii romane care vor fi
pastrate in situ.

n ceea ce priveste realizare de replici ale unor structuri miniere existd astfel de cazuri in diverse
tari europene, respectiv unde astfel de restituiri au fost realizate. Pentru a aminti doar doua
situatii, pot fi mentionate 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) sau reconstituirea minei de plumb de la Killhope, Tara Galilor, Marea Britanie.

Tindnd cont de rezultatele cercetarilor, de opiniile specialigtilor si deciziile autoritatilor
competente, bugetul prevazut de catre companie pentru cercetarea, conservarea si restaurarea
patrimoniului cultural al Rosiei Montane in viitorii ani, in conditile 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 Rogia 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, 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 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 Cérnic. 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 intitulata Evaluarea costurilor lucrérilor de
amenajare a retelelor miniere istorice din masivul Carnic elaborata in colaborare de catre firmele
britanice Gifford, Geo-Design si Forkers Ltd.).

Dupa cum rezulta din rapoartele si publicatiile specialistilor, galerile romane de la Rosia
Montana sunt importante, dar nu unice. Astfel, un repertoriu al siturilor miniere antice de pe
teritoriul Transilvanei si Banatului — realizat in contextul elaborarii Studiului de Impact asupra
Mediului pentru proiectul Rosia Montana - sustine asertiunea potrivit careia este dificila
atribuirea deplina a caracterului de unicat pentru situl de la Rosia Montana, cel putin din
perspectiva istoriei exploatarilor romane pe cuprinsul Imperiului si Tn 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 — Almasul Mare, au oferit deja
date certe asupra unui potential arheologic comparabil intr-o anumitd masura celui al anticului
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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 specialigtilor, 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 integrald 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 inaintat 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. in momentul de fata acest certificat de descarcare face obiectul unui proces in
contencios.

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 Cérnic. 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 Tn anexa brosura informativa intitulatda Evaluarea costurilor lucrérilor 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 Tnainte de finalizarea cercetarilor arheologice, desfagurate in conformitate cu
prevederile legislative romanesti si recomandarile si practicile internationale (Studiul de conditii
initiale asupra patrimoniului cultural, vol. 6, p. 43).

In baza prevederilor Ordonantei Guvernului nr. 43/2000 privind protectia patrimoniului arheologic
si declararea unor situri arheologice ca zone de interes national, modificata, 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 Tn masivul Orlea, in anul 2004, valoarea ei fiind confirmata in vara anului 2005.
Astfel, echipa franceza coordonata dr. Beatrice Cauuet a descoperit o camera echipata cu o
roatda de drenare a apelor de mina, iar mai apoi, un intreg sistem de evacuare a apei din
subteran. Acest ansamblu identificat 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. Cercetérile arheologice preventive de suprafata
pentru zona Orlea coroborate cu cercetarile de arheologie minierd din sectorul Orlea — Tarina
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(subteran), sunt preconizate — asa 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.
In 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 abatajul prin perforare —
puscare, ceea ce a condus la destabilizarea rocilor si accentuarea degradarii vestigiilor miniere
subterane. Indepértarea rambleului din lucrarile miniere antice din cursul cercetarilor arheologice
miniere, reprezinta un alt factor care contribuie la fragilizarea lucrarilor miniere antice.
Degradarea starii de conservare a vestigiilor miniere din toate epocile este accentuata si de
inchiderea exploatarii miniere conduse de Minvest (1 iunie 2006), care asigura, e drept ca la un
nivel minim, drenajul de ansamblu al sistemului de galerii al minei de la Rosia Montana.
Inchiderea activitatii miniere, care in conformitate cu normele nationale in vigoare implici 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 céateva 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 gi inundatiilor din subteran. Un
exemplu edificator in acest sens il constituie — din pacate - ,treptele romane” de la Brad (vestigii
miniere de epoca romana cuprinse de asemenea in Legea 5/2000), unde dupa ce s-au stopat
lucrarile de intretinere, acestea au devenit practic inaccesibile.

In conformitate cu Lista Monumentelor Istorice publicata in Monitorul Oficial Nr. 646 bis, din data
de 16.07.2004 in cuprinsul viitoarei zone de dezvoltare industriala din masivul Orlea sunt clasate
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 422/2001, privind protejarea monumentelor istorice, modificata, este
posibila aplicarea legalda 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 activitatilor umane curente. Astfel, este adevarat cd& RMGC intentioneaza sa
exploateze in faza a doua de dezvoltare a proiectului sau zacamintele auro-argentifere 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 si 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 | - Fise de evidenta arheologica a siturilor identificate la Rogia Montana, figsa 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 gi 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 cercetari se va putea apoi
decide aplicarea sau nu a procedurii de descarcare de sarcina arheologica. Nu exista prevederi
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legale care sa interzica 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 decéat 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 Rosiei 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 gi 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
n 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 Rosia
Montana in situ si, 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 servegte cel mai bine punerii in valoare a patrimoniului de acest tip.

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 conditiile si normativele impuse de legislatia roméneasca 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 Rosia Montana in scopul rezolvarii
problematicilor complexe de mediu actuale, este posibila doar in urma implementarii unor
proiecte economice Tn 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 fatda 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 populatilor estimate la nivel national.
Caracterizarea speciilor din punctul de vedere al habitatului, desi nu reprezinta o cerinta impusa
de Directiva Habitate (92/43/EEC), se regaseste in tabelele cu specii din Cap. 4.6.
Biodiversitatea din Raportul la Studiul de Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului, precum si in
anexele la acest capitol. Din cauza volumului mare de informatie, se gasesc in varianta
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electronica a EIA pusa la dispozitia publicului de companie in aproximativ. 6.000 de DVD/CD in
romana si engleza, fiind accesibila si de pe site-ul Companiei, respectiv a Ministerului Mediului si
Gospodaririi Apelor si a agentiilor locale si regionale de protectia mediului Alba, Sibiu, Cluj, etc.

Valoarea scazuta a impactului asupra florei si faunei protejate, din punct de vedere practic, este
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, respectiv a Directivei 79/409 Pasari, cu atat mai mult cu cat in Planul H de
Management al biodiversitati sunt prevazute masuri active gi responsabile de
reconstructie/reabilitare a unor habitate naturale, in spiritul prevederilor aceloragi acte.

In ceea ce priveste Certificatul de Urbanism, afirmatia privind lipsa unui iaz de decantare din
Certificatul de Urbanism nr. 78 din 26.04.2006 eliberat de catre Consiliul Judetean Alba este
neintemeiata.

In realitate Certificatul de Urbanism nr. 78 din 26.04.2006 prevede la sectiunea 1 Lucréri de
construire, pozitia 10 - “uzina de procesare si constructii conexe” - care include, la categoria
constructii conexe, iazul de decantare a sterilelor fara de care uzina nu poate functiona.

lazul de decantare este, de asemenea, prezent pe planurile de situatie, parti integrante ale
Certificatului de Urbanism, stampilate de catre Consiliul Judetean Alba pentru a nu fi schimbate,
fiind de asemenea mentionat in tabelele cu suprafete ocupate si tipuri de proprietati si terenuri
din planurile mentionate anterior.

Nu este corecta afirmatia potrivit careia etapa de consultari publice si evaluare a studiului de
mediu a inceput fara un Certificat de Urbanism valabil.

Astfel, la data depunerii Raportului EIM (15 mai 2006) si anterior inceperii consultarii publicului
(iunie 2006). documentatia prezentatd de Rosia Montana Gold Corporation (RMGC) continea
Certificatul de Urbanism nr. 78 din 26.04.2006, act valid si valabil la acea data si in prezent.

Solicitarea privind respingerea cererii pentru emiterea acordului de mediu, fundamentata pe
opinia conform cu care procedura de obtinere a unui acord de mediu este viciata pentru ca nu s-
ar fi prezentat un Certificat de Urbanism valabil, este eronata si nefundamentata atat din punct
de vedere juridic cat si fata de situatia de fapt.

Astfel, din punct de vedere juridic, aratam ca Certificatul de Urbanism este parte a documentatiei
depusa de solicitant la momentul demarérii procedurii pentru emiterea acordului de mediu.

In fapt, subliniem ca cerinta legald a fost respectatd de catre RMGC, care a depus o
documentatie completa si in deplina conformitate cu cerintele legale, incluzdnd Certificat de
Urbanism valabil (Certificatul de Urbanism nr. 68 din 20 august 2004).

Suspendarea la un moment dat a Certificatului de Urbanism initial nu are relevanta si nu
influenteaza procedura de obtinere a acordului de mediu intrucéat:

e cerinta existentei Certificatului de Urbanism valabil se refera la momentul demararii
procedurii (art. 9 din Procedura pentru evaluarea impactului asupra mediului si de
emitere a acordului de mediu, aprobata prin Ordinul nr. 860/2002), cerinta fiind
indeplinita de RMGC conform celor mai sus aratate;

¢ |a data depunerii Raportului EIM (15 mai 2006) si anterior inceperii consultarii publicului
(iunie 2006). documentatia prezentatd de Rosia Montana Gold Corporation (RMGC)
continea Certificatul de Urbanism nr. 78 din 26.04.2006, act valid si valabil la acea data si
in prezent. Certificatul de Urbanism este un document emis in scop informativ si este
destinat numai a aduce la cunostinta solicitantului regimul juridic, economic gi tehnic al
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terenurilor si cladirilor existente /a data solicitérii si de a stabili cerintele de urbanism si
avizele necesare pentru obtinerea autorizatiei de construire (art.6 din Legea nr. 50/1991
privind autorizarea executarii lucrarilor de constructii, republicata; art. 27 alin. 2 din
Normele de aplicare a legii 50/1991- Monitorul Oficial nr. 825 bis/13.09.2005);

Pentru aceeasi parcela se pot elibera mai multe certificate de urbanism, dispozitile legale
neimpunéand o limitare a numarului de certificate de urbanism care pot fi obtinute de un solicitant
(art. 30 din Legea nr. 350/2001 privind amenajarea teritoriului si urbanismul);

Precizdm ca in conformitate cu prevederile art. 41 alin. 2 din Legea Minelor nr. 85/2003,
autoritatile administratiei locale au obligatia de a modifica si/sau actualiza planurile de
amenajare a teritoriului si planurile urbanistice generale existente, pentru a permite executarea
tuturor operatiunilor necesare desfagurarii activitatilor miniere.

Distinct, mentionam faptul ca in anul 2002 s-a realizat un Plan de Urbanism General (PUG)
pentru intreaga localitate Rosia Montana care prevede reglementari urbanistice pentru toate
cele 16 sate aflate pe teritoriul comunei Rogia Montana, precum si o zona protejata, care sa
cuprinda cladirile cu valoare de patrimoniu. PUG a fost prezentat publicului si a fost subiectul
unor dezbateri publice, timp Tn care toti cei interesati au putut sa-si exprime opiniile legate de
directiile de dezvoltare ale comunei. Dupa parcurgerea etapei de participare a publicului, Planul
de Urbanism General a obtinut toate avizele necesare de la: ministerele de resort, Consiliul
Judetean Alba, Comisia de Urbanism, Agentia de Protectie a Mediului Alba, avizul detinatorilor
de retele si avizul final al Consiliului Local 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 localititi, 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 Campeni, 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 reglementarile
urbanistice aplicabile, nu este necesara includerea acestuia intr-un nou plan de urbanism sau
modificarea celui existent.

Conform prevederilor Legii 5/2000 privind aprobarea Planului de amenajare a teritoriului national
- Sectiunea a lll-a - zone protejate (“Legea 5/2000”), (art. 5, paragrafele 2-3), autoritatile
administratiei publice locale, cu sprijinul autoritatilor publice centrale cu atributii in domeniu
aveau obligatia de a delimita, in baza unor studii de specialitate, in termen de 12 luni de la data
intrarii Tn vigoare a Legii 5/ 2000, zonele de protectie a valorilor de patrimoniu cultural, prevazute
in Anexa nr. lll a respectivului act normativ. In vederea instituirii zonelor protejate autoritatile
administratiei publice locale trebuie sa intocmeasca documentatile de urbanism si
regulamentele aferente, elaborate si aprobate potrivit legii, care trebuie sa cuprinda masurile
necesare de protectie si conservare a valorilor de patrimoniu cultural national din zona.

14



Totodata, Legea 350/2001 privind amenajarea teritoriului si urbanismul, prevede dreptul
persoanelor fizice sau juridice interesate in amenajarea teritoriului, de a initia redactarea
planurilor de urbanism.

In baza acestor prevederi legale, RMGC a initiat din anul 2001 procesul de elaborare a acestor
documentatii de urbanism specifice — Planul de Urbanism General gi 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 (MCC) 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.

In ceea ce priveste valorile de patrimoniu situate in cuprinsul viitoarei zone de dezvoltare
industriala (este vorba de 6 imobile monument istoric), acestea sunt tratate in Planul de
Urbanism Zonal Industrial elaborat de catre S.C. Proiect Alba S.A. In reglementérile acestui
document vor fi cuprinde masurile de protejare a acestor monumente.

In concluzie, studiile de urbanism si studiile de specialitate pentru delimitarea zonelor protejate
in teritoriul in care intentionam sa dezvoltam acest proiect, sunt in curs de aprobare in
conformitate cu prevederile legale de catre institutiile si comisiile cu atributii in aceasta zona de
interes. Trebuie precizat ca nici una dintre casele monument istoric din cuprinsul proiectului
propus de catre RMGC nu va fi afectatd in mod negativ, ci toate cele 41 de case monument
istoric vor fi cuprinse intr-un complex program de restaurare (vezi Planul de Management).
Acest program este absolut obligatoriu, daca dorim ca aceste case, indiferent ca se va pune in
practica proiectul minier sau nu, sa nu dispara in totalitate datorita starii inaintate de degradare
in care se afla.

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 Rogia Montana are o durata 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.

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 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.

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 Tn cadrul acestui proces de autorizare.

in ceea ce priveste iazul de decantare, Hotdrarea de Guvern nr. 351/2005 la care faceti referire
aproba Programul de eliminare trepata a evacuarilor, emisiilor si pierderilor de substante prioritar
periculoase, nu stablieste criteriile de construire si/sau operare a iazurilor de decantare. Cu toate
acestea, va informam asupra faptului ca, RMGC a depus toate diligentele necesare pentru
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respectarea prevederilor legale imperative si in ceea ce priveste eliminarea treptata a
evacuarilor, emisiilor si pierderilor de substante prioritar periculoase.

Desfagurarea activitatii de depozitare a deseurilor (municipale) este reglementata prin Hotararea
de Guvern nr. 349/2005, publicata in Monitorul Oficial Partea | nr. 394 din 10/05/2005, act
normativ prin care se transpun in legislatia interna prevederile Directivei 1999/31/CE privind
depozitarea deseurilor, publicata in Jurnalul Oficial al Comunitatii Europene nr. 182/1 din data
de 16.07.1999.

Actualmente, la nivelul Uniunii Europene desfasurarea activitatii de depozitare a deseurilor care
provin din industria extractiva este reglementata in mod distinct prin Directiva nr. 2006/21/CE
("Directiva nr. 2006/21/CE”), publicata in Jurnalul Oficial al Comunitatii Europene nr. L 102 din
data de 11.04.2006.

RMGC a redactat raportul la proiectul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului cu respectarea
cerintelor si conditiilor obligatorii prevazute in cuprinsul Directivei nr. 2006/21/CE. Va informam
asupra faptului ca, independent de momentul la care Directiva nr. 2006/21/CE va fi transpusa in
legislatia internd, RMGC va respecta orice cerinta legala obligatorie pentru activitatea miniera
desfasurata in privinta depozitarii deseurilor.

Conform prevederilor legislatiei de mediu in vigoare OUG 195/2005 modificata art.11 aliniatul (4)
Acordul de mediu se emite in paralel cu celelalte acte de reglementare emise de autoritatile
competente, potrivit legii. Avizul de gospodarire a apelor se obtine in urma derularii unei
proceduri paralele. Procedura de obtinere a avizului de gospodarire a apelor a fost demarata de
curand.

HG 349/2004 privind depozitarea deseurilor nu este aplicabila in cazul constructiei iazului de
decantare al sterilelor de procesare care fiind o constructie inclusa in categoria lucrarilor
hidrotehnice trebuie sa se conformeze OUG 244/2000 modificata privind siguranta barajelor gi
noii Directive 2006/21/EC privind managementul deseurilor din industria extractiva. Detaliile
legate de caracteristicile hidrogeologice si geotehnice a vaii Corna au fost descrise in Studiul
privind conditiile initiale Hidrogeologice transmis odata cu Raportul EIM autoritatilor de
reglementare in mai 2006, raport care poate fi consultat online si pe urmatoarele pagini de
internet: www.rmgc.ro; www.mmediu.ro.

RMGC — nu statul roman — va plati toate datoriile aferente proiectului Rosia Montana. Costurile
actuale de inchidere a proiectului Rosia Montana se ridica la 76 milioane USD, calculate pe
baza functionarii minei timp de 16 ani. Conform Legii minelor din Romania si a Directivei UE
privind deseurile miniere se va institui o garantie financiara pentru refacerea mediului (GFRM)
inainte de crearea oricarei datorii. GFRM este reglementata de Legea Minelor (nr. 85/2003) si
de Instructiunile si Normele de aplicare a Legii Minelor emise de Agentia Nationala pentru
Resurse Minerale (nr. 1208/2003). Exista, de asemenea, doua directive ale Uniunii Europene
care au efect asupra GFRM: Directiva privind deseurile miniere (,DSM”) si Directiva privind
raspunderea de mediu (,DRM”).

Directiva privind deseurile miniere are scopul de a asigura ca exista acoperire pentru 1) toate
obligatiile ce deriva din autorizatia acordata pentru eliminarea desgeurilor 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 Rogsia
Montana.
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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.

Conform legislatiei din Romania, exista doua GFRM separate si diferite.

Prima garantie, care se actualizeaza anual, se axeaza pe acoperirea costurilor preconizate
pentru refacerea ecologica aferente functionarii obiectivului minier in anul urmator. Aceste
costuri sunt de minim 1,5% pe an din costurile totale, reflectand lucrarile angajate anual.

Cea de a doua garantie, de asemenea actualizata anual, stabileste costurile preconizate pentru
eventuala inchidere a exploatarii miniere Rosia Montana. Valoarea din GFRM destinata
acoperirii costului de refacere finala a mediului se determina ca o cota anuala din valoarea
lucrarilor de refacere a mediului prevazute in programul de monitorizare pentru elementele de
mediu post-inchidere. Acest program face parte din Programul tehnic pentru inchiderea minei,
un document ce trebuie aprobat de Agentia Nationald pentru Resurse Minerale ("ANRM?).

Fiecare GFRM va respecta regulile detaliate elaborate de Banca Mondiala si Consiliul
International pentru Minerit si Metale.

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 obignuitd 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;
e Modificari ale cadrului legislativ din Romania inclusiv punerea in aplicare a directivelor
U.E;
e Tehnologii noi care imbunatatesc metodele si practicile de refacere ecologica;
¢ Modificari ale pretul 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.

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:
e Depozite in numerar;
Fonduri fiduciare;
Scrisori de credit;
Garantii;
Polite de asigurare.

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

In leg&tura cu problematica indicatd de dumneavoastra, respectiv asigurarea proiectelor miniere,
mentionam faptul ca, Directiva nr. 2004/35/CE privind raspunderea pentru poluarea mediului gi
prevenirea si remedierea daunelor aduse mediului, publicatéd in Jurnalul Oficial al Comunitatii
Europene nr. L143/56 ("Directiva nr. 35/2004”) stabileste cadrul general de reglementare in
domeniul raspunderii pentru poluarea mediului Tnconjurator.

Potrivit prevederilor art. 1 din Directiva nr. 35/2004 "scopul prezentei directive este de a stabili
un cadru general in domeniul raspunderii pentru mediului inconjurator pe baza principiului
poluatorul plateste, de a preveni si remedia pagubele cauzate mediului inconjurétor”.
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Directiva nr. 35/2004 statueaza la nivel de principiu in cuprinsul dispozitiilor art. 14 (1) faptul ca
"Statele membre vor lua toate méasurile necesare pentru dezvoltarea pietelor si instrumentelor
financiare de garantare prin intermediul operatorilor economici gi financiari, inclusiv mecanisme
financiare in cazul insolventei, in scopul de a asigura operatorilor garantiile financiare necesare
pentru obligatiile asumate prin directiva”.

Mai mult, conform prevederilor art. 19 (1) Directiva nr. 35/2004, Statele Membre vor implementa
in legislatia interna dispozitiile Directivei pana la data de 30.04.2007. Precizam faptul c&, pana la
acest moment, Directiva nr. 35/2004 nu a fost transpusa in legislatia noastra. Avand in vedere
aspectele mentionate anterior, va rugam sa observati faptul ca, la acest moment nu exista
reglementari interne_cu caracter normativ care sa stabileasca aspectele de ordin material si
procedural privind constituirea unei astfel de garantii.

Cu toate acestea, in masura in care vor exista dispozitii legale specifice in privinta constituirii
unor garantii, RMGC va lua toate masurile necesare pentru indeplinirea obligatiilor legale care fi
incumba.

De asemenea, va rugam sa aveti in vedere ca, S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A.
("RMGC”) se angajeaza sa mentina cele mai ridicate standarde de sanatatea muncii i 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.

in acest sens, specificdm faptul cd, RMGC a retinut unul din principalii brokeri de asigurari pe
plan mondial care este stabilit de mult in Romania si are o traditie lunga si respectata de stabilire
a evaluarilor riscurilor in operatile de exploatare miniera. Brokerul va folosi cei mai adecvati
ingineri specializati Tn breakdown pe echipamente si proprietati pentru a efectua analiza riscului
si 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, pentru toate etapele proiectului de la constructie pana la operatiunile
de exploatare si inchidere.

Atragem atentia asupra faptului ca, actul normativ la care faceti referire, respectiv HG nr.
95/2000 reglementeaza modificarea art. 9 (3) din Hotararea Guvernului nr. 3/2000 pentru
infiintarea, organizarea si functionarea Consiliului de Coordonare Economico-Financiara, nu
controlul activitatilor in care sunt implicate substante periculoase.

Potrivit prevederilor art. 6 (1) din Hotararea de Guvern nr. 95/2003 privind controlul activitatilor
care prezinta pericole de accidente majore in care sunt implicate substante periculoase (“HG nr.
95/2003”) “pentru indeplinirea prevederilor art. 5 titularul activitdtii va prezenta o data cu
documentatiile legale pentru obtinerea acordului de mediu, autorizatiei de mediu si/sau a
avizului de protectie civila, dupéa caz, transmise autoritatilor publice teritoriale pentru protectia
mediului, respectiv autoritatilor teritoriale pentru protectie civila, o notificare”.

Va rugam sa aveti in vedere faptul ca, RMGC a respectat dispozitiile legale incidente in acest
sens gi a depus autoritatii publice de protectia mediului o astfel de notificare. in plus, in
considerarea prevederilor art. 8 (1) din HG nr. 95/2003 (“titularul activitatii in care sunt prezente
Substante periculoase in cantitati egale sau mai mari decéat cantitatile prevéazute in anexa nr. 2,
tabelele 1 si 3, coloana 3, este obligat s& elaboreze gi sa transmité autoritatii publice teritoriale
pentru protectia mediului si autoritatii teritoriale pentru protectie civild un raport de securitate in
exploatare pentru prevenirea riscurilor de accidente majore”), RMGC a depus odata cu raportul
de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului si raportul de securitate, care poate fi consultat pe site-
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ul  Ministerului Mediului la adresa: http://www.mmediu.ro/dep mediu/rosia _montana
securitate.htm.

in acest context, intrucat RMGC a respectat obligatia de a depune atat notificarea solicitata in
conformitate cu prevederile art. 6 (1) din HG nr. 95/2003, cat si raportul de securitate, precizam
faptul ca, aplicarea unei sanctiuni de natura celei indicate de dumneavoastra nu se justifica.

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

Raportul a luat in considerare, de asemenea, activitati alternative — inclusiv agricultura, pasunat,
procesarea carnii, turism, silvicultura si produse forestiere, industria artizanala, colectarea de
elemente de flora/fauna pentru uz farmaceutic — si a ajuns la concluzia ca niciuna dintre activitati
nu poate oferi aceleasi avantaje economice, culturale i in privinta mediului ca cele oferite de
Proiectul Rosia Montana.

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

In ceea ce priveste impactul asupra caselor monument istoric, trebuie precizat faptul c& 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 gi a
sigurantei constructiilor. Acest studiu propune masurile de urgenta 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 pusgcarilor 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-II-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
viitoarei zone de dezvoltare industriala. Nici unul dintre aceste monumente istorice nu va fi
afectat de implementarea proiectului minier.

in momentul de fatd compania RMGC detine 14 cladiri cu statut de monument istoric. Acestea
au fost achizitionate urmand 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 gi Planul de Urbanism Zonal.
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Ele au fost elaborate de firme romanesti 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 Tn 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 Tn cuprinsul
Zonei Protejate Centru Istoric Rogia 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 cuprindd 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 Monulesti — galeria in care au fost descoperite cele mai multe tablite cerate. Nu
este nsa 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 gi
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.

Conform Legii 5/2000 privind aprobarea Planului de amenajare a teritoriului national — Sectiunea
a lll-a zone protejate (,Legea 5/2000”), art. 10. - (1), Legii 422/2001 Art. 59, completata prin
Legea 259/2006, pana la instituirea prin studii de specialitate a zonei de protectie a fiecarui
monument istoric, se considera zona de protectie suprafata delimitatd cu o razéd de 100 m in
localitati urbane, 200 m in localitati rurale si 500 m in afara localitatilor, masurata de la limita
exterioara, de jur-imprejurul monumentului istoric.

Conform prevederilor Legii 5/2000 (art. 5, paragrafele 2-3), autoritatile administratiei publice
locale, cu sprijinul autoritatilor publice centrale cu atributii in domeniu, aveau obligatia de a
delimita, in baza unor studii de specialitate, in termen de 12 luni de la data intrarii in vigoare a
Legii 5/2000, zonele de protectie a valorilor de patrimoniu cultural, prevazute in anexa nr. Ill a
respectivului act normativ. In vederea instituirii zonelor protejate, autoritatile administratiei
publice locale trebuie sa intocmeasca documentatiile de urbanism si regulamentele aferente,
elaborate si aprobate potrivit legii, care trebuie sa cuprindd masurile necesare de protectie si
conservare a valorilor de patrimoniu cultural national din zona. Prin urmare, pana la instituirea
prin studii de specialitate a zonelor de protectie a monumentelor istorice, in cazul de fata,
cladirile - monument istoric de la Rogsia Montana beneficiaza de limita de protectie de 200 metri.
In mod practic, prin elaborarea Planului de Urbanism Zonal pentru Zonal Protejata Centrul Istoric
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Rosia Montana si a Planului de Urbanism Zonal pentru Zona Industriala Rosia Montana vor fi
prevazute limitele de protectie necesare specifice acestor monumente istorice de la Rosia
Montana.

In baza prevederilor legale, RMGC a initiat din anul 2001 — prin contractarea de firme autorizate
— procesul de elaborare a acestor documentatii de urbanism specifice — Planul de Urbanism
General si Planurile de Urbanism Zonale. Ele au fost elaborate de firme roménesti 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 Tn 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 Centrului Istoric Rosia Montana. Acest document este in curs de
elaborare.

Masuri specifice privind monumentele istorice si siturile arheologice din cuprinsul zonei de
dezvoltare industriala sunt descrise in Raportul la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra
mediului (vol. 32-33), respectiv Plan M — Plan de Management al Patrimoniului Cultural, partea |
— Plan de Management pentru patrimoniul arheologic din zona Rosia Montana, p. 75-76 si
partea ll-a — Plan de Management pentru monumente istorice si zonele protejate din Rosia
Montana, p. 74-91 si, de asemenea, vor exista o serie de prevederi de specialitate determinate
de reglementarile cuprinse in Planul de Urbanism Zonal pentru zona de dezvoltare industriala
Rosia Montana (documentatie de specialitate care urmeaza in prezent procedura de autorizare
reglementata de evaluarea strategica de mediu (SEA) pentru planuri si programe).

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 i comisiile cu atributii in aceastad 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 protejata a Rogiei Montane va avea o suprafatd 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 $i o importantd componenta subterana localizata
in jurul galeriei Catdlina Monulesti. In aceastd parte a localitati compania va urmari s&
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 aceastd zona se
poate dezvolta un turismul modern, de agrement.

Astfel, credem ca RMGC si-a indeplinit pana in prezent obligatiile legale care fi revin ca
proprietar de cladiri monument istoric. Prin insusirea si asumarea datelor si concluziilor din
Planul de management pentru monumentele istorice si zonele protejate din Rosia Montana din
cadrul Raportului la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra mediului, RMGC isi propune sa
continue aceasta abordare responsabila si sa asigure fondurile necesare pentru restaurarea si
conservarea cladirilor monument istoric si a centrului istoric din Rosia Montana. Toate
interventiile asupra acestor cladiri se vor face in conformitate cu prevederile legale in vigoare gi
pornind de la concluziile enuntate in studiul de specialitate efectuat de catre Universitatea
Tehnica de Constructii Bucuresti - Centrul National de Inginerie Seismica si Vibratii in perioada
2005-2006 asupra cladirilor de patrimoniu din Rosia Montana.
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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 localitati Rogia Montana, respectiv doua biserici si 39 de
case (cod L.M.l. 2004: AB-lI-s-B-00269, si apoi de la de la AB-II-m-B-00271 la AB-II-m-B-
00311).

in momentul de fatd compania RMGC detine 14 cladiri cu statut de monument istoric. Acestea
au fost achizitionate urmand procedurile legale prevazute de catre Legea 422/2001 privind
protejarea monumentelor istorice, modificata, 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.

Ca activitati specifice in domeniul conservarii monumentelor istorice derulate pana in prezent
pot fi amintite:

— proiectarea si realizarea esafodajul ridicat la poarta casei M., nr. 372 pentru a stopa
migcarea de inclinare inspre in fata a acesteia (Aviz);

— transformarea casei M.I. nr. 392 in spatiu de birouri, cu schimbarea functiunii initiale de
spatiu de locuit (Aviz);

— obtinerea Autorizatiei de Construire pentru casa nr. 325 conform Legii 422/2001, desi
aceasta nu este M.1., dar este situata in frontul central al pietei din Centrul Istoric Rosia
Montana (Aviz). Acest imobil va fi restaurat conform normelor legale a Ministerului
Culturii si Cultelor si va avea destinatia de Centru de informare si spatiu expozitional;

— n momentul de fata pentru 11 cladiri monument istoric din zona Piata Rosia Montana,
sunt Tn faza finala de redactare proiectele specializate de restaurare; care vor intra in
faza de executie in cursul anului 2007

— realizarea unei constructii de lemn pentru protejarea si conservarea primara a incintei
funerare romane de la Taul Gauri.

Pe de alta parte trebuie amintitéd zona protejata a Rosiei Montane. Aceasta va avea o suprafata
de peste 130 ha si va cuprinde 35 de monumente istorice si alte valori de arhitectura din cadrul
acestei localitati (restaurate si puse in valoare), aici urmand a fi organizat un modern 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 C&talina Monulesti. in
aceasta 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 aceastd zona se poate dezvolta un turism modern, de
agrement.

Trebuie precizat ca niciuna dintre casele monument istoric din cuprinsul proiectului propus de
catre RMGC nu va fi afectata in mod negativ, respectiv toate cele 41 de cladiri monument istoric
vor fi incluse intr-un amplu program de reabilitare si restaurare (vezi Studiul de Impact 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 practicd sau nu a proiectului minier - sa nu dispara in totalitate, datorita starii
avansate de degradare in care se afla in prezent.

Compania doreste sa protejeze si sa promoveze toate aceste lucruri, iar pentru indeplinirea
acestui deziderat, 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., dar
si reabilitarea si restaurarea propriu-zisa a monumentelor istorice din cuprinsul acesteia).

Asa cum s-a afirmat - in mod public - in cadrul Raportului Studiului de Impact asupra Mediului,

odata aprobata inceperea Proiectului Minier Rosia Montana, toate cladirile cu statut de
monument istoric din Rogia Montana, proprietate a RMGC, vor intra intr-un program complex de
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restaurare si conservare. Daca vor exista imobile monument istoric ce vor raméane proprietate a
diferitelor institutii sau persoane fizice, cu acordul acestora RMGC va contribui integral la
restaurarea si a acestor imobile, in acord cu normele de specialitate emise de Ministerul Culturii
si Cultelor. Fondurile pe care compania urmeaza sa le puna la dispozitie in anii urmatori — in
contextul implementarii proiectului sau — pentru lucrari de conservare, restaurare si intretinere in
Zona Protejata Centru Istoric Rosia Montana, cat si pentru cladirile monument istoric situate in
afara acesteia se ridica la un total de 3.385.000 dolari SUA (USD).

Conform legii 422/2001, art. 38 - completata prin legea 259/2006 - obligatiile proprietarilor de
imobile monument istoric sunt in primul rand acelea legate de intretinerea monumentelor istorice
si nu de restaurarea acestora. Pentru a cunoaste in totalitate aceste obligatii, care au fost pe
deplin asumate de catre RMGC, va rugam sa consultati brogura anexata.

Astfel, RMGC pana in prezent si-a indeplinit obligatiile legale care ii revin ca proprietar de cladiri
monument istoric. Prin Tnsusirea si asumarea datelor si concluziilor din Planul de management
pentru monumentele istorice si zonele protejate din Rogia Montand din cadrul Studiului de
impact asupra mediului RMGC fisi propune sa continue aceasta abordare responsabila si sa
asigure fondurile necesare pentru restaurarea si conservarea cladirilor monument istoric si a
centrului istoric din Rosia Montana. Toate interventiile asupra acestor cladiri se vor face in
conformitate cu prevederile legale in vigoare si pornind de la concluziile enuntate in studiul de
specialitate efectuat de catre Universitatea Tehnica de Constructii Bucuresti - Centrul National
de Inginerie Seismica si Vibratii in perioada 2005-2006 asupra cladirilor de patrimoniu din Rosia
Montana.

Pentru mai multe detalii legate de aceste studii si simulari efectuate de catre Universitatea
Tehnica si IMPROMIN pe tema masurilor specifice de atenuare a impactului puscarilor asupra
cladirilor monument istoric va rugam sa consultati brogura anexata.

In ceea ce priveste exproprierile, pentru a plasa discutia intr-un context mai larg, trebuie sa
mentionam ca lucrarile necesare in faza de constructie si de exploatare a Proiectului necesita
achizitionarea de terenuri in patru din cele 16 sate din comuna Rosia Montana. Prin urmare,
regimul proprietatii, In cea mai mare parte a comunei, va ramane neschimbat.

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

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

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

Cu privire la aceasta ultima situatie, unele proprietati sunt situate in zone care nu sunt necesare
in faza de constructie si in etapa initiald de exploatare. Prin urmare, pentru perioada imediat
urmatoare, nu exista motiv ca acesti proprietari sa constituie impedimente in calea dezvoltarii
proiectului minier, ei fiind liberi sa traiasca asa cum doresc.
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In privinta numarului si mai mic de case situate in zonele destinate lucrérilor de constructie si de
exploatare initiala, compania va cauta solutii pentru modificarea planului de dezvoltare a minei,
astfel incat casele si terenurile celor care doresc sa-si pastreze proprietatile sa nu fie afectate.

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

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

In concluzie, exproprierea, in schimbul unei compensatii corecte, oferite anticipat, realizata in
conformitate cu prevederile legale si constitutionale, reprezinta una din modalitatile de dobandire
a dreptului de folosintda asupra terenurilor necesare dezvoltarii unui proiect minier, fiind
prevazuta in mod expres de art. 6 din Legea Minelor nr. 85/2003 si de art. 6 din Legea nr.
33/1994.

Banca Mondiala a finantat in ultimii 10 ani peste 500 de proiecte care au necesitat planuri de
stramutare a populatiei, unele dintre ele la o scara mult mai larga decét cele propuse in cadrul
proiectului Rogsia Montana. Nu este neobisnuit ca proiectele de mari dimensiuni sa genereze
astfel de stramutari de populatie, iar acestea, daca sunt realizate in conformitate cu prevederile
legale, nu reprezinta in sine incalcari ale drepturilor omului. De regula, trebuie sa existe o
hotarare definitiva, data de un tribunal competent, pentru ca o anumitd actiune sa poata fi
considerata o incalcare a drepturilor omului.

Fiind preocupata de respectarea drepturilor omului si a locuitorilor din Rosia Montana, compania
a elaborat un plan de actiune pentru stramutare si relocare, bazat pe vanzarea liber consimtita a
proprietatii, Tn conformitate cu standardele Bancii Mondiale. De-a lungul procesului de
implementare a acestui plan, etapa consultarilor publice si a prezentarii proiectului a constituit
cel mai important instrument in identificarea celor mai bune solutii $i cai de urmat.

Planurile de urbanism pregatite pentru Zona Industrialda nu au legatura cu stramutarea
populatiei. Aceste planuri au identificat mai multe imperfectiuni si propun remedierea situatiilor
respectiv, zone guvernate de interdictii pentru tipuri specifice de activitati si zone care permit
activitati specifice.

Planul de Urbanism General al comunei Rosia Montana (PUG) aprobat in anul 2002 modifica
PUG aprobat in anul 2000 prin incorporarea zonei protejate, care cuprinde cladirile cu valoare
de patrimoniu. Prin aceasta modificare, marimea zonei industriale pe care se va realiza proiectul
minier propus de S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. (RMGC) a ramas aceeasi si nu
depaseste 25% din teritoriul comunei Rosia Montana, iar interdictile de construire a unor
obiective, altele decat cele cu functiuni industriale, sunt aplicate doar in aceasta parte. Aceste
interdictii pentru zona industriala existau si in PUG din anul 2000, in consecinta modificarile
actuale nu sunt legate de proiectul minier propus.
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Restul de 75% din teritoriul comunei Rosia Montana nu face obiectul nici unei interdictii generate
de proiectul minier.

Totodata, va rugam sa observati ca exista dispozitii legale imperative care restrictioneaza

dezvoltarea altor proiecte decat cele destinate exploatarii si prelucrarii resurselor naturale in

zonele in care acestea sunt identificate. In acest sens, mentiondm urmatoarele prevederi legale:

(i) art. 41(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 desfagurarii
activitatilor miniere concesionate”;

(i) art. 6(1) din Hotararea de Guvern nr. 525/1996 pentru aprobarea Regulamentului General
de Urbanism (,HG nr. 525/1996") "autorizarea executarii constructiilor definitive, altele
decat cele industriale, necesare exploatérii si prelucrarii resurselor in zone delimitate
conform legii, care contin resurse identificate ale subsolului, este interzisa”,

(iii) art. 4.4. din Regulamentul Local de Urbanism al comunei Rosia Montana aferent Planului
de Urbanism General din 2002, "autorizarea executarii constructiilor definitive, altele decét
cele industriale, necesare exploatarii si prelucrérii resurselor in zonele delimitate conform
legii, care contin resurse identificate ale subsolului, este interzisa”.

in consecinta, va rugdm sa aveti in vedere faptul c&, prevederile legale anterior mentionate au
caracter imperativ si sunt aplicabile oricarui proiect similar, dezvoltat de entitati de drept public
si/ sau privat.

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
este modificata in prezent datorita fazei de detaliu la care a ajuns proiectul Rosia Montana (vezi
Anexa 3.1, modificari. micsorarea amprentelor carierelor, reproiectarea unor drumuri
tehnologice, cresterea suprafetei zonei protejate, toate acestea fiind rezultatul procesului de
evaluare a impactului asupra mediului si a masurilor de prevenire, minimizare si eliminare a
impactului potential, rezultate din procesul de evaluare).

Limitele zonei industriale au fost stabilite in baza unei analize stiintifice, care a stat la baza
delimitarii zonelor de protectie. Regulamentul de urbanism al Planului de Urbanism Zonal va
stabili in detaliu viitoarele functionalitati pentru diferite zone, interdictia de construire sau de
dezvoltare a altor activitati fiind mentinutd doar pe amprenta obiectivelor propuse.

Asa cum o demonstreaza experienta altor proiecte similare astfel de activitati industriale pot
coabita si chiar stimula dezvoltarea altor activitati conexe.

Stramutarea ramasitelor pamantesti si reinhumarea acestora are loc in urma discutiilor cu
comunitatea si cu autoritatile bisericesti si in concordantd cu ritualurile religioase si cu
prevederile legale aplicabile.

