
McPhillamys Gold Project  
Community Consultative Committee  

Minutes of Meeting #32 Page 1 of 8  
23 February 2026  

          McPhillamys Gold Project CCC Minutes 
Title  McPhillamys Gold Project   

Community Consultative Committee (CCC) Meeting #32 

Meeting Date  6pm, Monday 23 February 2026 

Venue  Blayney Shire Community Centre 

Meeting  
Attendees  
 

David Ross (DR) 
Jeannine Bryant (JB) 

Independent Chair 
Minute Taker 

Elizabeth Russ (ER) 
Miles Hedge (MH) 
Cyril Smith (CS) 
Rosemary Reid (RR) 
Daniel Sutton (DS) 
Jordan Butler (JB) 
Peter Houston (PH) 

Community Representative 
Community Representative 

ORWSA Representative 
Community Representative 
BHPG Representative Community Representative 
Community Representative 
Community Representative 

Bruce Reynolds (BR) 
Nick Redmond (NR) 
Robert Taylor (RT) 

Blayney Shire Council 
Orange City Council 
Bathurst Regional Council 

Wayne Taylor (WT) 
Danielle Papich (DP) 

Regis Resources  
Regis Resources  

Observers Robert (Bob) Russ (RR) 
 

Community alternate representative 

Apologies Jason Ingham (JI) 
Matthew Christensen (MC) 

Regis Resources 
Cabonne Shire Council 

Next Meeting  6pm, Monday 25 May 2025 
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Agenda item Action  

Meeting opened  6:00 pm 
DR welcomed everyone to the first CCC meeting for 2026 and 
thanked members for their time and commitment to the CCC.   
DR is hoping to shortly introduce Matthew Christensen (MC) as the 
new Cabonne Shire Council to CCC members. 
 

1. Apologies Refer to first page of minutes. 

2. Declaration of pecuniary and 

other interests 

DR is paid a fee to chair the meeting. 
JB is paid a fee to that the minutes of the meeting. 

3. Business arising from previous 

minutes 

Amendment to previous minutes: amend reference to Robert (Bob) 
Russ as alternate for Jordan Butler  
 
DP provided information on the IWL (Integrated Waste Landform).  
SEAR’s (Secretary’s Environmental Assessment Requirements) 
provided before Christmas.   
WT spoke to Item 9 relating to the provision of copies of slide 
presentations to CCC members.  WT stated that due to internal 
approvals, which run close to when the meetings take place, he is 
reluctant to provide copies before meetings take place. He informed 
CCC members he will return to this request in the future. 
 

4. Previous meeting minutes Previous minutes endorsed by committee members. 

5. Correspondence Nil 

6. Update on project Refer to overleaf. 

7. General Business Refer overleaf. 

8. Next meeting 6.00 pm, Monday 25 May 2026 at Blayney Community Centre 

9. Meeting closed 8.00 pm 
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   Action Items   Responsible   Due By   

1 Book Blayney Community Centre for Monday 

25 May 2026  

Danielle Papich Prior to May meeting 

2 Draft minutes to be provided to the 
Chairperson   

Jeannine Bryant Monday 2 March 2026  

3 Draft minutes distributed to members by email 
(including alternates)   

David Ross  Monday 9 March 2026 

4 Committee members provide any comments on 
draft minutes to Chairperson. 

All committee members Monday 16 March 2026 

5. Copy of slide presentation to be forwarded to 
DR for attaching to minutes. 

Danielle Papich Complete 

6 Business arising from previous minutes: 

• Correction completed – Robert (Bob)  

 

Jeannine Bryant 

 

Monday 9 March 2026 

7  Post on McPhillamys website: 

• Final minutes for 24 November 2025 
meeting 

 

Danielle Papich 

 

Monday 16 March 2026 

8 Invite members to submit questions before 25 
May 2026 meeting. 

David Ross Monday 2 May 2026 

9 Regis to provide information on the current 

height of the proposed IWL  
Danielle Papich / Wayne 

Taylor 
Monday 25 May 2026 

10 Regis to provide examples of IWLs used  Danielle Papich / Wayne 
Taylor 

Monday 25 May 2026 
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6.  Update of Project (read with attached slide pack) 

ATSIPH Act-Section 10 & Judicial Review 

DP provided a brief update on the progress made on the Judicial Review.  Now that the 

court hearing has been held – in December 2025 – Regis now awaits judgement to be made 

at an unknown future date.   

