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PURPOSE  
This correspondence has been prepared in response to the evidence given by representatives of the 
Cadia Community Sustainability Network (CCSN) – Frances Retallack and Gemma Green – to the 
Select Committee on PFAS Contamination in Waterways and Drinking Water Supplies Throughout New 
South Wales (the Committee). 
 

NEWMONT CADIA – BACKGROUND 
The Cadia Mine is one of Australia’s largest gold mining operations and is 100 per cent owned by 
Newmont Corporation following the acquisition of Newcrest Mining Limited on 6 November 2023.  
 
The gold mine is located within the Blayney Shire Council Local Government Area, approximately 25 
kilometres from Orange in Central West NSW and approximately 250 kilometres west of Sydney and 
employs 2100 people.  
 
Newmont Cadia conducts a range of comprehensive environmental monitoring programs relating 
to: 

• Surface and groundwater 
• Biodiversity and river health 
• Air quality, noise, blast and vibration 
• Rehabilitation 
• Heritage. 

Results from these monitoring programs are regularly reported and published on Cadia’s website 
and through direct community engagement.  
  

DEALINGS WITH CCSN 
Newmont Cadia notes the CCSN has, in recent times, made several public statements regarding 
alleged environmental contamination by Newmont Cadia in the area surrounding its Cadia Mine. 
 
To date, CCSN has declined to share with Newmont Cadia the information it allegedly holds 
regarding its allegations of PFAS contamination to enable Newmont Cadia to properly understand 
the issues raised and allegations made.  
 

ALLEGED SOURCES OF PFAS CONTAMINATION IN THE 
BELUBULA RIVER AND SURROUNDS 
In 2024, the NSW Environment Protection Authority (EPA) conducted four rounds of testing in the 
Belubula River and its tributaries between the headwaters at Kings Plains and north of Mallongulli 
Rd (northwest of Mandurama).  
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The testing investigated potential sources of PFAS contamination. Sampling was undertaken for a 
range of PFAS substances, although perfluorooctanesulfonic acid (PFOS) is reported as the main 
parameter on the Belubula and the tributaries. 
 
The December 2024 testing showed PFOS levels downstream of facilities: 

• ANL PFAS level was 0.15 µg/L 
• Blayney Council landfill PFOS level was 0.019 µg/L  
• Newmont Cadia PFOS level was 0.008 µg/L.1 

For context, across 41 samples, PFAS readings ranged between <0.0002 µg/L and 0.63 µg/L. 
 
Newmont Cadia is not aware of any evidence that water from the Belubula River is unsuitable for 
livestock as indicated by Ms Retallack in her evidence.2  
 
Newmont Cadia is required to comply with site-specific conditions and controls imposed by the EPA 
including: 

• PFAS monitoring – Newmont Cadia must conduct testing for PFAS in groundwater on site, in 
surface water leaving the site and in nearby creeks and rivers 

• PFAS pollution study – Newmont Cadia is also required to conduct a study on PFAS use and 
presence across the Cadia mine site. This study is underway.  

SURFACE WATER  
In her evidence to the Committee, Ms Retallack alleged that in May 2024 CCSN discovered that 
ponds adjacent to the Belubula River immediately south of Newmont Cadia’s tailings dam ‘…were 
heavily contaminated with a cocktail of PFAS, hydrocarbons and heavy metals.’3  
 
Newmont Cadia rejects this allegation.  
 
Independent surface water testing at Newmont Cadia has not revealed heavy contamination of 
PFAS, hydrocarbons and/or heavy metals as alleged. 

 
In addition, surface water testing conducted by the EPA has not revealed heavy contamination. All 
EPA surface water testing results are publicly available on the EPA website4.  
 
In making allegations that the Belubula River and adjacent farms are ‘heavily contaminated’, 
Newmont Cadia notes that CCSN has not made available to it the location of the ponds tested, the 
testing methodology used or the final test results demonstrating the alleged contamination.  
 
 

 
1 Upper Belubula River catchment surface water and groundwater testing – 9 to 12 December 2024, Fig.1, p.5, Upper Belubula River catchment 
surface water and groundwater testing – 9 to 12 December 2024 
2 See: NSW Parliamentary Inquiry into PFAS contamination, Transcript 3 February 2025, pg. 27 
3 See: NSW Parliamentary Inquiry into PFAS contamination, Transcript 3 February 2025, pg. 27 
4 https://www.epa.nsw.gov.au/Working-together/Community-engagement/updates-on-issues/upper-belubula-region  

https://www.epa.nsw.gov.au/sites/default/files/2025-04/25p4581-belubula-river-water-testing-december-2024.pdf
https://www.epa.nsw.gov.au/sites/default/files/2025-04/25p4581-belubula-river-water-testing-december-2024.pdf
https://www.parliament.nsw.gov.au/lcdocs/transcripts/3419/Transcript%20-%20CORRECTED%20-%20PFAS%20Contamination%20-%203%20February%202025.pdf
https://www.parliament.nsw.gov.au/lcdocs/transcripts/3419/Transcript%20-%20CORRECTED%20-%20PFAS%20Contamination%20-%203%20February%202025.pdf
https://www.epa.nsw.gov.au/Working-together/Community-engagement/updates-on-issues/upper-belubula-region
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GROUNDWATER 
In submissions provided to the Committee, CCSN contends there has been significant change in the 
chemistry of the groundwater system and potentially the Belubula River within 25 years of the Cadia 
mine commencing operations,5 and that the EPA and DPE have known ‘for years’ that the 
groundwater in monitoring bores around the mine site is contaminated with tailings water.6  
 
Newmont Cadia rejects this allegation.  
 