In ceea ce priveste actele normative aplicabile, acestea sunt:

(i) Legea nr. 489/2006 privind libertatea religioasa si regimul general al cultelor,
publicata in Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei, Partea I, nr. 11/08.01.2007;

(i) Legea nr. 98/1994 privind stabilirea gi sanctionarea contraventiilor la normele legale
de igiena si sanatate publica, publicata in Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei, Partea |, nr.
317/16.11.1994, cu modificarile si completarile ulterioare (“Legea nr. 98/1884”);

(iii) Normele de igiena si recomandari privind mediul de viata al populatiei, aprobate prin
Ordinul nr. 1028/2004, publicat in Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei, Partea |, nr.
140/03.07.1997, cu modificarile si completarile ulterioare (“Normele de igiena”);

(iv) HG nr. 955/2004 pentru aprobarea Regulamentului-cadru de organizare si
functionare a serviciilor publice de administrare a domeniului public si privat de
interes local, publicata in Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei, Partea I, nr. 660/22.07.2004;

(v) Ordinul nr. 261/1982 pentru aprobarea Regulamentului-tip privind administrarea
cimitirelor si crematoriilor localitatilor, publicat in Buletinul Oficial nr. 67/11.03.1983;
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(vi) Regulamentul pentru administrarea averilor bisericesti, aprobat prin Decizia
Ministrului Cultelor nr. 32-234/29.09.1950;

(vii)  Regulamentul pentru organizarea si functionarea cimitirelor parohiale si manastiresti
din cuprinsul eparhiilor Bisericii Ortodoxe Romane, aprobat prin Decizia
Departamentului Cultelor nr. 16.285/31.12.1981.

in privinta termenului legal privind desfiintarea si schimbarea destinatiei unui cimitir, art. 154 din
Normele de igiena prevede: ,Desfiintarea si schimbarea destinatiei unui cimitir se fac numai
dupd@ 30 de ani de la ultima inhumare si dupa strémutarea tuturor osemintelor. Desfiintarea
cimitirelor inainte de acest termen se face numai cu avizul inspectoratului de politie sanitara si
mediciné preventiva judetean.”

Asadar, desfiintarea unui cimitir inainte de expirarea termenului de 30 de ani este posibila, fiind
permisa de lege in urma obtinerii avizului inspectoratului de politie sanitara gi medicina
preventiva. Numai in situatia in care schimbarea destinatiei terenului pe care se afla cimitirul se
face cu incalcarea dispozitiilor legale, respectiv in lipsa acestui aviz, devin aplicabile sanctiunile
contraventionale prevazute de art. 11 lit. j) din Legea nr. 98/1994.

Compania este constienta de faptul ca aceasta este o problema sensibila pentru comunitate.
Legislatia romaneasca stabileste metodele acceptate privind exhumarea ramasitelor si
reinhumarea acestora [1], compania obligdndu-se s& le respecte intocmai. In ceea ce priveste
numarul mormintelor, numai 410 din cele 1905 existente in Rosia Montana vor fi afectate de
proiectul minier, deoarece compania si-a proiectat activitatea de exploatare miniera in asa fel
incat sa nu se modifice amplasamentul cimitirelor existente, in masura in care acest lucru este
posibil. Mormintele vor fi stramutate tindndu-se cont de dorintele famililor si pe cheltuiala
companiei RMGC. Mormintele abandonate vor fi stramutate, cu tot respectul si consideratia din
partea companiei, in noul cimitir din Piatra Alba

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 si alte autoritati publice...
au obligatia de a pdastra confidentialitatea asupra datelor si informatiilor [...] de care iau
cunostinta in executarea atributiilor de serviciu, pe toaté durata activitatilor miniere, in conditiile
prevéazute 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
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, ,incélcarea normelor privind
protectia informatiilor clasificate atrage rdspunderea disciplinara, contraventionald, civila sau
penala, dupéa caz’.

In concluzie, obligatia pastrarii confidentialitatii revine atat autoritatii 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 Rogia 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.
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in acest sens, Agentia Nationala pentru Resurse Minerale are competenta legala sa negocieze
si sa stabileasca clauzele si 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, impreun& cu ceilalfi concedenti ai domeniului public al statului, dupé
caz, clauzele si conditiile acordurilor petroliere, ale licentelor si permiselor miniere, incheie astfel
de acorduri, licente si permise i reglementeaza derularea operatiunilor petroliere si a activitétilor
miniere prin norme, regulamente gi instructiuni tehnice emise in aplicarea actelor normative in
vigoare”.

Comuna Rosia Montana este formata din 16 sate. in prezent, Zona Industriala Rosia Montana,
ocupa doar 25% din acest teritoriu, astfel incat doar 4 sate sunt afectate de activitatile miniere
propuse prin proiectul initiat de S.C. Rogia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. (RMGC). Cum si in
trecut s-au desfasurat numai activitati cu specific minier, in acest areal nu au existat ferme sau
alte tipuri de activitati in afara celor cu functiuni industriale.

Mai mult, prin planurile de management realizate in procesul de evaluare a impactului asupra
mediului, initierea activitatilor turistice sau diversificarea i dezvoltarea serviciilor in zona
proiectului si in zonele invecinate sunt incurajate si imperios necesare pentru bunul mers al
proiectului. Acest fapt poate fi ilustrat prin parteneriatele initiate si dezvoltate de catre companie
(vezi Anexa 4), dintre care am dori sa mentionam: Microbanca pentru finantarea micilor afaceri,
programele de instruire gi imbunatatire a abilitatilor locuitorilor din Rogia Montana si comunitatile
invecinate si programul de dezvoltare si consiliere a tineretului prin Centrul de resurse CERT
Apuseni, deschis la Abrud.

Pentru o imagine de ansamblu mai clara in ceea ce priveste programul Sapard, dorim sa va
facem cunoscute informatiile pe care le detinem in acest moment. Programul Sapard a facut
parte din pachetul de finantare oferit de catre Uniunea Europeana tarilor in curs de aderare. in
zona Rosia Montana, entitatile eligibile pentru a obtine finantare Sapard, nu au fost impiedicate
de dezvoltarea proiectului minier, propus de RMGC, sa acceseze fonduri Sapard pe una din
masurile programului ce au fost accesibile pana in anul 2006. Pentru reabilitarea drumurilor
entitatea eligibila era administratia locala (Consiliul Judetean Alba si Consiliul Local Rosia
Montana). Entitatile eligibile pentru celelalte masuri ale programului Sapard, cum ar fi turism sau
diversificarea serviciilor in mediul rural sau alte masuri pentru care organizatori sau membrii ai
comunitatii Rogia Montana ar fi fost eligibili, nu au fost impiedicate de asemenea de dezvoltarea
Proiectului Rosia Montana. Orice entitate eligibila conform criteriilor Sapard ar fi putut accesa
aceste fonduri, de exemplu, pentru dezvoltarea unei pensiuni si diversificarea serviciilor in zona
protejatad sau Tn afara perimetrului industrial. Din cunostintele noastre acest fapt nu s-a intdmplat
si, ne rezervam dreptul de a sustine cu seriozitate ca, nu poate fi asociat sub nici o forma cu
dezvoltarea proiectului Rogia Montana.

Consultarile populatiei s-au efectuat in mai multe moduri:

1. Documentatiile PUZ au fost expuse la sediul primariilor din Rosia Montana, Bucium,
Campeni si Abrud si au fost deschise registre pentru comentariile populatiei. De
asemenea aceste documentatii au fost expuse si la centrele de informare ale companiei
din Rosia Montana si Abrud si au fost postate pe site-ul RMGC si site-ul APM Alba.

2. Dezbateri publice au fost organizate in localitatile Rosia Montana, Bucium, Campeni si
Abrud si reprezentantii desemnati de primarii au intocmit procese verbale cu comentariile
populatiei.

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, autoritétile
competente pentru protectia mediului iau in considerare propunerile/observatiile formulate de
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public si ii solicita titularului de proiect completarea raportului la studiului de evaluare a
impactului asupra mediului, cu o anexa care s& 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.

Cu toate acestea, tinand cont de faptul cd@ RMGC si-a exprimat disponibilitatea de a discuta
orice probleme relevante cu privire la proiectul propus, va rugadm sa acordati atentie
urmatoarelor aspecte:

Nici unul dintre reprezentantii sau angajati RMGC nu este implicat in aceasta presupusa
ancheta penala, si de aceea RMGC nu poate furniza nici un fel de informatii in aceasta privinta.
in plus, ancheta penala este supusa principiului confidentialitatii si principiului constitutional al
“prezumtiei de nevinovatie”, conform caruia nici o persoana nu este considerata vinovata pana
ce nu este condamnata definitiv de catre justitie. Prin urmare, raspunderea penala a oricarei
persoane care este suspectatd de incalcarea prevederilor legale poate fi angajata numai in
masura in care existenta tuturor elementelor presupusei infractiuni este doveditd dincolo de
orice indoiala in cadrul unui proces incheiat printr-o sentinta definitiva a instantei competente.

Cat priveste estimarea procentajului participarii statului Romén, va rugam sa notati societatea
mixta infiintatd de Gabriel Resources si Regia Autonoma a Cuprului Deva (in prezent CNACAF
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 s& 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.

Din coroborarea prevederilor art. 47 din Legea nr. 215/2001 a administratiei publice locale si ale
art. 70 din Legea nr. 161/2003 privind unele masuri pentru asigurarea transparentei in
exercitarea demnitatilor publice, a functiilor publice si in mediul de afaceri, prevenirea si
sanctionarea coruptiei, pentru a exista un conflict de interese in exercitarea unei functii publice
trebuie sa ne aflam in prezenta unui interes personal direct de natura patrimoniala in problema
supusa dezbaterilor consiliului local.

In ceea ce priveste situatia consilierilor locali in legatura cu care exista suspiciunea ca s-ar afla
in conflict de interese in raport cu problemele supuse dezbaterilor consiliului, avand in vedere
faptul ca sunt angajati ai RMGC (sau au rude/afini angajati ai RMGC), cu titlu general, se cuvin
mentionate urmatoarele:
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)] Avand in vedere ca RMGC detine o licentd de exploatare pentru perimetrul Rogia
Montana, Consiliul Local are obligatia legala (conform Legii Minelor) sa modifice
planurile generale de urbanism pentru a permite realizarea tuturor operatiunilor
necesare desfasurarii activitatilor miniere concesionate. In acest sens, Consiliul Local
a aprobat Planul de Urbanism General si Planul de Urbanism Zonal Noua Rosia
Montana in zona Piatra Alba, iar celelalte hotarari subsecvente nu au facut altceva
decéat sa concretizeze si sa puna in aplicare o obligatie legala a Consiliului Local.
Aceasta obligatie este asadar impusa de lege, nefiind o concretizare a interesului
personal al vreunuia dintre consilieri si neexistand implicatii de natura patrimoniala in
adoptarea unei astfel de hotarari;

(i) Chestiunile supuse dezbaterii consiliului local si hotararile adoptate (asa cum au fost
enumerate in Intrebare) nu sunt de natura a implica un interes personal direct de
natura patrimoniala in legatura cu consilierii vizati, acestea privind intreaga
comunitate;

(iii) Rosiamin SA reprezinta un agent economic cu capital integral de stat, avand sediul
social in comuna Rosia Montana. Raporturi de munca ale unor consilieri locali cu
Rogiamin SA nu au nici un fel de implicatii asupra activitatii RMGC,;

(iv) Dupa incetarea activitatii de productie a Rosiamin SA, care a avut ca rezultat o
crestere a ratei somajului in zona la aproximativ 70%, RMGC este cel mai important
agent economic din zona, personalul sau fiind cu precadere angajat din randul
localnicilor, in concordanta cu angajamentele asumate de RMGC;

(v) Raportul de munca existent intre unul dintre consilieri sau vreuna dintre rudele
acestuia si RMGC nu este de natura sa conduca in mod direct la existenta unui
conflict de interese, intrucat nu exista identitate de interese intre interesul patrimonial
al angajatorului si interesul patrimonial al angajatului. Prevederile legale relevante in
aceasta materie sunt de stricta interpretare si aplicare, astfel ca extinderea prin
analogie a notiunii de interes patrimonial (,folos material personal”), prin esenta
personal si direct, la interesul companiei pentru care lucreaza respectivii consilieri,
este lipsita de fundament juridic;

Proiectul Minier Rosia Montana este un proiect de amploare, a carui implementare implica
intreaga comunitate, asa Tncat invocarea unui interes patrimonial al unui angajat RMGC
echivaleaza cu invocarea unui atare interes in legatura cu oricare membru al comunitatii,
sustinere care este lipsita de logica si de fundament legal.

In conformitate cu prevederilor Ordonantei Guvernului nr. 43/2000 privind protectia patrimoniului
arheologic si declararea unor situri arheologice ca zone de interes national, modificata, un
investitor, are obligatia s& asigure resursele financiare pentru efectuarea cercetarilor de
arheologie preventiva si a unor studii conexe de patrimoniu, in cazul in care intentioneaza
realizarea unui proiect in zone cu potential arheologic Aceasta este o obligatie legala pe care
SC Rosia Montana Gold Corporation SA si-a asumat-o deplin, din anul 2000 si pana in prezent.

Scopul declarat al RMGC este acela de a asigura conditile necesare cercetarii, inregistrarii,
protejarii si valorificarii publice a patrimoniului cultural din zona Rosia Montana, in conformitate
cu prevederile Ordonantei Guvernului nr. 43/2000 privind protectia patrimoniului arheologic si
declararea unor situri arheologice ca zone de interes national, modificata prin Legea 378/2001,
Legea 462/2003, respectiv Legea 258/2006 si in baza prevederilor Legii 422/2001 privind
protejarea monumentelor istorice, modificata prin Legea 259/2006.

Toate cercetarile arheologice cu caracter preventiv desfasurate la Rosia Montana incepand cu
anul 2001 si pana in prezent au fost realizate in cadrul Programului National de Cercetare
“Alburnus Maior”, fiind emise in conformitate cu prevederile legale, autorizatii de sapatura
arheologica preventiva. Cercetarile arheologice sunt coordonate stiintific de catre Muzeul
National de Istorie a Romaniei, la derularea acestora participadnd un numar de 21 de institutii de
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specialitate romanesti si 3 din strainatate, fiind de subliniat aportul esential adus de catre echipa
de arheologie miniera de la Universitatea Toulouse Le Mirail, condusa de catre dr. Beatrice
Cauuet. Studiile de arheologie miniera Tn Romania sunt o premiera Tn acest moment, Rosia
Montana fiind primul sit din tara noastra unde se desfagoara astfel de cercetari de catre o echipa
cu expertiza necesara. 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
Nationald de Arheologie. Cercetarea arheologica s-a desfasurat prin sondarea tuturor zonelor
accesibile si in acelasi timp propice locuirii si altor activitdti umane, tindndu-se cont de
informatiile preliminare furnizate de sursele de arhiva si bibliografice, de observatiile facute in
cursul campaniilor perieghetice, de analizele magnetometrice, de studiile de rezistivitate
electrica si de datele zborurilor fotogrametrice.

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
impact asupra mediului pentru proiectul Rosia Montana, vol. 6 — Studiu de conditii initiale asupra
patrimoniului cultural, Anexa |, p. 219-222. In 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 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 Tn zona Orlea este preconizata 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 Thainte de finalizarea cercetarilor
arheologice, desfasurate in conformitate cu prevederile legislative romanesti si recomandarile si

In contextul acestor cercetari arheologice preliminare din subteran a avut loc o descoperire
importanta Tn 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 identificat 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. Cercetérile arheologice preventive de suprafata
pentru zona Orlea coroborate cu cercetarile de arheologie minierd din sectorul Orlea — Tarina
(subteran), sunt preconizate — agsa cum a fost facut public in Studiul de conditii initiale asupra
patrimoniului cultural, vol. 6, p. 43 - pentru intervalul 2007-2012.

n conformitate cu Lista Monumentelor Istorice publicatd in Monitorul Oficial Nr. 646 bis, din data
de 16.07.2004 in cuprinsul viitoarei zone de dezvoltare industriala din masivul Orlea sunt clasate
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-1-m-A-00065.02).

Conform prevederilor Legii 422/2001, completata de Legea 259/2006, 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. Tn 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 activitatilor
umane curente — Legea 258/2006, art. 5, paragraf (2). Astfel, este adevarat ca RMGC
intentioneaza sa exploateze in faza a doua de dezvoltare a proiectului sau zacamintele auro-
argentifere din zona masivului Orlea. Tot in baza prevederilor Legii 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
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arheologic sau, dupa caz, descarcarea de sarcina arheologica a zonei afectate de lucrari si
aplicarea acestor masuri.”

Prin urmare, aceasta intentie de a dezvolta cariera din masivul Orlea se poate materializa doar
dupa efectuarea unor cercetari arheologice preventive — de suprafata si 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 |, fise de evidenta arheologica a siturilor identificate la Rosia Montana, fisa 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 i 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 desfasurat
de céatre specialisti abilitati. in baza analizei rezultatelor acestor cercetari se va putea apoi
decide aplicarea sau nu a procedurii de descarcare de sarcina arheologica. Nu exista prevederi
legale care sa interzica desfasurarea cercetarilor arheologice cu caracter preventiv in cazul
zonelor cu patrimoniu arheologic reperat, asa cum este cazul zonei Orlea.

Cum dezvoltarea Proiectului in zona Orlea este preconizata pentru o data mai tarzie, din anul
2007 investigatile de arheologie preventiva se vor concentra in acest perimetru. Astfel
activitatile de constructie implicate de dezvoltarea Proiectului in aceasta zona, nu vor putea fi
initiate Tnainte de finalizarea cercetarilor arheologice, desfasurate in conformitate cu prevederile
legislative romanesti si recomandarile si practicile internationale.

In cazul in speta, realizarea de replici se refera la obiective care au fost cercetate stiintific si
pentru care s-a decis aplicarea procedurii de descarcare de sarcina arheologica. Realizarea
unor atare reconstituiri este asadar o masura de minimizare a impactului, suplimentara celor
prevazute legal gi nu o simpla actiune de replicare a unor monumente istorice.

Pana in anul 1999 galeriile romane de la Rosia Montana nu au fost studiate de catre specialisti
in domeniul arheologiei miniere, desgi 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 — galerile 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 minier, ci vor fi luate ample masuri de restaurare si conservare a acestor
structuri. Pentru 11 dintre acestea sunt deja in lucru documentatiile de specialitate necesare
pentru demararea procesului de restaurare si conservare.
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In mod particular, referitor la amenajarea muzeald a galeriilor romane de la Rosia Montana, dr.
Beatrice Cauuet afirma inca din anul 2003: ,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 Montan&. 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, 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. in sfarsit, exista si alte zone mai restranse din cadrul sitului, situate in 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 egalda masura la un program de
amenajare in vederea accesului publicului. n 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.”

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 si declararea unor situri arheologice ca zone de interes national,
modificata) prevede doua aspecte clare:

- posibilitatea 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;

- stramutarea monumentelor istorice - situatie care se referd cu precadere la elemente de
patrimoniu construit, respectiv imobilele (case) monument istoric, ceea ce in cazul de fata
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 Romania
— a unui studiu de detaliu asupra acestui tip de vestigii arheologice, respectiv galeriile miniere
vechi, de epoca antica si nu numai.

In ceea ce priveste galeriile miniere datand din epoca romana descoperite in sectoarele miniere
Catalina Monulesti si Paru Carpeni, sunt prevazute ample lucrari de redeschidere, consolidare si
amenajare care sa permita conservarea lor in situ si amenajarea lor pentru un circuit public de
vizitare. Aceasta decizie a luat in considerare valoarea si semnificatia vestigiilor arheologice
pastrate in aceste galerii, respectiv instalatii romane din lemn pentru evacuarea apelor de mina
(asa numitele ,roti romane”). In acelasi timp, galeria C&talina Monulesti are faima de a fi cea in
care — la mijlocul secolului al XIX-lea — a fost descoperit cel mai semnificativ lot de tablite cerate
(conform surselor de arhiva istorica fiind vorba de peste 11 piese, dintr-un total cunoscut pana
astazi de 32 de astfel de artefacturi).

n conditiile in care in masivul Carnic, accesul in subteran 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 in
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 gi realizarea unei inventarieri fotografice integrale a vestigiilor
miniere subterane de epoca romana. Mai mult, modelul 3D realizat de specialistii francezi a
permis reconstituirea morfologiei initiale a minei antice, eliminadndu-se distrugerile provocate de
trecerea timpului si de lucrarile miniere ulterioare. Aceste rezultate stiintifice vor sta la baza
realizarii reconstituirilor lucrarilor miniere antice.
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Astfel, situatia actuala arata clar ca in cea mai mare parte lucrarile miniere antice din masivul
Carnic, dar si din celelalte sectoare miniere, sunt accesibile, Tn conditii dificile, doar specialigtilor,
fiind practic aproape inaccesibile publicului larg. Mai mult, normele de securitate ce
reglementeaza desfasurarea unor activitatilor publice de vizitare In muzeele din Uniunea
Europeana si care vor fi adoptate si in Romania, 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. Ca o masura de minimizare a acestui impact, pe langa cercetarea deplina
si publicarea rezultatelor acestei cercetari, specialistii au considerat ca este necesara 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 curdnd la Rosia
Montana.

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 generala, 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 400 m, cum este cazul minei de la Rosia Montana.

In ceea ce priveste realizarea de replici ale unor structuri miniere, existé astfel de cazuri in
diverse tari europene. Pentru a cita un exemplu relevant, poate fi mentionata 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 posibilitatea de acces a turistilor in acest sistem de galerii, va punem
la dispozitie fragmentul referitor la aceasta problema din raportul oficial 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, Stiinta si Invatamant), ambii
reprezentanti oficiali ai Adunarii Parlamentare a Consiliului Europei.

-[...] “Criticii si-au manifestat ingrijorarea 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 Carnic si Cetate nu par sa contina
niciun fel de vestigii arheologice interesante. Accesul turigtilor 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 in cazul conservarii in situ a galeriilor romane
de la Rosia 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.” [...]

Pentru informatii de sinteza asupra istoricului cercetarilor si al principalelor descoperiri legate de
galeriile istorice de la Rosia Montana, precum si pentru a cunoaste concluziile specialigtilor Tn
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aceasta chestiune va rugam sa consultati brogsura anexata. Informatii de detaliu asupra
problematicii complexe a studiului lucrarilor miniere vechi de la Rosia Montana si a rezultatelor
acestor cercetari sunt disponibile Tn Studiul de impact asupra mediului pentru proiectul Rosia
Montana, vol. 6 — Studiu de condlitii initiale, p. 26, 32-53, 79-105.

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. 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 intitulatda Evaluarea costurilor lucrérilor de
amenajare a retelelor miniere istorice din masivul Carnic elaborata in colaborare de catre firmele
britanice Gifford, Geo-Design si Forkers Ltd.).

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.

Biserica Ortodoxa, Greco - Catolica, precum si mormantul eroului Simon Balint nu sunt afectate
de proiectul nostru.

De asemenea se spune 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 aga cum
este normal, de comun acord cu comunitatea si congregatia fiecarei biserici in parte.

In ceea ce priveste garantiile privind integritatea monumentelor enumerate de dumneavoastra,
acestea sunt date de regulamentele de urbanism ce instituie zonele de protectie ale acestora.

Aceste documente sunt intocmite de catre specialisti si vor fi la fel avizate de catre comisii
special constituite ale Ministerului Culturii si Cultelor. Avizele si recomandarile acordate de catre
aceste organisme constituie garantiile de care avem nevoie atat noi, pentru punerea in practica
a proiectului, cat si societatea civila pentru a sti in ce conditii

trebuie facuta monitorizarea.

Protocolul pentru descoperiri intdmplatoare este o componenta esentiala 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 intdmplatoare, document care urmeaza sa fie redactat in
viitor, in contextul implementarii Proiectului minier Rosia Montana de catre RMGC. Acest
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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 intdmplatoare 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 asigurata 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, in 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 Tn cadrul Proiectului pentru identificarea
unor astfel de descoperiri in 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;
Formare profesionald, avertizare, vigilenta si competents;
Evaluarea rapida a semnificatiei descoperirii;
nregistrarea si documentarea adecvata a descoperirilor intAmplatoare;
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 gi declararea unor situri arheologice ca zone de interes national,
modificata.

Modul de abordare specific in cazul descoperirilor intAmplatoare 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 Culturd Culte si Patrimoniu Cultural National Alba, directorul minei
poate sa decidd suspendarea activititi 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.
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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 s& aiba semnificatie arheologica. In mod special, operatorii vor
fi instruiti s& recunoasca conditiile specifice, agsa cum vor fi acestea definite in procedurile de
operare standard ce vor fi elaborate. Zonele unde exista posibilitatea de a fi facute descoperiri
arheologice intamplatoare, pot fi expuse prin derularea operatiunilor de rutind a excavatiilor
miniere. |dentificarea acestor cavitati are importantd si din punctul de vedere al sigurantei
operatorilor. In 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 intamplatoare.

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
elaboratd 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 intdmplatoare.

Avriile vor fi clasificate ca avand potential scazut, mediu si ridicat pentru descoperirea de vestigii
arheologice intdmplatoare, 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 probabilda datorita utilizarii curente a
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;

¢ 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 posibila 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 obtinutéd pe masura dezvoltarii Proiectului. Toate aceste proceduri se vor desfasura 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 Tn ceea ce priveste descoperirile intdmplatoare, masuri cu statut special vor fi
implementate in cazul zonelor cu potential ridicat. Vor fi organizate intalniri cu personalul
contractorilor Tnainte de inceperea activitatilor de excavare gi 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 Tn acea zona si maistrul va fi notificat.
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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 gi va fi cerut si avizul Comisiei Nationale de Arheologie pentru
adoptarea acestuia.

Pentru a afla detalii despre cadrul legislativ aplicabil si obligatiile 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
LAlburnus Maior” in perioada 2001-2006.

In ceea ce priveste accidentele Il diferite operatiuni miniere, in perioada 1975-2000 au avut loc
mai mult de 30 de accidente majore asociate cu toate tipurile de operatiuni miniere, sau
aproximativ un accident pe an, in care au fost implicate companii miniere mici, medii sau mari.
Tabelul 7-4 prezinta o lista selectiva cuprinzand doar 15 dintre acestea si anume cele asociate
cu operatiuni miniere pentru extragerea aurului, pe care le-am considerat relevante pentru
Proiectul Rosia Montana..

Tn tabelul urmétor va prezentam si celelalte 18 accidente care nu au fost incluse in tab. 7-4:

Prezenta
Anul | Locatia | Cauza deversarii Descriere cianurii
Da Nu

1975 | USA Supraincarcarea Capacitatea
iazului deversarii: N
150.000 mc
Decese: 0
1976 | lugoslav | Cedarea iazului Capacitatea
ia deversarii: N
300.000 mc
Decese: 0
1977 | USA Ruperea conductei Capacitatea
deversarii: N
30.000 mc
Decese: 0
1980 | USA Cedarea iazului Capacitatea
deversarii: N
2.000.000mc
Decese:
1982 | Filipine | Cedarea iazului Capacitatea
deversarii: N
27.000.000 mc
Decese: 0
1985 | Chile Cedarea iazului Capacitatea
deversarii: N
500.000 mc
Decese: 0
1985 | Chile Cedarea iazului Capacitatea
deversarii: N
200.000 mc
Decese: o
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1985

USA

Supraincarcarea
iazului

Capacitatea
deversarii:
150.000 mc
Decese: 0

1985

Italia

Ruperea conductei

Capacitatea
deversarii:
200.000mc
Decese: 368

1986

Brazilia

Cedarea iazului

Capacitatea
deversarii:
100.000 to
Decese: 7

1988

China

Supraincarcarea
iazului

Capacitatea
deversarii:

700.000 mc
Decese: 20

1992

Filipine

Cedarea iazului

Capacitatea
deversarii:
20.000.000mc
Decese: 0

1995

Australi
a

Supraincarcarea
iazului

Capacitatea
deversarii:
5.000 mc
Decese: 0

1996

Filipine

Ruperea conductei

Capacitatea
deversarii:
1.500.000 to
Decese: 0

1996

Bolivia

Cedarea iazului

Capacitatea
deversarii:
400.000 to
Decese: 0

1997

USA

Cedarea iazului

Capacitatea
deversarii:
250.000 mc
Decese: 0

1998

Spania

Cedarea iazului

Capacitatea
deversarii:
5.000.000 mc
Decese: 0

1998

Spania

Cedarea iazului

Capacitatea
deversarii:
50.000 mc
Decese: 0

Situatiile statistice prezentate in figurile 7.2, 7.3 si 7.4 din cadrul cap. 7 Riscuri al EIM au in
vedere 33 de accidente majore asociate cu toate tipurile de operatiuni miniere care au avut loc
in cei 25 ani.

Productia , transportul , stocarea, utilizarea gi comercializarea cianurii pot fi realizate in siguranta
si sunt strict reglementate in multe din statele lumii. Sunt prevazute standarde foarte riguroase si
criterii pentru limitele de expunere a oamenilor, animalelor, pasarilor si organismelor acvatice la
cianura dar nu exista un nivel unitar de reglementare. Multe tari prevad penalitati civile si penale
foarte severe pentru incalcarea accidentala sau intentionata a acestor standarde gi reglementari.

Deoarece impactul asupra mediului datorat cianurii este reglementat doar partial si in mai putine
tari, accidentele produse si efectele acestora sunt in masura sa justifice necesitatea unui control
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si a unei legislatii internationale . Solutia pentru reducerea riscurilor asociate utilizarii cianurii
este adoptarea, acceptarea, implementarea si aplicarea reglementarilor, standardelor, codurilor
de buna practica si a planurilor de management.

Mentionam cd RMGC a elaborat Planul de Management al Cianurii care descrie masurile pe
care compania le va implementa in scopul reducerii la minim a riscurilor cu care se confrunta
angajatii, comunitatile invecinate si mediul datorita folosirii compusilor cianurii in procesul de
extractie a metalelor pretioase. Acest Plan de Management al Cianurii se conformeaza Codului
International de Management al Cianurii pentru Transportul si Utilizarea Cianurii in Productia de
Aur (Institutul International de Management al Cianurii, lulie 2005) iar RMGC si-a luat
angajamentul de a deveni parte semnatara Codului International de Management al Cianurii.
Implementarea Codului demonstreaza ca RMGC va utiliza cele mai performante practici
recunoscute in plan international in domeniul managementului cianurii.

In elaborarea proiectului Rosia Montand s-au luat in considerare evenimente meteorologice
extreme. Aceste evenimente naturale includ dar nu se limiteaza doar la precipitatii extreme
(incluzand aici precipitatiile 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 precipitatiile 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:

- dezvoltarea unor structuri care vor afecta aproape tot bazinul de receptie al vailor Rogia si
Corna si care nu vor permite, decat in foarte mica masura, circulatia apei pe amplasament
(cariere, halde de steril, iazuri si alte tipuri de acumulari). lazul Corna a fost proiectat pentru a
retine in totalitate (faré a aparea deversari) apa scursa din doua PMP-uri consecutive (450
mm/24 h + 450 mm/24 h). Conform estimarilor, PMP-ul (,,indltimea teoreticd maxima a
precipitatiei care se poate acumula intr-un timp dat, intr-o locatie sau pe un areal dintr-o regiune
geograficad specifica, intr-un anumit moment al anului, fard a lua in considerare schimbarile
climatice pe termen lung”, WMO, 1986) a fost estimat la o perioada medie de revenire de 1 la
peste 100 de milioane de ani [1]

- Ca o masura de protectie cu privire la volumul scurgerilor, proiectul prevede constructia unor
structuri hidrotehnice de drenare (canale de deviere) in cadrul bazinelor de drenaj al 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 prezintd 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 cerintele existente, dupa cum este precizat mai jos.

Pentru asigurarea unei stabilitati ridicate, barajul Corna (barajul principal), este realizat din
anrocamente, prin metoda de constructie in ax, cu pante de (30:1V) pentru paramentul aval, in
conditiile in care, uzual, pantele prevazute pentru astfel de constructii hidrotehnice sunt cuprinse
intre 1,50:1V si 1,750:1V.

in ceea ce priveste gama larga de fenomene meteorologice extreme , informatiile de mai jos
prezinta pe scurt conditiile luate in calcul la elaborarea proiectului tehnic al RMP.
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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),
prezintd schimbari potentiale ale parametrilor climatici de baza si ale fenomenelor extreme. .
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 continua analiza a stadiului de
cunoastere si a prognozelor modificarilor climatice, astfel incat sa poata fi identificate si
gestionate prompt oricare implicatii vizand 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 rupere 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 ).

In cele din urma, 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 si rostogoliri de roci, cu influentd minora asupra obiectivelor (p.50 subcap. 2.6.
Sectiunea 7 Riscuri).

Metodologia aplicatd in sectiunea 2.3.1.3.“Topirea brusca a stratului de zapada’ din Cap. 7 a
Raportului la Studiul EIM (este vorba despre ,,Metoda gradelor zilnice”) este pe larg descrisa in
cadrul Raportului Assessment of rainfall intensity, frequency and runoff for the Rogia Montana
Project, realizat de Radu Drobot (mai 2004), p. 15-17.

Conform datelor de observatii si inregistrari de la statiile Rosia Montana (1983-2000) si Campeni
(1961-2005), grosimea maxima a stratului de zapada din regiune, in ultimii 45 de ani, s-a
observat in anii 1999 si 2000 (95 cm, 25.02.1999; 92 cm, 22.01.2000, la Rosia Montana si 100
cm in 22.01.2000 la Campeni), ani care au fost luati in considerare in evaluarea pe baze
statistice a PMV (Viitura maxima Probabilad).]

Preluarea unor informatii deja incluse in alte capitole a fost necesara pentru fundamentarea
evaluarii comparative a riscului asociat acestor alternative]

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
compusilor-cheie reglementati.

n orice caz, apa freaticd nu se regdseste ca si o componentd majora in sistemul hidrologic din
Rosia Montana, agsa 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 listd 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, n
conformitate cu cerintele, pentru a se conforma tuturor cerintelor impuse de reglementari si va
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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.

Contestatia reclama faptul ca “Activitatea de teren pentru Raportul de conditii initiale s-a
desfasurat in perioada 29 septembrie si 27 octombrie 2000. De fapt monitorizarea conditiilor

Au fost prezentate date in cadrul EIM in ceea ce priveste un numar de sapte prelevari de probe
efectuate in diverse conditii de anotimp (patru statii au fost esantionate decéat de cinci sau sase
ori pe durata perioadei prezentate). Au fost prezentate date provenite din prelevarea de probe
pentru perioadele: mai si octombrie 2001, aprilie si noiembrie 2002, mai, august si noiembrie
2003. Prelevarea a continuat si urmeaza a fi puse la dispozitia publicului date mai recente.

in legaturd cu Studiul de Conditii Initiale privind Biodiversitatea, cu toate ca existenta speciilor
listate pe diversele anexe ale legilor romanesti si Directivelor Europene a fost recunoscuta si
asumata in raportul SEIM, totusi populatiile acestor specii arata valoarea conservativa scazuta a
zonei de impact, din punct de vedere practic. Aceasta valoare este evidentiata circumstantial si
de inexistenta vreunei propuneri de declarare a zonei drept SPA (zona de protectie speciala
avifaunistica) si de respingerea ca nefondata a propunerii de declarare a unui pSCI (site-uri de
importanta comunitara) in aceasta zona de catre Comisia de experti tehnici intrunitd pentru
evaluarea propunerilor.

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

Singurele rezervatii din zona de interes a proiectului sunt rezervatiile geologice Piatra
Despicata, aflatda in zona de impact si Piatra Corbului, situata Tn zona de conservare. Aceasta
din urma nu va fi afectata de lucrari, iar Piatra Despicata va fi relocata in zona de conservare.
Detunatele, Poiana cu Narcise din Bucium, s.a.m.d. nu vor fi in nici un fel afectate de acest
proiect!

Volumul 13, Capitolul 4.6, Anexa 1, include un tabel continand speciile de plante, cu atributele
lor ecologice, cum ar fi frecventa sau preferinta ecologica pentru anumite habitaturi.

Asociatiile respective sunt amintite in cadrul subcapitolului 3 (Conditii initiale — sectiunea 3.1.
Informatii despre biotopurile din zona de studiu; prezentare generald a vegetatiei: 3.1.1.
Formatiuni eremiale) ce prezintd aspecte regionale care sa asigure un termen de comparatie
oferit in continuare in sectiunea 3.1.3 Contextul local. Acestea insa lipsesc in opinia noastra
argumentata din zona Rosia Montana.

In ceea ce priveste textul Conventiei de la Berna la care Romania 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.

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 si administrative potrivite si necesare pentru protejarea habitatelor speciilor sélbatice
de flora si faund" sunt explicitate prin Rezolutia 1 (1989) a Comitetului Conventiei, adresata
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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 Rosia 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 "mentinerea si, acolo unde se impune, refacerea sau
imbunétéatirea caracterelor biotice si abiotice ce intrd 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.

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 masuri 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, cregterea capacitatii de
suport a habitatelor naturale s.a. Toate reprezinta masuri menite a diminua impactul existent si
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 regaseste in Planul H de
management a biodiversitatii.

Informatiile prezentate in Figura 4.3, piramida varstelor la Rosia Montana, si interpretarea
aferentd a acestor informatii din sectiunea 4.8, Mediul social si economic, din Raportul la Studiul
EIM, sunt insuficient explicate, iar RMGC regreta confuzia creata.

Scopul sectiunii era sa demonstreze ca, in ceea ce priveste femeile, categoria de varsta
majoritara este cea cuprinsa intre 40 si 49 de ani. In timp ce, in cazul barbatilor, categoria
dominanta de varsta este cuprinsa intre 20 si 29 de ani.

Prin urmare, in loc de "La Rosia Montana cele mai mari grupuri de populatie sunt reprezentate
de barbati casatoriti" ar trebui citit "La Rosia Montana cele mai mari grupuri de populatie sunt
reprezentate de femei in varsta si barbati tineri". Referinta corecta este: Institutul de Cercetare a
Calitatii Vietii, Rosia Montana Gold Corporation — Studiul de conditii initiale socio-economice,
2002 adica, abreviat, ICCV, studiul socio-economic 2002.

Aceasta rectificare nu schimba concluziile referitoare la impacturile potentiale sau strategiile
proiectului propuse pentru reducerea impacturilor, care sunt prezentate in EIM. Ne cerem scuze
pentru orice confuzie creata.

Figura 5.8, intitulata Dinamica populatiei si a locurilor de munca in Rosia Montana, inclusa in
Planul L — Plan de dezvoltare durabila a comunitatii, indica numarul total al locurilor de munca,
precum si numarul total al locurilor de munca din sectorul minier. Sursa acestor informatii este
Departamentul de Statistica Alba lulia, iar informatiile au fost obtinute in 2005.
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Aceste locuri de munca sunt clasificate ca apartindnd sectorului minier, deoarece motivul crearii
acestor locuri de munca a fost Proiectul Rogia Montana. Fara activitatie RMGC, arheologii si
lucratorii din domeniul constructiilor si transportului angajati sa lucreze in cadrul proiectului nu ar
fi avut aceleasi oportunitati de lucru.

Studiul Institutului National de Cercetare si Dezvoltare in domeniul Turismului, elaborat tocmai
cand SC Rosia Montana Gold Corporation SA (RMGC) depunea Raportul studiului de Evaluare
a Impactului asupra Mediului (EIM) pentru proiectul Rosia Montana, in aprilie 2006, detaliaza,
intr-adevar, o larga gama de oportunitati turistice in zona.

Problema nu este a potentialului turistic, ci a investitiilor in infrastructura — care, in prezent,
lipsesc cu desavarsire in Rosia Montana — si care ar putea furniza baza pentru dezvoltarea
turismului.

Concluzia este urmatoarea: este adevarat ca turismul poate constitui o potentiald sursa de
venituri si de dezvoltare durabila pentru Rosia Montana si intreaga regiune. Totusi, este o mare
diferenta intre a propune turismul ca alternativa sau substitut la un proiect industrial major — si
dezvoltarea unui turism sustinut in timp prin investitii Tn infrastructura printr-un vast proiect
industrial.

Alternativa “turism fara mina” - la Rosia Montana — nu este viabila prin ea insasi si cu atat mai
putin Tn comparatie cu un plan de dezvoltare turistica in timp, prin investitii in infrastructura.

in ceea ce priveste Planul de Management al Patrimoniului Cultural, este necesara intelegerea
mai multor legi relevante: Legea nr. 5/2000, privind aprobarea Planului de amenajare a
teritoriului national, Sectiunea a lll-a - zone protejate, Publicat in Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei
nr. 152 din 12 aprilie 2000; Legea nr. 422 /2001 privind protejarea monumentelor istorice,
publicate in M.O din 24.07.2001; Ordinul nr. 2682/2003 referitor la aprobarea Normelor
metodologice de clasare si evidenta a monumentelor istorice, a Listei monumentelor istorice, a
Figei analitice e evidenta a monumentelor istorice si a Figei minimale de evidenta a
monumentelor istorice, cu modificarile si completarile ulterioare, publicata in M.O. din
24.06.2003; precum si Legea 259/2006 pentru modificarea si completarea legii 422/2001 privind
protejarea monumentelor istorice.

Odata inteleasa legea si acesti termeni veti intelege si masurile concrete privind gestiunea in
viitor a patrimoniului cultural de la Rosia Montana, masuri descrise in limita legii in Planurile de
Management.

Referitor la vibratiile produse de trafic si explozii in perioada de operare, trebuie subliniat ca
raportul EIM contine o serie de studii specifice privind vibratiile, respectiv Planul de management
al zgomotului si vibratiilor.

