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» EGCAG would like to acknowledge the Gunaikurnai, Monero anc
Bidhawal people as the traditional custodians of the la r?//?//%////

encompasses East Gippsland Shire.

« We pay our respects to all Aboriginal and Torres Strai
people living in East Gippsland, their Elders . pr
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INTRODUCTION

The East GiBrl)sIand Community Action Group (EGCAG) was

formed in 2016 to: b

1.Act as a sounding board for the interests and benefit of
community.

2.Initiate and prepare submissions and pursue com
Interests and concerns.

3.Engage with Council, Councillors Gove;;

in respect to these community infere%:






The concerns we are expressing and the examples we will be usir

today as you will see are genuine real and relevant to IACs'
technical body that will make recommendations and prov ide ac

the minister.
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pathway to fix the failure of regulators is debatable we will be

commenting on the stockman mine and its damaging Iegacy I ,

our presentation. _

Our submission will be looking at the ade uag ol of the regulatc
that is not the basis of our submission as to why the p;r'

not be approved. /

Kalbar and companies like them have created the lack o
speak about today and the regulators have enabl """

separate or irrelevant as we will show.

ppppp

We are here today because we understa |
People’s lives. People's wellbeing.






FOOD SECURITY

destroyed.

The project hinges on a promise of re
land to its original state. We don't beli
without investing the same amount
extract the minerals.

Also bearing in mind the 2020 \

found ely managing its exposure

iation of mines on private




i

e

' i’ai"'v
d
onw

: | ke
| H11C
adlllll
] @?/f/’/



i

,,,,,

AL,

could be far greater.



EGCAG are concerned for the farms and families close to the
proposed site who export organic and other vegetables to Sydney,

Melbourne and the overseas markets.

They provide vegetables for the fast food industry and

test putting the future of the region’s whole in(;! ,,,,, stry ir
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NOT ANTI MINING

None of the numerous business'’s, individuals, families or gr@
have formed in opposition to the Fmgerboards Mineral Sanc /

that we speak with are anti mining....none.

EGCAG understands that we are all reliant on m|n|n | pro d

some way in the present systems, that’s not the | iss

What the community we speak to see as a Iarg, /
the way inexperienced junior explorers like K /
industry go about - business as usual - rese) /

communities and creating distrust.




At this point its also important to understand where this all
started and why Kalbar are not wanted here by 85% of directly
impacted landholder’s and many, many more in the broader
community.

Where it all started..........statements and information provid
impacted families.

,,,,,

When the insensitivity
response was that they were not aware of the
were required to commence works as soon as p



,,,,,

Bruthen where they were also told they were not welcome.
It was later announced that they no longer intended to mlne

but would shift their attention to Glenaladale

concerned residents of the Glenaladale commumty
asked to call a public meeting at Glenaladale for Ibar
their intentions to the community.

~ OFFICIA|



« when meetings were held that Kalbar's consult

back to landholders from these individual ,,/,

incorrect incomplete and inaccurate.

,,,,,
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could be found, at the same time Kalbar overall pIan appeareg'éf
continue to change regularly with information hard to come, //
causing stress within the community.

Kalbar then allegedly went on to:
» make claims about a number of developing stra}

water storage that government department’s w w

* use misleading images in a number of thenjﬁj
* make inappropriate comparisons of land use ir

~ OFFICIA|



documents in relation to the heritage listed Mitchell River &

,,,,,

Ramsar Listed Gippsland Lakes.

L

FFICI



LACK OF TRUST
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Those opposed to the Fingerboards mine and opening East G|pp
up to resource extraction that we speak with have no trust |n
regulators or mining companies like Kalbar.




Kalbar do not have the ongoing approval within the network o

stakeholders that has evolved and do not have broad sogj;

acceptance, the network and community will not grant Kalbar e

license to operate.

,,,,,
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2016 - Statement of Expectation

the Earth Resources Regulatlon Branch (ERR). -
Clearly stating a need to improve the regulatlon of |

,,,,,

resources sector
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1.Role clarity;

2.Building capability and culture;

,,,,,

3.Risk-based strategies;

4.Clear and consistent regulatory activities;

,,,,,

5.Stakeholder consultation and engagement;

6.Timeliness;

7.Communication and transparency; and

8.Continuous improvement.



the foIIowmg occurred.



