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EXPLORATION & MINING - COMMUNITY SURVEY RESULTS

1. Rate the Social Impact of Exploration and Mining activities on the Community ¢
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2. Can Agriculture and Mining/Exploration
Co-existe
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3. Should Mining/Exploration activities
occur in Scenic/Environmental Areas?
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4. Is the Value of Agriculture ranked higher than that of Mining/Exploratione
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-5. Should Land Offsets be allowed for future Mining Developmentse
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6. Should mining companies undertake an economic assessment of mining and compare
this with existing economic activity and social, environmental and community impact?
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7. Please rafe the importance of the impact of 8. Please rate the importance of Air Quality

Water Security Issues atfributable o mining? issues atfributable to mining/exploration?
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* 9. Please rate the Importance of Noise Impact Issues to exploration and mining activities?

%

10.

11. Should mining/exploration companies be
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Please rate the importance of the impact of General Health effects attributable o
exploration and mining activitiese
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12. Demographics - Male
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