In completare, trebuie sa spunem ca in martie 2006 s-a efectuat un studiu referitor la starea de
sanatate a fiecarui imobil monument istoric in parte. Acest studiu a fost efectuat de céatre
IPROMIN si Universitatea Tehnica de Constructii Bucuresti, institutii cu larga expertiza
referitoare la Tngrijorarea dumneavoastra. Acest studiu propune masurile de urgenta in ceea ce
priveste consolidarea acestor imobile. De asemenea, aceleasi institutii de mai sus au efectuat
un studiu experimental pentru masurarea vibratiilor propagate de activitatile de puscare in zona
protejata si in zona acestui grup de case monument istoric din afara zonei protejate.
Masuratorile s-au facut in cazul unei explozii majore de 3000 kg explozibil, detonati in conditii
normale, fara trepte de intarziere sau aplicarea altor tehnologii moderne uzuale in mineritul
modern.

Pentru ca efectele produse de explozile de derocare sa nu determine degradarea sau
deteriorarea constructiilor monument istoric si nu numai, s-a adoptat conditia ca viteza maxima
de oscilatie masurata langa obiectivul ce trebuie protejat sa fie de maxim 0,2 cm/s. Teoretic,
aceste viteze trebuie sa asigure integritatea celor mai sensibile si mai uzate constructii de
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patrimoniu existente la Rosia Montana. Aceasta valoare a fost adoptata prin consultarea
normativelor de specialitate din tari cu traditie in acest domeniu si corespunde exigentelor
normativului DIN 4150/83 din Germania - cel mai exigent normativ european.

Din analiza efectuata a rezultat ca tehnologia clasica de derocare a masei miniere cu explozivi
plasati in gauri de sonda poate fi aplicata pana la distante de maxim 300 m de cea mai
apropiata constructie. Deci, aceasta tehnologie poate fi aplicata pe o suprafata reprezentand
cca. 85% din suprafata carierelor.

La distante mai mici, pentru ca viteza de oscilatie masurata in apropierea constructiei sa fie de
maxim 0,2 cm/s, respectiv efectul seismic sa fie neglijabil, este necesara adoptarea unor
variante tehnologice speciale ale tehnologiei de derocare, constand in reducerea diametrului
gaurii de sonda si a lungimii acesteia, reducerea cantitatii de exploziv detonat pe treapta de
puscare sau pe repriza, etc.

Aceasta zona are o extindere de cca. 15% ingloband cantitati de material dislocat redus de
masa miniera. Zona |l se extinde pana la o distanta de max. 300 m fatd de cea mai apropiata
constructie fiind la randul sau impartita in trei subzone unde se vor aplica diferite variante
tehnologice de derocare a masei miniere. Fiecarei subzone, ii corespunde o incarcatura maxima
de exploziv/repriza.

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. Acest sistem va consta intr-o retea fixa de seismografe digitale, cu trei
componente amplasate la principalele obiective ce trebuie protejate si o retea mobilda compusa
din trei seismografe portabile amplasate pe un profil longitudinal intre obiectivul de protejat si
focarul exploziilor. In acest fel, tehnologiile de puscare vor fi continuu armonizate astfel incat sa
nu se depasgeasca vitezele de oscilatie maxime admise la limita imobilului.

Important de accentuat este ca nu tehnologiile de dislocare cu explozivi reprezinta un real
pericol pentru cele 41 constructii de patrimoniu, ci starea avansata de uzura a acestora, care in
lipsa unei interventii, va conduce inevitabil la pierderea lor.

In altd ordine de idei, trebuie sa spunem ca nu ne vom permite ca dintr-un buzunar sa scoatem
bani pentru restaurarea acestor case monument istoric, iar din alta directie tot noi, sa producem
efecte care sa ne anuleze munca in ceea ce priveste restaurarea. Aceste doua componente vor
functiona in stransa legatura, pentru ca de fapt, fac parte din acelasgi proiect.

Asa cum am mai afirmat-o, va invitam ca aceste monitorizari sa le facem impreuna cu
reprezentantii societatii civile, intr-un mod transparent si responsabil.

In prezent, facand parte din raportul la studiul de Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului (EIM),
Fundatia Rosia Montana igi redefinegte 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 isi va indrepta atentia asupra problemelor de pastrare a mostenirii
patrimoniului cultural, forma finala a programelor urmand a fi stabilitd impreuna cu comunitatea.

In ceea ce priveste politica, pe baza céreia compania isi ghideaza eforturile de dezvoltare
durabila, Rosia Montana Gold Corporation (RMGC) nu se considera principalul furnizor, ci un
partener. Implicarea comunitatii este considerata ca punct de pornire, urméand ca de-a lungul
timpului, pe masura ce comunitatea isi creeaza capacitatea de a derula programele pe cont
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propriu, compania sa transfere controlul asupra programelor infiintate in prezent, comunitatii si
institutiilor ei.

in proiectul propus de catre RMGC, Piatra Corbului nu este afectatd, fiind situatd in afara
viitoarei cariere Carnic. Vor fi luate toate masurile tehnice de minimizare a impactului pe
parcursul fazelor operationale ale exploatarii in apropierea acestei zone, astfel incét integritatea
acesteia sa nu aiba de suferit.

Referitor la Piatra Despicata, aceasta este un bloc de andezit cu o greutate de aproximativ doua
tone. In anul 2002, Comisia pentru Ocrotirea Monumentelor Naturii a Academiei Roméane, 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 exploatari. Tn consecinta, cu mijloace
tehnice absolut normale in ceea ce priveste gabaritul, sub coordonare si supraveghere de
specialitate, Piatra Despicata va fi mutata intr-un amplasament avizat de catre Academia
Romana si Ministerul Culturii si Cultelor.

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 Despicata) si 2.83 (Piatra
Corbului).

In acelasi timp, ca rezultat al cercetérilor arheologice efectuate la Rosia Montan prin Programul
National de Cercetare Alburnus Maior, finantat in conformitate cu prevederile legale de catre
RMGC, zona Piatra Corbului a fost clasata monument istoric, respectiv galerile romane din
masivul Carnic, 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).

Managementul iazului de decantare (TMF) comprehensive incorporeaza o serie de masuri care
sa protejeze apa de suprafatd. Acestea includ un sistem de barare a bazinului TMF - Best
Available Techniques (BAT) asa cum au fost definite de Directiva UE 96/61/EC (IPPC) — un
perete de separare situat in fundatia barajului initial pentru a controla infiltrarea, un miez slab
permeabil in cadrul barajului initial pentru controlul infiltrarii, si un baraj de colectare a scurgerilor
si un jomp la baza barajului de decantare. Suplimentar, vom putea monitoriza in permanenta
apa de suprafata printr-o serie de fantani situate la baza barajului secundar de siguranta. Aceste
fantani pot fi transformate in fantani de extractie ca ultima masura de siguranta, in cazul in care
se intercepteaza o influentd a apei de suprafata. O serie comprehensibila de studii
hidrogeologice au demonstrat ca locatia este potrivitd pentru acest tip de sistem de colectare si
siguranta.

Suplimentar, proiectarea barajului TMF intruneste toate criteriile de proiectare internationale, ale
UE si ale Roméaniei. Este, de asemenea, concordant cu facilitatile de decantare similare
construite cu succes si operationale in locatii sensibile din punct de vedere ecologic si cu un
inalt grad de regularizare (ex. mina de aur din Fort Knox, Alaska, SUA).

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 baza ai barajelor existente, detinatorii (RMGC, in acest caz, n.n.) acestora sunt
obligati s& obtina de la Ministerul Apelor si Protectiei mediului acordul de functionare in
siguranta”. Acordul de functionare Tn 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
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sigurantd in exploatare si verificarea respectérii exigentelor de performanta referitoare la
siguranta barajelor se realizeaza de experti si specialisti atestati de Ministerul Lucrérilor 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’.

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 Rosia 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 national&, 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 reglementata prin (i) Legea Minelor nr. 85/2003 (“Legea nr.
85/2003”), (ii) Normele de aplicare ale Legii nr. 85/2003 si prin (iii) Ordinul nr. 58/2004 pentru
aprobarea Instructiunilor tehnice privind aplicarea gi 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”).

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 si nu desfasoara activitatile de reabilitare.

(i) Garantia financiaréa finala pentru refacerea mediului

Potrivit prevederilor art. 15 din Ordinul nr. 58/2004, garantia financiara finala de refacere a
mediului se constituie anual si se calculeaza ca o cota din valoarea lucrarilor de refacere a
mediului, conform programului de monitorizare a factorilor de mediu post inchidere, care este
inclus in programul tehnic de dezafectare.
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in elaborarea proiectului Rosia Montand s-au luat in considerare evenimente meteorologice
extreme. Aceste evenimente naturale includ dar nu se limiteazad doar la precipitatii extreme
(incluzand aici precipitatiile 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 doua evenimente de Precipitatii Maxime Probabile
(450mm-24h + 450mm-24h) astfel incat sa se evite deversarea. Conform estimarilor, PMP-ul
(,,7naltimea 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 [1]

- Ca o 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 construita 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.

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 ).
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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 si rostogoliri de roci, cu influentd minora asupra obiectivelor (p.50 subcap. 2.6.
Sectiunea 7 Riscuri).

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 indica un fenomen numit ,ploaie cu
cianuri”, cunoscut si studiat fiind fenomenul de ,ploi acide”, care nu poate fi generat prin
degradarea compusilor de cianura 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, 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 mpiedica 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
ingrogatorul 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
drastica a concentratiilor de cianuri la descarcare urmand a fi realizata 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 lesiere, 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 ug/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 ug/ms, de peste 250 — 12,5 ori mai mici decat
valoarea limita pentru protectia muncii prevazuta de legislatia nationald - legislatia
nationala si legislatia Uniunii Europene (UE) pentru calitatea aerului nu prevad valori
limita pentru protectia sanatatii populatiei;

Evolutia HCN in atmosfera implicd o componenta 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);
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e Probabilitatea ca valorile concentratiilor 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 si la emisiile si la impactul cianurilor asupra calitatii aerului: Raport de
evaluare a impactului asupra mediului (EIM), Cap. 2, Cap. 4.1 si Cap. 4.2 (sectiunea 4.2.3).

Daca ar fi cazul ca Proiectul Rogsia 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, gi

2- economic, resursele suplimentare generate din procesarea acestui minereu la sfargitul vietii
minei ar fi pierdute atat pentru proiect, cat si pentru partile interesate de acest proiect.

n ciuda faptului ca Proiectul Rosia Montana este fezabil si fara o halda de minereu sarac, acest
lucru nu este nici recomandabil si nici de dorit datoritd motivelor expuse mai sus.

Evaluare de risc asupra sanatatii 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.

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.

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.

In ceea ce priveste impactul transfrontierd, raportul la studiul de evaluare a impactului asupra
mediului (EIM) (Capitolul 10 Impact 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 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 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.

Referitor la cantitatea de metale grele din sterilul de procesare, testele au avut ca scop
identificarea principalilor factori ce influenteaza calitatea apei atat in faza de exploatare cét si in
cea de post-inchidere a depozitului de deseuri. O caracterizare detaliata a sterilelor si a
compozitiei chimice a apei decantate descarcate in iazul de decantare este prezentatd in
sectiunile 3.2 si 3.3 (Tabel nr. 3-1, 3-2 si 3-3) a raportului EIM Plan F — Plan de Management al
lazului de Decantare.

In ceea ce priveste valoarea teoreticd a minelor romane ale sitului Alburnus Major, precum si a
tuturor vestigiilor arheologice, un raspuns pertinent la o astfel de intrebare ar presupune cel
putin cateva zeci de pagini condensate. Spre exemplu, doar sinteza rezultatelor sapaturilor
arheologice efectuate in masivul Carnic insumeaza aproximativ 800 pagini, in timp ce alte patru
volume au vazut deja lumina tiparului. Trei dintre acestea (Alburnus Maior I, I, lll trateaza
probleme ale antichitatii Rosiei Montane, iar al patrulea se refera la mostenirea traditiilor acestei
zone. Asadar, pentru o buna intelegere a istoriei acestor locuri va invitam sa cititi opiniilor
specialistilor ce au efectuat cercetari de detaliu la Rosia Montana. In acelasi timp, este bine de
stiut ca in urmatorii ani vor mai fi publicate alte unsprezece (11) volume legate de publicarea in
integrum a rezultatelor cercetarilor. Dar, pana atunci, va vom pune la dispozitie pe scurt cateva
date relative la ingrijorarea dumneavoastra.

Razboaiele dintre daci si romani din anii 101-102 si 105-106 au avut ca rezultat transformarea
unei parti a fostului regat dac in provincie romana. Cucerirea acestui nou teritoriu a fost
determinata nu numai de ratiuni pur strategice, ci si fara indoiala, economice. Majoritatea
cercetatorilor epocii romane sunt de acord in a accepta ca una dintre motivatiile cuceririi Daciei
a fost cea legata de bogatia in metale pretioase a regatului dac.
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Interesul pentru vestigiile antice de la Rogsia Montana, s-a manifestat inca din secolul al XV-lea.
Materialul epigrafic si sculptural, cunoscut sau descoperit intamplator, in zona exploatarilor
miniere de la Alburnus Maior este semnificativ in comparatie cu aria geografica relativ restransa
din care a provenit. De asemenea este de remarcat valoarea sa, prin aportul sau documentar in
ceea ce reprezinta istoria sociala si economica a provinciei Dacia. Aceste piese au constituit
obiectul preocuparilor istoriografice inca din vremea umanismului tarziu, de cand dateaza, de
altfel, primele informatii referitoare la descoperiri de epoca romana din zona Rosia Montana.

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 livresca, dar din care
nu lipseau anumite incercari de topografie arheologica. Sintetizadnd toate aceste informatii, Tn
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 gi inscriptii, unelte, obiecte
de podoaba, monede etc (cu mentiunea cad multe dintre acestea nu aveau un loc precis al
descoperirii, erau indicate 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
asezarea romana (sic!!) s-ar intinde la sud-vest, vest spre Corna, poate la nord de Rosia, pe
malul stdng al Vaii Rosiei, pe dealul Carpeni si in Valea Nanului. O alta asezare 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, i in masivul
Orlea. Exploatari aurifere romane, mai ales tindnd cont de locul de descoperire al tablitelor
cerate, erau semnalate Tn 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 si, mai mult, utilizadnd repere topografice total neconforme cu
realitatea din teren.

Prin urmare, despre Rosia Montana se putea spune la acea data ca este o zona cu potential
arheologic, in care nu se efectuasera sapaturi arheologice propriu-zise, necesare pentru a
contura in detaliu diversele elemente ale sitului.

Celebritatea anticului Alburnus Maior este conferita de faptul ca localitatea este locul de
descoperire a unor materiale epigrafice cu un caracter particular. Documente epigrafice
deosebite prin unicitatea si prin abundenta informatiilor continute, cele 25 de tablite cerate
pastrate ofera informatii precise asupra realitatilor economice, sistemului de habitat, vietii
religioase si a raporturilor juridice care guvernau comunitatea minierd de aici. In ele sunt
mentionate o serie de toponime pe care exegetii le atribuie unor structuri de locuire adiacente. Astfel,
noua dintre documente au fost redactate sau fac referire la toponime precum Alburnus Maior, doua
in canabele legiunii a Xlll-a Gemina de la Apulum, iar restul mentioneaza localitati inca neidentificate
pe teren (vicus Deusara, Kartum, Immenosum Maius, statio Resculum, vicus Pirustarum). 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 d. Chr.

Informatiile despre centrul antic de exploatare al aurului au fost completate, de-a lungul timpului,
mai ales dupa conjunctura favorabila reprezentatd de momentul descoperirii tablitelor cerate, de
aproximativ 75 de monumente epigrafice. De cele mai multe ori acestea au provenit din
descoperiri intmplatoare, datele despre locul exact de provenienta si alte informatii de context
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fiind foarte succinte. Practic, cu exceptia unei sapaturi de salvare realizate Tn anii ‘80, cercetarea
arheologica a reprezentat doar un deziderat.

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.

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 indicd 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.
Péarvan sa considere zona aurifera o ,Californie a antichitatii”, oferind asezarii de la Alburnus
Maior o caracterizare istorico-literara de exceptie: "oras 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. 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 foto 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-dunareana 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 si din regiunile de traditie elenistica, specializati
in extragerea si prelucrarea primara a minereului aurifer.

Concluzionand, vestigiile arheologice descoperite pana in prezent nu manifesta atribute
constructive spectaculoase dar, prin modul de adaptare la cadrul natural sugereaza o serie de
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elemente ce pot servi la reconstruirea unei imagini de ansamblu asupra modului in care va fi
aratat situl in antichitate: necropole asezate pe pante sau pe platouri orientate spre vai, zone de
habitat si zone sacre agezate pe inaltimi si aflate probabil in relatie cu zonele de exploatare
miniera si prelucrare primara a minereului. Trebuie precizat ca in acest context reconstituit
distingem totusi si elemente reprezentative pentru peisajul cultural derivat din componentele
patrimoniului arheologic:

=in zona Tau Gauri se afla un monument funerar circular bine conservat;

»in zona Dealului Carpeni au fost investigate doua edificii publice realizate din piatra
legatd cu mortar si dotate cu instalatie de hypocaustum, o zona funerara, fiind de
asemenea confirmata gi existenta — in zona de subteran a sectorului minier Paru Carpeni
— a unui sistem de exploatare antic roman, dotat cu un sistem hidraulic de lemn, foarte
bine conservat;

»in zona Piatra Corbului sunt cunoscute vestigii ale exploatarilor miniere antice si
medievale;

»in zona Centru Istoric sunt localizate marea majoritate a galeriilor unde in cursul
secolelor XVIII-XIX au fost gasite celebrele tablite cerate, cea mai cunoscuta galerie fiind
Catalina Monulesti, unde a fost descoperit cel mai mare numar de tablite cerate, precum
si un sistem antic de exploatare miniera, dotat de asemena cu un sistem de drenaj,
cuprinzénd foarte probabil un alt sistem de roti hidraulice. Tot in acest areal se afla si
masivul Vaidoaia, unde sunt vizibile urme ale exploatarilor antice de suprafata.

Cele sapte necropole si zone funerare delimitate arheologic pana in prezent, situate in zonele
Taul Corna, Hop-Gauri, Carpeni, Valea Nanului, Tarina, Jig-Piciorag si Paraul Porcului (Taul
Secuilor), sunt martori importanti ai dinamicii, diversitatii si numarului crescut al populatiei antice
de la Alburnus Maior.

Imaginea de ansamblu asupra sitului antic este oferitd de rezultatele cercetarilor galeriilor
romane, medievale si moderne, mai bine spus de panza densa a retelei sapate in masivele
Rosiei Montane.

Cercetarile de arheologie miniera actuale au adus date importante pentru istoria exploatarii
romane de la Alburnus Maior, redefinind acest univers din jurul fragmentului cunoscut din anii
70’ in Masivul Orlea si transformat in muzeu, si desigur a ceea ce va fi fost masivul Cetate cu
impresionantele sale Curti Romane. Masivele Orlea, Carpeni, Carnic, Lety contin marturii ale
sistemelor de galerii istorice, unele portiuni fiind intr-o stare relativ buna de conservare. Ca o
concluzie preliminara se observa ca, pentru intreg ansamblul de galerii miniere antice exista o
repetare sistematica a formei si distributiei lucrarilor studiate din intregul parc minier subteran.
Trebuie de asemenea sa subliniem ca cercetarea arheologica miniera care permite
cunoasterea, datarea si interpretarea unor astfel de structuri contribuie in acelasi timp la
cresgterea vulnerabilitatii lor.

Punctul de vedere al specialistilor privind situl arheologic de la Rosia Montana este exprimat in
mod sintetic Tn Studiul de conditii initiale asupra patrimoniului cultural din cadrul Raportului SIM,
sectiunea 5.5.2. Contextul mineritului aurifer roman, fiind discutate in acest cadru aspectele
legate de caracteristicile de unicat ale acestuia. 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 (inclusiv in Anexa D) demonstreaza ca Rosia Montana nu este unica in
termenii istoriei mineritului roman. Exista astfel indicii asupra cca. 47 de situri cu caracteristici
relativ similare, situate in Transilvania si Banat, dintre care 14, precum Ruda-Brad, Stanija,
Bucium — zona Vulcoi Corabia, cele de la Baita — Fizes, cele din zona Certej — Sacaramb, cele
din zona Baia de Crig, precum si cele din zona Hanes — Almasul Mare au oferit deja date certe
asupra unui potential arheologic comparabil intr-o anumita masura celui al anticului Alburnus
Maior, respectiv continand dovezi legate de exploatari aurifere, structuri de habitat si elemente
de infrastructurad asociatd. In vreme ce unele dintre situri au fost afectate de dezvoltari recente
din ultimii 200 de ani, altele contin indicii promitatoare care sa incurajeze desfasurarea in viitor a
cercetarilor arheologice. Asa cum se afirma in studiul elaborat de Lucia Marinescu, suma
cercetarilor arheologice desfasurate pana in prezent la Rosia Montana creeaza o “imagine
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deformata despre Alburnus Maior”. Este important de subliniat acest punct de vedere. Datele si
informatiile cunoscute pana in prezent indica insistent faptul ca viitoarele cercetari arheologice
desfasurate intr-o serie de situri din Roméania vor modifica perceptia actuala existenta despre
Rosia Montana. Acest loc, dimpreuna cu rezultatele cercetarilor efectuate aici intre anii 2000 si
2006 par a fi astazi de o importantd fara precedent, dar se pare ca acest lucru nu va fi
intotdeauna asa, aceasta apreciere fiind foarte susceptibila de a fi modificata in anii ce vin.

Rezultatele cercetarilor arheologice miniere subterane indica un nivel deosebit de ridicat al
profesionalismului cu care era condusa activitatea miniera antica, daca este sa ne referim strict
la componenta miniera subterana in sens strict. Minerii antici posedau o cunoastere extrem de
buna a tehnicilor miniere de abataj, a punerii in evidenta si a urmaririi corpurilor de minereu, a
topografiei subterane si a metodelor de preparare a minereului auro-argentifer in functie de
compozitia mineralogica a minereului si a obtinerii aurului, argintului si plumbului metalic.

Pe langa aceste aspecte practice trebuie sa amintim maiestria cu care minerii antici utilizau
lemnul Tn mina, atat pentru realizarea de sustineri miniere, cat si pentru construirea de diverse
instalatii pentru drenarea apelor de mina.

Pe de alta parte, exista indicii care sugerau concesionarea spatiului subteran si delimitarea de
concesiuni in cadrul zacadmantului. in acest caz, statul deschidea noile perimetre miniere si
executa lucrarile de acces si auxiliare ce permitea trecerea in productie a unui anumit sector, in
timp ce activitatea extractiva propriu-zisa revenea concesionarilor. Aceasta era o modalitate
practica de a creste veniturile din impozite.

Toate aceste elemente ce indica nu doar valoarea teoretica dar si cea practica a activitatii
miniere de la Rosia Montana vor fi puse in valoare in cadrul Muzeului Mineritului de la Rosia
Montana. Pe Ianga lucrarile miniere conservate in situ, in cadrul muzeului vor fi reconstruite o
serie de lucrari miniere reprezentative, se vor conserva artefacturile arheologice (unelte, obiecte,
instalatii), se vor realiza reconstituiri ale echipamentelor tehnice utilizate in subteran si la
suprafata. Pe langa vestigiile miniere antice, in cadrul muzeului vor fi puse in valoare si vestigii
miniere ale epocilor mai recente, inclusiv cele ce dateaza din secolul XX si al XXl-lea.

Volumul extrem de mare de informatii obtinut in urma cercetarilor arheologice miniere contine si
alte elemente inedite, nepuse deocamdata in valoare. Publicatile ce se gasesc in etapa de
pregatire vor prezenta in detaliu toate elementele de noutate si vor nuanta valoarea teoretica si
practica a minelor romane de la Rosia Montana. Mai mult, continuarea cercetarilor arheologice
miniere de suprafata si subterane din perimetrele miniere Orlea, Tarina, Paru-Carpeni si Cos va
putea aduce noi elemente in ceea ce priveste existenta unei activitati miniere pre-romane la
Rosia Montana prin combinarea unor noi metode de cercetare, cum ar fi dendrocronologia.

Este astazi clar, In urma cercetarilor din anii 2000-2006, ca organizarea exploatarilor metalifere
din noul teritoriu al Imperiului s-a facut in perioada imediat urmatoare cuceririi propriu-zise, in
paralel cu organizarea administrativd a noii provincii. Specificul activitatii de extragere si
prelucrare a minereurilor pretioase a impus prezenta unei forte de munca specializate. Astfel, in
contextul organizarii, pe scara larga, a colonizarii provinciei Dacia, alaturi de elemente etnice din
intregul cuprins al Imperiului, regiunea aurifera a beneficiat de un puternic aport de colonisti, cu
predilectie din zona dalmato-ilira, populatii cu vechi traditii intr-o astfel de activitate economica.

in completarea acestei incadrari la nivel national, la pag. 104-105 ale studiului se precizeaza de
asemenea ca printr-o trecere in revista a datelor cunoscute in plan international se confirma
faptul ca este bine cunoscut acum ca au existat vaste exploatari miniere intr-o serie de provincii
ale Imperiului Roman. Unele dintre acestea, asa cum arata Lucia Marinescu, sunt situate intr-o
serie de provincii romane (Pannonia, Noricum, Dalmatia, Moesia Superior) situate in vecinatatea
Daciei.

Altele (ca de exemplu cele din Spania, Portugalia, Marea Britanie, Egipt) sunt situate la mare

distantd. Multe dintre aceste situri pot fi identificate doar ca situri pentru care savantii
internationali au concluzionat ca au fost asociate cu activitati de extractie a aurului. Pe de alta
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parte, un numar semnificativ de situri reprezinta centre majore cu infrastructura asociata si
dezvoltare tehnica, care sunt similare celor de la Rosia Montana. Unele dintre acestea, intr-
adevar, contin vestigii bine conservate. In ciuda indubitabilei semnificatii arheologice si istorice,
concluzia este ca Rosia Montana face parte dintre o serie intreaga de centre miniere aurifere din
cuprinsul imperiului roman, ea avand o importantd comparabild cu cea detinutd de acestea.
Cercetarea asupra mineritului aurifer roman si a minelor de aur continua si se dezvolta rapid de
la an la an, si este indubitabil faptul ca multe alte situri asteapta sa fie cercetate si sa le fie
clarificat contextul arheologic. in acest sens, urmétoarele afirmatii publicate in Atlasul Barrington
(Princeton, 2000) ajuta la dovedirea acestui punct esential:

o Pentru DALMATIA/MOESIA/NORICUM — vedem ca “un numar semnificativ de
toponime indicate de sursele antice trebuie inca identificate pe teren”

o Pentru PANNONIA - vedem ca “stadiul actual al cercetarii este inegal”

o Pentru EGIPT, - vedem ca “au fost facute descoperiri importante in ultimii 20 de ani”,
“progresul cercetarii in aceasta zona este de asteptat sa fie rapid”, “numeroase mine au fost
identificate pentru prima data”, “in viitor este de asteptat o crestere semnificativa a numarului de
situri cunoscute”

Si la final, dar nu in ultimul rdnd, o evaluare recentda asupra minelor romane de aur de la
Pumsaint, in sudul Tarii Galilor, concluzioneaza ca “fara indoiala alte puturi de mina si galerii de
coasta asteapta sa fie descoperite”.

Este evident ca situatia se modifica ntr-un ritm rapid pe masura ce cercetarile aduc completari
la lista minelor aurifere romane si a asezarilor aferente pe intreg cuprinsul imperiului roman.
Acest fapt poate avea o singura implicatie pentru Rogia Montana: in afara de aceasta sunt
numeroase alte situri care urmeaza sa fie descoperite.

In ceea ce priveste estimarea valorii teoretice si practice din punct de vedere al biodiversitatii,
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 si habitatelor.
Ambele aspecte au fost abordate ih mod corespunzator in Studiul de Impact asupra Mediului.

Din datele obtinute Tn 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 Montand nu au fost identificate specii endemice, caracteristice, stenobionte, cu
semnificatie aparte pentru bio - straturi, fie ele locale, regionale sau nationale. De asemenea, nu
au fost identificate in 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.

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 -
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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 reglementérilor 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.

Rogia 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, Rosia Montana si Baia de Arieg ca alternativa la activitatile miniere
mono-industriale”, intocmit de Institutul National pentru Cercetare si 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 Rosia 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. In plus, se
intelege ca guvernul va actiona la nivel local pentru a incuraja cresterea economica” (vezi Rogia
Montana Propunere Initiala pentru Turism, Raportul Gifford 13658.R01).

Acest 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 i 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
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 lucréri
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 turistilor
conditii corespunzatoare de cazare si masa, precum si alte facilitdti. Ne putem intreba cum ar
putea avea succes dezvoltarea turismului in Rogia Montana daca nu ar fi sustinuta de
dezvoltarea paralela a oraselor Cluj-Napoca si Alba lulia.
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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 singurd investitie sau chiar cateva
investitii restranse 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.”

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 Referintd (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 Il (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, 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.

Nu exista nici o asemenea interdictie cu privire la infiintarea de noi afaceri, aga 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 gi 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 Rogsia 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”)
si

(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
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planurile urbanistice generale existente, pentru a permite executarea tuturor
operatiunilor necesare desfagurarii activitatilor miniere concesionate”).

Dezvoltarea durabila se bazeaza pe premiza ca dezvoltarea satisface nevoile prezentului, fara a
compromite capacitatea generatiilor viitoare de a-gi satisface propriile nevoi. Pana la urma,
mineritul poate fi judecat doar in contextul dezvoltarii durabile, prin ceea ce ramane dupa ce
mina se inchide.

La momentul inchiderii minei, compania va face tot ce i va sta in putintd pentru forta de munca
existenta, asigurandu-i asistenta in gasirea unui alt loc de munca in conformitate cu prevederile
legale in acest sens. Conform prevederilor Art. 52 (1) din Legea Minelor nr. 85/2003, pentru
incetarea activitatilor miniere, companiile ar trebui sa inainteze autoritatilor competente o cerere
insotita de planul de incetare a activitatilor miniere, cu descrierea detaliata a actiunilor necesare
pentru o inchidere eficientd a minei. Planul de inchidere a Minei ar trebui s& contina, printre
altele, un program, de protectie sociala pentru personal.

Avand in vedere experienta si abilitdtile dobandite de muncitori, acesti pot ocupa locuri de
munca existente in cadrul altor proiecte de minerit intr-o regiune cu potential semnificativ de
dezvoltare a resurselor minerale. Ca alternativa, Rosia Montana Gold Corporation (RMGC) va
asigura oportunitati de recalificare gi asistentd pentru infiintarea unor afaceri in alte domenii
decat cel minier.

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

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

intre timp, un numér de programe deja existente au ca scop imbunatatirea profilului educational
si a nivelului de calificare din comunitate, pentru a corespunde necesitatilor proiectului si pentru
a incuraja oamenii sa se gandeasca la alte cai de céastigare a existentei in afard de minerit.
Programul de calificare profesionala este unul dintre aceste programe. Instruirea in domeniul
afacerilor face parte din programul de calificare profesionala. Se infiinteaza, de asemenea, un
incubator de afaceri.

in ianuarie 2007 RMGC a infiintat Rosia Montan& MicroCredit, sub numele de “IFN Gabriel
Finance SA”, pentru incurajarea investitorilor locali. Acest micro-creditor are rolul de a furniza
finantare si resursele necesare pentru oamenii din Rosia Montana, Abrud, Campeni si Bucium,
cu scopul de sprijinire a localnicilor pentru infiintarea de microintreprinderi sau extinderea celor
deja existente.

Planul de inchidere al proiectului Rosia Montana (RMP) este de asemenea conceput astfel incat
amplasamentul minei sa fie redat folosintei publice Tn scopuri productive.
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Answer to Contestation No. 2985

Submitted by Asociatia Otus pentru Protectia Mediului

S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. (RMGC) has fully taken these issues into
consideration in the development of the comprehensive, detailed Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA) for the Rosia Montana project. Our specific responses to Contestation No.
2985 are as follows:

The EIA that Rosia Montana Gold Corporation (RMGC) has submitted to the Romanian
authorities responded fully and professionally to the Terms of Reference proposed by the
Ministry of the Environment and Water Management (MEWM) and complied with the relevant
legal provisions and international practices. More than 100 independent consultants, (certified)
experts and specialists renowned at the national, European, and even international levels,
prepared the report. We are confident that the EIA provides sufficiently detailed information and
reasoning for its conclusions to permit the MEWM to make its decision on the Rosia Montana
Project (RMP).

Subsequent to submission of the EIA, it has been reviewed by two different sets of experts.
Technical experts, representing several international private sector banks and export credit
agencies have concluded that the EIA complies with the Equator Principles designed to promote
responsible lending by financial institutions to projects which raise environmental and social
concerns, and an ad hoc committee of European experts (International Group of Independent
Experts - IGIE) has publicly stated that the EIA was well-developed, taking into consideration
their recommendations and suggestions.

A copy of the IGIE report and RMGC’s response is included as a reference document to the
present annex of the EIA.

The legal provisions currently in force do not stipulate the obligation to specify the authors’
contribution to the EIA chapters. In accordance with the legal provisions in force [Annex 2, Part 2
of Order no. 863/2002 of the Minister of agriculture, forests, waters and environment regarding
the approval of the Methodological guidelines applicable to the stages of the environmental
impact assessment framework procedure, published in the Official Gazette of Romania, Part 1,
no. 52 of January 30, 2003], the report on the environmental impact assessment study contains
in Chapter 1. General Information — Section 2 — contact data of the certified authors of the
environmental impact assessment study and of the related report, and this information is briefly
presented also in Chapter 9. Non-Technical Summary.

The environmental impact assessment for the Rosia Montana mining project has been
conducted by a multi-disciplinary team of “natural and legal persons independent of the project
[...] titleholder” and “certified by the competent environmental protection authority” [In
accordance with the provisions of Article 21 (a) of Government Emergency Ordinance no.
195/December 22, 2005 on environmental protection, published in the Official Gazette of
Romania, Part 1, no. 1.196 of December 30, 2005, approved as amended by Law no. 265/June
29, 2006, published in the Official Gazette of Romania, Part 1, no. 586 of July 6, 2006]. The
team members’ contribution to the report has consisted both in drafting certain sections of the
report, and integration and correlation of the information supplied in other chapters. Moreover, all
sections / chapters of the report have been subjected to a special organization within the team
meant to ensure full compliance with the legal provisions regarding the content and applicable
legislation.

The list of certified natural and legal persons that participated in the preparation of the report on
the environmental impact assessment study (presented in chapters 1. General Information and



9. Non-Technical Summary) is accompanied by a list of non-certified natural and legal persons
that assisted the certified authors of the report.

The responsibility for the environmental impact assessment and accurate interpretation of the
information presented in the report belongs to the “natural persons certified at the highest level
of competence” and “certified legal persons” [According to Article 5 of Order no. 978/2003 of 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, published in the Official Gazette no. 504 of June 4, 2004.], that
participated in the environmental impact assessment based on the agreement concluded with
the project titleholder.

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 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).

Details related to the 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 page.

The EIA was prepared and undertaken by experts certified according to the laws in force.
Considering the provisions of Annex no.2, Part 2 of Order no. 863/2002 of the Ministry of Waters
and Environmental Protection on the endorsement of applicable methodological guidelines for
the framework-procedure for environmental impact assessment (“Order no. 863/2002”), RMGC
has presented in Chapters 1 (General Information) and 9 (Non-technical Summary) of the
Report on Environmental Impact Assessment Study the organizations and persons certified by
the Ministry of Environment and Water Management (with contact details and certificate
number).

The baseline reports and management plans submitted together with the Report were prepared
with the support of specialized consultants and, according to the legal provisions, no certification
by the Ministry of Environment and Water Management is required for this type of studies, plans
and/or reports.

Moreover, according to the provisions of art. 21 (4) of Governmental Emergency Ordinance no.
195/2005, on environmental protection (“GEO no. 195/2005”) and the provisions of art. 5 (1) of
the Order that has been issued by the Ministry of Agriculture, Forests, Waters and Environment
no. 978/2003 on the approval of the Regulations for the certification procedure for natural and
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legal persons preparing environmental impact assessment studies and environmental balances
(“Order no. 978/2003") (the liability for the accuracy of the information provided for the
competent authorities for the environmental protection and public lies with the titleholder of the
project, and the experts who have conducted the environmental assessment are responsible for
the accuracy of the assessment).

RMGC apologizes for any incomplete or imprecise translation into English. A total of 33 volumes
were franslated from Romanian into English and unfortunately some parts of the translation did
not convey an accurate picture of the project. However, it should be mentioned that the
conclusions reached by the study are not affected by the inaccuracies of the study translation
into English, and that the controlling legal document is the Romanian version.

Also the maps from “Health Baseline Report” were translated into English and are attached to
the report.

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. RMGC is committed to operating the
Project in full compliance with Romanian and European law, including environmental law and in
accordance with international best practices, many of which relate to environmental protection.
We have been working with independent experts and some of the world’'s most prominent
mining consultant companies to ensure the highest level of environmental protection and
rehabilitation at the site.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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.

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.

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 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
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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.

In order to avoid the deflation (dissipation) of fine particles (specific to the phenomenon of
atmospheric drought, associated with high wind speeds), the tailings management facility beach
will be compacted and permanently maintained wet.

According to the observation and measurement data performed at Rosia Montana
meteorological station, the cases of atmospheric drought are within the investigated area, as a
result of the pluviometric balance predominantly in excess (excess of humidity) resulted from the
combining of precipitation and evaporation (Annex - Evaporation data-Rosia) , and the
investigated site is situated in areas vulnerable to desertification.
(http://soils.usda.gov/use/worldsoils/mapindex/desert.html|

RMGC will strictly manage waste resulting from the mining operations in accordance with
applicable regulations and a waste management structure sensitive to the environment. The
Waste Management Plan (Plan B) and Section 3 of the EIA describe how — structured in
response to requirements of the EU Mine Waste Directive and MO 863.

To address the possibility that this collective concentrate of gold and silver may contain small
quantities of mercury, vessels will be introduced directly in the mercury retort (with volume of 0.3
m?®). Mercury will be volatilized at a temperature of maximum 650°C and taken out of the vessels
with a vacuum pump. Mercury vapors will be directed to a cooling-condensing plant and a
column with activated carbon. The column is filled with sulfur-impregnated carbon to catch any
traces of mercury vapors left uncondensed. After recovery, any sulfur and mercury impregnated
carbon will be deposited in the temporary deposit of dangerous wastes under strictly safe
conditions. It will be sold as a by-product — not re-used.

Procedures for maneuvering, storing and transport of mercury under safe conditions will be
included in The Emergency Preparedness and Spill Contingency Plan (see Plan | from the
ensemble of Plans of environmental and social management system).

Of course, some of the information presented is necessarily based on results of laboratory

testing; more detailed data can be obtained only in the operation phase. In these instances, use
of a word such as “likely” indicates a fair and balanced judgment based on all available
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information and expert knowledge. Significant but currently unavoidable uncertainties in the
assumptions and conclusions are listed in Section 8 of the Waste Management Plan, along with
the cautious approach chosen in this case. Consistent with the regulations of the EU Mine
Waste Directive, the Waste Management Plan will be regularly reviewed and updated —
incorporating improved and more detailed information on waste streams obtained during the
operation period.

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

Closure and rehabilitation at Rogia Montana involves the following measures:
¢ 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;
e 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 re-vegetation. 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.

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



As referred to property acquisitions RMGC’s Resettlement and Relocation Action Plan (RRAP) is
intended to help relocate and/or resettle residents in the project impact area, which is limited to 4
of Rogsia Montand’s 16 sub-comuna. The RMGC mining project brings new employment
opportunities and other benefits to the remaining residents of Rosia Montana and the
surrounding areas as well as to those residents who relocate to Piatra Alba.

This project provides to future generations not only jobs, but also a cleaner environment,
personal development opportunities, small enterprise support, and support provided for the
development of one of the most underdeveloped areas of Romania.

So, the implication that the village will be without inhabitants is incorrect - Rosia Montana’s
population amounts 3900 inhabitants.

The people living in the Historical Area asked the company to buy their properties although this
implies a massive financial effort without being needed by the development of the project.
Likewise, Piatra Alba will serve as home to many more than the comparably small number of
families (30 so far) who have expressed interest in living there at this point. When the RMGC
project commences and brings both direct and indirect employment to the Rosia Montana
region, there will be a net inflow of people to the area - a sharp reversal of the de-population that
has accompanied the area’s decade-long decline.

Through the construction of the Piatra Alba site we offer higher living standards, high quality
social and cultural services. The Central Area of the site will include public buildings, town hall,
police, post office, bank, church, school, kindergarten, cultural center, museum, medical center,
drug store, commercial areas, entertainment and leisure areas or attractive areas for the
development of tourism in the region, inn, hotel, fair area, sports field, gym hall, skating rink,
football field, park, playgrounds for children.

As referred to the Urbanism Plans, in accordance with the legal provisions, in 2001, RMGC
initiated the drafting of these specific town-planning documentations i.e. the General Urban Plan
and the Zonal Urban Plan. These plans were developed by Romanian certified companies and
pursued all teh legal procedure for approval. The permit for the creation of the Protected Area
Historical Centre of Rosia Montana 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 procedure for the
approval of the town planning documentations. Based on these approvals, the Ministry of
Culture and Religious Affairs requested the company to develop the Zonal Urban Plan for the
Historical Centre of Rosia Montana. Out of the 41 historical monument buildings in Rosia
Montana, 35 are located in the protected area Historic Centre of Rosia Montana. Following the
recommendations made by the National Commission for Historical Monuments, the surface
covered by this area has been extended from 52 ha to over 130 ha.