Cassilis Mine -Omeo

,,,,,

,,,,,

proportionate and robust regulator. Quote.

“Victorian government agencies inexplicably failed to deal with t

“potentially catastrophic” load of explosives at a gold mine ne
Omeo, according to a scathing report by the state's i "

,,,,,
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A large cache of explosives was abandoned for two y
unsupervised in a defunct gold mine linked to high
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Mining warden Mr Campbell advised Minister Tim Pallas to follow uf
'l‘;;l;,gg?
" - - : :5555' 7
breaches” of the Mining Act by one of the de-registered co //////f/
formerly associated with the Cassilis mine.

I A |
I e | ith . //
on Earth Resources Regulation’s Inabl|ltK to detect up to nin //j ]
L

,,,,,

a “straw person” to be involved in “unscrupulous®
mining licences in Victoria.”



,,,,,

,,,,,

Mining warden Mr Campbell advised Minister Tim Pe
on Earth Resources Regulation’s inability to detect
breaches” of the Mmm_ajAct be/ one of the de-reg
formerly associated with the Cassilis mnj

OFFICIA



“In another damning finding, Mr Campbell rebuked the regulator ,0
failing to ensure mining licence holders fulfilled their statutory

requirement to hold public liability insurance. He advised Mr
direct Earth Resources Regulation to regularly check publlc «

insurance is in place across the life of a mine.

The Victorian government has recently received compla,f"

members of the public in Gippsland about the conduct of Al
' /'!

representatives and at least two officers from Earthm, esourc

Regulatlon

s still waiting for his court-ordered $700, 000 b
done at the mine six years ago.” _

-20180823-p4zzeq.html
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de-registered companies formerly associated w

mine. End quote.

This is 2018 |



2019 - ERR Internal Audit Report

A 2019 internal audit report on mine re_habilatio found that w )
considerable number of policies and guidance documents, they are:

fragmented, and do not link into a broader framework
often out of date

inconsistently applied by staff

generally not used, as many staff are unaware of th

Yet East Gippsland communities are being asked to trust i
the apparent robust process's in place by the government
Kalbar despite attempts at distancing themselves via TN



2020 - VAGO Audit Report

Found the state is not effectively managing its exposure t
liabilities from the rehabilitation of mines on private anc

public land.

The audit found regulators are:

rehabilitation responsibilities. This exposes /

financial risk because some sites have

not treated at all. If not addressed, these sites al

A,

Victorians and the environment.



Systemic regulatory failures that encompass:

,,,,,

* using outdated cost estimates
- not periodically reviewing bonds for their sufficiency—includi
four-year bond review ‘moratorium’ for which there'is no -

documentary evidence that it was duly authorlsgg”“'
- failure to assure that site rehabilitation had actu
returnmg bonds

,::2:’



Stockman Mine

cittine
e 4'/»”/;/4? ?I/

above the Tambo River yet again attempting to be resurrected tha
has to date cost taxpayers $6.9 Million to date.

,,,,,

The government entered into a "post closure” agreement

mining company Round Oak, a subsidiary of listed ASX
Washington H. Soul Pattinson and Company.



An exclusion zone was put on the dam attached to the project by the
Government more than a decade ago to stop future use by m ¢

But this was reversed when the Resources Minister Tim Pallas

the moratorium on the use of the dam.

Th vernment awar mining i e lice|
e state government awarded a g mfrastruc’. //////3%,
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the possibility of 90 B - Double truck movements
coming down the Great Alpine Hwy. ~'~
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Round Oak Minerals up for sale

April 2020.... Round Oak Minerals is up for sale.

aaaaa

No one knows what is going on with this company and are cur
seen by the market as conf%sing and mysterious. What N ///// "
with the promise to maintain the site FOREVER does that |
next proponent in a long line of owners.