Newmont Cadia has monitored surface water and groundwater on and around the mine site since 
before operations commenced.   
 
It is a condition of Newmont Cadia’s Environment Protection Licence that results are published 
monthly and in an Annual Review7 written and prepared by an independent consultant.  Both 
reports are published on the Newmont Cadia website.    
 
Ongoing monitoring has not shown any significant change in groundwater chemistry as alleged. 
Newmont Cadia therefore rejects the statements made by CCSN on this matter.  
 
CCSN has not provided Newmont Cadia with any information supporting this allegation.  
 

ALLEGATIONS REGARDING THE OLD DEWATERING PLANT 
In written submissions provided to the Committee, CCSN makes various allegations regarding the 
old dewatering plaint at Abattoir Creek including that: 
 

• It should be recognised as a potential source of PFOS contamination 
• Sediment testing conducted by CCSN and Dr Ian Wright in the creek immediately 

downstream detected PFOS  
• The downstream creek is known by the EPA to contain significant levels of metal 

contamination.8  

In October 2024, the EPA conducted sampling in the Belubula River catchment area to investigate 
potential sources of PFAS contamination.9  The EPA sampled two sites downstream of the old 
dewatering plant. Both sites recorded 0.002 µg/L of PFAS.10 

 
Based on the EPA’s sampling results, Newmont Cadia rejects CCSN’s allegation that the original 
dewatering plant is a potential source of PFOS contamination.   

 
5 See: Cadia Community Sustainability Network, Submission 54, pg. 1 
6 See: Cadia Community Sustainability Network, Submission 54, pp. 1 
7 Cadia Valley Operations website, Annual Review | Cadia Valley Operations | Newmont 
8 See: Cadia Community Sustainability Network, Submission 54, pg. 6 
9 Cadia region surface water PFAS testing – 22 and 23 October 2024, pg. 1 https://www.epa.nsw.gov.au/sites/default/files/24p4567-cadia-region-
surface-water-pfas-testing-oct-24.pdf 
10 Cadia region surface water PFAS testing – 22 and 23 October 2024, pg. 1 https://www.epa.nsw.gov.au/sites/default/files/24p4567-cadia-
region-surface-water-pfas-testing-oct-24.pdf (all test results taken from pg. 5) 

https://www.parliament.nsw.gov.au/lcdocs/submissions/88809/0054%20Cadia%20Community%20Sustainability%20Network.pdf
https://www.parliament.nsw.gov.au/lcdocs/submissions/88809/0054%20Cadia%20Community%20Sustainability%20Network.pdf
https://www.cadiavalley.com.au/newcrest/cvo/environmental-management/reporting/annual-review
https://www.parliament.nsw.gov.au/lcdocs/submissions/88809/0054%20Cadia%20Community%20Sustainability%20Network.pdf
https://www.epa.nsw.gov.au/sites/default/files/24p4567-cadia-region-surface-water-pfas-testing-oct-24.pdf
https://www.epa.nsw.gov.au/sites/default/files/24p4567-cadia-region-surface-water-pfas-testing-oct-24.pdf
https://www.epa.nsw.gov.au/sites/default/files/24p4567-cadia-region-surface-water-pfas-testing-oct-24.pdf
https://www.epa.nsw.gov.au/sites/default/files/24p4567-cadia-region-surface-water-pfas-testing-oct-24.pdf


 

 
 
 

4 of 4 
 
NEWMONT CORPORATION | CORRESPONDENCE TO NSW PFAS PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 
     

 
Newmont Cadia notes that the plant was decommissioned and closed in accordance with all 
legislative and regulatory requirements and that the EPA has not, at any time, listed the old 
dewatering plant on their contaminated land register. 
 

FIREFIGHTING AND PFAS 
The evidence given by the CCSN to the Committee on 3 February 2025 regarding Newmont Cadia’s 
use of PFOS in firefighting foam, implies that Newmont Cadia continues to use such foam on site.11  
Newmont Cadia confirms there are no PFOS-containing firefighting materials used on site and 
confirms, in line with previous public statements about this issue, that PFAS-containing products 
have not been used on site by Newmont Cadia since 2015. 
 
Furthermore, the AFFF firefighting foam currently used by Newmont Cadia is fluorine-free and does 
not contain any PFAS compounds. 
 
Newmont Cadia also rejects Ms Retallack’s suggestion that it has improperly managed or improperly 
disposed of waste containing PFAS.  
 
ALLEGATIONS OF POLITICAL INTERFERENCE 
Implicit in the evidence of Ms Green and Ms Retallack to the Committee on behalf of CCSN is that 
Newmont Cadia engages lobbyists to interfere with political processes and influence the work of 
environmental regulatory staff thereby inhibiting such regulators from performing their statutory 
responsibilities.12  
 
Newmont Cadia categorically rejects any such inference.  
 

 

 
11 NSW Parliamentary Inquiry into PFAS contamination, Transcript 3 February 2025, pg. 30 
12 see for example NSW Parliamentary Inquiry into PFAS contamination, Transcript 3 February 2025, pages 28 (Ms Retallack) and 33 (Ms Green) 

https://www.parliament.nsw.gov.au/lcdocs/transcripts/3419/Transcript%20-%20CORRECTED%20-%20PFAS%20Contamination%20-%203%20February%202025.pdf
https://www.parliament.nsw.gov.au/lcdocs/transcripts/3419/Transcript%20-%20CORRECTED%20-%20PFAS%20Contamination%20-%203%20February%202025.pdf