In conclusion, the protected area will cover over 130 ha and will include the local architectural
assets (restored and enhanced). These will be enhanced in a mining museum which will include
exhibits of geology, archaeology, ethnography (with an open-air section), industrial heritage as
well as a significant underground section developed around the Catalina Monulesti gallery. In
this part of Rosia Montana, the company intends to promote the development of traditional
tourism activities (e.g. guesthouses; small pubs). The historic lakes of Taul Mare, Taul Brazi and
Taul Anghel are located Eastern and Southeast of the old centre of the village - an area suitable
for modern, recreational tourism. However, all the proposals submitted by the company in this
respect have to be endorsed by the local community and approved by the authorities.

Contrary to the mining project opponents claims, the company does not plan to destroy the
churches and cemeteries from Rogia Montana. As regards the graves, only 410 out of the total
1905 existing in Rogia Montana will be affected by the mining project as the company did its best
to make sure that the mining operation does not affect the location of the existing cemeteries.



Reburials will be performed upon the families requests, in full compliance with the Romanian
relevant legal provisions. All expenses related to the reburials will be covered by the company,
which undertakes to act with all due care and respect. Abandoned graves will be also relocated,
with all due care and respect, in the new cemetery from Piatra Alba, for which a surface of 13 ha
was assigned.

As indicated in the mine development plan, out of the 10 churches and prayer houses located in
the project’s impact area, only 2 churches and 2 prayer houses will have to be relocated or
rebuilt. The relocation will be carried out in compliance with the wishes of the parishioners and
the company will bear all the costs for this operation. The construction of churches is a key
element in the process of creating a new community at Piatra Alba. RMGC provides all the
necessary funds in this respect. The curches and the other historical monuments at Rosia
Montana will be included in a comprehensive restoration process.

There are at least 20 other sites with relatively similar features and some of them (Ruda Brad,
Bucium — the Vulcoi Corabia area and Hanes — Almasul Mare area) have already produced
concrete evidence of an archaeological potential 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. As indicated by a series of scientific studies, when
considered in the larger context of the Apuseni Mountains area, the Roman galleries of Rosia
Montana are, indeed, significant, but not unique. Owing to the researches undertaken as part of
the “Alburnus Maior“ National Research Program, financed by RMGC, they are currently the
best known mining galleries in Romania.

The implementation of the project in the Orlea massif area is scheduled for a later date.
Therefore, starting with 2007, this area will be subject to preventive archaeological
investigations. Thus, the construction works necessary for the development of the project in this
area cannot be initiated prior to the completion of the arcaheological research undertaken in
compliance with the Romanian legal provisions and with the international recommendations and
practices.

As regards the Carnic area, 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 5 ha area, including Piatra Corbului, more precisely the mining remains in this area. 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 develop a 3-D representation
as well as 1:1 scale replicas of these structures. These will be included in the mining museum
that is proposed at Rosia Montana. In addition, note that Roman mining structures similar to
those uncovered in the Orlea and Carnic massifs are preserved in situ in the Catalina Monulesti
and Paru Carpeni sectors, and it is inteded to develop them for tourists’ access.

Most of the ancient mining works in the Carnic and other mining sectors, are accessible only to
specialists, in difficult conditions, being practically inaccessible to the general public. Moreover,
under the EU safety rules regulating similar activities in museums all over the European Union
rules that will be transposed into Romanian legislation, Roman galleries that pose safety risks
cannot be opened for public access. Note that there are other similar Roman galleries that will
be preserved in situ.

As for the creation of replicas of certain mining structures, there are such cases in several
European countries. We will mention only two situations: the reconstruction of the Rio Tinto
mine (in the mining museum of Rio Tinto Huelva, Spain, a museum which presents the 5,000
year history of mining in the Iberian Peninsula; this site represents perhaps one of the closes
analogies with the mining archaeological heritage from Rogia Montana, including the Roman
mine waters drainage system uncovered here at the end of the 19th century, which is similar to
the two mine dewatering systems found at Rosia Montana, in the Paru Carpeni and Catalina
Monulesti sectors) or the restoration of the Killhope lead mine (the Wales, UK).
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Considering the results of the research, the specialists’ opinions, and the competent authorities
decisions, the company has allocated a budget of US$ 25 million for the conservation and
restoration of the cultural heritage of Rosia Montana , an operation to be carried out in the
coming years provided that mining project is implemented, as publicly stated in the
Environmental Impact Assessment Study for the RMP of May 2006 (see the Report on the
Environmental Impact Assessment Study, volume 32, Management Plan for the Archaeological
Heritage from Rosia Montana Area, pages 84-85). Thus, the company plans the continuation the
archaeological research of the Orlea massif area, and especially the development of a modern
Mining Museum with geological, archaeological, industrial and ethnographic heritage
displays and the Catalina Monulesti gallery and the monument at Tau Gauri, will be
developed for tourist access as well as the conservation and restoration of the 41
historical monument buildings and of the protected area Historical Centre Rosia Montana.

As an alternative, the company considered the preparation of a specialized study comprising
financial estimates for the conservation in their entirety of the galleries on 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 amount to a value that is not justified from an economic point of
view (see in the Annex the information brochure entitled “Costs Estimate for the Development of
Ancient Mining Networks from Carnic Massif’, prepared by the UK-based companies Gifford,
Geo-Design and Forkers Ltd.).

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 Rogsia 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 — Almasul 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 Roman mining works in the Carnic massif, as well as in other mining areas can only
be accessed by specialists, in very difficult conditions, being partially inaccessible to the pubilic.
Moreover, under the EU safety rules applying to similar museums all over Europe, rules that
have been transposed into Romanian legislation, Roman galleries that pose safety risks cannot
be opened for public access. It should be noted that extensive portions of comparable Roman
galleries will be preserved in situ.

Consequently, based on the scientific report submitted by French experts, on the proposal by
the National Archaeology Commission, the Minister of Culture and Religious Affairs has granted
the archaeological discharge certificate for the Carnic Massif, with the exception of a 5 ha area,
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 Rogia Montana. A lawsuit
has been filed with regard to the archaeological discharge certificate and the case is ongoing.

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 Céarnic 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 Massif”, 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 the 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”.

Surface and underground preventive archaeological researches will continue in the Orlea area,
that is in an area with identified archaeological potential (as mentioned in The Cultural Heritage
Baseline Report, vol. 6, page 48). In addition, it has been stated here that the researches
undertaken so far in this massif are preliminary in character. The following aspect, mentioned in
the report, should be noted: “given that the mining activities in the Orlea area are to be
developed at a later stage, surface archaeological research in this area is to be carried out
starting with 2007”.

The preliminary underground investigations, undertaken in the Orlea Massif, have led to the
uncovering, in 2004, of 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 exploitation. 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 enhanced and 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 continue to deteriorate, especially due to the recent mining works using
drilling-blasting techniques that cause 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 (1% 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. 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, with a view
of preserving the archaeological remains for future generations. In the absence of such
measures the result will be disastrous, and the segments that still exist will disappear as a result
of cave-ins and floods. The Roman steps at Brad (Roman mining remains also 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
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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 Minister 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 (Law 258/2006, art. 5, paragraph 2). Consequently, 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
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 Montand’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 destined for the research, conservation and preservation of the Rogsia Montana’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 investigations in the Orlea area are 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 Rogsia Montana and
Related Management Aspects”.

In conclusion, with regard to your question, please note that under no circumstances will the
Roman galleries at Rosia Montana be destroyed or replaced with replicas without being first
investigated and studied.

Taking into consideration the research findings, 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.
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The impacts on protected flora and fauna will occur only locally, but these impacts will not lead
to the disappearance of any species. The mining project was designed even from the beginning
to meet all Romanian and European environmental legal requirements.

The company believes that the project's impact on the environment remains significant,
especially because the project will cover previous environmental impact. But, the investments
required to restore/rehabilitate Rosia Montana area in order to resolve current complex
environmental issues, are possible only after the implementation of economic projects capable
of generating and warranting responsible and direct courses of action as a base component of
sustainable development concepts. Clean economic processes and technologies may develop
only in the presence of a solid economic system, in a total respect towards environment that will
resolve even previous impacts caused by all anthropic activities.

Project’s base documents are an unbiased reasoning of its implementation, taking into account
the complex environmental commitments assumed for Rosia Montana area.

Some of species existing at Rosia Montana that are under a certain protection status represent
an insignificant percentage from populations estimated at national level. The characterization of
species from their habitat point of view exists in the species tables presented in the Biodiversity
Chapter of the EIA Report and its annexes, although this is not a requirement imposed by the
Habitats Directive. Due to the large amount of information, these tables are available in the
electronic format of EIA. 6,000 electronic copies of EIA Report presented on DVD/CDs have
been disclosed to the public both in English and Romanian. Moreover, the EIA is also available
on RMGC'’s website and on the websites of Ministry of Environment and Waters Management
and Local and Regional Environment Protection Agencies of Alba, Cluj and Sibiu, 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 an SPA (aviafaunistic
special protected area) and by the denial as unfounded of the proposal to designate the area as
a pSCl area (sites of community importance).

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

As referred to the Urbanism Certificate, your assertion referring to the fact that there is no tailing
management facility in the Urbanism Certificate 78/26.04.2006 issued by Alba County Council is
not grounded.

Actually, the section 1 Construction works, position 10 of the Urbanism Certificate no. 78 of
26th 04. 2006 — mentions “processing plant and associated constructions” — which category
includes the tailing management facility which is compulsory for the processing plant running.

The tailing management facility is also specified on the layout plans which are integral part of the
Urbanism Certificate, are sealed by Alba County Council so that they cannot be modified and
this facility is also mentioned in the tables with the occupied surface areas and property and land
types from the previous plans.

It is not correct the assertion according to which the public debate stage and the environmental
study assessment started up without an applicable Urbanism Certificate.

Thus, on the date of the EIA Report submission (15 May 2006) and prior to the start up of the
public debates (June 2006), the documentation submitted by Rosia Montana Gold Corporation
(RMGC) included the Urbanism Certificate no. 78 of 26.04.2006, document valid and applicable
both by that time and at present
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The request to reject the application for the environmental permit issue, based on the opinion
that the environmental permit procedure has been invalidated because it would have not been
submitted an applicable Urbanism Certificate, is neither correct and nor legally grounded.

Thus, from legal point of view, we specify that the Urbanism Certificate is part of the
documentation submitted by the applicant by the time of the environmental permitting procedure
start up.

In fact, we would like to underline that RMGC complied with the legal requirement as it submitted
a complete documentation in full compliance with the law provisions including an applicable
Urbanism Certificate (Urbanism Certificate no. 68 of 26th August 2004).

The waiving of the initial Urbanism Certificate is irrelevant and does not impact the
environmental permitting procedure as per the following:

e The requirement to have an applicable Urbanism Certificate refers to the time of the
procedure start up (art. 9 of the environmental impact assessment procedure approved
through the Order no. 860/2002), and this requirement was met by RMGC as mentioned
above ;

e On the date of the EIA Report submission (15th May 2006) and prior to the public
consultation start up (June 2006). The documentation submitted by Rogsia Montana Gold
Corporation (RMGC) contained also the Urbanism Certificate no. 78/26th 04.2006 which
is applicable and valid since that date and at present. The Urbanism Certificate is an
informative document and its goal is only to inform the applicant about the legal,
economic and technical regime of the existing lands and buildings and to establish the
urbanism requirements and the approvals necessary to obtain the construction permit (
including the environmental permit ) as per art. 6 of Law 50/1991 referring to the
completion of construction works , republished and art 27 paragraph 2 of the Norms for
the application of Law 50/1991 — Official Journal 825 bis/13.09.2005);

As it is an informative document, it does not limit the number of certificates an applicant may
obtain for the same land plot (art. 30 of Law no. 350/2001 regarding the territorial planning and
urbanism).

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.

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 Rogsia 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
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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 Montana Gold Corporation
requested the Local Council to include the part of the water supply pipe and the pipe collecting
water from Aries River. After completion, it will be subject to the approval procedure described
above.

Only one road will be constructed on the administrative territory of Bucium Commune, having a
reduced impact on the urbanism plan. Consequently, in compliance with the applicable urbanism
regulations it is not necessary to include it in a new urbanism plan or to modify the existing plan.

According to Law 5/2000, regarding the approval of the Territory Arrangement Plan — 3™ Section
— protected areas (“Law 5/2000”) (article 5, paragraphs 2-3), local public authorities, with the
support of the competent central public authorities, had the obligation to establish the
boundaries of the protection areas for the cultural heritage elements stipulated in Annex Il to the
above-mentioned law. This measure should have been taken within 12 months from the effective
date of Law 5/2000, based on specialized studies. For this purpose, the local public authorities
had to prepare the town planning documentation and its related regulations, developed and
approved according to the law. This documentation must comprise the necessary protection and
conservation measures for the national cultural heritage elements located in this area.

Concurrently, Law 350/2001 on the territory arrangement and urbanism stipulates the right of
legal or natural persons interested in arranging the territory, to initiate the development of
urbanism plans.

In accordance with these legal provisions, in 2001, RMGC initiated the preparation of these
specific town-planning documentations - the General Urbanism Plan and the Zonal Urbanism
Plan. These plans have been developed by Romanian certified companies and followed the
legal approval procedure. The permit for the establishment of the Rosia Montana Historical
Centre Protected Area was issued by the Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs in 2002
(permits no. 61/14.02.2002 and no. 178/20.06.2002) as part of the procedure for the approval of
the town planning documentation. Based on these permits, the Ministry of Culture and Religious
Affairs requested the company to develop a Zonal Urbanism Plan for the Historical Centre of
Rosia Montana. Out of the 41 historical buildings in Rosia Montana, thirty-five (35) are located
inside the protected area of the Rosia Montana Historical Centre.

As for the heritage elements located in the future industrial development area (6 historical
buildings), these are discussed in the Industrial Zonal Urbanism Plan prepared by SC Proiect
Alba SA. The regulations included in this document will contain measures for the protection of
these monuments.

In conclusion, the town planning studies and the specialized studies conducted for the purpose
of establishing the boundaries of the protection areas within the future mining operations
perimeter are currently pending approval, in accordance with the legal provisions, by the
competent institutions and committees. Please note that none of the historical houses located in
the perimeter of the proposed project will be affected; on the contrary, all the 41 historic
buildings will be included in a complex restoration and rehabilitation program (see the
Management Plan). This program is mandatory, regardless of the implementation of the mining
project, if we want to prevent these buildings from collapsing because of their advanced
degradation.
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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.

As referred to the TMF, the Government Decision no. 351/2005, which you refer to, approves
the Program for the gradual disposal of the exhaustions, emissions and effluence of particularly
hazardous substances and does not stipulate the criteria for building/ operating the tailings
management facilities. Nevertheless, we inform you that RMGC took all the necessary measures
for the observation of the mandatory legal provision also regarding the gradual disposal of the
exhaustions, emissions and effluence of particularly hazardous substances.

The municipal waste storage activity is governed by the Government Decision no. 349/2005,
published in the Official Gazette Part | no. 394 dated 10/05/2005, a normative act which
transposes in the internal legislation the provisions of the Directive 1999/31/CE on the waste
storage, published in the Official Journal of the European Community no. 182/1 dated
16.07.1999.

Currently, at the European Union level, the storage activity of the waste resulting from the
extraction industry is distinctly brought under regulation by the Directive no. 2006/21/CE
("Directive nr. 2006/21/CE”), published in the Official Journal of the European Community no. L
102 dated 11.04.2006.

RMGC drafted the report on the environmental impact assessment project by observing the
mandatory requests and conditions provided in the Directive no. 2006/21/CE. We inform you
that, irrespective of the moment when the Directive no. 2006/21/CE will be transposed in the
internal legislation, RMGC will comply with any mandatory legal condition for the mining activity
as regards the waste storage.

According to the current in force environmental legislation, the altered Emergency Governmental
Ordinance no. 195/2005, under art.11 (4): the environmental permit is issued together with the
other regulatory documents issued by competent authorities in full compliance with the law. The
water management permit is secured following the development of such a parallel procedure.
This procedure has been recently initiated.

Governmental Decision no. 349/2004 regarding the storage of wastes is not applicable for the

construction of the tailings management facility which is a construction included in the category
of hydrotechnical constructions that require compliance with the altered Emergency
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Governmental Ordinance no. 244/2000 regarding the safety of dams and the new Directive
2006/21/EC regarding management of wastes resulting from extractive industry. The details
related to the hydrological and geotechnical features of Corna Valley have been described in the
Hydrogeology Baseline Report and sent together with the EIA report to the regulatory authorities
in May 2006, a report that may be consulted online on the following web pages: www.rmgc.ro;
www.mmediu.ro.

RMGC - not the Romanian state - will pay for any liabilities of the Rosia Montana Project. The
current projected closure cost for Rosia Montana is US $76 million to be paid by RMGC, which is
based on the mine operating for its full 16-year lifespan. An Environmental Financial Guarantee
(EFG) as required by the Romanian Mining Law and the EU Mine Waste Directive will be in
place before any liability is incurred. The EFG is governed by the Mining Law (no. 85/2003) and
the National Agency for Mineral Resources instructions and Mining Law Enforcement Norms
(no. 1208/2003). 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.

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 annual updates to the EFG 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 ;
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¢ 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:
e (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.

With respect to the issues indicated by you, namely the insurance of mining projects, we would
like to underline the fact that the Directive no. 2004/35/CE regarding the responsibility for
environmental pollution, prevention and rehabilitation of the prejudices caused to the
environment, which has been published in the Official Journal of European Community no.
L143/56 (“Directive no. 35/2004”) establishes the general governing framework for
environmental pollution.

According to the provisions stipulated by art. 1 of Directive no. 35/2004 “The purpose of this
directive is to establish a framework of environmental liability based on the ‘polluter-pays'
principle, to prevent and remedy environmental damage.”

Directive no. 35/2004 states as a principle pursuant to the provisions of art. 14 (1) the fact that
‘Member States shall take measures to encourage the development of financial security
instruments and markets by the appropriate economic and financial operators, including financial
mechanisms in case of insolvency, with the aim of enabling operators to use financial
guarantees to cover their responsibilities under this Directive”.

Moreover, according to the provisions of art. 19 (1) Directive no. 35/2004, Member States shall
bring into force the laws, regulations and administrative provisions necessary to comply with this
Directive by 30 April 2007. We would like to underline the fact that, up to now, the Directive no.
35/2004 hasn’t been transposed into our legislation. Taking into account the previously
mentioned aspects, we kindly ask you to take notice of the fact that, at this moment there are no
internal legal regulations to establish the material and procedural aspects related to the
establishment of such a guarantee.

However, if specific legal dispositions are going to be created with regard to the establishment of
certain guarantees, RMGC is going to take all necessary measures to fulfill all mandatory legal
liabilities.

We would also like to ask you to take notice of the fact that 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.
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In this respect we also underline the fact 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, for all periods of the project life from
construction through operations and closure.

We underline the fact that, the enactment you refer to, namely GD no. 95/2000 rules the
amendment of art. 9 (3) of Government Decision no. 3/2000 on establishing, organizing and
operation of the Economic — Financial Coordination Council, not the control of the activities in
which are involved dangerous substances.

According to the provisions of art. 6 (1) Government Decision no. 95/2003 on the control of
activities involving major accident hazards in which dangerous substances are involved (“GD no.
95/2003”) “in order to observe the provisions of article 5, the titleholder of the activity shall
present a notice simultaneously with the legal documents required for obtaining the
environmental approval, environmental authorization and/or civil protection endorsement, as the
case may be, documents delivered to the public territorial environmental protection authorities,
namely territorial civil protection authorities”.

Please note the fact that RMGC observed the incident legal provisions in this respect and
submitted such notice to the public environmental protection authority. In addition, according to
the provisions of art. 8 (1) of GD no. 95/2003 (“the titleholder of the activity in which are present
dangerous substances in quantities equal or more than the ones provided under annex no. 2,
table 1 and 3, column 3, should draft and deliver to the public territorial environmental protection
authority and to the territorial civil protection authority an exploitation security report on
prevention of risks of major accidents”), RMGC submitted at the same time with the EIA report
the security report, that may be analyzed on the Environmental Ministry site at the following
address: http://www.mmediu.ro/ dep _mediu/rosia_montana_securitate.htm

In this context, as RMGC fulfilled the obligation of submitting the notice requested under the
terms of article 6 (1) of GD no. 95/2003, as well as the security report, we mention that, it is not
justified to apply a sanction having the nature of the one indicated by you.

The Report on the Environmental impact assessment study (EIA) considered all alternative
developments, including the option of not proceeding with any project — an option that would
generate no investment, allowing the existing pollution problems and socio-economic decline to
continue (Chapter 5 — Assessment of Alternatives).

The report also considered alternative developments — including agriculture, grazing, meat
processing, tourism, forestry and forest products, cottage industries, and flora/fauna gathering
for pharmaceutical purposes — and concluded that these activities could not provide the
economic, cultural ands environmental benefits brought by the RMP.

Chapter 5 also examines alternative locations for key facilities as well as alternative technologies
for mining, processing and waste management, in line with best practice and as compared
against published EU best available techniques (BAT) documentation.

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
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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-II-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.

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 Rosgsia 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
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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 Rosia Montana area.

Under Law 5/2000 on the approval of the National Territory Arrangement Plan, Section IlI-
Protected Areas (“Law 5/20007), article 10-(1), Law 422/2001, article 59, as amended by Law
259/2006, the protection area for each monument is established based on specific studies, but
until then the protection zone is represented by an area with a radius of 100 m in urban
settlements, 200 m in rural areas and 500 m outside towns. This surface is measures starting
from the outside limit of the monument all around it.

According to Law 5/2000 (article 5, paragraphs 2-3), local public authorities, with the support of
competent central public authorities, were under the obligation to establish the boundaries of the
protection areas for the cultural heritage assets stipulated in Annex Il to the above-mentioned
law. This measure should have been taken within 12 months after the date when Law 5/2000
came into effect and it should have been based on scientific studies. For this purpose, the local
public authorities had to prepare the town planning documentation and its related regulations.
This documentation developed and approved in accordance with the law, shall comprise the
necessary protection and preservation measures for the national cultural heritage assets located
in this area. Therefore, until the protection areas for historical monuments are established based
on specific studies, the historic buildings from Rosia Montana have a protection zone of 200 m.
Practically these protection limits for the historical monuments at Rosia Montana are going to be
established by the Zonal Urban Plan for the Protected Area Historical Centre Rosia Montana
and the Zonal Urban Plan for the Industrial Area Rogia Montana.

In 2001, RMGC initiated, in accordance with the legal provisions, the drafting of these specific
town-planning documentations, namely the General Urban Plan and the Zonal Urban Plan.
These plans were prepared by Romanian certified companies and they followed all the stages
legally established for the approval. The permit for the creation of the protected area Historical
Centre of Rosia Montana was issued by the Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs in 2002
(permits no. 61/14.02.2002 and no. 178/20.06.2002) as part of the procedure for the approval of
the town planning documentations. On the basis of these permits, the Ministry of Culture and
Religious Affairs requested the company to prepare a Zonal Urban Plan for the Historical Centre
of Rogia Montana. This document is currently being prepared.

Specific measures for the historical monuments and archaeological sites located in the industrial
area are described in the Environmental Impact Assessment Study (volume 32-33), Plan M-
Cultural Heritage Management Plan, part |-Management Plan for the Archaeological Heritage
from Rosia Montand Area (pages 80-81) and part Il — Management Plan for Historical
Monuments and Protected Zone from Rosia Montanad (pages 75-94) and also a series of
specialized provisions resulting from the requirements of Zonal Urban Plan for the Industrial
Area of Rosia Montana (a specialized documentation which is currently under approval
according to the Environmental Strategic Evaluation (SEA) for plans and programs)

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. It must be pointed out 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.
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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.

Thus, we consider that RMGC has fulfilled so far its legal obligations as owner of buildings
classified as historical monuments. By assuming the data and conclusions of the Management
Plan for Historical Monuments and Protected Zone from Rogia Montana of the Environmental
Impact Assessment Study, RMGC plans to go on with this responsible approach and to provide
the necessary funds for the restoration and conservation of buildings classified as historical
monuments and of the historical centre of Rosia Montana. All intervention works on these
buildings shall be performed in compliance with the existing legal provisions and based on the
conclusions of the specialized study conducted in the period 2005-2006 on the buildings
classified as historical monuments from Rosia Montana. This study was conducted by the
Bucharest Technical University of Civil Engineering and the National Centre of Seismic
Engineering and Vibrations.

41 buildings (39 houses and 2 churches) from Rosia Montana are currently classified as
historical monuments, according to the List of Historical Monuments (code LMI 2004: AB-II-s-B-
00269 and then from AB-1I-m-B-00271 to AB-II-m-B-00311), published by the Ministry of Culture
and Religious Affairs in the Official Gazette of Romania no. 646 bis/16.07.2004

RMGC owns so far 14 historical monument buildings. These buildings have been acquired in
accordance with the provisions of Law 422/2001 on the protection of historical monuments,
amended. They were in different conditions when acquired, this aspect being reflected in the
sale-purchase agreements and documented by photographic records taken since their
acquisition up to the present day.

As specific activities conducted so far for the preservation of historical monuments, note:
-The design and development of the scaffolding at the gate of historical monument house
no. 372 to prevent it from tilting forward (Approval);
-The transformation of the historical monument house no. 392 into office space, by
changing its initial residential use (Approval);
-Securing the Construction Permit for House no. 325 under Law 422/2001, although this
house is not a historical monument, it is located on the central alignment of Rosia Montana
Historical Center (Approval). This building will be restored in accordance with the legal
regulations of the Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs and will be used as an
Information Center and Exhibition facility.
-Specialist restoration design projects are currently being finalized for 11 historical
monument buildings in the Rosia Montana area; the restoration of these houses will begin
in 2007;
-The establishment of a wooden structure for the protection and primary conservation of
the Roman funerary precinct at Tau Gauri.

On the other hand, note that the protected area from Rosia Montana will cover over 130 ha and
will include 35 historical monuments and other the local architectural assets (restored and
enhanced). These will be enhanced in a mining museum that will include exhibits of geology,
archaeology, ethnography (with an open-air section), industrial heritage as well as a significant
underground section developed around the Catalina Monulesti gallery. In this part of Rosia
Montana, the company intends to promote the development of traditional tourism activities (e.g.
guesthouses; small pubs). The historic lakes of Taul Mare, Taul Brazi and Taul Anghel are
located Eastern and Southeast of the old centre of the village - an area suitable for modern,
recreational tourism.
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Note that none of the historical monument houses located within the project perimeter will be
negatively affected by the RMP. Moreover, all the 41 historic buildings will be included in a
comprehensive program of restoration and rehabilitation (see EIA, volume 33- Plan M: Cultural
Heritage Management Plan, part Il — Management Plan for Historical Monuments and Protected
Zone from Rogia Montana, pages 76-94). 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

The company wants to protect and promote all these heritage assets. Therefore, special
measures will be taken both inside the protected area Historical Centre of Rosia Montana
(restoration-consolidation-conservation) and in the industrial area (special blasting techniques,
buffer zones between the 2 areas, permanent monitoring of vibrations and the blasting adjusted
to the waves' propagation speed, as well as the actual rehabilitation and restoration of the
historical monuments located in this area).

As publicly stated in the EIA Report, once the Rosia Montana Mining Project is approved, all
historical monument buildings in Rosia Montana, owned by RMGC, will be included in a
comprehensive restoration and conservation program. Should any historic buildings remain
under the ownership of various institutions or individuals, upon their consent, RMGC will finance
the restoration of the buildings, in full compliance with the specific relevant regulations issued by
the Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs

In the coming years, if the Rogia Montana project is implemented, the company plans to
allocate USD 3.385,000 for conservation, restoration and maintenance works to be undertaken
in the Protected Zone Historical Centre of Rosia Montana as well as for the historical buildings
located outside this area.

Under Law 422/ 2001, article 38, as amended by Law 259/2006, the owners of historical
monuments are first of all under the obligation to maintain the historical monuments and not to
restore them. For further details on these legal obligations fully undertaken by RMGC, please
read the enclosed brochure.

To date, RMGC has complied with all its legal obligations as owner of historical monument
buildings. By taking into account the data and conclusions set out in the Management Plan for
the historical monuments and protected zones within Rosia Montana, included in the EIA Report,
RMGC plans to continue this responsible approach and to ensure the financial resources
necessary for the conservation and restoration of the historic buildings and of the Rosia Montana
Historic Centre. All interventions on these buildings will be carried out in compliance with the
current legal provisions, based on the conclusions set out in the technical review of the historic
buildings within Rogia Montana, undertaken by the Bucharest Technical University of Civil
Engineering - the National Centre for Earthquake Engineering and Vibrations, between 2005 and
2006.

For further information on the studies and modeling conducted by the Bucharest Technical
University of Civil Engineering and IPROMIN with regard to the special measures necessary for
the mitigation of the impacts caused by blasting on the historic buildings, please consult the
corresponding annex.

As referred to expropriations, to put the resettlement issue in its 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 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. When acquiring the
private property lands necessary for the development of Rosia Montana Project, RMGC'’s
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approach is primarily based on the principle of a “willing seller-buyer basis”. To this extent,
RMGC provided fair compensation packages for the affected inhabitants of the impacted area, in
full compliance with the World Bank policies and guidelines in this field.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The World Bank has financed more than 500 projects during the last 10 years that required
resettlement plans, many of them on a much larger scale than in Rosia Montana. Resettlement
is not unusual for large projects implementation and when carried in accordance with the
applicable rules and legal enactments, does not represent per se an infringement of any human
right. As a general rule, infringements of rights should be ascertained by a final and binding
decision awarded by competent courts of law.

In consideration of concerns in relation to human rights and out of respect for the residents of
Rosia Montana, the company’s RRAP is based on voluntary sale of property, designed under
World Bank Standards. During the implementation of this management plan, the public
consultation and disclosure have been the key instrument in identifying the right solutions and
directions.
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The urban plans prepared for the Industrial Area have no connection with population’s
resettlement, these plans identify several imperfections and propose remediation of the
respective situations, areas governed by interdictions for specific types of activity and areas that
allow specific activities.

The General Urbanism Plan of Rosia Montana Commune (PUG), approved in 2002, modified
the plan approved in 2000, incorporating the protected area, which comprises the historic
buildings. After this modification, the industrial area occupied by the mining project proposed by
RMGC has remained unchanged, covering only 25% of the Rosia Montana commune, and the
restrictions related to the construction of facilities, other than the industrial ones, apply only to
this part of the commune. These restrictions related to the industrial area were also included in
the PUG developed in 2000, therefore the current changes are not related to the proposed
mining project.

The remaining 75% of the Rogia Montana Commune territory does not form the object of any
restriction generated by the mining project.

At the same time, we would like you to understand that there are mandatory legal provisions
limiting the development of projects other than those intended for the exploration and processing
of natural resources in the areas where these have been identified. In this respect, we want to
mention the following legal provisions:

(i) art. 41(2) from the Mining Law n0.85/2003 “the County Councils and Local Councils shall
modify and/or update the existing territorial plans and urban general plans in order to
allow for carrying out all the operations related to the conceded mining activities”,

(ii) art. 6(1) from the Governmental Decision 525/1996 for the approval of the General
Urbanism Regulation (“GD no. 525/1996”) “the permitting of final constructions, other
than industrial ones, which are required for the development of mining and processing
operations of identified mineral resources from areas outlined pursuant to the law, is
strictly forbidden”;

(iii) art 4.4 of Local Urbanism Regulation of Rosia Montana governing the 2002 General
Urbanism Plan, “the permitting of final constructions, other than industrial ones, which
are required for the development of mining and processing operations of identified
mineral resources from areas outlined pursuant to the law, is strictly forbidden”.

Consequently, please be so kind and take notice of the fact that all aforementioned legal
provisions are applicable to any similar project developed by legal and/or private entities.

The modified Zonal Urbanism Plan — the Industrial Area Rosia Montana is currently under
approval. This is a town-planning documentation which was approved in 2002 as well, but it is
currently being changed given the advanced stage of the Rosia Montana project (see Annex
3.1, modifications: decrease of the open-pits footprint; 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 eliminate the potential impact that was 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 Zoning Urbanism Plan (PUZ) will establish in detail the future uses of the
protected areas, while the restriction related to constructions and to the development of other
activities will be maintained only on the footprint of the planned facilities.

As proved by the experience of other similar project, such industrial activities can be carried out
in parallel and stimulate the development of other activities.
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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.

As for the applicable enactments, these are:

(i Law no. 489/2006 on the religious liberty and the general regime of religious affairs,
published in the Romanian Official Gazette, Section I, no. 11/08.01.2007;

(i) Law no. 98/1994 on the establishing and sanctioning of the misdemeanors to the
hygiene and public health legal norms, published in the Romanian Official Gazette,
Section |, no. 317/16.11.1994, as subsequently amended and supplemented (“Law
no. 98/1994");

(iii) The hygiene norms and recommendations concerning the population’s life
environment, approved by Order no. 1028/2004, published in the Romanian Official
Gazette, Section |, no. 140/03.07.1997, as subsequently amended and supplemented
(“Hygiene Norms”);

(iv) GD no. 955/2004 on the approval of the framework Rules for the organization and
operation of the public services for the administration of the public and private domain
of local interest, published in the Romanian Official Gazette, Section |, no.
660/22.07.2004;

(v) Order no. 261/1982 on the approval of the standard Rules for the administration of
graveyards and the crematories of the localities, published in the Official Gazette no.
67/11.03.1983;

(vi) Rules for the administration of the church riches, approved by the Decision of the
Ministry of Religious Affairs no. 32-234/29.09.1950;

(vii)  Rules for the organization and operation of the parish and monastery graveyards
within the eparchies of the Romanian Orthodox Church, approved by Decision of the
Religious Affairs Department no. 16.285/31.12.1981.

As for the legal ground concerning the disestablishment and the change of destination of a
graveyard, art. 154 of the Hygiene Norms provides: ,, The disestablishment and the change of
destination of a graveyard shall be made only after 30 years since the last funeral and after the
relocation of all bones. The disestablishment of the graveyards prior to this term shall be made
only with the approval of the county inspectorate of sanitary police and preventive medicine”.

Consequently, the relocation of a graveyard prior to the expiry of the term of 30 years is
possible, being allowed by the law after the obtaining of the approval from the inspectorate of
sanitary police and preventive medicine. Only in the situation in which the change of destination
of the land where the graveyard is located is made by breaching the legal provisions,
respectively in the absence of such an approval, the sanctions for the offences provided by
art.11 letter j) of Law no. 98/1994 become applicable.

The company understands community sensitivities on such issues. Romanian law establishes
the accepted methods for exhumation of remains and reburial, and the company is pledged to
follow those laws to the letter. To put the number of graves in context, 410 graves of the Rosia
Montana’s 1905 graves will be affected by the mining project, as the company has to the
maximum extent possible designed the mining operations to leave established graveyards in
place. Graves will be relocated according to the wishes of the family and at RMGC’s expense.
Abandoned graves will be relocated, with full respect and reverence, to Piatra Alba’s new
cemetery.

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’.
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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.

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 Rogia 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’.

Rosia Montana commune consists of 16 villages. To date, the Rosia Montana Industrial Area
covers only 25% of this territory; therefore only 4 villages are impacted by the mining activities
proposed under the project initiated by S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. (RMGC). Due
to the fact that, in the past, only mining activities have been performed here, no farms or
activities other than the industrial ones have existed in this area.

Moreover, through the management plans prepared as part of the environmental impact
assessment process, the development of tourism activities and diversification and development
of services inside the project perimeter and in the neighboring areas are encouraged and
imperiously necessary for the proper project implementation. This may be illustrated by the
partnerships initiated and developed by the company (see the annex), such as: the micro-bank
for financing small businesses, training and skill development programs for the residents of
Rosia Montana and neighboring communities, and the youth development and mentoring
program, implemented through the CERT Apuseni resource center, based in Abrud.

In order to present the clearest possible overview of the Sapard program, we would like to
present to you the information we are currently holding. The Sapard program was part of the
financing package granted by the European Union to the accessing countries. In the Rosia
Montana area, the development of RMGC’s mining project has not prevented any eligible
entities from accessing the Sapard funds for one of the program’s measures, which were
available until 2006. The eligible entity for roads restoration was the local administration (the
Alba County Council and the Local Council of Rogia Montana). The development of the Rosia
Montana project did not prevent any of the organizers or members of the local community from
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accessing the funds provided for tourism-related businesses or the diversification of the services
supplied in rural areas, as well as for any other measures included in the Sapard program. Thus,
any local entity eligible according to the Sapard criteria could have accessed the necessary
funds, for example, in order to set up a guest house or for the diversification of the services
provided in the protected area or outside the industrial perimeter. To our knowledge, nothing like
this has ever happened, and we reserve the right to claim that such facts may not be associated
in any way with the development of the Rosia Montana project.

The public meetings have been performed in several ways:

e The PUZ documentations have been made available at the Rosia Montana, Bucium,
Campeni and Abrud town halls and registers have been opened to receive population’s
comments. Moreover, such documentations have been also made available at the
company’s information centres in Rosia Montana and Abrud and have been posted on
the RMGC website and on the Alba APM website.

e Public meetings have been organized in Rosia Montana, Bucium, Campeni and Abrud,
and the representatives appointed by mayors have concluded records of proceedings,
including the population’s comments.

According to the relevant legal provisions, the stakeholders may submit justified proposals on
the environment impact assessment. Art. 44 (3) of the Minister of Waters and Environment
Protection Order no. 860/2002 on procedures governing the environmental impact assessment
and the issuance of environmental permits ("Order no. 860/2002") provides that "based on the
results of the public debate, the relevant authority for the environmental protection evaluates the
grounded proposals/comments of the public and requests the titleholder the supplementation of
the report on the environmental impact assessment study with an appendix comprising solutions
for the solving of the indicated issues”.

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.

Nonetheless, considering RMGC has expressed its full availability to discuss any issues relevant
for the proposed project, please note the following:

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.

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 adjustments 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 RMGC, 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.
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The Commerce Register Office is obliged to issue certified copies on the expenses of the person
who made the application.

Meanwhile, we mention that the participation of the shareholders to the RMGC 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.

Based on the corroboration of the provisions of art.47 of Law 215/2001 referring to the public
local administration and of the provisions of art 70 of Law 161/2003 referring to the measures
meant to ensure the transparency of the public high positions, public offices exercising, and of
the business environment,the prevention and sanctionning of corruption, in order to claim the
existence of a conflict of interest while exercising a public office, the issue submitted to
the local council debate should imply a direct personal interest of patrimonial nature.

As for the case of the local councillors suspected to find themselves in a situation of conflicts of
interest in relation with the issues under debate, taking into account they are RMGC employees (
or their relatives/ allied are RMGC employees), the following aspects should be underlined::

(i) Taking into account that RMGC holds a mining license for Rosia Montana perimeter,
it is compuslory for the Local Council, in accordance with the law ( as per Mining
Law) to modify the general urban plans to allow the completion of all the operations
required to develop the concession mining activities. To this aim, the Local Council
approved the General Urban Plan and the Zonal Urban Plan — New Rosia Montana
on Piatra Alba site, and the other subsequent decisions made nothing but
implement the legal Local Council commitement. This committement is required by
the law and it does not reperesent the fulfillment of a personal interest of any of the
councillors and there do not exist any patrimonial issues involved in such decision
adoption.;

(i) The issues under Local Council debate and the decisions adopted (as mentionned in
the question) do not involve any direct personal interest of patrimonial nature in
regards with the targeted councillors, and such decisions concern the whole
community;

(iii) Rosiamin SA is a state owned economic entity headquartered in Rogsia Montana
commune. The employment relation of some local councillors with Rosiamin SA have
no impact on RMGC activity;

(iv) After the production activity closure at Rosiamin SA, which resulted in an increase of
the unemployment rate by approximately 70%, RMGC is the most important
economic entity in the area, and it mostly employed the local individuals in
compliance with the committements assumed by RMGC,;

(v) The employment relation existing between one of the councillor or councillor s
relative and RMGC do not directly involve a conflict of interest as there is no identity
of interests between the employer’ s patrimonial interest and the employee’s one.
The law provisions relevant in the field are of strict interpretation and application, and
so the extension by analogy, of the patrimonial interest concept (,personal material
benefit’),essentially personal and direct, to the interest of the company where the
respective councillors are employed, is not legally grounded;

Rosia Montana Mining Project is a vast project which implementation concerns the whole
community so that to allege the patrimonial interest of an RMGC employee is similar to alleging
such an interest in relation with any of the community members and this is totally illogic and not
grounded from legal point of view.

In compliance with the provisions of 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, an investor shall provide the necessary funds for the preventive
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archaeological investigation and related heritage surveys if he/she plans to implement a project
in areas with an archaeological potential. As an investor, SC Rosia Montana Gold Corporation
has assumed this legal obligation from 2000 until the present day.

RMGC’s declared purpose is to ensure the necessary conditions for the investigation,
registration, protection and public enhancement of the cultural heritage from the Rogia Montana
area, in compliance with the provisions of 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, as modified by Law 378/2001, Law 462/2003, Law 258/2006 and with
the provisions of Law 422/2001 on the protection of historical monuments, as modified by Law
259/2006.