The sale creates more questions yet again around this

mining legacy and certainly doesn’t provide merit f

implementation of an ITR panel chosen a d pe "

proponents able to amend the terms of refere|



The following is again to give you an understanding of why as a communi
we are concerned about East Gippsland being ponded up to mining

C
interests. /
'?n’ﬁ; |

The following extracts from a public hearing sche
greenfeilds mineral exploration Victoria

26 th September 2011 in Room G3 55 St Andrews Plac

Present Mr N. Burgess, Mrs I. Peulich Mr M. ,/%/

Noonan, Chair: Mr N. Burgess 4

Deputy Chair: Mr M. Foley - Staff Executive Off

Research Officer: Mr S. Martin

Approvals manager Independence Group |

| |
| |
|
N |



MINING SPEAK
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coming here.
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MINING SPEAK

Mr JACOBS -

We are used to taking to a regulator something like, ‘This is

,,,,, 7

project. You either approve it or you don't, rather than havir
Jusfify why you chose a gen set that burns gas rather than ¢
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etcetera. At the moment we are finding that this is a lit

that is ripe for an embedded interest group to get stuck:

i
’415;’//}
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The DEPUTY CHAIR - None on this side, ho



MINING SPEAK

Mr JACOBS - my first thoughts were DPI, but I do not see much F

there.

They are basically missing in action, and I think it woul,,
cultural change to get thére.

,,,,,

The DEPUTY CHAIR - We might brmg,; S
talk about roads and power, id 1



MINING SPEAK

DSE we are right on the watershed so we have six of tt
them would suit me.



MINING SPEAK

z A/ ¢ "
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there is pretty good reason why it should be there ,,,,,
explore for 1t and find it.

that if you stand in line, you will probably ,,,,,
long as it is not unreasonable.

,,,,,

We are willing to go and explore for that
method of getting there.
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an operational inconvenience to Kalbar.

Kalbar have made it clear they are attempts to socilaise our

)"' F
atu

prevalent throughout the mining industry and /nil

achieving social licence via stakeholder networ

eroded.
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include affecting their )
conflict between neighbours, family and frien /

ppppp

any who have been following the events that com



Gippsland into a mining province |
wrong with our business as usual
and communities have had enough.

,,,,,
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the Heritage listed Mitchell River running into our Ram
Gippsland Lakes.

AL

EGCAG its member's and supporters are saying NC
n n - - - ,:E: //
mining in and around environment's like East Gip

~ OFFICIA



Kalbar oa/e{j the last s%ven %earsbhave consisltently shown tPe same

Ingrained ideology and as the above examples In pursuit of Its agende

in socialising the East Gippsland community to the ways of mini ///
g pp ty y |

\

Articles and advertising about °

n

anti-mining” and “premature” decisic
making, along with the | "EES is strictly regulated to meet /’5/ igh
technical standards” are clearly just not true and offensive. |

As stated at the beginning of our presentation no on
to expressing concerns for our heritage-listed Mitche Il Riv
Lindenow Food Bowl| and other agricultural/ touris ,//

stand to be adversely impacted by the Kalbar ///;//”/
proposal has to date ever claimed to be anti-minin /
attempted to inaccurately and unfairly mis-label thos

the mine. |
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research and consulted numerous experts.

These groups accept and understand that mining has its pl
also accept that the proposed mineral sands mine sho //////// ot |
competing land use for East Gippsland, S|tt|ng above th / he

of mining



extremely problematlc for numerous sound ecologlcal enV;I;?E

aaaaa

and economic reasons.

,,,,,

And the total loss of trust and respect for Kalbar v 9///
license in project areas they propose to mine.
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as internal and external audits have cIearIy shown.

A process that as been open to manipulation that m
their supporters know inherently favours m|n|ng th?
given any social license.

Served up to communities as “in their best In;' rests'

~ OFFICIA|






to seemingly do little more than maintain investment appearar
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SAYING NO

We are not saying NO for the sake of saying NO

It is the only option for this inappropriate mining p
Gippsland. "

We are saying NO to mining:
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production and communities.

» @ boom and bust, off the chain, rogue industry settlng u
Gippsland.

. to government agencies who promote and also regulate t

enwronment and community.

« unscrupulous mining companies turnlng;“
province.

~ OFFI



honest and courageous response to the Ieg|

numerous concerns of communlty and rec

-~ OFFI
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the health and weIIbelng of community?

Would the majority of clear and major concerns aro
this proposal been picked up by regulators and go\
our community had not been well researched ar d prep:



resource extraction and the negative impacts it has alreaculyzé%”'

// ~
contlnues to have on the East Gippsland community bec““

community deserve more. ‘
It is the wrong pIace for a mine.