All the preventive archaeological researches undertaken in Rosia Montana since 2001 have
been conducted within the “Alburnus Maior” National Research Program, and permits for
preventive archaeological excavations have been 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. It is to be noted the significant contribution of the
team of mining archaeologists from the University Le Mirail (Toulouse, France), led by Dr.
Beatrice Cauuet. Mining archaeology studies are an innovation in Romania, Rogia Montana
being in fact the first site in Romania where such investigations are conducted by a team of
qualified and experienced archaeologists. All archaeological investigations have been conducted
in compliance with the legislation in force. Researches carried out during each archaeological
campaign are authorized by the Romanian Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs, on the basis
of the annual archaeological research plan approved by the National Commission of
Archaeology (NCA). The archaeological research included a survey of all the areas, which are
accessible and, at the same time, suitable for dwellings and other human activities, and took into
account preliminary data taken from archives and bibliographical data and observations made
during field surveys, magnetometer and electrical resistivity surveys, as well as data collected
during the photogrammetric flights.

Detailed information on the chance finds and the preliminary archaeological investigations (at
surface and underground) conducted in the Orlea massif were published in the EIA
(Environmental Impact Assessment for the Rosia Montana Project, volume 6: Cultural Heritage
Baseline Report, Annex |, pages 231-235). The Cultural Heritage Baseline Report (volume 6,
page 46) states that archaeological investigations (both at surface and underground) will
continue in the Orlea massif area, which is in an area with an identified archaeological potential.
The report also mentions the fact that the investigations undertaken so far in the respective area
were only preliminary. The following statement in the report is to be noted: “Site development
plans for the Project will not result in impacts or construction activities in the Orlea area, which
will be researched starting 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 — page 46).

In 2004, during these preliminary archaeological investigations conducted in the underground, a
significant discovery was made in the Orlea massif, whose archaeological value was confirmed
in the summer of 2005. More precisely, the French team of archaeologists led by Dr. Beatrice
Cauuet found a chamber equipped with a mine drainage wheel, and then a whole drainage
system serving to discharge water from the underground. This device identified in the Paru
Carpeni sector was established to date back to the Roman period, it has been thoroughly
investigated, and special measures were taken for its preservation in situ. This item is not going
to be affected by the construction of the future Orlea pit. Preventive archaeological investigations
(at surface) in the Orlea area and mining archaeological investigations (in the underground) are
scheduled for the period 2007-2012, as stated in the Cultural Heritage Baseline Report (volume
6, page 48).
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According to the List of Historical Monuments published in the Official Gazette of Romania no.
646 bis/16.07.2004, the future industrial area from the Orlea massif comprises two
archaeological sites classified as group A historical monuments: the Alburnus Maior Roman
settlement, located in the Orlea area (code AB-I-m-A-00065.01) and the Roman mining
operation at Alburnus Maior, the Orlea massif (code AB-I-m-A-00065.02).

Under Law 422/2001, amended by Law 259/2006, the declassification procedure can be legally
initiated after the archaeological sites are discharged based on the permit issued by the National
Commission of Archaeology within the Ministry of Culture and Religious Affairs. The
archaeological discharge procedure, as defined by the legislation in force, stipulates that a piece
of land comprising archaeological artifacts can be restored to its habitual use (Law 258/2006,
art. 5, paragraph 2). Therefore, it is true that in the second phase of the operations, RMGC plans
to mine the gold-silver deposits located in the Orlea massif. Law 258/2006 also stipulates (article
7a) that “the investor is under the obligation to provide the necessary funds in order to ‘draw up
a feasibility study and a technical project meant to establish the measures later to be presented
in detail and the necessary funds for carrying out preventive archaeological investigations or
archaeological monitoring (as appropriate), and also to finance the protection of the
archaeological heritage or the archaeological discharge procedure (as appropriate) for the area
impacted by works and the implementation of these measures”.

Consequently, this proposed mining operation in the Orlea massif can become operational only
once preventive (surface and underground) archaeological investigations are completed. These
investigations are meant to provide comprehensive data on the Roman site located in the Orlea
area. As it is well-known (see the archaeological site record card included in the Cultural
Heritage Baseline of EIA Report, i.e. Annex | —archaeological record cards produced for the
archaeological state of Rosia Montana identified sites, site record card no. 9 — Orlea (page 231-
235) — this area has never been subject to archaeological investigations or expert studies meant
to establish in detail the characteristics and spatial distribution of the archaeological remains
located in this area. Therefore, RMGC has committed to financing a program of preventive
archaeological investigations to be conducted by specialists, program that will be developed
between 2007 and 2012. A decision as to the approval of the archaeological discharge of the
area will be made based on the results of these preventive investigations. There are no laws to
prohibit preventive archaeological investigations for areas where cultural heritage artifacts have
been identified, as is the case for the Orlea area.

Given that the development of the Orlea pit is scheduled for a later date, starting from 2007, this
area will be subject to preventive archaeological investigations. Therefore, the construction
works required for the development of the project in this area will not be initiated before the
completion of the archaeological investigations conducted in line with the national legislation and
the international practices and recommendations.

In this case, the creation of replicas refers to structures which have been scientifically
researched and for which the archaeological discharge measure was taken.
Consequently, this is an impact mitigation measure in addition to the measures stipulated
by law and not a simple creation of replicas for some historical monuments.

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:
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- 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.

With regard to the organization of a mining museum in the Roman galleries from Rogia Montana,
Dr. Beatrice Cauuet said in 2003: ,in the perspective of establishing 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. In the perspective of 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”.

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.

The mining archaeological research conducted since 1999 by a multidisciplinary team of
specialists from the University Toulouse Le Mirail (France) led by Dr. Beatrice Cauuet have been
focused —for the first time in Romania- on a detailed study of this type of archaeological remains-
the old mining galleries dating from the Roman and later periods.
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The Roman mining galleries found in the Catalina Monulesti and Paru Carpeni sectors will be
subject to extensive works for their re-opening, consolidation and development, which would
allow them to be preserved in situ and to be included in a public tourism circuit. This decision
was based on the value and significance of the archaeological remains preserved in these
galleries, namely wood-made Roman devices for mine water drainage (the so-called “Roman
wheels”). The Catalina Monulesti is also famous as the place where the largest number of wax
tablets were uncovered mid 19" century (more than 11 tablets out of the 32 tablets known to
date, according to sources of historical archive).

Given that the specialists’ access to the underground remains found in the Carnic massif is
extremely difficult and that tourist access is practically impossible, it was concluded that the only
way to enhance the main types of mining works is to created replicas of them. Among the
specialized studies conducted by the team of French mining archaeologists from the University
Le Mirail of Toulouse (France) the detailed topographical survey of the ancient mining works and
the making of a complete inventory of photos of the underground Roman mining works are
noteworthy. Moreover, the 3D modeling made by the French specialists allowed the
reconstruction of the original morphology of the ancient mine, removing the deteriorations
caused by the flow of time and by the subsequent mining works. These scientific results will
represent the starting point in the creation of replicas of the ancient mining works.

Thus, the current situation clearly points out that most of the ancient mining works from the
Carnic massif and from the other mining sectors are hardly accessible to specialists and almost
inaccessible to the public. Moreover, the safety standards for public visits in museums all across
the European Union, which will be adopted in Romania as well, do not allow these galleries
constantly exposed to high risk factors to be developed for public access. However, note that
significant segments of Roman galleries will be preserved in situ. As an impact mitigation
measure, 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 of these structures as well
as 1:1 scale replicas of these structures. These will be then included in the mining museum,
which will be developed at Rosia Montana.

In Romania, the concept of a copy or replica is perceived as a low quality product, a substitute,
whereas in other countries such as France (for example the replicas of the painted caves of
Lascaux and Cosquer) or the Great Britain (the Killhope lead mine, Scotland), one cannot
distinguish the replica form the original. The creation of replicas implies the accurate
reproduction of the entire underground environment: the morphology of the underground space
and of the walls texture as well as of the general environment including the temperature,
humidity, limited light, air streams, etc. Moreover, these structures-whether created above or
under the ground -allow a thorough control of the potential risk factors such as floods, caves-in,
ventilation, which cannot be monitored in an underground labyrinth more than 75 km long with a
difference in level of 400 m as is the case of the Rogsia Montana mine.

As for the creation of replicas of certain mining structures, there are such cases in several
European countries. A relevant example would be reconstruction of the Rio Tinto mine (in the
mining museum of Rio Tinto Huelva, Spain, a museum which presents the 5000 year history of
mining in the Iberian Peninsula; this site represents perhaps one of the most similar analogies
with the mining archaeological heritage from Rosia Montana, moreover, a Roman mine water
drainage system was uncovered here at the end of the 19" century, which is similar to the two
mine dewatering systems found at Rosia Montana, in the Paru Carpeni and Catalina Monulesti
sectors).

Moreover, with regard to the possibility of tourist access to this system of galleries, we provide
you with an excerpt which addresses this issue from the official report drafted by Mr. Eddie
O’Hara MP (General Rapporteur on Cultural Heritage) and Mr. Christopher Grayson (Chief
Secretary for Culture, Science and Education) from the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council
of Europe after they visited Rosia Montana.
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- “...] 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 Carnic 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 [...]".

- “[...] 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 [...].”

For condensed information on the history of the archaeological research and of the main finds
made in the historic galleries of Rosia Montana as well as for the experts’ conclusions on this
issue. Detailed information on the complex issue of the research of ancient mining works from
Rosia Montana and on the results thereof are available for consultation in the Environmental
Impact Assessment for the Rosia Montana project, volume 6 — Cultural Heritage Baseline
Report, pages 32, 36-55, 83-109.

As an alternative, the company also 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 amount to a value that is not
justified from an economic point of view (see Annex “Costs Estimate for the Development of
Ancient Mining Networks from Carnic Massif’, prepared by the UK-based companies Gifford,
Geo-Design and Forkers Ltd.)

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
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

The Orthodox and Greek-Catholic Church, and the grave of the local hero Simion Balint, will not
be impacted by our project.

The access to such monuments with critical social and spiritual implications will be established

as it is normal, in mutual agreement with the community and with parishioners of each and every
church.
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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.

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
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;
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.
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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.

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
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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
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
titteholder, 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.

As referred to accidents from different mine sites, during 1975-2000, there took place over 30
major accidents associated to all types of mining operations, or approximately an accident per
year, in which there were involved small, medium or large mining companies. Table 7-4 (Chapter
7 “Risks”) presents a selective list comprising only 15 of them, namely the ones associated to
gold extraction mining operations that we considered relevant for the Rosia Montana Project.
Within the following Table there are presented the other 18 accidents that have not been
included in Table 7-4.

Cyanide
Year | Location | Cause of spill Description presence
Yes No

1975 | SUA TMF overload Discharge
capacity: N
150,000 mc
Deaths: 0
1976 | Yugoslavi | Dam failure Discharge
a capacity: N
300,000 mc
Deaths: 0
1977 | SUA Pipeline failure Discharge
capacity: N
30,000 mc
Deaths: 0
1980 | SUA Dam failure Discharge
capacity: N
2,000,000mc
Deaths:
1982 | The Dam failure Discharge \
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Philippin
es

capacity:
27,000,000 mc
Deaths: 0

1985

Chile

Dam failure

Discharge
capacity:
500,000 mc
Deaths: 0

1985

Chile

Dam failure

Discharge
capacity:
200,000 mc
Deaths: o

1985

SUA

TMF overload

Discharge
capacity:
150,000 mc
Deaths: 0

1985

Italy

Pipeline failure

Discharge
capacity:
200,000mc
Deaths: 368

1986

Brazil

Dam failure

Discharge
capacity:
100,000 tones
Deaths: 7

1988

China

TMF overload

Discharge
capacity:
700,000 mc
Deaths: 20

1992

The
Philippin
es

Dam failure

Discharge
capacity:
20,000,000mc
Deaths: 0

1995

Australia

TMF overload

Discharge
capacity:

5,000 mc
Deaths: 0

1996

The
Philippin
es

Pipeline failure

Discharge
capacity:
1,500,000 to
Deaths: 0

1996

Bolivia

Dam failure

Discharge
capacity:
400,000 to
Deaths: 0

1997

SUA

Dam failure

Discharge
capacity:
250,000 mc
Deaths: 0

1998

Spain

Dam failure

Discharge
capacity:
5,000,000 mc
Deaths: 0

1998

Spain

Dam failure

Discharge
capacity:
50,000 mc
Deaths: 0




The statistic situations presented in Figures 7.2, 7.3 and 7.4 from Chapter 7 “Risks” of EIA took
into account 33 major accident associated with all types of mining operations which occurred
during the those 25 years.

The production, transport, storage, utilization and marketing of cyanide may be securely
performed and are strictly regulated in many states all over the world. There are provided very
rigorous standards and criteria for the exposure limits to cyanide of people, animals, birds and
aquatic organisms, but there is no unitary regulation level. Many countries provide very severe
civil and criminal penalties for accidental or deliberated nonobservance of these standards and
regulations.

Because the cyanide impact on environment is regulated only partially and only in few countries,
the produced accidents and their effects justify the necessity of an international control and
legislation. The solution to reduce the risks associated with cyanide utilization is the adoption,
acceptance, implementation and application of regulations, standards, codes of good practice,
and management plans.

We mention that RMGC elaborated the Cyanide Management Plan which describes the
measures which the company will implement in order to reduce at minimum the risks confronted
by employees, surrounding communities and environment due to the cyanide use in the
extractive process of precious metals. This Cyanide Management Plan is in accordance with the
International Cyanide Management Code for Cyanide Transport and Utilization in the Gold
Production (the International Institute of Cyanide Management, July 2005), and RMGC
committed to become a signatory part of the International Cyanide Management Code. The
code implementation demonstrates that RMGC will utilize the most performing practices
recognized worldwide in the domain of cyanide management.

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, 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 pits, waste rock dumps, tailing’s ponds 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 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 occurrence 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.
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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.

The methodology applied in Section 2.3.1.3 “Sudden melt of snow cover” from Chapter 7 of the
Report on EIA Study (“daily degrees” method) is described in detail within the report Assessment
of rainfall intensity, frequency and runoff for the Rogia Montana Project, elaborated by Radu
Dobrot (May 2004, pp. 15-17.

According to data and recording from Rosia Montana (1983-2000), and Campeni (1961-2005),
the maximum thickness of the snow cover from region during the last 45 years was registered
between 1999 and 2000 (95 cm, 25.02.1999; 92 cm, 22.01.2000 at Rosia Montana and 100 cm
on 22.01.2000 at Campeni), years taken into account at the assessment on statistic bases of the
PMV (Probable Maximum Flood).

The taking over of information already included in other chapters was necessary in order to
substantiate the comparative assessment of the risk associated with these alternatives.

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 Rogia 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
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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.

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 pubilic.

Referring to the Biodiversity Baseline Study, although the presence of species listed on different
annexes of Romanian Laws and European Directives has been recognized and assumed by the
Report on Environmental Impact Assessment Study, the populations of such species show the
low conservation value of the impact area, from a practical point of view. This value is
circumstantially emphasized by the fact that there is no proposal to designate the area as SPA
(avifaunistic special protection area) and the denial as unfounded of the proposal to designate a
pSCI (sites of community importance) in the area by the Committee of Technical Experts
summoned to assess the respective proposals.

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

The only reservations located within the project interest area are the geologic reservations Piatra
Despicata, which is located in the impact area, and Piatra Corbului, located in the conservation
area. The latter one won’t be impacted by the development, and Piatra Despicata will be
relocated to the conservation area. Detunatele, Poiana cu Narcise (The Meadow with Narcissus
— Narcissus poeticus) from Bucium, etc. won’t be impacted by this Project!

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 said associations are mentioned in subchapter 3 (Baseline Conditions — section 3.1
Information on the study area biotopes; overview of the vegetation: 3.1.1 Eremial Formations),
with regional characteristics for the purpose of providing a term of comparison further discussed
in section 3.1.3 Local Setting. In our substantiated opinion, these are missing from the Rosia
Montana area.

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.
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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.

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
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).

The information presented in Figure 4.3, Rosia Montana age pyramid and the associated
interpretation of that information, in section 4.8, Social and Economical Environment, in the EIA
Study Report is poorly presented, and RMGC regrets the confusion.

The section was meant to demonstrate that, in regards to females, the most prominent age

category is 40-49 years of age. While for males the most dominate age category is 20-29 years
of age.
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As such, in place of "In Rosia Montana the largest population groups are married men" it should
read "In Rosia Montana the largest population groups are elderly women and young males". The
correct reference is: Institutul de Cercetare a Calitatii Vietii, Rosia Montana Gold Corporation —
Socio-Economic Baseline Report, 2002. Which would be abbreviated to ICCV, socio-economic
survey 2002.

The correction does not change any of the conclusions about the potential impacts or the
proposed mitigation strategies of the project that are presented in the EIA. Apologies are levied
for any confusion this may have caused.

Figure 5.8, entitled Rosia Montana Population & Employment Dinamic, in Plan L - Community
Sustainable Development Management Plan, shows total employment numbers, and the total
employment numbers for the mining sector. The source for this information is the Alba lulia
Statistical Department and the information was obtained in 2005.

These jobs are classified as being in the mining sector because the impetus for the jobs was the
Rosia Montana Project. Without the activities of RMGC, the archaeologists, construction and
transportation workers hired to work on the project would not have had the same opportunities
for work.

The study by the National Institute for Research and Development in Tourism, prepared just as
RMGC was submitting its EIA for the RMP in April 2006, does indeed detail a very broad range
of touristic opportunities in the region.

The issue is not with the potential of tourism, but with the investments in infrastructure — which
today are totally lacking in Rosia Montana — that would give tourism a base on which to build.

The point can be made in this way: 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.

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.

As referred to the Cultural Heritage Management Plan, an understanding of several relevant
laws is required. Law no. 5/2000, regarding the ratification of the Plan for the National Territory’s
Arrangement, Section Il — protected areas, published in the Official Gazette of Romania no. 152
of April 12, 2000; Law no. 422/2001 regarding the protection of historical monuments, published
in the Official Gazette of 24.07.2001; the Order no. 2682/2003 regarding the ratification of the
Methodological norms for the historical monuments’ classification and record, the List of
historical monuments, the Analytical Record File and the Minimal Record File for historical
monuments’ record, with subsequent modifications and amendments, published in the Official
Gazette of 24.06.2003; as well as Law 259/2006 issued for the modification and completion of
law 422/2001 regarding the protection of historical monuments.

Once these laws are understood, it will also be possible to understand the concrete measures
for subsequent management of cultural heritage in Rosia Montana, measures described in the
Management Plans as required by law.

With respect to the vibrations produced by traffic and blasting works during operations, it must
be underlined that the EIA report includes a series of specific studies regarding vibrations, Noise
and Vibrations Management Plan respectively.

Moreover, a research was conducted in March 2006 to assess the health condition of each of
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these buildings classified as historical monuments. This survey was conducted by IPROMIN
S.A., a Romanian based company together with the Technical University in Bucharest, both
institutions having a large expertise in the field of your concern. This research proposes
emergency measures to be taken for the consolidation of these buildings. Moreover, the same
institutions have conducted an experimental survey based on the measurement of vibrations
caused by blasting activities in the protected area and in the area where these houses classified
as historical monuments are located, i.e. outside the protected area. Measurements were
conducted in the case of a major blasting performed by using 3000 kg of explosives detonated
under normal conditions, without delays or without applying other modern technologies, which
are currently common practice at modern mines.

In order to avoid blasting-generated degradation or deterioration of buildings classified as
historical buildings and not only of those buildings, a condition was adopted based on which the
maximum oscillation speed measured near the objective to be protected should be a maximum
of 0, 2 cm/s. In theory, these speeds have to ensure the integrity of the most sensitive and
deteriorated buildings of patrimonial value from Rosia Montana. This value was adopted based
on the consultation of standards from countries with tradition in this field and it meets the
requirements of the German DIN 4150/83 standard, which is the most severe standard from
Europe.

This analysis highlighted the fact that classical blasting technology with explosives placed in
boreholes can be used up to a distance of maximum 300 m from the closest construction. Thus,
this technology can be used on approx. 85% of the surface of open pits.

Special types of blasting will be performed for smaller distances in order to ensure a maximum
oscillation speed of 0.2 cm/s that will be measured in the proximity of the construction,
respectively an insignificant seismic effect. These will consist in the decrease of borehole’s
diameter and length or in using smaller quantities of explosives detonated during a blasting
sequence or on a blasting bench, etc.

This area covers approx. 15% of the surface including limited quantities of blasted material.
Zone |l expands up to a maximum distance of 300 m from the closest construction and it is also
divided into three sub-zones where different technological types of blasting will be used. Each
sub-zone has a maximum load of explosive/blasting stage.

A monitoring system will be implemented in order to assess the blasting-generated impacts on
buildings located in the protected area as well as on other buildings of patrimonial value located
outside the protected area. This system will consist of a fixed network of digital seismographs
with three components located on the main objectives that need to be protected and a mobile
network with three mobile seismographs placed on a longitudinal profile between the objective
that needs to be protected and detonations core. Thus, the blasting technologies will be
constantly adjusted in order not to exceed the maximum oscillation speeds allowed in the
proximity of buildings.

It must be stressed out that the explosive-based blasting technology is not the real threat for the
41 patrimonial buildings, but the real enemy is represented by their advanced deterioration,
which will unavoidably lead to their collapse, in the absence of competent intervention.

In another train of thoughts, we must say that on the one hand we can'’t afford to pay for the
rehabilitation of these houses classified as historical monuments, while on the other hand we will
generate effects that will cancel all our rehabilitation efforts. These two components shall
function in a close connection because, in fact, they are part of the same project.

As | have already mentioned, we invite you to work together with the representatives of civil
society to perform this monitoring in a transparent and responsible manner.
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Introduced as part of the 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
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.

The Piatra Corbului area is located outside the future Céarnic pit. Consequently, it will not be
impacted by RMGC’s mining project. All the technical measures required will be undertaken in
order to minimize the project’s effects 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 by 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.

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 the legislation in force.

The comprehensive 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
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and operated in ecologically sensitive and highly regulated locations (e.g., the Fort Knox gold
mine in Alaska, USA).

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
approval.

At the same time during the exploitation stage, the dam’s safety shall be analyzed and monitor
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 attested by the Ministry of Public Works, Transports and Housing and
certified/empowered by the Ministry of Waters and Environment Protection”. In addition the
coordination, the guidance and the monitoring of the activity for safety assessment of the dams,
whether existent, under construction and new, shall be carried 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 [Plan F — Tailings Facility Management]. 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”.

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 to 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
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 legislationand according to
the provisions of the normative transposition act.

At the same time, apart 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 normative acts mentioned above, the financial guarantee for the environment
rehabilitation is annual and final.
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(i) The annual financial quarantee 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 project”.

According to art. 133 (1) of the Norms for the enactment of Law no. 85/2003, the financial
guarantee for the environment rehabilitation cannot be lesser 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 environment 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.

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
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.
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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).

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 that never a phenomenon of “cyanide rain” will 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 Plan (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;
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- 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/mslh;

- 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 ug/m® , 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
EIA Report, Chapter 2, Chapter 4.1 and Chapter 4.2 (Section 4.2.3).

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 not
advisable nor desirable due to the reasons explained here.

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, namely:

- 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;

- 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,
and not the causes and/or factors that have contributed to those concentrations.

As referred to the transboundary impact, 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
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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.

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 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
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.

As referred to the quantity of heavy metals into the tailings, test work aimed at identifying the
main factors influencing the water quality during both the operational and after-closure phase of
the waste facility. A detail characterization of tailings and decant water chemistry discharged in
TMF is presented in section 3.2 and 3.3 of the EIA report (Table 3-1, 3-2 and 3-3) Plan F -
Tailings Facility Management Plan.

As referred to the theoretical value of the Alburnus Major Site roman mines and of all

archaeological relics, a pertinent response to this issue would require at least several tens of
pages dense in information. For example, only the brief presentation of the archaeological
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diggings made in the Carnic massif totals approximately 800 pages, whereas four other volumes
have already been published. Three of these (Alburnus Maior I, Il, 1ll) discuss issues related to
the ancient Rosia Montana, while the fourth volume discusses the inherited traditions from this
area. Therefore, for a proper understanding of the history of these places, you are invited to read
the standpoints of the experts who have conducted detailed investigations in Rosia Montana. At
the same time, it is good to know that eleven (11) other volumes will be published in the
following years, containing a full presentation of the research findings. Until then, we can provide
you with several data to clarify your concern.

Following the 101-102 and 105-106 wars between the Dacians and the Romans, part of the
former Dacian kingdom became a Roman province. The conquest of this new territory was
based not only on purely strategic reasons, but also, undoubtedly, on economic reasons. Most
researchers of the Roman period agree that one of the reasons why Dacia was conquered was
related to the richness in precious metals of the Dacian kingdom.

Interest in the ancient remains in Rosia Montani began as early as the 15" century. The
epigraphic and sculptural material known or accidentally discovered is significant compared to
the relatively limited geographical extent of the historic mining exploitation in Alburnus Maior.
Moreover, its value is to be noticed through its significant contribution to the understanding of the
social and economic history of the Roman Dacia province. These artefacts have been subject to
historiographic analyses as early as the period of the late humanism. In fact, the first information
regarding discoveries from the Roman age in Rosia Montana dates back to this period.

Based on all these pieces of information and starting from the study of the wax coated tablets, in
the middle of the 20™ century a rather bookish image of the ancient Alburnus Maior has already
been created towards the middle of the XX™ century. This image included also certain
archaeological survey attempts. 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 shrines 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, Carnic 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.

Consequently, one could say that at that time Rosia Montana was an area with archaeological

potential, where no specific archaeological diggings had been carried out, diggings that were
necessary for a detailed investigation of the various site elements.
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The celebrity of the ancient Alburnus Maior is due to the fact that this is the settlement where
epigraphic materials of a particular nature have been found. The 25 wax coated tablets that have
been preserved represent special epigraphic documents, due to their uniqueness and to the
abundance of information they contain; they provide precise data on the economic realities, the
habitat system, the religious life and legal relationships that used to govern the local mining
community. They refer to several toponyms, ascribed by the exegetes to adjacent residential
structures. Thus, nine of the documents were written or refer to toponyms like Alburnus Maior,
two in the canabae of the 13" Roman legion Gemina based in Apulum, while the rest of the
documents refer to settlements that have not yet been identified on the site (vicus Deusara,
Kartum, Immenosum Maius, statio Resculum, vicus Pirustarum). All experts agree that these
wax coated tablets were safely deposited inside less accessible galleries, during troubled times,
probably during the Macromanic attacks on Dacia (167-170 AD).

Information concerning the ancient gold mining centre was completed in time, especially after
the discovery of the wax coated tablets, by approximately 75 epigraphic monuments. Most of the
times, they were discovered accidentally, and we have very little information regarding the exact
place of origin and other data related thereto. Practically, except for one rescue excavation
executed in the ‘80s, archaeological research was only a desideratum.

Also, the toponyms mentioned on the wax coated 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 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 coated tablets or inscriptions, 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 Montanad 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 from 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.
Undoubtedly, when 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”.
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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 performed between
2001-2006 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 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.

In conclusion, the archaeological remains discovered so far do not have any spectacular
characteristics; however, due to their adaptation to the natural environment they suggest a
number of elements that may serve to recreate a general image of the ancient site: necropolis
built on slopes or plateaus oriented towards the valleys, inhabited areas and sacred areas on
high land and probably connected to the mine operation areas and primary ore processing
areas. It should be noted that, within this reconstructed landscape, we can still distinguish some
representative elements of the cultural landscape derived from the archaeological heritage
components:

= there is a well preserved circular funeral monument in the Tau Gauri area,

» {wo public edifices built of stone and mortar and equipped with a hypocaustum
installation and a funeral area have been investigated within the Carpeni Hill area, the
existence — in the underground of Paru Carpeni mine sector — of a very well preserved,
ancient Roman exploitation system, equipped with a wooden hydraulic system being also
confirmed,

= relics of ancient and medieval mine operations are known in the Piatra Corbului area,

= most galleries where the famous wax coated tablets were discovered between the 17"
and the 19" centuries are located within the Historical Centre area, the best known
gallery being Catalina Monulesti, where the highest number of wax coated tablets were
found, as well as an ancient mine operation system, also equipped with a drainage
system, most likely containing other hydraulic wheels systems. The Vaidoaia massif is
also located in this area, where we can see traces of ancient open pits.

The seven necropolises and funeral areas discovered during the archaeological research
conducted so far located in Taul Corna, Hop-Gauri, Carpeni, Valea Nanului, Tarina, Jig-Piciorag
and Paraul Porcului (Taul Secuilor) areas, are important pieces of evidence of the dynamics,
diversity and high number of ancient population of Alburnus Maior.

The general image of the ancient site is created by the results of the research conducted on the
Roman, medieval and modern galleries, or better said, the research conducted on the dense
network dug in the massifs from Rosia Montana. Important data for the history of Roman mine
operation of Alburnus Maior have been gathered during the current mining archaeological
research. These data served to redefine the universe existing around the fragment known since
the ‘70s in the Orlea massif, transformed into a museum and, of course, the former image of the
Cetate massif, with its impressive Curti Romane (Roman Yards). The Orlea, Carpeni, Carnic,
Lety massifs contain evidence of historic galleries systems, some parts of them being in a
relatively good state of preservation. As a preliminary conclusion, one may notice that the shape
and distribution of the works studied from the entire underground mining park recur
systematically throughout the entire complex of ancient mine galleries. Moreover it should be
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emphasized that the mining archaeological research which enables us to know, date and
interpret such structures also increases their vulnerability.

The experts’ standpoint regarding the Rosia Montana archaeological site is briefly presented in
the Cultural Heritage Baseline Conditions included in the EIA Report, section 5.5.2. The Roman
Gold Mining Context, discussing the issues related to the uniqueness of this site. On pages
100-101, it is concluded that the Roman gold mining operation remains, discovered on various
sites presented in the study (including in Annex D), prove the fact that Rogia Montana is not
unique in terms of Roman mining history. Thus, there is evidence of approximately 47 sites
with relatively similar characteristics, located in Transilvania and Banat, 14 of which, such as
Ruda-Brad, Stanija, Bucium —Vulcoi Corabia area, the Baita — Fizes sites, the sites from Certej —
Sacaramb area, those from Baia de Cris area, and those from Hanes — Almasul Mare area have
already provided precise data on an archaeological potential comparable, to a certain extent, to
that of the ancient Alburnus Maior, i.e. containing evidence related to gold mine operations,
habitat structures and related infrastructure elements. While some of the sites have been
affected by the recent developments carried out over last 200 years, others contain promising
indicators which encourage the future development of the archaeological research. According to
the study elaborated by Lucia Marinescu, all archaeological research conducted so far in Rosia
Montana create a “distorted image of Alburnus Maior”. This point of view is important to
underline. The data and information known so far are a clear indication of the fact that the future
archaeological research conducted on a number of sites from Romania will change the current
image of Rosia Montana. This place, together with the results of the research conducted here
between 2000 and 2006, appear today to have an unprecedented importance; however, it
seems that this is not going to be the case in the future, this point of view being very likely to
change in the coming years.

The outcomes of the underground mining archaeological research indicate an extremely high
level of professionalism in performing ancient mining activities, if we are to refer strictly to the
underground mining component. Ancient miners had a very good knowledge of mining
techniques, of marking and following the ore bodies, of underground topography and of the
methods used for gold and silver ore preparation according to the its mineralogical composition,
as well as of gold, silver and metallic lead processing.

Apart from these practical aspects, we must remember the craftsmanship of ancient miners in
the use of wood in the mine, both for the reinforcement pillars, and for building various devices
for mine water drainage.

On the other hand, there is evidence suggesting the lease of the underground perimeter and the
demarcation of leases within the deposit. In this case, the state opened the new mining
perimeters and executed the access and auxiliary works which allowed putting into production a
particular sector, while the mining activity was carried out by the lessee. This was a practical
method used for increasing tax revenues.

All these elements reflecting not only the theoretical value, but also the practical value of the
mining activity in Rosia Montana, will be valorized in the Rogsia Montana Mining Museum. Apart
from the mining works preserved in situ, the museum will exhibit several replicas of
representative mining works, preserved archaeological artefacts (tools, objects, devices),
replicas of technical equipment used for underground and open pit mining. In addition to the
ancient mining remains, the museum will also exhibit mining remains from more recent ages,
including from the 20" and the 21! century.

The extremely high volume of information obtained following the mining archaeological
investigations also includes other new elements, which have not yet been valorized. The
publications that are currently being prepared will present in detail all the new elements and will
cast a new light on the theoretical and practical value of the Roman mines in Rosia Montana.
Moreover, the future mining archaeological investigations carried out at the surface and in the
underground of the Orlea, Tarina, Paru-Carpeni and Cog mining perimeters will bring to light,
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based on a combination of new research methods, such as dendrochronology, new elements
regarding the existence of pre-Roman mining activity in Rosia Montana.

Today, based on the research conducted between 2000-2006, it is clear that the organization of
the metal-bearing ore mining operations performed in the new territory of the Empire occurred
immediately after the conquest, in parallel with the administrative organization of the new
province. The specific nature of the precious metals mining and processing activity required the
presence of specialized labour force. Thus, given the large scale organization of the Dacia
province colonization, the auriferous region benefited, in addition to the ethnic elements from the
entire Empire, of a powerful element represented by the colonists, especially from the
Dalmatian-lllyrian area, these populations having an old tradition in this economic activity.

In addition to this national classification, the study states on pp. 104-105 that an examination of
international data confirms that, currently, it is a well know fact that extensive mine operations
existed in various provinces of the Roman Empire. According to Lucia Marinescu, some of these
are located in Roman provinces (Pannonia, Noricum, Dalmatia, Moesia Superior), in the vicinity
of Dacia. Others (for example, those from Spain, Portugal, Great Britain, Egypt) are located at a
significant distance. According to international scientists, many of these sites may be associated
only to gold mining activities. On the other hand, a high number of sites are major centres, with
related infrastructure and technical development, and are similar to those from Rosia Montana.
Some of these do contain well preserved remains. Despite its unquestionable archaeological
and historical significance, the conclusion is that Rosia Montana is part of a complex of
auriferous mining centres from the Roman Empire, its importance being similar to that of
the other centres. The research of Roman gold mining and gold mines continues and rapidly
develops every year and, undoubtedly, many other sites will be studied and their archaeological
context will be clarified. This essential conclusion is supported by the following statements
published in the Barrington Atlas (Princeton, 2000):

e For DALMATIA/MOESIA/NORICUM - “a significant number of toponyms mentioned by

certain ancient sources still need to be identified on site”
e For PANNONIA — “the current level of research is not uniform”
e For EGYPT - “important discoveries have been made during the past 20 years”, “the

”

progress of the research conducted in this area is expected to be rapid”, “numerous

mines have been identified for the first time”, “a significant increase in the number of
known sites is expected to occur in the future”.

And, last but not least, a recent assessment of the Roman gold mines from Pumsaint, located in
the South of Wales, concludes that “undoubtedly, other mine pits and adits are waiting to be
discovered”.

Obviously, the situation changes rapidly, as the research brings additional data to the list of
Roman gold mines and related settlements, all over the Roman Empire. This fact can lead to
only one conclusion, as far as Rosia Montana is concerned: in addition to this site, there are
numerous other sites to be discovered.

As referred to theoretical value of biodiversity, 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
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within Rogsia 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.

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 pSCl 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.

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 Rogia Montana Micro Credit will support people in starting
pensions, restaurants, etc., all needed for attracting tourists. At the end of the project, there will
be a new village, plus the restored old centre of Rosia Montand 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
encourage economic growth.”(see Rosia Montana Initial Tourism Proposals Gifford Report
13658.R01).

This study [Rosia Montana Initial Tourism Proposals, Gifford, 2006.] 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
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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.”

An assessment of the potential incomes generated by tourism in Rosia Montana in case the
project will not be achieved, was not required either by the Terms of Reference (TOR) for the
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.

The designation of an industrial area in part of Rosia Montana 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:
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)] 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”).

Sustainable Development is based on the premise of development that meets the needs of the
present without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs. At the
end of the day, mining can only be judged in the context of sustainable development by what
remains after the mine closes.

At the time of closure the company will do all it can for the existing workforce in providing
assistance in finding alternative employment and would comply with legal requirements in this
respect. According to the provisions of art. 52 (1) of the Mining Law no. 85/2003, the entities
ceasing the mining activities should submit to the competent authority an application
accompanied by the updated mining activities cessation plan, describing the details for the
actions necessary to be performed for the effective mine closure. The Mine Closure Plan should
contain, among others, a social protection program for the personnel.

Given the skills base and experience that the workers will have acquired, this might mean jobs
on other mining projects, as Rosia Montana is situated in a region well-known to be rich in
natural resources. Alternatively, RMGC will provide the opportunity of re-training and support in
setting up alternative businesses.

Taken over 20 years, the injection of investment into the area, if handled correctly, should
stimulate other development. RMGC is committed to promoting long term development
opportunities as part of the sustainable development plan.

One of the most important sides of development is community and local authorities capacity
building and development. Even before the project starts, the company is interested in working
together with the community to finding the best development solutions for the area. Under the
auspices of the United Nations Development Program (UNDP), a number of working groups will
be established, one of which will be assigned the task of exploring development opportunities.

Meanwhile, a number of programs already in place aim at raising both the educational profile
and the level of skills in the community, to meet the needs of the project and to encourage
people think of other ways of making a living apart from mining. The vocational training program
is one of them. Business training is part of the vocational training program. A business incubator
is also established.

RMGC established Rosia Montana MicroCredit in January 2007, IFN “Gabriel Finance SA”, to
encourage the local investors. This micro lender is designed to provide funding and necessary
resources to the people of Rosia Montana, Abrud, Campeni and Bucium. The objective is
supporting local people in establishing small businesses or expanding existing ones.

The RMP closure plan is also designed to return the site to productive public use.
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August 21, 2006 :

Minister Sulfina Barbu

Ministry for the Environment and Water Management
Boulevard Libertatii Nr. 12

Sector 5

Bucharest

ROMANIA

Dear Madam Minister:

To my great distress, I just learned that Gabriel Resources of Canada has a plan to use
mining processes that will be disastrous to the environment in and around Rosia
Montana, cause needless relocation of many families within Romania, and pose
potential health hazards for humans and animals near the proposed mine site.

I strongly support the facts and reasoning put forth in the contestation submitted by
Albumus Maior and other NGOs concerned by this dangerous and inhumane industrial
plan. Please use the full weight of your influence to forbid Gabriel Industries (or any
other entity) to ravage the region with such utter disregard for environmental
preservation, human health concerns, the well-being of Rosia Montana inhabitants, and
survival of historic buildings.

Sincerely,

#

~

Charles Schindler

¢: Ambassador Sorin Ducaru, United States Embassy of Romania




CHARLES SCHINDLER
6967 Kingsmill Court
Redford, Virginia 24141
(540) 639-5496
Schindlers2@verizon.net

21 august, 2006

Ministrului Sulfina Barbu

Ministerul Mediului si Gospodaririi Apelor
Bd. Libertatii Nr.12

Sector 5

Bucuresti, Romania

Stimata Doamna Ministru

Spre marea mea durere, tocmai am aflat ca Gabriel Resources din Canada si-a propus sa
foloseasca procesele miniere care vor fi dezastruoase pentru mediul din cuprinsul si din jurul
Rosiei Montana, ca va cauza relocarea inutila a multor familii din Romania, si vor ridica pericole
potentiale de sanatate pentru oamenii si animalele din apropierea amplasamentului propus al
minei.

Eu sprijin cu toata taria aceste fapte si argumentele scoase in evidenta in contestatia Thaintata
de Alburnus Maior si alte organizatii non-guvernamentale preocupate de acest plan periculos si
inuman. Va rog sa faceti uz de toata greutatea influentei dvs. pentru a interzice lui Gabriel
Resources (sau oricarei alte entitati) sa distruga regiunea cu o astfel de indiferenta totala fata
de conservarea mediului, preocuparile de sanatate a oamenilor, binele locuitorilor din Rosia
Montana si supravietuirea cladirilor istorice.

Cu sinceritate,
Charles Schindler

Spre cunostinta : Ambasador Sorin Ducaru, Ambasada Romaniei in Statele Unite
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Raspuns referitor la contestatia nr. 2986
De CHARLES SCHINDLER
21 august 2006

S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. (RMGC) a luat in calcul aceste probleme ridicate in
cadrul procesului de intocmire a documentatiei vaste si detaliate a Raportului de Evaluare a
Impactului asupra Mediului (EIM) intocmit pentru Proiectul Rogia Montana. Raspunsurile noastre
cu directa referire la contestatia nr. 2986 sunt dupa cum urmeaza:

Proiectul minier propus de RMGC se suprapune zonelor care sufera deja de pe urma lucrarilor
miniere derulate pana in momentul de fata, care s-au desfagurat folosind tehnologii depasite si
fara implementarea nici unui program de reabilitare in consecinta aducand daune enorme
mediului. Proiectul Rogia Montana va utiliza cele mai bune tehnici disponibile (Best Available
Techniques - BAT) pentru activitatile de exploatare miniera si cele de procesare a minereului,
care sunt utilizate pe scara larga si pe plan international. Tratarea minereului cu cianura este o
practica folosita in mai mult de 400 de exploatari miniere de peste tot in lume, inclusiv Europa.

RMGC s-a angajat sa implementeze Proiectul respectand legislatia romana si cea europeana,
inclusiv legea privind mediul si in conformitate cu cele mai bune practici internationale, multe
dintre acestea avand legatura cu protectia mediului. In procesul de elaborare a Raportului EIM
am lucrat alaturi de experti independenti si alaturi de companii de consultanta cu larga
recunoasgtere internationala pentru a asigura cel mai nalt nivel de protectie si reabilitare a
mediului pe amplasament.

De exemplu, la Rosia Montana, iazul de decantare al sterilelor va fi construit la cele mai inalte
standarde internationale. Va fi o constructie extrem de sigura in ceea ce priveste mediul, pentru
depozitarea permanenta a sterilelor detoxificate rezultate dupa procesarea minereului. Un
echipament complex va fi folosit pentru monitorizarea nivelului apei si al conditiilor geotehnice.
Deoarece detoxificarea va avea loc inainte de depozitarea sterilelor in iazul de decantare, ele
vor avea o concentratie scazuta de cianura (5-7 parti per milion (ppm) sau mg/l), care este sub
limita admisa de 10 ppm, adoptata recent de UE in Directivele privind Deseurile Miniere. Astfel,
cu timpul, apele care in prezent sunt poluate, cum este raul Arieg, vor deveni mai putin poluate,
ca urmare a punerii in practica a proiectului.

De asemenea, RMGC a elaborat Politici asupra zgomotului si a vibratiilor sonore; Planuri pentru
sistemul de gestionare din punct de vedere al problemelor de mediu si sociale; reducerea
cantitatilor de deseuri si depozitarea deseurilor solide periculoase.

Persoanele interesate sa afle mai multe despre refacerea ecologica a zonei Rosia Montana
dupa inchiderea minei pot consulta Planul de inchidere si refacere elaborat de RMGC (Planul J
din Raportul EIM): Planul stabileste o serie de masuri care sa asigure faptul ca activitatea
miniera va afecta cat mai putin posibil peisajul din zona Rogia Montana. Aceste masuri cuprind:
e Acoperirea cu covor vegetal a haldelor de steril, in masura in care acestea nu sunt
folosite ca rambleu in cariere;
e Rambleierea carierelor, cu exceptia carierei Cetate care va fi inundata si transformata
intr-un lac;
e Acoperirea cu covor vegetal a iazului de sterile si a suprafetelor barajelor;
e Demontarea instalatilor de productie scoase din uz si refacerea ecologica a
suprafetelor dezafectate;
e Epurarea apelor prin sisteme semi-pasive (cu sisteme de epurare clasice ca sisteme
de rezerva) pana cand nivelul indicatorilor tuturor efluentilor se incadreaza in limitele
admise si nu mai necesita continuarea procesului de epurare;



« intretinerea vegetatiei, combaterea fenomenului de eroziune si monitorizarea ntregului
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 companiei 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
1.646 hectare cuprinse in PUZ) care compun zonele dintre carierele miniere si instalatiile de
procesare a minereului, precum si zona tampon, nu vor prezenta urme vizibile ale proiectului
minier. Lucrarile de infrastructura (drumuri, statii de epurare ape uzate, etc.) vor raméane in
folosinta comunitatii. In ceea ce priveste cele 1.062 hectare rdmase (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.

In capitolul 3 din Planul de inchidere a minei se prezinta date generale privind abordarea
problematicii de refacere ecologica. Aceasta se axeaza pe legile si standardele romane si
europene, luand insa in considerare si cele mai bune practici internationale din afara Europei,
daca sunt aplicabile proiectului Rosia Montana. Pentru date tehnice privind standardele utilizate,
vezi sectiunile din Planul de inchidere a minei care trateaza diferitele aspecte ale inchiderii si
refacerii ecologice a minei (in special capitolul 4 cu sub-capitolele aferente) si capitolul
mentionat.

RMGC s-a angajat sa implementeze proiectul minier astfel incat sa promoveze bunastarea de
lunga duratd a comunitatii pe plan social, economic si in ceea ce priveste mediul. Date fiind
conditiile din Rogia Montana ce traverseaza o perioada critica cu o rata a somajului de 70% si

care a fost declarata de catre statul roman ca fiind ,zona defavorizatad” impactul economic pozitiv
al proiectului ar fi dificil de subestimat.

RMGC a investit mult timp, energie si resurse in evaluarea viabilitatii proiectului minier Rosia
Montana. In urma acestei evaludri, RMGC a ajuns la concluzia ca Proiectul Rosia Montana
reprezinta o oportunitate de dezvoltare pe termen lung — opinie confirmata de o serie de institutii
de creditare, care au analizat in detaliu documentatia tehnica a proiectului i rentabilitarea
acestuia. Suntem absolut convinsi ca proiectul se va derula pana la finalul celor 16 ani de
functionare preconizati, indiferent de fluctuatiile pretului de piata al aurului.

Suntem de asemenea motivati si de oportunitatea de a promova proiectul intr-o maniera care
imbunatateste bunastarea sociala, ecologica si economica a comunitatii. RMGC preconizeaza
crearea unui numar de 1200 de locuri de munca pe durata de constructie a obiectivului minier.
Dupa punerea in functiune a obiectivului minier, se preconizeaza ca acesta va oferi peste 630
de locuri de munca directe si va fi un catalizator pentru dezvoltarea economica a regiunii.
Aceasta dezvoltare va conduce la crearea a peste 6000 de noi locuri de munca in activitati si
servicii conexe exploatarii miniere, intr-o regiune care a fost declarata "zona defavorizatd" de
catre guvernul Romaniei.

RMGC tine seama de faptul ca activitatea miniera, desi modifica permanent o parte din
topografia suprafetei, implica doar o folosinta temporara a terenului. Astfel, din momentul in care
obiectivul minier este construit, pe tot parcursul functionarii acestuia, activitatile de inchidere —
cum ar fi refacerea ecologica a terenurilor si a apelor si asigurarea conditiilor de siguranta si a
stabilitatii zonei invecinate — vor fi integrate in planurile de functionare si inchidere ale RMGC.



De asemenea, alaturi de beneficiile financiare directe sunt si beneficiile indirecte legate de
activitatea economica produsa. In Romania vor fi cheltuiti 1,5 miliarde USD pentru achizitionarea
de bunuri si servicii Tn cursul derularii proiectului. Aprobarea proiectului se va concretiza si prin
reducerea poluarii in perimetrul Licentei de Concesiune pentru Exploatare de la Rogsia Montana,
poluare rezultatd in urma practicilor miniere defectuoase din trecut. Intr-un scenariu fara proiect,
costul ecologizarii ar fi responsabilitatea numai a Statului Roman.

Proiectul Rosia Montana, ca investitie majora, va fi un catalizator pentru dezvoltarea economica
la nivel local si regional. Ca si in cazul oricarei dezvoltari majore industriale, impactele vor fi atat
pozitive cat si negative. In cazul Rosia Montana, impactele pozitive vor fi maximizate implicand
administratiile locale si regionale precum si alte parti competente din cadrul comunitatii in
procesul de implementare a initiativelor, ca parte integranta a abordarii ce implica participarea
publicului. Impactele negative vor fi atenuate prin masurile prezentate in Raportul la Evaluarea
Impactului asupra Mediului nu numai pentru a atenua efectele asupra mediului ale prezentului
proiect ci si pentru a curata efectele defectuoaselor practici de minerit din trecut, fara niciun cost
pentru Statul Roman.

in cele din urma, acest Proiect, spre deosebire de vechile exploatiri miniere de la Rosia
Montana, va fi implementat in conformitate cu cele mai bune practici internationale pentru
industria miniera. Pentru prima datd in Romania, acest proiect va aduce cele mai bune tehnici
disponibile (BAT).

Ne exprimam in mod ferm dezacordul cu afirmatia ca proiectul va afecta in mod grav speranta
de viata a oamenilor, populatia umana din regiune, si echilibrul ecosistemelor din zona. Din
aceasta cauza am intreprins cateva studii fundamentale, inclusiv referitoare la starea actuala de
sanatate a oamenilor i conditiile de mediu.

in prezent, atat durata medie de viata, ca si starea de sanatate a populatiei din Rogia Montana
sunt mai scazute decat in localitétile invecinate din judet si din Romania. Insa se asteapta ca
starea de sanatate a oamenilor si durata medie de viata sa se imbunatateasca odatd cu
aprobarea Proiectului, datoritd planului de inchidere a minei si de reabilitare ecologica a zonei,
pe care RMGC |-a propus in Raportul de Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului (EIM).

Starea de echilibru perfect a unui ecosistem, cunoscuta sub denumirea de climax, se intalneste
extrem de rar in natura, din cauza interventiei extensive a omului. Zona Rogia Montana este
caracterizata printr-un impact uman semnificativ, ceea ce face imposibila atingerea starii de
climax pe plan regional, local sau de micro-mediu.

Cu toate acestea, este adevarat ca acest proiect minier este considerat a avea un impact
ecologic important, si anume in legatura cu factorii de mediu (apa, aer, sol, subsol, flora si
fauna), conform documentelor prezentate ca parte componenta a studiului EIM. Dar aceasta nu
impune decat un nivel mai mare de reabilitare a proiectului. Proiectul va fi executat si exploatat
in deplina conformitate cu legislatia Romana si europeana aferenta obligatorie, inclusiv legislatia
de mediu, si in conformitate cu cele mai bune metode internationale, dintre care multe
amelioreaza starea de protectie a mediului. De exemplu, impactul asupra elementelor de flora si
fauna pe parcursul activitatii de minerit va interveni numai la nivel local si nu va duce la disparitia
nici unei specii.

Odata cu aprobarea Proiectului, se va desfasura planul de reabilitare ecologica extinsa a
mediului pe care l-a propus RMGC si astfel va fi amelioratd starea mediului ambient al
ecosistemului local, fara cheltuieli din partea Statului Roman sau a contribuabililor romani.

Incd tnainte de aderarea Romaniei la Uniunea Europeand, SC Rosia Montand Gold Corporation
SA (RMGC) si-a asumat obligatia de a implementa Proiectul Rogsia Montana (RMP) in deplina
conformitate cu legislatia romana si europeand, si in conformitate cu cele mai bune practici



internationale. RMGC are convingerea ca Roméania meritd acelasi standard de protectie a
mediului $i protectie sociala care se aplica pe intreg cuprinsul UE, precum si in alte tari
dezvoltate, cum ar fi Canada si SUA

Proiectele care implica un proces de stramutare si relocare a populatiei nu sunt un lucru
neobignuit. Banca Mondiala a finantat direct peste 500 de proiecte in intreaga lume, proiecte ce
au impus acest tip de abordare pe parcursul ultimilor 10 ani. Impactul social este abordat in
Planul de Stramutare si Relocare conceput de RMGC in conformitate cu directivele Bancii
Mondiale, care reprezinta cele mai bune practici disponibile.

RMP, asa cum este propus in Raportul studiului de Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului (EIM)
nu propune “eradicarea” localitatii Rosia Montana. Proiectul nu este conceput impotriva vointei
comunitatii, iar pana in prezent s-a desfasurat cu sprijinul comunitatii. Pentru a plasa problema
stramutarii intr-un context mai amplu, constructia si implementarea RMP impune necesitatea
achizitionarii de proprietati in patru dintre cele 16 sub-comune din Rosia Montana.

Existd o zona protejata chiar in sat, iar propunerea include renovarea si restaurarea centrului
istoric al comunei Rosia Montana, precum si constructia a doua noi amplasamente de relocare
in zona Piatra Alba (situata la aproximativ 6 km distantd de centrul istoric) si in Alba lulia.
Amplasamentul din Piatra Alba va deveni noul centru civic al comunei, care va fi cel mai modern
din Romania. Pe langa locuintele individuale vor fi construite sedii noi si moderne pentru
Primarie, centre culturale si comunitare, o sectie de politie, un dispensar, o scoala, dar si alte
cladiri. Acest amplasament nou gi modern va conserva caracterul si traditia satelor de munte din
Muntii Apuseni, insa in acelasi timp va beneficia si de toate avantajele si dotarile constructiilor
secolului XXI. (Numai scoala va fi ridicata intr-un stil arhitectonic modern.) De asemenea, in
Alba lulia se va construi un cartier nou. Toate relocarile vor fi intreprinse in conformitate cu
Planul de Stramutare si Relocare, care respecta in totalitate standardele Bancii Mondiale pentru
stramutarea involuntara a persoanelor.

Cu toate acestea, majoritatea proprietarilor de terenuri din Rosia Montana nu vor fi afectati de
Proiect. De fapt, numarul caselor pe care compania trebuie sa le achizitioneze pentru
construirea gi exploatarea proiectului pe durata de viata a minei - 489 de gospodarii 126 de
apartamente — este cu mult mai mic decat numarul de 1000 de gospodarii la care opozantii
proiectului fac referire in mod frecvent.

Pentru achizitia proprietatilor necesare, compania a elaborat un program de achizitie de
proprietati conform liniilor directoare privind Planul de actiune pentru stramutare si relocare
elaborate de Banca Mondiala.

Dat fiind faptul ca proiectul minier se desfasoara pe etape, nu este necesara achizitia tuturor
proprietatilor de la inceput. Prin urmare, compania s-a concentrat asupra proprietatilor necesar a
fi achizitionate pentru construirea si exploatarea minei in primii cinci ani. Pana in prezent, au fost
achizitionate peste 50% din proprietatile necesare pentru construirea proiectului si exploatarea
minei Tn primii cinci ani.

Dintre proprietatile necesare, 98% au fost puse la dispozitie de proprietarii acestora pentru a fi
evaluate — un pas care indica interesul in vanzarea proprietatii catre companie. Numarul mare
de evaluari de proprietati efectuate indica faptul ca foarte putine proprietati sunt detinute de
persoane care este posibil sa nu doreasca sa vanda.

Din acest numar restrans de proprietati unele sunt amplasate in zone care nu sunt necesare
pentru construirea gi exploatarea minei in etapa initiala.



Din numarul si mai mic al caselor situate in zonele in care se va desfasura construirea si
exploatarea minei, compania va cauta alternative de proiectare a minei, astfel incat acesti
proprietari sa igi poata pastra proprietatile fara sa fie afectati de mina.

Bineinteles, la sfarsitul acestor eforturi se poate dovedi ca un numar foarte mic de proprietari —
poate cateva familii — vor refuza sa isi vanda proprietatile. In acel moment, decizia apartine
autoritatilor de stat din Romaénia, daca se vor folosi sau nu instrumentele legale de expropriere
disponibile. Decizia va arata daca un numar mic de persoane, poate cateva persoane, trebuie sa
aiba Tntaietate (printr-o putere de veto data de imprejurari) asupra majoritatii rezidentilor locali si
asupra intereselor nationale ale Romaniei constand in beneficile aduse de 600 de locuri de
munca directe si 6.000 de locuri de munca indirecte generate de proiect, precum si in infuzia de
investiti de 2,5 miliarde USD efectuate intr-o regiune rurald care a fost desemnata “Zona
dezavantajata” si care in prezent cunoagste doar conditii de saracie.

In ceea ce priveste prevederile legale, art.1 din Legea nr. 33/1994 privind exproprierea pentru
cauza de utilitate publica, publicata in Monitorul Oficial al Romaniei, Partea |, nr.
139/02.06.1994, stipuleaza ca exproprierea de imobile, [...] se poate face numai pentru cauza
de utilitate publica. De asemenea, art. 6 din aceeasi lege mentioneaza ca “sunt de utilitate
publica lucrarile privind: prospectiunile si explorarile geologice, extractia si prelucrarea
substantelor minerale utile...”

Exproprierea care se poate efectua in conformitate cu prevederile constitutionale, reprezintd una
dintre modalitatile de obtinere a drepturilor de acces pe terenurile necesare pentru dezvoltarea
proiectului, aceasta modalitate fiind expres stipulata in art. 6 a Legii Minelor nr. 85/2003 si a art.
6 din legea 33/1994.

In ceea ce priveste mostenirea culturald a satului, este important s& ne amintim c& societatea a
cheltuit, de asemenea, aproximativ 10 milioane USD pentru a derula cel mai costisitor program
de cercetare si dezvoltare arheologicica in zona istorica Rosia Montana, pentru a conserva si
dezvolta potentialul arheologic si cultural-arhitectural.

Prin RMP si Planurile sale de management al patrimoniului cultural, societatea va investi 25
milioane USD in protejarea mostenirii culturale in asa fel incat acest lucru sa sprijine turismul.
Un program de pregatire va oferi toate abilitatile necesare pentru dezvoltarea activitatilor
turistice iar institutia Micro Credit Rosia Montana va sprijini localnici in infiintarea de pensiuni,
restaurante si altele necesare pentru atragerea turistilor. La sfarsitul proiectului, va exista un nou
sat, precum si vechiul centru restaurat in Rosia Montana, impreuna cu un muzeu, hoteluri,
restaurante si infrastructuri modernizate, la care se vor adauga galeriile restaurate (de ex.
Catalina Monulesti) si monumentele pastrate, cum ar fi Tau Gauri — toate acestea urmand sa
functioneze ca puncte de atractie turistica.



Answer to Contestation No. 2986
Submitted by Charles Schindler
On the 21°' of August 2006

S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. (RMGC) has fully taken these issues into
consideration in the development of the comprehensive, detailed Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA) for the Rosia Montana project. Our specific responses to Contestation No.
2986 are as follows:

The mining project proposed by RMGC overlaps the existing mined area, where the developed
activities up to date with old technologies and without rehabilitation programs have caused
tremendous environmental damages. The Rosia Montana Project will use Best Available
Technologies (BAT) for the mining and processing of the ore, which are used in mining
operations all over the world. The cyanide treatment of the ore is used in more than 400 mining
operations all over the world, including Europe.

For instance, at Rogia Montana, the Tailings Management Facility will be constructed to the
highest international standards. It will be an environmentally safe construction for permanent
deposition of detoxified tailings resulting from ore processing. Sophisticated equipment will be
used for geotechnical and water level monitoring. Because detoxification will take place before
the tailings are deposited to the Tailings Management Facility (TMF), they will contain very low
concentrations of cyanide (5-7 parts per million or ppm or mg/l), which is below the regulatory
limit of 10 ppm recently adopted by the EU in the Mining Waste Directive. Thus, over time, the
currently polluted waters, such as the Aries River, will become less polluted as a result of the
Project.

RMGC has also put in place policies relating to blasting and noise vibration; environmental and
social management system plans; and minimization of waste and storage of solid hazardous
waste.

Those wishing to learn more about ecological reconstruction at Rosia Montana after mine
closure should refer to RMGC’s Mine Closure and Rehabilitation Management Plan (Plan J in
the EIA). The plan sets out a series of measures to ensure that the mine leaves as small an
imprint as possible on Rogia Montana’s landscape. These measures are as follows:

e Covering and vegetating the waste dumps as far as they are not backfilled into the
open pits;

¢ Backfilling the open pits, except Cetate pit, which will be flooded to form a lake;

¢ Covering and vegetating the tailings pond and its dam areas;

¢ Dismantling of disused production facilities and revegetation of the cleaned-up areas;

o 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;

e 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.”

In fact, after completion of closure and rehabilitation, the 584 hectares (of the total 1,646
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 1,062 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.

A general overview of the approach to environmental rehabilitation is given in Section 3 of the
Mine Closure Plan. It focuses on Romanian and European Laws and Standards, but takes also
international best practice from outside Europe into account, if applicable to Rosia Montana. For
the technical details of the standards used see the individual sections of the Mine Closure Plan
dealing with the different aspects of mine closure and rehabilitation (Section 4 with its
subsections, in particular), and the Reference Section.

RMGC is committed to pursuing the project in a manner that advances the community’s long-
term social, environmental, and economic welfare. Given current conditions in Rosia Montana,
which is experiencing 70% unemployment and has been designated by the Romanian
Government as a “Disadvantaged Zone,” the positive economic impact of the project is hard to
underestimate.

RMGC has invested significant time, energy, and resources assessing the viability of a mining
project in the valley of Rosia Montana. This assessment has led RMGC to conclude that Rosia
Montana presents an attractive long-term development opportunity — an opinion confirmed by a
variety of lending institutions, who have completed detailed reviews of the project’s design and
profitability. We have every confidence that we will see the project through to the end of its
projected 16-year lifespan, regardless of any fluctuations in the market price of gold.

We are also encouraged by the opportunity to pursue the project in a manner that advances the
community’s social, environmental, and economic welfare. During the life of the mine, the
economic and social fabric of Rosia Montana will benefit from new economic opportunities.
RMGC forecasts the creation 1,200 new jobs during the construction phase of the mine. Once
the mine has been opened, we expect it to directly employ more than 630 people, and spark
economic development in the region. This development is projected to lead to more than 6,000
new jobs, supporting the mine and the people working at the mine, in a region that has been
designated a “disadvantaged zone” by the Romanian Government.

RMGC recognizes that mining, while permanently changing some surface topography,
represents a temporary use of the land. Thus from the time the mine is constructed, continuing
throughout its lifespan, closure-related activities — such as rehabilitating the land and water, and
ensuring the safety and stability of the surrounding area — will be incorporated into our operating
plans.

In addition to the direct financial benefits, there are the indirect benefits related to the economic
activity generated. USD 1.5 billion will be spent in Romania acquiring goods and services during
the life of the project. The approval of the project will also result in the clean-up within the limits
of the perimeter of the Rosia Montana Concession Exploitation Licence of pollution from past
poor mining practices. In a no-project scenario, the cost of this cleanup would be the sole
responsibility of the Romanian State.

The Rosia Montana Project (RMP), as a major investment, will be a catalyst for local and
regional economic development. As with any major industrial development, impacts will be
positive and negative. In the case of Rosia Montana, beneficial impacts will be maximized by
involving local and regional governments and other relevant parties from the community in
development initiatives as part of a participatory approach. Negative impacts will be mitigated
through measures as described in the EIA report.



As detailed in the EIA study, RMGC will undertake a significant plan of environmental
rehabilitation at the site not only to mitigate the environmental effects of the current Project but to
clean up the effects of past poor mining practices as well, at no costs to the Romanian
Government.

Finally, this Project, unlike past mining at Rosia Montana, will be operated in accordance with
international best practices for mining. For the first time, it will bring best available techniques
(BAT) to Romania.

We strongly disagree with the assertion that the project will gravely affect human lifespan,
human population in the region, and the equilibrium of ecosystems in the area. For this reason,
we have undertaken several baseline studies, including with respect to current human health
and environmental conditions.

At present, both the average lifespan and the population’s health in Rogia Montana is lower than
in neighbouring localities, in the county, and in Romania. But the health of the people and the
average lifespan is expected to improve with approval of the Project, thanks to the mine closure
and environmental rehabilitation plan that RMGC proposed in the Report to the Environmental
Impact Assessment study.

The fully balanced state of an ecosystem known as climax is extremely rare in nature, because
of extensive human interventions. The Rosia Montana area is characterized by significant
human impact and thus prohibits the state of climax at the regional, local or micro environmental
levels.

It is nevertheless true that the mining project is considered to have a significant environmental
impact, namely with regard to the environmental factors (water, air, soil, subsoil, flora and
fauna), according to the documents submitted as part of the EIA. But that merely requires a
higher state of review for the project. The project will be operated in compliance with relevant
mandatory Romanian and European law, including environmental law, and in accordance with
international best practices, many of which improve the state of environmental protection. For
instance, the impact on the flora and fauna during mine operations will occur only at the local
level and will not lead to the extinction of any species.

With the approval of the Project the extensive environmental rehabilitation plan RMGC has
proposed will take place and thus the environment of the local ecosystem improve at no cost to
either the Romanian State or Romanian tax payers.

Even before Romania’s admission to the European Union, RMGC had pledged to operate the
Rosia Montana project in full compliance with all Romanian and European law and in
accordance with international best practices. RMGC believes that Romania deserves the same
standard of environmental and social protection that applies throughout the EU and in other
developed countries such as Canada and the U.S.

Projects that need resettlement and relocation are not unusual. The World Bank has financed
directly more than 500 projects throughout the world that needed this approach during the last
10 years. The social impact is addressed in the Resettlement and Relocation Plan designed by
the company in accordance with the World Bank’s guidelines, as best practices available.

The Rosia Montana project as proposed in the EIA does not propose the “eradication” of the
locality of Rosia Montana. The project is not designed against the will of the community and has
been developed so far with the support of the community. To put the resettlement issue in its
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.



There is a buffer zone in the village itself, and the proposal includes the renovation and
restoration of the historical center of Rosia Montana and the construction of two new relocation
sites in the Piatra Alba area (situated at approximately 6 km away from the historical center) and
Alba lulia. Piatra Alba site will be the new civic center of the commune, which will be the most
modern in Romania. In addition to individual homes, new and modern quarters for the City Hall,
cultural and community centers, a police station, a dispensary, a school, and other buildings will
be built. This new and modern location will preserve the character and tradition of the mountain
villages of the Apuseni Mountains but will benefit from all the advantages and facilities of 21%
century construction. (Only the school will be built in a modern architectural style.). A new
neighbourhood will also be built in Alba lulia. All relocations will be conducted according to the
Resettlement and Relocation Action Plan, which fully complies with World Bank standards for
involuntary resettlement of individuals.

For the most part, therefore, property ownership in the larger part of Rosia Montana will not be
affected by the project. In fact, the number of homes that the company must purchase to
construct and operate the project over the life of the mine — 489 homes 126 apartments — is far
smaller than the 1,000 homes project opponents regularly reference.

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, 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.

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

Of course it may prove, at the end of all of these efforts, that a very small number of property
owners -- perhaps a few families - will refuse to sell their holdings. At that point, the decision
falls to Romanian Government authorities as to whether they will exercise the legal instruments
available to them to expropriate the properties. That decision will turn on whether a small
number of people, perhaps a handful, should prevail (via a de facto veto power) over the
majority will of local residents and Romania’s national interests as a whole to benefit from the
creation of 600 direct jobs, 6,000 indirect jobs and the infusion of $2.5 billion USD in investment
in a rural region that has been designated a “Disadvantaged Zone” and knows only extreme
poverty at present.

As for the law itself, the Art.1 of the Law no. 33/1994, regarding the expropriation for cases of
public utility and published in the Romania’s Official Gazette Part 1 no. 139/02.06.1994,
stipulates that the expropriation of buildings, [...] may be done only for a case of public utility.
Also, the Art. 6 from the same law mentions that “the followings are of public utility: geological
prospecting and exploring, extraction and processing of utile mineral substances...”



The expropriation, performed according to the legal and constitutional provisions, represents
therefore one of the obtaining modalities of utilization right over the lands necessary for a
mining project development, this modality being expressly stipulated in Art.6 of the Mining Law
no. 85/2003 and Art. 6 of the Law no.33/1994.

With respect to the cultural heritage of the village, it is important to remember that the company
has also spent approximately US$10 million to develop the most extensive archaeological
research and development program of Rosia Montana Historic Area, so as to preserve and
develop the archaeological and cultural-architectonical potential.

Through the RMP and its heritage management plans, over the life of the mine, 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
center of Rosia Montana with a museum, hotels, restaurants and modernized infrastructure, plus
restored mining galleries (e.g. Catalina Monulesti) and preserved monuments such as Tau Gauri
- all of which would serve as tourist attractions.
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Attn: Sulfina Barbu, Minister

To: Ministry of Environment and Water Management
12, Libertatii Boulevard,

5" District

Bucharest

Romania

Dear Madam Minister,
Dear Madam Sulfina Barbu,

CONTESTATION

The undersigned, we hereby request that Ministry of Environment and Water Management not to
grant the approval for the proposed gold and silver mining operation from Rosia Montana, due to
the following reasons:

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)

7)

8)

Under the motto of “environmental protection” the project is against environmental
interests of Romanian, destroying several mountains, their flora and fauna and historical
vestiges.

The project generates hazardous wastes on enormous surfaces also polluted enough
before this and in quantities unseen until now in Romania. Romania cannot bear another
cyanide-generating investment and huge tailings dumps over the existing ones.

The project leads to the resettlement of a huge part of locals having disastrous
consequences on adaptability; all resettlements have proven to be disastrous.

The project generates potential enormous ecologic catastrophes.

The project doesn’t comply with the environmental Directives and Norms from the
European community.

The project deepens the gap that has been created between man and nature by the
destruction of the green layer in order to obtain insignificant and immediate profits, such as
gold and silver;

Ecologic rehabilitation of the area that is going to be destroyed by the mining operation
can be accomplished even without the foreign investor's contribution, who brings in
Romania tailings management facilities and dumps full of cyanides.

Global degradation makes us appreciate more a green land than a ton of gold.

We hereby ask Ministry of Environment and Water Management not to grant the approval for gold
and silver mining operation from Rosia Montana.

Date: 24.08.2006

Unreadable names and address.....
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Raspuns la Contestatia nr. 3020

in raspuns la Contestatia nr. 3020, compania Rosia Montand Gold Corporation (RMGC) doreste
sa inceapa prin a specifica in mod explicit faptul ca Raportul la Studiul de Evaluare a Impactului
asupra Mediului (EIM) indeplineste toate cerintele prevazute atat de legislatia romaneasca in
vigoare cat si de Directivele UE in ceea ce priveste chestiunile abordate in studiu, datele
furnizate precum si experienta consultantilor care au luat parte la acest studiu.

in contestatie se afirma ca proiectul contravine intereslor Romaniei in ceea ce priveste
mediul inconjurator si va duce la distrugerea florei, a faunei si a patrimoniului cultural

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 conditiile 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, pot fi realizate 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, se regaseste in tabelele cu specii
din Cap. 4.6. Biodiversitatea din Raportul la Studiul de Evaluare a Impactului asupra Mediului,
precum gi in anexele la acest capitol. Din caza volumului mare de informatie, se gasesc in
varianta electronica a EIA pusa la dispozitia publicului de companie in aproximativ 6000 de
DVD/CD in romana si engleza, fiind accesibila si de pe site-urile Companiei, respectiv a
Ministerului Mediului si Gospodaririi Apelor si a agentiilor locale si regionale de protectia
mediului Alba, Sibiu, Cluj, etc

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

Consideram ca in aceste conditii proiectul propus este in concordanta cu prevederile Directivei
92/43 Habitate[1], respectiv a Directivei 79/409 Pasari[2], cu atat mai mult cu cat in Planul de
Management al Biodiversitatii (Planul H) sunt prevazute masuri active gi responsabile de
reconstructie/reabilitare a unor habitate naturale, n spiritul prevederilor acelorasgi acte[3].

Proiectul Rosia Montana (RMP), ca investitie majora, va actiona ca un catalizator pentru
dezvoltarea locala si regionala.

La fel ca si in cazul oricarei dezvoltari industriale semnificative, acest proiect va genera atat
impacturi pozitive cat si negative. In cazul Rosiei Montane, impacturile pozitive vor fi maximizate
printr-o abordare participativa constand in implicarea autoritatilor locale si regionale precum si a
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altor factori interesati din cadrul comunitatii in initiative de dezvoltare. lar pentru atenuarea
impacturilor negative se vor aplica masuri precum cele descrise in Raportul la Studiul de
evaluare a impactului asupra mediului (EIM).

Pentru a privi problema intr-un context mai larg, constructia si functionarea proiectului Rosia
Montana presupune achizitionarea de proprietati in 4 din cele 16 sate ce compun comuna Rosia
Montana. Astfel, in cea mai mare parte a comunei, detinerea de proprietati nu va fi afectata de
proiect. De fapt, numarul de locuinte pe care societatea trebuie sa le achizitioneze pentru
construirea si pentru functionarea proiectului pe toatd durata sa de viatd— 379 locuinte— este
mult mai mic decét cifra pe care o avanseaza de regula oponentii proiectului, adica 1000 de
locuinte.

Pentru a reduce impactul social creat de programul de stramutare, se construiesc doua noi
amplasamente de stramutare in zona Piatra Alba si Alba lulia. Aceste amplasamente vor fi noile
centre civice ale comunei, care vor fi cele mai moderne din Roméania. Pe langa locuintele
individuale, vor fi construite cladiri noi si moderne pentru primarie, centrele culturale si
comunale, o sectie de politie, un dispensar, o gscoala si alte cladiri. Acest amplasament nou i
modern va pastra caracterul si traditia satelor de munte din Muntii Apuseni, dar va beneficia de
toate avantajele si facilitatile unor constructii ale secolului 21 (doar scoala va fi construita intr-un
stil arhitectural modern.) Toate relocarile se vor desfagura conform Planului de Actiune pentru
Relocare si Stramutare, care se conformeaza integral standardelor Bancii Mondiale pentru
stramutarea involuntara a indivizilor.

In ceea ce priveste patrimoniul cultural a satului, este important sd ne amintim ca societatea a
cheltuit, de asemenea, aproximativ 10 milioane USD pentru a derula cel mai costisitor program
de cercetare si dezvoltare arheologica in zona istorica Rogsia Montana, pentru a conserva si a
pune in valoare potentialul arheologic si cultural-arhitectural al zonei.

Prin RMP si planurile sale de management al patrimoniului, pe intreaga durata de viata a minei,
RMGC va investi 25 milioane USD in protejarea patrimoniului cultural in asa fel incat acest lucru
sa sustina dezvoltarea turismului. Un program de pregatire va oferi toate abilitatile necesare
pentru dezvoltarea activitatilor turistice, iar institutia Micro Credit Rosia Montana “IFN Gabriel
Finance” SA va sprijini localnicii in infiintarea de pensiuni, restaurante etc. pentru atragerea
turistilor. La sfarsitul proiectului, va exista un nou sat, precum si vechiul centru restaurat al
Rosiei Montane, Tmpreuna cu un muzeu, hoteluri, restaurante si infrastructuri modernizate, la
care se vor adauga galeriile restaurate (de ex. Catalina Monulesti) si monumentele conservate,
cum ar fi monumentul de la Tau Gauri — toate acestea urmand sa functioneze ca puncte de
atractie turistica.

Tinadnd cont de faptul cd RMGC s-a angajat sa-gi deruleze activitatea in conformitate cu cele mai
stricte standarde de mediu internationale si ale UE, posibilitatea unui impact negativ asupra
apelor este, practic, inexistenta.

RMGC s-a angajat, din cele mai timpurii stagii de proiectare si dezvoltare, sa se conformeze
legislatiei roméane, directivelor UE, Indrumarilor si Recomandarilor internationale, astfel ca la
realizarea proiectului Rosia Montana au fost folosite BAT (cele mai Bune Tehnici Disponibile) si
BMP (cea mai Buna Practica de Management).

In ceea ce priveste subiectul general al turismului, Rosia Montan& va putea continua sa fsi
dezvolte potentialul turistic. Exista initiative in acest sens, de exemplu "Modelul de dezvoltare
turistica si contributia sa la dezvoltarea sustinuta in Zlatna, Bucium, Rogia Montana si Baia de
Aries ca alternativa la activitatile miniere mono-industriale” pregatit de Institutul National de
Cercetare si Dezvoltare in Turism (INCDT) publicat in aprilie 2006, in acelasi timp cu
prezentarea raportului EIM catre Ministerul Mediului si Gospodaririi Apelor (MMGA).

Cu toate acestea, turismul va fi posibil si profitabil doar atunci cand turistilor li se poate oferi un
mediu inconjurator curat, o infrastructura corespunzatoare (sosele bune, apa curenta, un sistem
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de canalizare corespunzator, facilitdti de gestionare a deseurilor etc.). Un proiect minier
asemanator celui propus prin RMGC va furniza, prin intermediul taxelor si impozitelor platite de
companie, fondurile necesare pentru ameliorarea infrastructurii. Prin RMP si planurile sale de
management al patrimoniului cultural, societatea va investi 25 milioane USD in protejarea
patrimoniului cultural in asa fel incat aceasta sa sustina dezvoltarea turismului. Un program de
pregatire va asigura abilitatile necesare pentru dezvoltarea activitatilor turistice, iar institutia de
Micro Credit Rogia Montana va sprijini localnicii in infiintarea de pensiuni, restaurante etc. pentru
atragerea turistilor. La sfarsitul proiectului, va exista un nou sat, precum si vechiul centru
restaurat al Rosiei Montane, impreuna cu un muzeu, hoteluri, restaurante si infrastructuri
modernizate, la care se vor adauga galeriile miniere restaurate (de ex. Catalina Monulesti) si
monumentele pastrate, cum ar fi monumentul de la Tau Gauri — toate acestea urmand sa
functioneze ca puncte de atractie turistica. RMGC a prezentat o Strategie Turistica in cadrul unui
proiect integrat ce descrie pietele turistice potentiale si precum si cel mai bun mod de abordare a
acestor piete, (vezi Raportul Gifford privind Strategia Turistica la Rogia Montana 13658.R01 N
ANEXA 4).

in contestatie se afirma ca datorita iazului de decantare prevazut, proiectul va genera
deseuri periculoase, inclusiv cianura.

A fost elaborat un Plan de Management al Deseurilor care sa asigure ca orice deseu periculos
este redus la minim si gestionat cu cel mare grad de precautie.

Orice proces tehnologic implica utilizarea anumitor substante chimice. Astfel, avem de-a face cu
cateva deseuri periculoase, care vor fi generate in toate etapele proiectului (constructie, operare
si inchidere). Planul de Management al Deseurilor va asigura managementul deseurilor
generate pe durata de viata a proiectului minier, in conformitate cu reglementarile aplicabile in
Romania si conform directivelor UE cu privire la deseuri. Planul de Management al Deseurilor
include si linii directoare cu privire la elaborarea si tinerea la zi a unui inventar detaliat al
deseurilor si un plan de minimizare a deseurilor, pentru fiecare sursa de deseuri — precum si un
proces detaliat de identificare, colectare, sortare, depozitare si evacuare finala a deseurilor.

Planul de Management al Deseurilor trateaza deseurile in conformitate cu Directiva pentru
deseuri periculoase 1991/689/EC, transpusa in legislatia romana prin Legea nr. 426/2001 si are
la baza prevederile Directivei UE 2006/21/EC privind deseurile miniere.

Conform prevederilor legale mentionate mai sus, tipurile de deseuri de la Proiectul Rosia
Montana pot fi grupate in doua categorii:

- Deseuri periculoase din activitati extractive asa cum sunt definite si reglementate prin
Directiva UE 2006/21/EC cu privire la Deseurile Miniere, de exemplu steril de procesare
si roca sterila cu potential de generare ape acide;

- Deseuri periculoase ne-extractive cum ar fi: uleiuri uzate si deseuri medicale periculoase

Planul de Management al Deseurilor (Planul B) contine un bilant detaliat al deseurilor
periculoase, a proprietatilor fizice i chimice ale acestora si a modalitatii in care sunt reduse la
minim si gestionate in conformitate cu legislatia actuala din Romania si cu legislatia UE.

lazul de decantare de la Rosia Montana va fi construit la cele mai inalte standarde
internationale. Aceasta va fi o constructie sigura din punct de vedere al mediului Tnconjurator
proiectata pentru stocarea permanenta a sterilului de procesare denocivizat.

Se vor folosi instalatii sofisticate pentru monitorizarea geotehnica si a nivelului apei. Dat fiind
faptul ca sterilul de procesare va fi denocivizat Tnainte de depozitarea in iazul de decantare,
concentratia de cianura continuta va fi foarte redusa (5-7 ppm), nivel care este sub limita de 10
ppm adoptata recent de UE prin Directiva 2006/21/EC referitoare la deseurile din industria
extractiva. Astfel ca datorita proiectului Rosia Montana, nivelul de poluare a apelor va scadea in
timp (e.g. Raul Aries).



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

- puturi de hidroobservatie / puturi de extractie pentru monitorizarea apelor subterane,

amplasate Tn aval de barajul secundar de retentie.

Toate aceste componente formeaza parte integrantd 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 indeplinita luand in considerare conditiile
geologice favorabile (strat de fundare a cuvetei IDS, a barajului IDS si a barajului secundar de
retentie constituit din sisturi cu permeabilitate redusa) si realizarea unui strat de etangare din sol
cu permeabilitate redusa (1x10° cm/sec) re-compactat, sub cuveta IDS. Pentru mai multe
informatii, vezi Capitolul 2 din Planul F al studiului EIM intitulat “Planul de management al iazului
de decantare a sterilelor”.

Stratul de etansare din sol cu permeabilitate redusa va fi in conformitate cu cele mai bune
tehnici disponibile (BAT), astfel cum sunt definite de Directiva UE 96/61 (IPPC) si de Directiva
UE privind deseurile miniere. Proiectul iazului cuprinde si alte elemente de proiectare
suplimentare privind protectia apelor subterane, dupa cum urmeaza:
- O diafragm& de etansare din material cu permeabilitate redusd (1x10° cm/sec) in
fundatia barajului de amorsare pentru controlul infiltratiilor;
- Un nucleu cu permeabilitate redusd (1x10® 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;
- O 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 protejarea sanatatii populatiei si a mediului. n 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 apartindnd de Proiectul Rosia Montana, pana cand se revine
la limitele admise de normativele in vigoare.

Referitor la utilizarea cianurii in activitatea de exploatare, este adevarat ca cianura este una din
putinele substante care pot dizolva aurul. Cianura este utilizata in sute de mine de aur din lume
si in multe alte sectoare industriale. La Rosia Montana, iazul de decantare a sterilelor va fi
construit la cele mai Tnalte standarde internationale si in conformitate cu legislatia romaneasca si
europeana in domeniu. Va fi o constructie sigura din punct de vedere al mediului pentru
depozitarea permanenta a sterilului de procesare denocivizat. Echipamente sofisticate vor fi
folosite pentru monitorizarea geotehnica si a nivelului apei.



Cianura folosita in cadrul proiectului Rosia Montana va fi supusa unui proces de distrugere a
cianurilor, iar cianura reziduala depozitatd impreuna cu sterilul de procesare in iazul de
decantare (“IDS”) se va degrada rapid ajungand la concentratii inferioare limitei maxime admise.
Dat fiind faptul ca sterilul de procesare va fi denocivizat inainte de depozitarea in iazul de
decantare, concentratia de cianura continuta va fi foarte redusa (5-7 ppm), nivel care este sub
limita de 10 ppm adoptata recent de UE prin Directiva referitoare la deseurile din industria
extractiva.

Barajul propus pentru iazul de decantare de la Rosia Montana si barajul secundar de retentie
sunt riguros proiectate pentru nigte conditii chiar mai stricte decat cele prevazute de liniile
directoare trasate de catre Romania si cele prevazute la nivel international astfel incat sa poata
retine precipitatii abundente i pentru a preveni cedarea barajului din cauza deversarii si a
evacuarilor de cianura asociate acestei deversari, si poluarea apei de suprafata si de adancime.

RMGC a semnat si se va conforma prevederilor Codului International pentru Managementul
Cianurilor, care impune utilizarea celor mai bune practici din domeniul managementului
cianurilor. RMGC va obtine cianurile de la un producator care, de asemenea, respecta
prevederile Codului.

De asemenea, studiul EIM a evaluat alternativele la cianuri din perspectivd economica, din
punctul de vedere al aplicabilitatii procesului si al mediului. Studiul a conchis ca utilizarea
cianurilor in maniera discutata mai sus este Cea mai Buna Tehnica Disponibila, asa cum este
definita de UE.

Conducerea Gabriel Resources Ltd, actionarul majoritar al RMGC are peste 60 de ani de
experienta in decursul carora a desfasurat sapte proiecte miniere pe patru continente. Aceasta
reprezintd o baza foarte solida pentru desfasurarea proiectului Rosia Montana. RMGC se
angajeaza sa desfasoare proiectul in conformitate cu legislatia roméaneasca si europeana,
inclusiv legislatia in domeniul mediului $i cu cele mai bune practici internationale, multe dintre
acestea referindu-se la protectia mediului. In vederea asigurarii celui mai inalt nivel de protectie
a mediului si de reabilitate a sitului, am colaborat cu experti independenti precum si cu unele din
cele mai renumite firme de consultanta in domeniul minier la nivel mondial.

in contestatie se afirma ca proiectul va duce la stramutarea unui numar mare de locuitori
din zona

Discutand acest aspect intr-un context mai larg, este de remarcat faptul ca, pentru realizarea
lucrarilor de constructie si de exploatare in cadrul Proiectului, este nevoie sa se achizitioneze
teren Tn 4 din cele 16 sate din comuna Rogia Montana. Prin urmare, regimul proprietatilor, in cea
mai mare parte a comunei, va rdmane neschimbat. In ceea ce priveste impactul real al
proiectului Rosia Montana in acest sens, va rugam sa consultati, de asemenea, Raportul EIM,
capitolul 4, Impactul Potential, Subcapitolul 4.8, Mediul economic si social.

In scopul cumpaérarii proprietatilor necesare pentru dezvoltarea proiectului, compania a elaborat
un program de achizitii, in conformitate cu recomandarile privind stramutarea si relocarea
populatiei, elaborate de Banca Mondiala. Abordarea RMGC, in aceasta privinta, se bazeaza pe
principiul vanzarii - cumpararii liber consimtite. in acest scop, RMGC a prevazut pachete de
compensare corecte pentru localnicii afectati de proiect, in deplin acord cu politicile Bancii
Mondiale in domeniu, astfel cum sunt detaliate in Planul de Actiune pentru Stramutare gi
Relocare, document elaborat de RMGC si aflat pe site-ul oficial al companiei.

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



De asemenea, 98% din proprietarii terenurilor necesare proiectului, care inca nu au fost
achizitionate, au solicitat evaluarea proprietatilor detinute, ceea ce indica ca se gandesc in mod
serios sa vanda. Aceasta cifra indica faptul ca numarul proprietatilor detinute de persoane care
se Impotrivesc ideii de a vinde este redus.

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

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

Populatia din zona poate opta intre stramutare si relocare, nu numai pentru relocare.
Amplasamentele de stramutare sunt la Rosia Montana (Piatra Alba) si la Alba lulia.

Ridicarea noii agsezari Piatra Alba este programata sa inceapa in vara anului 2007, data exacta
depinzénd de aprobarile necesare din partea autoritatilor locale din Rogia Montana. Pana acum,
30 de familii s-au aratat interesate sa se mute in Piatra Alba (15 au semnat deja contractele in
forma finald), dar numarul acestora va creste pe masurd ce se apropie data inceperii
constructiei. Agezarea va cuprinde dotari moderne (inclusiv o scoala noua, dispensar, magazine,
primarie si zone de agrement) si va fi construita in stil traditional.

Planul de Actiune pentru Stramutare si Relocare, a fost elaborat de RMGC in scopul relocarii
si/sau stramutarii locuitorilor din zona afectata de proiect, care se limiteaza la 4 din cele 16 sate
din comuna Rosgia Montana. Proiectul minier propus de RMGC ofera noi oportunitati de locuri de
munca, precum si alte beneficii persoanelor care raman sa locuiasca in Rogsia Montana si in
zonele din imprejurimi, precum si celor care se vor muta la Piatra Alba.

Acest proiect ofera generatiilor viitoare nu numai locuri de munca, dar si un mediu inconjurator
mai curat, oportunitati de dezvoltare personald, sprijin pentru micii intreprinzatori si sustinere
pentru dezvoltarea uneia dintre cele mai putin dezvoltate zone din Roménia. Agadar, afirmatia
ca satul va ramane fara locuitori nu este corectd - Rogia Montana avand o populatie de 3900
locuitori.

Persoanele care locuiesc in Zona Protejata Istorica din Rosia Montana au cerut companiei sa le
cumpere proprietatile, ceea ce presupune un important efort financiar, fara ca acest lucru sa fi
fost necesar pentru dezvoltarea proiectului. De asemenea, in Piatra Alba vor locui mult mai
multe persoane decat micul numar de familii (30) care si-au exprimat pana acum dorinta de a se
muta acolo.

Inceperea lucrarilor la exploatarea minierd propusd de RMGC va duce la crearea de locuri de
munca directe si indirecte in regiune, generdnd un mare aflux de persoane in zona. Astfel,
situatia se va modifica radical, punandu-se capat depopularii si declinului inregistrat in zona in
ultimii zece ani

Prin construirea asezarii de la Piatra Alba, vom oferi un standard de viatd mai ridicat si, de
asemenea, servicii culturale si sociale de calitate. Zona centrala va cuprinde cladiri de interes
public: primarie, politie, posta, banca, biserica, scoald, gradinita, centru cultural, muzeu, centru
medical, farmacie, spatii comerciale, spatii de recreere gi divertisment, sau spatii destinate
dezvoltarii turistice: han, hotel, spatiu pentru organizarea de téarguri, teren de sport, sala de
gimnastica, patinoar, teren de fotbal, parc, locuri de joaca pentru copii.

in contestatie se afirma ca proiectul va genera distrugeri ale mediului inconjurator



lazul de decantare a sterilelor este situat la o distantd de aproximativ 2 km deasupra orasului
Abrud, prin urmare criteriile de proiectare ale iazului au fost stabilite avand in vedere
consecintele unei cedari a barajului. Barajul propus pentru iazul de decantare a sterilelor si
barajul secundar al bazinului de captare sunt proiectate in mod riguros pentru nigte conditii chiar
mai stricte decat cele prevazute de liniile directoare trasate de catre Romania si cele prevazute
la nivel international astfel incat sa poata retine volumele de apa rezultate din precipitatii
abundente, si sa previna fenomenul de cedare a barajului datorita deversarii peste baraj si a
scurgerilor de cianura, precum si a poluarii apelor de suprafata sau subterane.

In mod concret, iazul a fost proiectat s& retind doua fenomene de precipitatii maxime probabile si
viiturile 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 viatad 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
decét volumul impus de prevederile legale in vigoare in Romania. Pentru cazul putin probabil de
aparitie a inca unui fenomen dupa cea de-a doua precipitatie maxima probabild se va construi
un deversor de siguranta. Deversorul de siguranta este construit din motive de securitate pentru
a se asigura evacuarea corespunzatoare a apei in cazul unui fenomen meteorologic putin
probabil, evitandu-se astfel deversarea peste baraj care ar putea provoca cedarea acestuia. in
consecinta, proiectul iazului de decantare a sterilelor depaseste semnificativ standardele impuse
pentru siguranta. 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. in mod
concret, scenariile de cedare a barajului au fost analizate pentru situatia de cedare a barajului
de amorsare si pentru configuratia finala a barajului. Rezultatele modelarii cazurilor de cedare a
barajului aratd marimea suprafetei acoperitd de scurgerea de steril. Pe baza celor doua cazuri
analizate, sterilul nu va ajunge dincolo de confluenta paraului Corna cu raul Abrud.

Cu toate acestea, proiectul recunoaste necesitatea implementarii unui Plan prevenire si
combatere a situatiilor de urgenta pentru cazul foarte improbabil de cedare a barajului. Acest
plan a fost depus impreuna cu documentatia EIM, ca Planul |, volumul 28.

Pentru o analiza tehnica mai detaliata, va rugam sa consultati capitolul 7, sectiunea 6.4.3.1 din
cadrul EIM intitulata "Posibile scenarii de avarie a sistemului iazului de decantare".

Pentru Roméania, costurile financiare ale proiectului sunt nule. De fapt, cele 19,3% actiuni
detinute de guvernul Roman sunt integrale si se concretizeaza in profit de 306 milioane USD
pentru statul roman. Beneficiile financiare, totale, directe de care beneficiaza statul roman,
inclusiv plata impozitelor pe profit, redevente, si alte impozite precum impozitul pe salarii, sunt
de 1.032 milioane USD.

Pe langa beneficiile financiare directe, sunt si beneficiile indirecte legate de activitatea
economica generata. in Romania vor fi cheltuiti 1,5 miliarde USD pentru achizitionarea de bunuri
si servicii in cursul derularii proiectului. Prin aprobarea proiectului minier se va realiza si
curatarea perimetrului Licentei asupra Exploatarii in Concesiune de la Rogia Montana, de
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poluarea rezultatd in urma practicilor miniere defectuoase din trecut. intr-un scenariu fara
proiect, costul ecologizarii ar fi ar cadea numai in sarcina statului roman.

in contestatie se afirma ca proiectul nu este conform cu normele si directivele stabilite de
Comunitatea Europeana

In conformitate cu dispozitile art. 44(3) 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”), RMGC pregateste "o evaluare a propunerilor motivate ale
publicului, continand solutii de rezolvare a problemelor semnalate, pe care o inainteaza
autoritatii publice competente pentru protectia mediului, conform formularului prezentat in anexa
nr. 1IV.2.”.

Consideram, ca in absenta indicarii exacte a actelor normative pretins a fi incalcate de raportul
la studiul privind impactul asupra mediului, titularul de proiect nu poate formula un raspuns
aplicat fata de aceasta afirmatie cu caracter generic.

Cu toate ca, afirmatia dumneavoastra nu este fundamentata si/sau sustinuta in vreun fel,
singura autoritate competenta sa analizeze astfel de nerespectari ale legislatiei in vigoare este
autoritatea de mediu. In acest sens, mentionam prevederile art. 45 din Ordinul Ministrului Apelor
si Protectiei Mediului nr. 860/2002 conform cu care "dupa examinarea raportului la studiul de
evaluare a impactului asupra mediului, a concluziilor partilor implicate in evaluare, a posibilitatilor
de a pune in aplicare proiectul si a evaluarii motivate a propunerilor publicului, autoritatea
publica competenta pentru protectia mediului ia decizia privind emiterea acordului de
mediu/acordului integrat de mediu sau respingerea motivata a proiectului pe amplasamentul
respectiv’.

in contestatie se afirma ca reabilitarea mediului s-ar putea realiza fara investitia propusa
de RMGC

Referitor la asa-numita ,Alternativa Zero” pentru reabilitarea mediului Tn zona Rosia Montana,
experti independenti au realizat un studiu pentru a stabili ce costuri ar trebui sa suporte statul
roman pentru a reecologiza zona. Costurile de reabilitare a mediului NUMAI IN 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 reabilitare trebuie realizate in
afara perimetrului destinat proiectului Rosia Montana.

Referinte:

[1] art.3, alin. 2. Fiecare Stat Membru contribuie la crearea (retelei) NATURA 2000 proportional
cu reprezentarea, pe teritoriul sau, a tipurilor de habitate naturale si a habitatelor speciilor
prevdzute in paragraful I. In acest scop, Statele Membre, in conformitate cu Articolul 4,
desemneaza situri ca zone speciale de conservare, avand in vedere obiectivele prevazute in
paragraful |.

art.4, alin.1. Pe baza criteriilor stabilite In Anexa Il (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 prezintad elementele fizice i 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 prezinta elementele fizice si biologice
esentiale pentru viata si reproducerea lor. Statele Membre propun, daca este cazul, adaptarea
listei in 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 reprezentdnd mai mult de 5% din
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teritoriul national pot, in acord cu Comisiunea, sa solicite ca criterile enumerate in Anexa llI
(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 si in absenta solutiilor
alternative, un plan sau proiect trebuie totusi sa fie realizat, din motive imperative de interes
public major, inclusiv de natura socialda 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 speciald 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.



Answer to Contestation No. 3020

In responding to Contestation No. 3020 Rosia Montana Gold Corporation (RMGC) would first
like to make it clear that the Environmental Impact Assessment Study Report (EIA) meets all the
requirements of both Romanian Law and EU Directives, in terms of issues covered, data
provided, and qualifications of the expert consultants involved into this study.

The contestation states that the project is against the environmental interests of Romania
and will result in the loss of flora and fauna and cultural patrimony.

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

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

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

Some of species existing at Rosia Montana that are under a certain protection status represent
an insignificant percentage from populations estimated at national level. The characterization of
species from their habitat point of view exists in the species tables presented in the Biodiversity
Chapter of the EIA Report and its annexes. Given the large amount of information contained,
these tables are available in the electronic format of the EIA. 6000 DVD/CDs comprising the EIA
Report have been made available to the public both in English and in Romanian. Moreover, the
EIA is also available on RMGC’s website as well as on the websites of the Ministry of
Environment and Waters Management (MMGA) and of the Local and Regional Environment
Protection Agencies of Alba County, Cluj County and Sibiu County, etc.

From practical point of view, the low value of conservation of the impact area is also indirectly
emphasized by the fact that there is no proposal to designate the area a SPA (aviafaunistic
special protected area) and by the denial as unfounded of the proposal to designate the area as
a SCl 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 Rosia Montana Project (RMP) as a major investment will be a catalyst for local and regional
economic development.

As with any major industrial development, impacts will be positive and negative. In the case of

Rosia Montana, beneficial impacts will be maximized by involving local and regional
governments and other relevant parties from the community in development initiatives as part of
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a participatory approach. Negative impacts will be mitigated through measures as described in
the EIA report.

To put the issue in larger context, the construction and operation of the Rosia Montana Project
requires the acquisition of properties in four of the Rosia Montana’s 16 sub-communes. For the
most part, therefore, property ownership in the larger part of Rosia Montana will not be affected
by the project. In fact, the number of homes that the company must purchase to construct and
operate the project over the life of the mine — 379 homes — is far smaller than the 1000 homes
project opponents regularly reference.

In order to mitigate the social impact created by the resettlement and relocation program, two
new relocation sites in the Piatra Alba area and Alba lulia are being built. These sites will be the
new civic center of the commune, which will be the most modern in Romania. In addition to
individual homes, new and modern quarters for the City Hall, cultural and community centers, a
police station, a dispensary, a school, and other buildings will be built. This new and modern
location will preserve the character and tradition of the mountain villages of the Apuseni
Mountains but will benefit from all the advantages and facilities of 21st century construction.
(Only the school will be built in a modern architectural style.) All relocations will be conducted
according to the Resettlement and Relocation Action Plan (RRAP), which fully complies with
World Bank standards for involuntary resettlement of individuals.

With respect to the cultural heritage of the village, it is important to remember that the company
has also spent approximately US$10 million to develop the most extensive archaeological
research and development program of Rosia Montana Historic Area, so as to preserve and
develop the archaeological and cultural-architectonical potential.

Through the RMP and its heritage management plans, over the life of the mine, 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 “IFN Gabriel Finance” SA 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 center 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.

Given that RMGC is committed to conducting its business following the strictest EU and
international environmental standards, the possibility of a negative impact for the waters is
practically inexistent.

RMGC is committed, even in the early stages of design and development to comply with the
Romanian legislation, the EU directives and the International Guides and Recommendations,
while BAT (Best Available Techniques) and BMP (Best Management Practice) were used to
design the Rosia Montana Project.

On the general issue of tourism, 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 Waters Management (MMGA).

However, tourism will be possible and profitable only when there is something to offer to tourists
in terms of clean environment, proper infrastructure (good roads, 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, 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
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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 center of Rosia Montana with a museum, hotels,
restaurants and modernized infrastructure, plus restored mining galleries (e.g. Catalina
Monulesti) and preserved monuments such as Tau Gauri - all of which would serve as tourist
attractions. RMGC has commissioned a Tourism Strategy which sets out how the potential
tourism markets and how these might best be approached in an integrated project (see Rosia
Montana Initial Tourism Gifford Report 13658.R01 in the annex 4).

The contestation says that the project will generate hazardous wastes, including cyanide,
through its tailings dam.

A Waste Management Plan has been developed to ensure that any hazardous waste is
minimized and managed with the highest level of caution.

Any technological process involves the use of some chemicals. Therefore, we have to deal with
some hazardous waste, which will be generated in all project phases (construction, operation
and closure).. The Waste Management Plan will ensure the management of generated waste
streams over the life of the mine project, in accordance with applicable Romanian regulations
and EU waste directives. The Waste Management Plan includes guidelines regarding the
preparation and maintenance of a detailed waste inventory and waste minimization plan, for
each main source pf waste — and a detailed process for identification, collection, sorting, storage
and ultimate disposal of waste.

The Waste Management Plan deals with waste according to the definition of the Hazardous
Waste Directive 1991/689/EC and the transposition into Romanian legislation (e.g. Law
426/2001) and based upon the provisions of the EU Mine Waste Directive 2006/21/EC.

According to the above-mentioned legal provisions, the waste streams of the Rosia Montana
Project can be grouped into two types:
- Extractive hazardous waste as defined and regulated by the EU Mine Waste Directive
2006/21/EC, e.g., tailings and acid-generating waste rock;
- Non-extractive hazardous waste such as used oils and hazardous medical waste.

A detailed account of the hazardous waste streams, their physical and chemical properties and
how they are minimized and managed according to the current Romanian and EU legislation can
be found in the Waste Management Plan (Plan B).

At Rosia Montana, the Tailings Management Facility will be constructed to the highest
international standards. It will be an environmentally safe construction for permanent deposition
of detoxified tailings resulting from ore processing. Sophisticated equipment will be used for
geotechnical and water level monitoring. Because detoxification will take place before the
tailings are deposited to the TMF, they will contain very low concentrations of cyanide (5-7 ppm),
which is below the regulatory limit of 10 ppm recently adopted by the EU in the Mine Waste
Directive (2006/21/EC). Thus, over time, the currently polluted waters, such as the Aries River,
will become less polluted as a result of the Project.

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:
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- 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:
- 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.

With respect to the use of cyanide at the mine, it is true that cyanide is one of the few
substances that can dissolve gold. Cyanide is used in hundreds of gold mines around the world
and in many other industries. At Rosia Montana, the Tailings Management Facility will be
constructed to the highest international standards and in compliance with the Romanian and EU
relevant legislation. It will be an environmentally safe construction for permanent deposition of
detoxified tailings resulting from ore processing. Sophisticated equipment will be used for
geotechnical and water level monitoring.

The cyanide used in the RMP will be subject to a cyanide destruction process and residual
cyanide deposited with the process tailings in the Tailings Management Facility (“TMF”) will
degrade rapidly to levels well below maximum regulatory levels. Because detoxification will take
place before the tailings are deposited to the TMF, they will contain very low concentrations of
cyanide (approx. 5-7 parts per million or ppm or mg/l), which is below the regulatory limit of 10
ppm recently adopted by the EU in the Mining Waste Directive.

The proposed dam at the Rogsia Montana 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.

RMGC has signed and will comply with the International Cyanide Management Code (ICMC),
which requires the use of best practices in the field of cyanides management. RMGC will obtain
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the cyanides from a manufacturer that also complies with this code. Also, the transporter will
comply with ICMC.

The EIA study also evaluated alternatives to cyanide from the economic, process applicability,
and environmental perspectives. The study concluded that the use of cyanide in the manner
discussed above is a Best Available Technique as defined by the EU.

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. RMGC is committed to operating the
Project in full compliance with Romanian and European law, including environmental law and in
accordance with international best practices, many of which relate to environmental protection.
We have been working with independent experts and some of the world’s most prominent
mining consultant companies to ensure the highest level of environmental protection and
rehabilitation at the site.

The contestation states that the project will lead to the resettlement of many local
residents.

To put the resettlement question in its 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 part, therefore, property ownership in the larger part of Rosia Montana will
not be affected by the project. For the actual impact of the RMP in this respect, please refer also
to the EIA Report, Chapter 4 — Potential Impacts, Subchapter 4.8 - Social and Economic
Environment.

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. RMGC’s approach
is primarily based on the principle of a “willing seller-buyer basis”. To this extent, RMGC
provided fair compensation packages for the affected inhabitants of the impacted area, in full
compliance with the World Bank policies in this field, as detailed in the RRAP developed by
RMGC, which may be found on company’s official website.

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

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

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

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

The population may choose between resettlement and relocation, not only relocation. The
resettlement sites are in Rosia Montana (Piatra Alba) and Alba lulia.

Construction of the new Piatra Alba community is scheduled to begin in summer 2007, with the

exact date depending on approvals from the local authorities in Rosia Montana. While the
number will grow as construction nears, thus far, 30 families have expressed so far interest in
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relocating to Piatra Alba ( 15 already signed the final contracts ), which will combine modern
amenities (including a new school, medical clinic, city hall, and recreational facilities) and
traditional architectural designs.

RMGC’s Resettlement and Relocation Action Plan (RRAP) is intended to help relocate and/or
resettle residents in the project impact area, which is limited to 4 of Rosia Montana’s 16 sub-
comuna. The RMGC mining project brings new employment opportunities and other benefits to
the remaining residents of Rosia Montana and the surrounding areas as well as to those
residents who relocate to Piatra Alba.

This project provides to future generations not only jobs, but also a cleaner environment,
personal development opportunities, small enterprise support, and support provided for the
development of one of the most underdeveloped areas of Romania.

So, the implication that the village will be without inhabitants is incorrect - Rosia Montana’s
population amounts 3900 inhabitants.

The people living in the Historical Area asked the company to buy their properties although this
implies a massive financial effort without being needed by the development of the project.
Likewise, Piatra Alba will serve as home to many more than the comparably small number of
families ( 30 so far) who have expressed interest in living there at this point. When the RMGC
project commences and brings both direct and indirect employment to the Rosia Montana
region, there will be a net inflow of people to the area - a sharp reversal of the de-population that
has accompanied the area’s decade-long decline.

Through the construction of the Piatra Alba site we offer higher living standards, high quality
social and cultural services. The Central Area of the site will include public buildings, town hall,
police, post office, bank, church, school, kindergarten, cultural center, museum, medical center,
drug store, commercial areas, entertainment and leisure areas or attractive areas for the
development of tourism in the region, inn, hotel, fair area, sports field, gym hall, skating rink,
football field, park, playgrounds for children.

The contestation states that the project will generate environmental damage.

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.

The financial costs of this project to Romania are nil. In fact, the Romanian government’s
ownership share of 19.3% is fully carried and results in a profit to the Romanian state of USD
306 million. Total direct cash benefits to the Romanian state, including the payment of profit
taxes, royalties, and other taxes such as payroll taxes, are USD 1,032 million.

In addition to the direct financial benefits, there are the indirect benefits related to the economic
activity generated. USD 1.5 billion will be spent in Romania acquiring goods and services during
the life of the project. The approval of the project will also result in the clean-up within the limits
of the perimeter of the Rosia Montana Concession Exploitation License of pollution from past
poor mining practices. In a no-project scenario, the cost of this cleanup would be the sole
responsibility of the Romanian state.

The contestation states that the project does not comply with the directives and norms of
the European Community.

In accordance with the provisions of art. 44(3) of the Order of the Wwater and Environment
Protection no. 860/2002 regarding the procedure for the * “ Environmental Impact Assessment
and environmental permitting ("Order no. 860/2002”), RMGC prepares "an evaluation of the
reasoned proposals of the public containing the solutions to the issues raised and will submit it
to the relevant public authorities from the environment field , as per the form presented in the
annex IV.2.".

We consider that, as there is no accurate specification regarding the regulating documents
which provisions have been presumably breached by the report to the environmental impact
assessment, the project holder cannot give an elaborated answer to this general question.

Although your assertion is not substantiated and/or supported in any way, the only relevant
authority entitled to analyse such breaching of the European legislation projected in Romania, is
the environmental authority.. In this regards, we mention the provisions of the art. 45 of the
Order no. 860/2002 referring to the Procedure for the environmental impact assessment and
environmental permitting ("Order no. 860/2002”) *further to the review of the report to the
environmental impact assessment, of the conclusions drawn by the parties involvd with the
assessment, the possibilities to implement the project and of the reasoned evaluation of the
public proposals, the relevant public authority for the environmental protection, decide whether
to issue the environmental permit/ intergrated environmntal permit or to reasonably reject the
project on the rspective location

The contestation states that environmental rehabilitation could take place without the
investment of RMGC.

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 €
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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.

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 Il (Stage 2) be applied more flexibly in
selecting all the sites of Community importance in their territory.[...]

Art. 6, 4th paragraph. If, in spite of a negative assessment of the implications for the site and in
the absence of alternative solutions, a plan or project must nevertheless be carried out for
imperative reasons of overriding public interest, including those of a social or economic nature,
the Member State shall take all compensatory measures necessary to ensure that the overall
coherence of Natura 2000 is protected. It shall inform the Commission of the compensatory
measures adopted.

Art. 16. Provided that there is no satisfactory alternative and the derogation is not detrimental to
the maintenance of the populations of the species concerned at a favorable conservation status
in their natural range, Member States may derogate from the provisions of Articles 12, 13, 14
and 15 (a) and (b):[...]

- in the interests of public health and public safety, or for other imperative reasons of overriding
public interest, including those of a social or economic nature and beneficial consequences of
primary importance for the environment;

[2] Art.4, 1st paragraph. The species mentioned in annex 1 shall be the subject of special
conservation measures concerning their habitat in order to ensure their survival and
reproduction in their area of distribution. [...]

Trends and variations in population levels shall be taken into account as a background for
evaluations. Member states shall classify in particular the most suitable territories in number and
size as special protection areas for the conservation of these species, taking into account their
protection requirements in the geographical sea and land area where this directive applies.

[3] Directive 92/43 Habitats, art. 2, 2nd paragraph; Directive 79/409 Birds, art. 3, 2nd paragraph,
letter c.
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3021
S.C. SERVOPLANT S.R.L.

CONTESTATION
TO THE MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT AND WATERS MANAGEMENT
HONORABLE MINISTER OF THE ENVIRONMENT,

S.C. SERVOPLANT S.R.L., a small company with 24 employees definitely opposes the
project proposed by the company Gabriel Resources Ltd.

Servoplant asks the Ministry of Environment and Waters Management to reject the mining
project proposed by Gabriel Resources for the Rosia Montana area.

It is hard to make reproaches, when you don'’t have yet a solution. But before taking a
step that is likely to have a disastrous effect on the Romanian territory for the 500 years to
come, one must come up with a better solution.

Leaving aside the reproaches, there are certitudes, such as:
“the cyanide and the imminent threat of an ecological incident;

- atoxic desert will replace several villages;

- arapacious company which after 15 years of operation closes down its offices (After
us, come the floods!), leaving behind jobless people and the village of Rosia Montana
destroyed for ever;

- a cultural heritage, archaeological remains and a paradise-like landscape lost for
good” Note-the Quotation

From an economic point of view, the Law of Lomonosov applies in this context, but in a
modified way, namely that someone’s gains are always another one’s losses. Thus, the
Romanian Government will probably obtain US$ 100-200 million, whereas those
approximatively 2000 employees will get US$ 300/month and another US$ 200 million will
represent taxes to the state budget paid during the 15 years of operation. Gabriel Resources
will obtain a US$ 3 billion turnover, US$ 1.8 billion of which will certainly represent its profit.

AFTER GABRIEL RESOURCES LEAVES THE AREA, THE ROMANIAN
GOVERNMENT WILL HAVE TO PAY APPROXIMATIVELY US$2 BILLION FOR THE
REHABILITATION OF THE AREA. AND YOU CALL THIS A GOOD BUSINESS FOR
ROMANIA!

PROPOSAL:

1. Since Gabriel Resources is expected to reject as exaggerated the costs for the
rehabilitation of the area, which are to be supported by the Romanian Government, then 50-
60% of the company’s turnover should be blocked in a bank account. Once the mine closure
is completed, the company will have to restore the land to its condition of 2005 (the year prior
to the beginning of the excavations) before receiving the amounts of money blocked. On the
other hand, it is not fair that the Romanian Government receive its US$ 100-200 million
before Gabriel does, therefore, it should be patient and receive its 50% at the same moment
as Gabiriel.

2. If Gabriel Resources does not accept this proposal, it will give up on the project. Then the
Romanian Government will organize an international competition (this can be organized also
before Gabriel gives up on the project) aimed at finding solutions for Rosia Montana. The
prize should account for at least 3% of the value of the regional product to be created based
on the solution chosen. (The winner will obviously monitor the implementation of the project
for a certain period in order to obtain the outcomes estimated).

Note. Pay attention! We believe that many of the mines in that area were private mines and
they should logically be given back to their former owners. Then all the Romanian officials
who said YES to the mining project proposed by Gabriel Resources at Rosia Montana
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without thoroughly verifying the status of the properties in Rosia Montana should end up in
prison.

Signatures of the Servoplant employees:

Pintilie Andrei
Stefanescu Dan
Floarea Margareta
Gruia Vladimir
Mihaila Aurel

Rus Silviu
Jurubita Dan
Raileanu Vasile
Copaceanu Lucica
10. Lutu Dragos

11. Branzoi Camelia
12. Urse Aurel

13. Sava Gogiu

14. Coman llie

15. Grigore Marcela
16. Sufragiu Viorica
17. Savulescu Constantin
18. Hartic Gheorghe
19. Cerhat Grigore

20. Tutu Nicolae

21. Petraru Gheorghe
22. Cosmin Dragu

23. Manole Toma

24. Prosa lon

25. Miliare lon

©CoNoTOrWNE

Page 2 of 2



Raspuns la contestatia 3021
In contestatie se afirma: ,,Cianura si pericolul iminent al unui accident ecologic”

In ce priveste folosirea cianurii in industria extractiva aurifera, aceasta se foloseste in peste 460
de mine de aur si de argint din intreaga lume. Pentru industria miniera se foloseste un procent
de 18% din productia mondiala de cianura. Aceasta se folosegte si in alte industrii, inclusiv
pentru metalizare si durizare, vopsire si sintetizarea nailonului si a altor substante chimice.

La Rosia Montana, iazul de decantare a sterilelor va fi construit la cele mai inalte standarde
internationale. Aceasta constructie va fi sigura din punct de vedere al mediului in ce priveste
depozitarea permanentd a sterilelor ce rezultd din prelucrarea minereurilor. in vederea
monitorizarii geotehnice si a nivelului apei se vor folosi echipamente complexe. Deoarece
detoxificarea va avea loc Thainte de depozitarea sterilelor in iazul respectiv, acestea vor contine
o concentratie foarte mica de cianura (5-7 parti per milion, sau ppm, sau mg/l), care este sub
limita normala de 10 ppm adoptatd recent de UE in Directiva privind deseurile miniere
(2006/21/EC).

Gabriel Resources Ltd se afla printre semnatarii Codului International de Management al
Cianurii (ICMC) semnand pentru RMGC, care este compania in activitate. Pentru informatii
suplimentare legate de cianura, de Codul International de Management al Cianurii (ICMC),
societatile semnatare, auditori gi audituri, accesati adresa www.cyanide.code.org.

RMGC s-a angajat sa respecte toate cerintele pentru a asigura transportarea si manevrarea, in
siguranta, a cianurilor. Urmatoarele informatii sunt complementare celor incluse in Planul G din
EIM.

Compania noastra si furnizorii nostri vor respecta cerintele Consiliului European al Industriei
Chimice (CEIC) referitor la depozitarea, manevrarea si distribuirea de cianuri alcaline. CEIC
stabileste normele si cere respectarea Directivelor UE care reglementeaza transportul a mii de
substante periculoase livrate zilnic pe teritoriul UE. RMGC a semnat, de asemenea, Codul
International de Management a Cianurii (CIMC), o practica recunoscuta la nivel international
pentru managementul cianurilor in industria miniera auriferd; de asemenea, noi le cerem
furnizorilor nostri s& semneze si sa respecte CIMC, iar operatiunile uzinei de procesare din
cadrul proiectului Rogia Montana vor fi certificate CIMC. De asemeni, se va mentine in
permanenta un audit riguros si independent al sistemului de management al cianurilor.

Deoarece RMGC nu va fi certificatda pentru transportul cianurilor, ea nu se va ocupa, in
consecinta de acest lucru. Va fi selectata o companie cu experienta, calificatd conform normelor
CEIC si CIMC, si aceasta va fi supervizata de producator si de utilizator. Cianurile sub forma
solida, ca brichete (nu in forma lichida), vor fi transportate in ,izotainere” create special, care
rezista la accidente sau deteriorare. Inainte de nceperea operatiunilor, se va intocmi o expertiza
detaliata privind traseul, pentru identificarea tuturor alternativelor si pericolelor posibile,
impreuna cu orice masura necesara de imbunatatire. Expertiza va fi realizata cat se poate de
aproape de inceperea operatiunilor, astfel incat sa se profite la maxim de modernizarile actuale
aduse sistemelor de cai ferate si autostrazi, conform normelor europene.

in timpul operatiunilor, intentiondm ca, in masura posibilului, s& folosim sistemul de cai ferate
pentru transportul cianurii pana la depozitul de langa locatia proiectului. Atunci cand se folosesc
camioane, procedura noastra de functionare este, in general, sd asiguram transportul prin
convoaie de cate 12 camioane o data pe saptamana, astfel incat sa reducem riscurile de
accidente. Livrarea se face doar dupa o evaluare a conditiilor curente si confirmarea capacitatii
de primire a lotului livrat la destinatie. RMGC si furnizorii sai vor respecta intocmai ADR (Acordul
European privind transportul international rutier de bunuri periculoase) si RID (Reglementari
privind transportul international feroviar de bunuri periculoase), reglementarile europene
referitoare la transportul international al bunurilor periculoase pe cai ferate sau rutiere.



Traseele de transport vor fi alese astfel incat sa se evite pericolele, iar o comunicare constanta
in procesul de deplasare va ajuta la livrarea in siguranta pana la locatia de destinatie. La livrare,
brichetele vor fi dizolvate direct intr-un container sigur si vor raméane inchise acolo pe durata
procesului si in locatia uzinei. in locatia Rogia Montana va exista suficient loc de stocare pentru
a garanta o functionare continua, permitadnd, de asemenea, flexibilitate in livrare pentru a se
evita riscurile deosebite, cum ar fi drumuri impracticabile sau conditii meteo nefavorabile.

Conform reglementarilor CEIC si codului CIMC, furnizorul si compania de transport trebuie sa
faca evalueze posibilitatea unor rute de transport alternative. Inainte ca transportul s& inceapa,
cele doua parti trebuie sa asigure siguranta in timpul transportului si la livrare; conditile meteo,
cum ar fi ploile torentiale, trebuie sa fie luate in considerare, cu mare atentie, atunci cand se
planifica traseele. Din acest motiv si din alte cateva se prefera transportul pe calea ferata, nu pe
autostrada.

Reglementarile UE, care se refera la transportul de materiale periculoase, sunt specifice si bine
testate. Acestea includ cateva din urmatoarele cerinte:

- livrarea trebuie sa se opreasca in cazul unor conditii meteo nefavorabile gi nu trebuie sa-

fi reluate pana cand conditiile nu sunt confirmate ca fiind bune;

- Transportul rutier si feroviar este reglementat de UE prin ADR si RID;

- Certificarea UE a soferilor companiei de transport;

- Soferii trebuie sa detina licenta ADR, clasa 6;

- Soferii trebuie sa detina un ,certificat de pregatire pentru cianuri de sodiu”;

- Toti furnizorii trebuie sa fie afiliati la CEFIC;

- Trebuie sa detina certificat valabil ADR pentru cianuri de sodiu pentru ,izotainere”.

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

IDS este alcatuit dintr-o serie de componente individuale, care cuprind:
— 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 Tn aval de barajul secundar de retentie.

Toate aceste componente formeaza parte integrantd 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 indeplinita luand in considerare conditiile
geologice favorabile (strat de fundare a cuvetei IDS, a barajului IDS si a barajului secundar de
retentie constituit din sisturi cu permeabilitate redusa) si realizarea unui strat de etangare din sol
cu permeabilitate redusd (1x10® cm/sec) re-compactat, sub cuveta IDS. Pentru mai multe
informatii, vezi Capitolul 2 din Planul F al studiului EIM intitulat “Planul de management al iazului
de decantare a sterilelor”.

Stratul de etansare din sol cu permeabilitate redusa va fi in conformitate cu cele mai bune
tehnici disponibile (BAT), astfel cum sunt definite de Directiva UE 96/61 (IPPC) si de Directiva
UE privind deseurile miniere. Proiectul iazului cuprinde si alte elemente de proiectare
suplimentare privind protectia apelor subterane, dupa cum urmeaza:
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O diafragm& de etansare din material cu permeabilitate redusd (1x10° cm/sec) in

fundatia barajului initial pentru controlul infiltratiilor;

- Un nucleu cu permeabilitate redusd (1x10° cm/sec) in barajul initial 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;

- O serie de puturi de monitorizare, mai jos de piciorul barajului secundar de retentie,

pentru monitorizarea infiltratiilor si pentru a asigura respectarea normativelor 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. Tn 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 i
pomparea acesteia in iazul de decantare unde va fi incorporata in sistemul de recirculare a apei
la uzina de procesare a minereului apartinand de Proiectul Rosia Montana, pana cand se revine
la limitele admise de normativele in vigoare.

lazul de decantare a sterilelor este situat la o distanta de aproximativ 2 km in amonte de orasul
Abrud, prin urmare criteriile de proiectare ale iazului au tinut seama de consecintele unei cedari
a barajului. Barajul propus pentru iazul de decantare de la Rosia Montana si barajul secundar al
bazinului de retentie sunt riguros proiectate pentru niste conditii chiar mai stricte decat cele
prevazute de reglementarile romanesti i 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 s& retind apa provenita din doud precipitati maxime
probabile si a viiturilor maxime probabile aferente. Criteriul de proiectare pentru iazul de
decantare a sterilelor include o capacitate de inmagazinare a doua fenomene de viituri maxime
probabile, reprezentdnd un volum de precipitatii mai mare decat a fost vreodata inregistrat in
zona. Graficul de constructie in etape a indiguirii i cuvetei iazului va fi realizat astfel incat sa se
asigure ca iazul are capacitatea de a retine scurgeri dintr-un fenomen 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 decat volumul impus de prevederile legale in vigoare in
Romania. In plus, se va construi un deversor de siguranta pentru cazul putin probabil de aparitie
a unui alt fenomen dupa cel de-al doilea fenomen de precipitatii maxime probabile. Deversorul
este realizat numai din motive de siguranta pentru a asigura evacuarea corespunzatoare a
volumelor de apa in cazul acestui fenomen improbabil, in vederea evitarii deversarii peste baraj
care ar putea cauza ruperea acestuia. Prin urmare, normele de proiectare a iazului de decantare
a sterilelor depasesc in mod semnificativ cerintele legale privind siguranta in functionare.
Aceasta pentru a se asigura ca riscurile asociate utilizarii vaii Corna pentru depozitare de steril
sunt mult sub ceea ce este considerat ca sigur in viata de zi cu zi.

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

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

3



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 analiza tehnica mai detaliata, va rugam sa consultati capitolul 7, sectiunea 6.4.3.1 din
cadrul EIM intitulata "Scenarii de cedare potentiala a iazului de decantare a sterilelor".

RMGC a elaborat un Plan de inchidere si refacere a minei pentru a se asigura ca Proiectul nu va
lasa in urma un “desert nociv”. 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 gi instalatiile de procesare a minereului, precum $i zona tampon, nu vor prezenta urme
vizibile ale proiectului minier. Lucrarile de infrastructura (drumuri, statii de epurare ape uzate,
etc.) vor rdmane in folosinta comunitatii. In cazul celor 1062 hectare rdmase (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 inierbate) pentru
a se integra, cat mai bine posibil, in peisajul inconjurator.

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 peisajul din zona
Rosia Montana. Aceste masuri cuprind:

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

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

- Acoperirea cu covor vegetal a iazului de sterile gi a suprafetelor barajelor;

- Demontarea instalatiilor de productie scoase din uz gi 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 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".

Desfagurarea unei activitati miniere moderne in zona deja grav poluata va imbunatati calitatea
factorilor de mediu. Spre exemplu, odata cu punerea in functiune a Proiectului Rogia Montana,
sistemul de epurare a apelor realizat de RMGC va stopa poluarea existenta. Chiar si fara alte
masuri, aceasta statie de epurare va reduce considerabil cantitatea de metale si ape acide
evacuate in emisar si provenite din surse de poluare istorice. Mai mult, Proiectul Rosia Montana
va elimina sursele istorice de poluare - in special lucrarile miniere subterane situate sub
carierele propuse, care constituie o sursa majora de scurgeri de ape acide.

In ceea ce priveste problema ridicaté de petent cu privire la distrugerea satelor, este adevarat c&
unele parti ale comunei Rogia Montana vor fi afectate de noua activitate miniera, ceea ce
impune ca RMGC sa achizitioneze proprietati situate in patru din cele 16 sate apartinand de
comuna Rosia Montana. Cu toate acestea, marea majoritate a satelor nu vor fi afectate, iar
numarul de locuinte pe care trebuie sa le achizitioneze compania pentru a putea realiza i
exploata proiectul pe parcursul duratei sale de viata, respectiv 379 locuinte, este cu mult mai mic
decéat cele 1000 de locuinte pe care le mentioneaza frecvent opozantii proiectului. Pentru a
achizitiona aceste 379 de locuinte, RMGC a stabilit un program de achizitii de proprietati in



conformitate cu recomandarile pentru Planul de actiune pentru stramutare si relocare (PASR)
elaborate de Banca Mondiala.

in contestatie se afirma:,,o firma rapace” care dupa 15 ani isi va inchide activitatea si
birourile, lasand oamenii din nou fara locuri de munca si o Rosia Montana definitiv
distrusa.

Cu privire la ingrijorarile legate de sanatatea si siguranta populatiei, facem observatia ca
proiectul minier Rogia Montana este conceput sa respecte cele mai stricte standarde europene
si internationale.

Desfagurata pe parcursul a 20 ani, infuzia de investitii In zon&, daca este administrata corect, ar
trebui sa stimuleze si alte tipuri de dezvoltare. Rogsia Montana Gold Corporation (RMGC) se
angajeaza sa promoveze diverse oportunitati de dezvoltare pe termen lung, in cadrul planului
sau de dezvoltare durabila.

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

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

Unele dintre aspectele cele mai importante ale dezvoltarii sunt imbunatatirea si extinderea
capacitatilor comunitatii si ale autoritatilor locale. Chiar inainte sa inceapa proiectul, compania
este interesata sa colaboreze cu comunitatea pentru gasirea celor mai bune solutii de dezvoltare
pentru zona. Se spera ca sub auspiciile Programului Natiunilor Unite pentru Dezvoltare (PNUD),
se va infiinta un numar de grupuri de lucru, dintre care unuia i se va incredinta sarcina explorarii
oportunitatilor de dezvoltare.

Planul de inchidere al proiectului Rosia Montana (RMP) este de asemenea conceput astfel incat
amplasamentul minei sa fie redat folosintei publice Tn scopuri productive.

RMGC 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 (vezi
Rosia Montana Propuneri Initiale pentru Turism, Raportul Gifford 13658.R01).

.In ceea ce priveste dezvoltarea potentialului turistic, un proiect minier, cum este cel propus de
RMGC, ar putea oferi prin impozite si taxe, fondurile necesare pentru Tmbunatatirea
infrastructurii. Prin RMP si planurile sale de management al patrimoniului, 25 de milioane USD
vor fi investite de companie in protejarea mostenirii culturale, astfel incat sa sustina turismul. Un
program de instruire va asigura calificarea necesara pentru dezvoltarea activitatilor turistice, iar
Rosia Montana MicroCredit “IFN Gabriel Finance SA” va ajuta populatia locald sa construiasca
pensiuni, restaurante, etc., toate acestea fiind necesare pentru atragerea vizitatorilor. La sfarsitul
proiectului, va exista un nou sat, alaturi de vechiul centru restaurat al Rosiei Montana, cu un
muzeu, hoteluri, restaurante si o infrastructura modernizata, plus galerii de mina restaurate (de
exemplu, Catalina Monulesti) si monumente conservate, cum ar fi cel de la Taul Gauri — toate
acestea devenind atractii turistice.”

Pentru mai multe informatii, vezi Anexa 4 — Rosia Montana - dezvoltarea durabild si proiectul
Rosia Montana .



in contestatie se ridica problema patrimoniului cultural, vestigiilor arheologice, a unui
eden peisagistic distruse pe veci

De la bun inceput trebuie subliniat ca implementarea proiectului minier nu presupune
distrugerea si abandonarea valorilor de patrimoniu din cuprinsul comunei Rosia Montana.
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, iar pentru viitorii ani, RMGC
estimeaza ca va aloca un buget de 25 de milioane USD pentru cercetarea, conservarea si
restaurarea patrimoniului cultural al Rosiei Montane.

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 Montanad - sustine asertiunea potrivit careia este dificila
atribuirea deplina a caracterului de unicat pentru situl de la Rosia Montana, cel putin din
perspectiva istoriei exploatarilor romane pe cuprinsul Imperiului si 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 Th mare masura determinarea valorii de unicitate a acestui sit.

Pana in anul 1999 galeriile romane de la Rogia Montana nu au fost studiate de catre specialisti
in domeniul arheologiei miniere, desi existenta lor era cunoscuta de mai bine de 150 de ani.
Practic, acest tip de vestigii arheologice erau finainte de anul 2000 o necunoscuta din
perspectiva unei abordari stiintifice. Nici celelalte vestigii arheologice din zona nu au beneficiat
pana in anul 2000 de o cercetare adecvata, multe din informatiile despre acest sit provenind
exclusiv din descoperiri intmplatoare ocazionate de lucrari agricole, constructii de drumuri si
elemente de infrastructura miniera.

Astazi, dupa cercetari ample desfasurate in ultimii 8 ani, 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. Amplele cercetari si studii de patrimoniu
efectuate in perioada 2000-2006 au permis conturarea unei imagini cuprinzatoare a acestor
valori apartindnd patrimoniului cultural national si a zonelor cu semnificatie spirituala, cat si
adoptarea unor masuri specifice in ceea ce priveste protejarea acestora si punerea lor in
valoare.

Cercetarile de arheologie miniera efectuate - incepand din anul 1999 si pana in prezent - de
catre o echipa specializata pluridisciplinard de la Universitatea Toulouse Le Mirail (Franta)
coordonata de catre dr. Beatrice Cauuet au avut in vedere realizarea — in premiera in Romania
— a unui studiu de detaliu asupra acestui tip de vestigii arheologice, respectiv galeriile miniere
vechi, de epoca antica si nu numai. Amplele cercetari si studii de patrimoniu efectuate in
perioada 2000-2006 au permis conturarea unei imagini cuprinzatoare a acestor valori apartinand
patrimoniului cultural national, dar si adoptarea unor masuri specifice in ceea ce priveste
protejarea acestora.

Studierea acestor structuri a insemnat, asadar, mai buna lor cunoastere si a determinat, in
aceeasi masura, luarea unor decizii pertinente in ceea ce priveste conservarea si punerea lor in
valoare. In baza rezultatelor cercetérilor efectuate pana acum ( 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 Rogia Montana,
unde in trecut a fost descoperit cel mai insemnat lot de tablite cerate si un sistem antic
de drenare a apelor de ming;



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

- 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 medieval3;

- zona masivului Vaidoaia — in partea de nord-vest a satului Rosia Montana, unde se
pastreaza zone de exploatare de suprafata datand din epoca antica.

Prin cercetarile arheologice preventive din anii 2001-2006 au fost conturate si cercetate 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, vestigile romane de pe Dealul
Carpeni. In ceea ce priveste zona Orlea aceasta va fi investigatd in detaliu — atat prin cercetari
de suprafata, cat si de subteran - in intervalul 2007-2012.

In ceea ce priveste galeriile miniere istorice, datand din epoca romana, descoperite in sectoarele
miniere Catalina Monulesti si Paru Carpeni, sunt prevazute ample lucrari de redeschidere,
consolidare si amenajare care sa permita conservarea lor in situ si amenajarea lor pentru un
circuit public de vizitare. Aceasta decizie a luat in considerare valoarea si semnificatia vestigiilor
arheologice exceptionale pastrate in aceste galerii, respectiv instalatii romane din lemn realizate
in epoca romana pentru evacuarea apelor de mina (asa numitele ,roti romane”). in acelasi timp,
galeria Catalina Monulesti are faima de a fi cea in care — la mijlocul secolului al XIX-lea s-au
gasit — a fost descoperit cel mai semnificativ lot de tablite cerate (conform surselor de arhiva
istorica fiind vorba de peste 11 piese, dintr-un total cunoscut pana astazi de 32 de astfel de
artefacte).

Cea mai mare parte a lucrarilor miniere antice din masivul Carnic, dar si din celelalte sectoare
miniere, sunt accesibile, Tn 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 Romania, nu
sunt compatibile cu transformarea integrald a galeriilor romane, expuse in permanentd unor
factori de risc ridicat, intr-un spatiu public destinat turigtilor. Mentionam faptul ca vor exista insa
portiuni consistente de galerii romane care vor fi pastrate in situ. Ca o masura de minimizare a
impactului asupra acestei categorii de vestigii arheologice, pe langa cercetarea deplina si
publicarea rezultatelor acesteia, specialistii au considerat ca este necesara 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 Rogia Montana.

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 2007-2012, iar la
finalizarea acestor cercetari, vor putea fi luate — conform prevederilor legale n vigoare - masurile
care se impun: fie conservarea in situ a unor tronsoane, fie aplicarea procedurii de descarcare
de sarcina arheologica a unora dintre acestea. Informatii de detaliu asupra descoperirilor
arheologice intamplatoare si a cercetarilor arheologice preliminare (de suprafata si subteran) din
zona masivului Orlea au fost publicate in Studiul de Impact asupra Mediului pentru Proiectul
Rosia Montana, vol. 6 — Studiu de conditii initiale asupra patrimoniului cultural, Anexa |, p. 219-
222. Este important de subliniat ca in cadrul studiului se face precizarea: “Cum dezvoltarea
Proiectului in zona Orlea este preconizata pentru o datd mai tarzie, din anul 2007 investigatiile
de arheologie de suprafata se vor concentra in acest perimetru. Astfel activitatile de constructie
implicate de dezvoltarea Proiectului, nu vor putea fi initiate Thainte de finalizarea cercetarilor
arheologice, desfasurate in conformitate cu prevederile legislative romanesti si recomandarile si

Avand in vedere rezultatele cercetarilor, opiniile specialistilor si deciziile autoritatilor competente,
bugetul prevazut de companie pentru cercetarea, conservarea si restaurarea patrimoniului
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cultural al Rogiei Montane in viitorii ani, in conditiile implementarii proiectului minier, este de 25
de milioane de dolari, 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, amenajarea accesului turistic in
galeria Catalina-Monulesti si la monumentul de la Tau Gauri, si conservarea si restaurarea celor
41 de cladiri monument istoric si a zonei protejate Centru Istoric Rosia Montana.

Pentru informatii de sinteza asupra istoricului cercetarilor si al principalelor descoperiri legate de
galeriile istorice de la Rosia Montana, precum si pentru a cunoaste concluziile specialistilor n
aceasta chestiune, dar si evaluarile facute pentru realizarea unui traseu turistic dedicat
structurilor miniere istorice din masivul Carnic sau opiniile formulate in anul 2004 de catre
Edward O’Hara, raportor pe probleme de patrimoniu al Adunarii Parlamentare a Consiliului
Europei va rugam sa consultati anexa intitulatd ,Informatii cu privire la patrimoniul cultural al
Rosiei Montane si gestionarea acestuia”, precum si versiunea anexata, in limba romana a
raportului O’Hara. Informatii de detaliu asupra problematicii complexe a studiului lucrarilor
miniere vechi de la Rosia Montana, a rezultatelor acestor cercetari si a perspectivelor de punere
a lor in valoare sunt disponibile Tn Studiul de impact asupra mediului pentru proiectul Rosia
Montana, vol. 6 — Studiu de conditii initiale, p. 26, 32-53, 79-105.

n concluzie, nu este n niciun caz vorba de distrugerea patrimoniului cultural al Rosiei Montane
sau simpla inlocuire a unor vestigii originale cu replici. Cercetarea arheologica efectuata la
Rosia Montana — cunoscuta sub denumirea de cercetare arheologica preventiva / de salvare,
cat si studiile conexe de patrimoniu, se fac insa, peste tot in lume, in relatie cu interesul
economic pentru anumite zone, iar costurile acestora, ca si costurile de punere Tn valoare si
intretinere a zonelor pastrate, sunt asigurate de cei care fac investitia, realizandu-se un
parteneriat public—privat Tn sensul protejarii patrimoniului cultural, conform prevederilor
Conventiei europene de la Malta (1992) cu privire la protejarea patrimoniului arheologic [1].

Se cuvine insa subliniat ca, in afara obligatiilor asumate de catre RMGC, in privinta protejarii gi
conservarii vestigiilor arheologice si a monumentelor istorice, existd o suma intreaga de obligatii
care revin atat autoritatilor publice locale din Rosia Montana si judetul Alba, cat si autoritatilor
publice centrale, respectiv Statului Roman. 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).

Toate angajamentele asumate public de catre companie sunt prezentate pe larg in cadrul
Raportului la Studiul de Impact asupra Mediului, vol. 33, Plan de Management pentru
patrimoniul cultural.

Nu se poate afirma ca starea actuala a zonei este paradisiaca. Dupa cum se afirma in raportul
EIM, situatia actuala din zona este caracterizata de o poluare accentuata a apei si de prezenta a
numeroase mine abandonate si halde de steril. Aceasta situatie constituie un mare impediment
in calea altei dezvoltari decat cea propusa in cadrul Proiectului. Reabilitarea zonei ar fi foarte
costisitoare si, Tn mod sigur, ar depasi mijloacele de care dispune comunitatea locala. Cu toate
acestea, se afirma in raportul EIM ca implementarea proiectului Rosia Montana nu exclude
posibilitatea dezvoltarii unor afaceri alternative, iar remedierea problemelor de mediu ar duce la
eliminarea impedimentelor mentionate. Prin urmare, Proiectul ar sprijini initiativele comunitatii de
dezvoltare a altor industrii decat cea miniera, fapt care sta la baza Planului de dezvoltare
durabild a comunitatii anexat la Raportul EIM (Planul L). Capitolul 5 al raportului EIM (Analiza
alternativelor) prezinta o analiza a tuturor alternativelor, inclusiv alternativa “fara Proiect”.
Raportul EIM a luat in considerare activitati alternative de dezvoltare, inclusiv agricultura,
pasunat, procesarea carnii, turism, silvicultura si produse forestiere, industria artizanala,
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colectarea de elemente de flora/fauna pentru uz farmaceutic, si a ajuns la concluzia ca nici unul
dintre aceste domenii industriale nu poate constitui catalizatorul economic care sa asigure
bunastarea durabild a comunitatilor locale, dupa cum se prevede in Proiect. Cu toate acestea,
se mentioneaza ca Proiectul nu ar impiedica dezvoltarea in paralel a unor industrii alternative gi
ar indeparta unele dintre obstacolele actuale din calea dezvoltarii durabile, cum este poluarea si
abandonarea terenurilor.

Dupa cum se arata in studiul EIM, RMGC va pune in aplicare un plan complex de refacere a
mediului, nu numai pentru a minimiza efectele asupra mediului cauzate de proiectul minier
propus, dar si pentru a elimina poluarea generata de activitatile miniere din trecut. La inchiderea
minei, va fi mai putina poluare decéat se inregistreaza in momentul de fata.

in contestatie se afirma ca :”Statul roman va castiga probabil 100-200 milioane dolari.”

Statul roméan detine o participatie de 19,3% in cadrul acestui proiect, aceasta participatie
completa si de drept concretizandu-se intr-un profit de 306 milioane USD pentru statul roman.
Beneficiile directe ale statului roméan, inclusiv plata impozitelor, a taxelor, a redeventelor si a
altor impozite, precum impozitul pe salarii, sunt de 1.032 milioane dolari SUA.

in plus fata de beneficiile financiare directe, exista beneficii indirecte legate de activitatea
economica produsa. O suma de 1,5 miliarde dolari SUA va fi cheltuita in Romania pentru
achizitionarea de bunuri $i servicii in cursul derularii proiectului.

Aprobarea proiectului se va concretiza gi in ecologizarea perimetrului Licentei de Concesiune
pentru exploatarea de la Rosia Montana prin indepartarea poluarii produse anterior de practicile
de minerit defectuoase. In cazul in care proiectul nu va fi aprobat, costul acestei ecologizari ar fi
suportat de statul roman.

Previziunile actuale ale beneficiilor financiare ale statului roman sunt dupa cum urmeaza,
presupunand un pret al aurului de 600 USD/uncie si al argintului de 10,50 USD/uncie:

Rosia Montana Gold Corporation
Impact economic

!mpoz_ite, Tgxe _§i partea Guvernului din profit (inclusiv plata TOTAL (milicane USD)
impozitelor istorice)

Impozite salariale 177
Impozit pe profit (16% valoarea impozitului pentru societate) | 284
Redeventa (2% venit net din metal finit) 101
Impozit pe proprietate (Rosia Montana) 12
Impozite terenuri (Rosia Montana) 21
taxe pentru scoatere din fond forestier 13
taxe pentru scoatere din fond agricol 1
Taxe Tntabulare teren 3
Taxe vamale si accize 113
Alte taxe si impozite 1
Dividende (Ministerul Economiei si Comertului) 306
Total 1.032

in contestatie se afirma:”Dupa ce Gabriel Resources va pleca din zona, statul romén va
trebui sa cheltuiasca aproximativ 2 miliarde de dolari pentru reabilitarea zonei.”

Cifra de 2 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 internationald si vor fi evaluate de experti terti, se bazeaza pe ipoteza ca proiectul
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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, estimérile actuale presupun aplicarea celor mai bune practici
internationale, celor mai bune tehnici disponibile (BAT) si respectarea tuturor legilor i
reglementarilor romanesti si europene.

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

- 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 gi 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 in mod durabil.

Desi aspectele legate de inchidere si refacere ecologica sunt numeroase, RMGC are incredere
in costurile estimate deoarece costul cel mai mare — cel aferent lucrarilor de terasamente
necesare remodelarii peisajului - poate fi estimat la un nivel ridicat de sigurantd. Dimensiunea
suprafetelor care trebuie remodelate si refacute se poate determina utilizdnd documentatia
tehnica a proiectului. De asemenea, exista numeroase studii si experimente stiintifice care
permit specialigtilor sa determine grosimea stratului de sol vegetal necesar unei bune refaceri
ecologice. Tnmult,ind 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 stabilita definitiv numai pe parcursul functionarii.

in ceea ce priveste paralela dintre proiectul Rosia Montana si cel de la Baia Mare, legislatia
romaneasca s-a modificat de atunci, pentru a proteja contribuabilii romani. Conform Legii
Minelor nr. 85/2003, articolul 53 alineatele (1) si (2), RMGC este obligata sa efectueze toate
activitatile din Planul de inchidere a minei pe propria cheltuiala si raspundere. RMGC este
eliberata de toate obligatiile legale numai cand toate cerintele sunt indeplinite. 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.

Constituirea unei garantii financiare pentru refacerea mediului este obligatorie in Roméania

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

Directiva privind deseurile miniere are scopul de a asigura ca exista acoperire pentru 1) toate
obligatiile ce deriva din autorizatia acordata pentru eliminarea deseurilor rezultate ca urmare a
activitatilor miniere gi 2) toate costurile aferente reabilitarii terenurilor afectate de depozitul de
deseuri. Directiva privind raspunderea de mediu reglementeaza activitatile de remediere gi
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, Tnainte 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.

Mentionam faptul ca legislatia interna prevede doua categorii de garantii financiare pentru
refacerea mediuui, 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 guvernamentald 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 conditile acestei garantii, autorititile romane nu vor avea nici o raspundere financiard cu
privire la reabilitarea proiectului Rosia Montana.

Propunerile petentului, cu privire la o noua serie de conditii financiare si la schimbarea titularului
proiectului, nu sunt necesare, tindnd cont de:

interesul ridicat pentru mediu pe care il manifesta RMGC

complexitatea Planului de inchidere si reabilitare a minei

beneficiile socio-economice pe care le va crea Proiectul Rosia Montana

beneficiile fiscale de care se va bucura statul roman

angajamentele financiare pe care si le-a asumat RMGC cu privire la reabilitarea zonei

Referinte:

[1] 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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Answer to contestation 3021
Contestation: “Cyanide represents an imminent threat of an ecological incident”

With respect to the use of cyanide in the gold mining industry, cyanide is used in over 460 gold
and silver mines around the world. Mining accounts for the use of 18% of the world cyanide
production. It is also used in other industries, including metal plating and hardening, dyeing, and
the synthesis of nylon and other chemicals.

At Rosia Montana, the Tailings Management Facility (TMF) will be constructed to the highest
international standards. It will be an environmentally safe construction for permanent deposition
of detoxified tailings resulting from ore processing. Sophisticated equipment will be used for
geotechnical and water level monitoring. Because detoxification will take place before the
tailings are deposited to the TMF, they will contain very low concentrations of cyanide (5-7 parts
per million or ppm or mg/l), which is below the regulatory limit of 10 ppm recently adopted by the
EU Mining Waste Directive (2006/21/EC).

Gabriel Resources Ltd is a signatory of the International Cyanide Management Code (ICMC) for
RMGC as operating Company. For more information on cyanide facts, the ICMC, signatory
companies, auditors and auditing please visit http://www.cyanidecode.org/

Rosia Montana Gold Corporation (RMGC) is committed to meeting all requirements to ensure
safe transportation and handling of cyanide. The following information is in addition to the
information included in Plan G of the Environmental Impact Assessment study report (EIA).

Our company and our suppliers will adhere to the guidelines of the European Chemical Industry
Council (CEFIC - Conseil Européen de [I'Industrie Chimique) for storage, handling and
distribution of alkali cyanides. CEFIC sets the standards and requires compliance with EU
Directives regulating the transport of thousands of different hazardous substances shipped daily
throughout the EU. RMGC is also a signatory of the International Cyanide Management Code
(ICMC), an internationally recognized practice for cyanide management in the gold mining
industry; we will also require our suppliers to sign and abide by ICMC, and Rosia Montana plant
operations will be ICMC certified. An ongoing, rigorous and independent audit of the cyanide
management system will be followed as well.

Since RMGC will not be certified for cyanide transportation, it will not do so. A company with
expertise, that is qualified under CEFIC and ICMC standards, will be selected and under review
by both producer and user. Cyanide in a solid, briquette form (not as a liquid), will be transported
within specially-designed “isotainers” that are resistant to accident or damage. A detailed route
survey to identify all potential transportation alternatives and hazards, together with needed
mitigation measures, will be completed before operations begin. The survey will be conducted as
close to the beginning of operations as possible to take advantage of the most updated rail and
highway network improvements, as per EU guidelines.

During operations our plans are to maximize the use of rail to a depot near the project site
whenever possible. When using trucks, our operating procedure will most likely be to group the
transport into convoys of 12 trucks once per week to reduce the possible risk of accident. The
shipment will occur only after an assessment of current conditions and confirmation of ability to
receive shipment at site. RMGC and its suppliers will fully comply with ADR (European
Agreement concerning the international carriage of dangerous goods by road) and RID
(regulations concerning the international carriage of dangerous goods by rail), the European
regulations covering the international carriage of dangerous goods by road or rail.

Transportation routes will be selected to avoid hazards, and constant communication during the
transit process will help ensure secure delivery to the intended site. Upon delivery, the briquettes
will be dissolved directly into a safe container and remain completely contained within the
process and plant site. There will be enough storage capacity at the Rosia Montana site to
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guarantee continuous operation and also allow flexibility of delivery to avoid unusual hazards
such as poor road or weather conditions.

Under the CEFIC guidelines and ICMC code, the supplier and transportation company are
required to perform surveys of alternative routes. Before transportation begins, they are
responsible for ensuring safety on the route and at delivery; weather conditions such as heavy
rains would be seriously taken into account when planning routes. Rail rather than highway
transportation is preferred for this and other reasons.

EU regulations covering the shipment of hazardous materials are specific and well-tested. These
include some of the following requirements:

- Shipments must stop during severe weather conditions and not re-start until conditions

are confirmed as good;

- Road and rail transport are covered under the EU ADR and RID regulations;

- EU certification of transportation company drivers;

- Drivers must have an ADR license, class 6;

- Drivers must have a current “sodium cyanide training certificate”;

- All suppliers should be affiliated with CEFIC,;

- Must have valid ADR-Certificate for sodium cyanide for the “isotainers”.

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:
- A low permeability (1x10° cm/sec) cut off wall within the foundation of the starter dam to
control seepage;
- Alow permeability (1x10° 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 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.

Contestation: “A toxic desert will replace several villages.”

RMGC has developed a Mine Closure and Rehabilitation Management Plan to ensure that the
project will not leave behind a “toxic desert’. In fact, 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.



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:

- 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.”

The operation of a modern mine in the already badly polluted area will improve environmental
conditions. For example, once the Rosia Montana Project begins, RMGC’s water treatment
system will stop the existing pollution. Even without other measures, this treatment facility will
drastically reduce the amount of metals and acidity released into the environment from historic
pollution sources. Moreover, the Rosia Montana Project will remove many of the historic sources
of pollution—particularly the underground mine workings, located under the planned open pits,
which are a major source of Acid Mine Drainage.

In terms of the questioner’s concern about the destruction of villages, it is true that some parts of
Rosia Montana will be impacted by the new mine, which requires RMGC to acquire properties in
four of Rosia Montana’s 16 sub-comuna. However, the vast majority of villages will not be
affected and the number of homes that the company must purchase to construct and operate the
project over the life of the mine — 379 homes — is far smaller than the 1000 homes project
opponents regularly reference. In order to acquire these 379 homes, RMGC has established a
property purchase program compliant with the Resettlement and Relocation Action Plan (RRAP)
guidelines developed by the World Bank.

Contestation: A “rapacious company” which after 15 years of operation closes down its
offices, leaving behind jobless people and the village of Rosia Montana destroyed
forever.

Operating a modern mine designed to the strictest EU and international standards should
address health and safety concerns relating to the Rosia Montana Project (RMP).

Taken over 20 years, the injection of investment into the area, if handled correctly, should
stimulate other development. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation (RMGC) is committed to
promoting long term development opportunities as part of the sustainable development plan.

According to the provisions of art. 52 (1) of the Mining Law no. 85/2003, the entities ceasing the
mining activities should submit to the competent authority an application accompanied by the
updated mining activities cessation plan, describing the details for the actions necessary to be
performed for the effective mine closure. The Mine Closure Plan should contain, among others,
a social protection program for the personnel.

At the time of closure, the company will do all it can for the existing workforce in providing

assistance in finding alternative employment. Given the skills base and experience that the
workers will have acquired, this might be jobs on other mining projects in a region with significant
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resource development potential. Alternatively, RMGC will provide the opportunity of re-training
and support in setting up alternative businesses.

One of the most important sides of development is community and local authorities capacity
building and development. Even before the project starts, the company is interested in working
together with the community to finding the best development solutions for the area. Under the
auspices of the United Nations Development Program (UNDP), a number of working groups will
be established, one of which will be assigned the task of exploring development opportunities.

The Rosia Montana Project (RMP) closure plan is also designed to return the site to productive
public use.

RMGC has commissioned a study: Initial Tourism Proposals which sets out how the potential
tourism markets and how these might best be approached in an integrated project (see Rosia
Montana Initial Tourism Proposals Gifford Report 13658.R01).

“As for expanding touristic potential, a mining project such as the one proposed by RMGC will
provide, through taxes, 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 MicroCredit will support local
investors 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 historical center 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”.

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

Contestation: A cultural heritage, archaeological remains and a paradise-like landscape
lost for good.

The implementation of the mining project does not entail the destruction or abandonment of the
heritage values from Rosia Montana. After considering the importance of cultural heritage from
Rosia Montana and current legislation, S.C. Rosia Montana Gold Corporation S.A. allocated
US$10 million budget to conduct the archeological researches between 2001 and 2006, and
RMGC estimates it will invest US$25 million to research, conserve and restore the cultural
heritage of Rosia Montana in the future.

Based upon the research and analyses of experts, the Roman galleries from Rosia Montana are
considered to be important but not unique. An inventory of the Roman mining sites from the
Transylvania and Banat regions (Arad and Timisoara counties) was conducted for the
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA). This inventory shows that, from the perspective of
history of Roman mining operations existing throughout the entire Roman Empire and especially
in Dacia, Rosia Montana is not unique. There are at least 20 sites with similar characteristics to
this site. From these 20 sites, the ones from Ruda Brad, Bucium — Vulcoi Corabia and Hanes —
Amlasul Mare areas have already provided definite data for an archaeological potential
comparable to that of the ancient Alburnus Maior.

Prior to 1999, the Roman galleries from Rosia Montana hadn’t been surveyed by experts on
mining archaeology, although they had been known for almost 150 years. Effectively, this type of
archeological remain had been rarely studied in Romania prior to 2000. Neither other
archaeological remains from area do not beneficiate until 2000 by an adequate research, many
from the information regarding this site originating from chance finds occasioned by works of
agriculture, road constructions and mining infrastructure.



Today, after ample research developed during the last 8 years, the nature, specific features and
the heritage assets distribution are well known — archaeological sites, historical monument
buildings, as well as churches and cemeteries from Rosia Montana. The ample researches and
heritage studies carried out during the period 2000-2006 allowe a comprehensive image of these
assets belonging to the cultural national heritage and of the areas with spiritual significance, as
well as the adoption of specific measures as regards the their protection and enhancement.

Starting in 1999 and still continuing, the mining archaeology researches conducted by a specific
team from University Toulouse Le Mirail (France) coordinated by Beatrice Cauuet, PhD have
been intended to establish for the first time in Romania a detailed study of these types of
archaeological vestiges, of ancient mining galleries from Roman and later periods. Detailed
heritage researches and studies conducted between 2000 and 2006 have allowed us to outline a
comprehensive picture of these assets that belong to the national cultural heritage, and also to
adopt several specific measures for their protection.

The survey of these structures led to a better understanding of them and at the same time has
led to several pertinent decisions on their conservation and enhancement. Based on the
researches conducted so far (specifically for Cetate, Carnic, and Jig, and currently in
development for Orlea) the following decisions for conservation and development of the
following sites have been taken:

- Catalina Monulesti Gallery — a gallery located in the Historic Center of Rosia Montana,
where a significant series of wax-coated tablets has been discovered together with an
ancient mine water drainage system.

- Paru Carpeni mining sector — located in the SE area of Orlea, where a system of
overhead chambers has been discovered that was equipped with Roman wooden water
management installations (wheels, channels, etc.) necessary for dewatering

- Piatra Corbului area — located in the SE area of Carnic, where traces of mining
operations excavated through the fire and water technique have been discovered dating
to Roman and medieval times.

- Vaidoaia area — within the NE area of Rosia Montana, where areas of open pit mining
operations are maintained, dating as back as the Roman period.

Through the preventive archaeological researches conducted between 2001 and 2006, 13
archaeological sites have been outlined and researched, and for some of them, a decision
regarding their archaeological discharge has been taken upon completion of exhaustive
researches, and in other cases a decision regarding their in-situ conservation has been taken —
for example the funerary monument from Taul Gauri, the Roman vestiges existing at Dealul
Carpeni; and the Orlea area will be researched in detail between 2007 and 2012 through surface
and underground investigations.

Reopening, consolidation and development works have been scheduled for the historic mining
galleries that date to Roman times and have been discovered within the mining sectors of
Catalina Monulesti and Paru Carpeni. These works will allow their in-situ conservation and
development for tourist visits. This decision has considered the value and the signification of the
exceptional archaeological vestiges surviving in these galleries, and the Roman wood
installations that were created during Roman times for draining the mine waters (the so-called
‘Roman Wheels”). At the same time, Catalina Monulesti Gallery is the famous one where the
most significant series of wax-coated tablets were discovered in the middle of 19th Century
(according to historic archive resources, this refers to about 11 pieces from a total of 32
artifacts).

Most of the Roman mining works from Carnic, (but also from other mining sectors) are only
accessible under difficult conditions by experts; public access being practically impossible.
Moreover, the safety requirements for the development of similar museum activities from the EU
(that will become laws in Romania) are not compatible with the transformation of the Roman
galleries that are permanently exposed to several serious risk factors within an area designated
for tourism. We emphasize that major parts of the Roman galleries will be preserved in situ. As a
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measure of minimizing this impact, the experts have proposed establishing a three-dimensional
computer model of these structures based on full research and publishing the results, as well as
creating 1:1 replicas of these galleries within the proposed museum from Rosia Montana.

In Orlea, the researches conducted so far have been preliminary in nature. Orlea is the only area
where currently there are antic mining vestiges, according to LMl 2004 Roman Mining
Operations from Alburnus Maior, Orlea area (code LMI AB-I-m-A-00065.02). The detailed
research of this area is scheduled for 2007 — 2012 and upon completion, all necessary
measures may be taken as required by the law: either for in situ preservation of several parts or
the application for the archaeological discharge procedure for some of the remains. Further
details regarding chance archaeological discoveries and preliminary archaeological researches
(surface and underground) conducted at Orlea have been published in the EIA of the Rosia
Montana Project, vol. 6 — Cultural Heritage Baseline Report, Annex |, p. 231-234. It is critical to
mention that the report states: “Site development plans for the Project will not result in impacts
or construction activities in the Orlea area, which will be investigated starting 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, vol. 6, p. 46).

Taking into account the results of the research, the opinions of experts, and the decisions of
competent authorities, a budget of US$25 million has been established by the company to
conduct further researches, to preserve and restore the cultural heritage of Rosia Montana
during the following years, as part of the implementation of the mining project, as stated by the
EIA in May 2006 (see Report of the Environmental Impact Assessment Study, vol. 32, Cultural
Heritage Management Plan for Rosia Montana area, p. 84-85). The proposals include the
continuation of researches within the Orlea area; especially the creation of a modern Museum of
Mining with exhibits of geology, archeology, industrial heritage and ethnography; the
development of tourist access to the Catalina-Monulesti Gallery; and to the monument from Tau
Gauri; together with the conservation and restoration of the 41 historical monument buildings
and of Rosia Montana Historic Center.

For a further synopsis on the researches and on the main discoveries related to the historic
galleries from Rosia Montana, and to read the conclusions of experts on this matter, and also
the assessments performed in order to establish a tourist route dedicated to historic mining
structures from Carnic, and the opinions issued by Mr. Edward O’Hara, General Rapporteur on
the Cultural Heritage of the Parliamentary Assembly of European Council, please see the
annexes entitled “Information on Rosia Montana Cultural Heritage and Related Management
Aspects” as well as the annexed Romanian version of the O’Hara Report. Detailed information
regarding the complex issues of surveying ancient mining works from Rosia Montana, the results
and the potential subsequent developments is available in the EIA of Rosia Montana Project,
vol. 6 — Baseline Conditions Report, p. 32, 35-58, 83-109.

To conclude, under no circumstances was the destruction of cultural heritage from Rosia
Montana or mere replacement of some original remains with replicas discussed. The
archaeological research performed at Rosia Montana, usually known as preventive/rescue
archaeology, as well as the heritage related studies are conducted everywhere in the world in
close connection with the economic interest for certain areas, and its related costs including the
development or maintenance costs of the preserved areas are ensured by those who are
making the prospective investment. Therefore, a public-private partnership is established to
protect cultural heritage pursuant to the provisions of Malta Convention (1992) on the protection
of archeological heritage [1].

It must be emphasized that in addition to the commitments assumed by RMGC with respect to
the protection and conservation of archaeological vestiges and historic monuments, an entire
series of duties belong to local public authorities from Rogia Montana and Alba County, together
with central public authorities, and Romanian Government respectively. The Cultural Heritage
Management Plans included in the report on the EIA Study provide clarifications on these
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issues. (see Report on EIA Study, volume 32, Archaeological Heritage Management Plan for
Rosia Montana area, p. 22-24, 49, 55-56, 71-72 and the Report on EIA Study, volume 33,
Management Plan for Historic Monuments and Protected areas of Rogsia Montana area, p. 28-
29, 47-50, 51-53, 65-66, p. 103 — Annex 1).

All of the commitments assumed publicly by the company are detailed in the report on EIA
Study, volume 33, Cultural Heritage Management Plan.

It is inaccurate to call the current status of the area “paradise-like.” The EIA report indicates that
the existing baseline conditions are characterized by widespread water pollution and the
presence of large areas of derelict mined land and waste heaps. This presents a serious
impediment to development other than that proposed under the Project. Remediation of the area
would be very expensive and certainly beyond the means of the local community. However, it is
also concluded in the EIA report that implementation of the RMP does not preclude development
of other industries and remediation of the environmental problems would remove the
impediments noted. The RMP would therefore support the Community’s initiatives to develop
industries other than mining and this is central to the Community Sustainable Development
Management Plan attached to the EIA report (Plan L). Chapter 5 of the EIA Report (Assessment
of the Alternatives) examines alternative options for the RMP including the “no-project” option.
The EIA considered alternative developments that include agriculture, grazing, meat processing,
tourism, forestry and forest products, cottage industries, and flora/fauna gathering for
pharmaceutical purposes. It concluded that none of these industries could provide the economic
stimulus to assure sustainable prosperity for local communities as is forecast for the Project.
However, it also noted that the Project would not halt development of alternative industries in
parallel and would indeed remove some of the current obstacles for sustainable development,
such as pollution and land dereliction.

As detailed in the EIA study, RMGC will also undertake a significant plan of environmental
rehabilitation at the site not only to mitigate the environmental effects of the current Project but to
clean up the effects of past poor mining practices as well. There will be less pollution at the site
after the mine closure process is complete than there is now.

Contestation: The Romanian Government will probably obtain US$ 100-200 million

The Romanian government’s ownership share of 19.3% is fully carried and results in a profit to
the Romanian state of USD 306 million. Total direct cash benefits to the Romanian state,
including the payment of profit taxes, royalties, and other taxes such as payroll taxes, are USD
1,032 million.

In addition to the direct financial benefits, there are the indirect benefits related to the economic
activity generated. USD 1.5 billion will be spent in Romania acquiring goods and services during
the life of the project. The approval of the project will also result in the clean-up within the limits
of the perimeter of Rosia Montana Concession Exploitation License of pollution from past poor
mining practices. In a no-project scenario, the cost of this cleanup would be the responsibility of
the Romanian state.

The current projections for the financial benefits to the Romanian state are as follows, assuming
a gold price of US$ 600/ounce and a silver price of US$ 10.50/ounce:

Rosia Montana Project
Economic Impacts

Taxes, Fees and Government share of profits

(incl. historical taxes paid) TOTAL (SUSD million)

Payroll taxes 177
Profit tax (16% Corporate tax rate) 284




Royalties (2% net smelter revenue) 101
Property taxes (Rosia Montana) 12
Land taxes (Rosia Montana) 21
Forestry taxes 13
Agriculture taxes 1
Land registration taxes 3
Customs and excise taxes 113
Other taxes & fees 1
Dividends (Ministry of Economy and Commerce) 306
Total 1,032

Contestation: After Gabriel Resources leaves the area, the Romanian government will
have to pay approximatively US$2 billion for the rehabilitation of the area.

The figure of US$ 2 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,
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

Concerning parallels between the RMP and Baia Mare, Romanian law has changed since Baia
Mare to protect the nation’s taxpayers. According to the Romanian Mining Legislation (Law
85/2003), Article 53 (1) and (2), RMGC must carry out all of the activities outlined in the Mine
Closure Plan at its own cost and responsibility. RMGC is released from its legal obligations only
when all requirements are satisfied. Furthermore, 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,
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
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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.

Contestation Proposal

The proposal put forward at the end of the contestation, describing a new set of financial
conditions or change of ownership, is not necessary given:

- The high level of environmental care that RMGC will follow.

- The comprehensive Mine Closure and Rehabilitation Plan.

- The socio-economic benefits the RMP will foster.

- The company’s commitment to a plan for cultural preservation.

- The fiscal benefits to the Romanian Government, and

- RMGC'’s financial commitment to the area’s rehabilitation.

References:

[1] The text of the Convention is available at the following web page: http: //conventions.coe.int
[Treaty/Commun/QueVoulezVous.asp?NT=143&CM=8&DF=7/6/2006&CL=ENG
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