Approvals 

DP reminded members that Regis has lodged three separate scoping reports; namely, for 

the IWL (Integrated Waste Program), ETL (Electricity Transmission Line) and WSP (Water 

Supply Pipeline) elements of the Project in November 2025. 

The SEARs were issued shortly thereafter, outlining the requirements of the EIS Assessment 

and the scoping of the specialist studies.    

With respect to Commonwealth approvals, Regis have now also lodged three separate EPBC 

(Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act) referral applications.  

Subsequently, Regis are now waiting for a decision at a Federal level as to whether these are 

a controlled matter.  Based on the documentation, the Federal Government will consider 

the impacts on special elements such as biodiversity.  A decision is anticipated in March this 

year. 

DP continued, observing that while the documents are listed on the EPBC web site, they are 

not advertised. 

DR asked DP if the commencement of the three EIS’ needs to be delayed while waiting for 

the Federal decision to be made? 

DP responded that Regis have pre-empted that the Federal Government will decide on a 

controlled action and therefore, the timeline has not been affected.  The EIS’ do not need to 

wait. 

MGIP – Overview  

DP continued the presentation, talking to the maps that members have previously seen. 

BR asked if a preferred route has been determined with respect to the pipeline?   

DP stated Regis has confirmed the preferred route and that there have been some changes 

when compared to the approved route.   Changes were required to accommodate 

landholders and other agencies such as Transport for NSW.  A change has also been 

necessary to a portion in Sunny Corner State Forest after NSW Forestry instigated a deal 

with a renewable company for a proposed windfarm development there.   

BR continued, asking about the southern option for the powerline.  Would Regis need to 

upgrade the 66 kV line?  This facilitated a discussion about how Regis’ proposal could impact 

upon energy supply to Blayney. 
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WT and DP, collectively, noted that some form of upgrade would be required from Essential 

Energy.  Importantly, it would not impact upon supply to Blayney. 

Key Studies   
 
DP stated that Regis has commenced preparation of the environmental assessments, 
including the undertaking of key studies.  Several field surveys are underway, including (but 
not limited to): 
-  Biodiversity 
- Aboriginal Cultural heritage 
- Historic Heritage 
- Bushfire 
- Land contamination 

 
Modelling is underway for larger key studies including (but not limited to) air, noise, ground 
water and surface water.  Extensive engagement is occurring with DPHI (Department 
Planning, Housing and Infrastructure) and other regulators.  Regis committed to undertaking 
a broader community consultation program over the next few months before finalisation of 
documentation.   
 
DR asked whether the social impact assessment (SIA) would need to be revised?  
DP explained that Regis is completing another SIA, to complement the existing SIA.  Square 
peg is the specialist organisation that is tasked with this.   
 
BR observed that the IWL is getting very close to the highway at Kings Plains.  Concerns 
about noise, dust etc.  ER added to this, expressing her deep anger about what is proposed 
and observing that it will create more of an impact for Kings Plains residents. 
 
DP responded that she understands this and will bring the results of the detailed modelled 
assessment – air, noise, visual - to future meetings.  WT added that, due to Regis collecting 
baseline data over time, the company will be able to notice any change quickly and then 
rectify it. 
 
MH asked if Regis is drawing water from bores at the moment?  Will they have an impact on 
ground water?   
WT explained that Regis currently has a drill rig installing monitoring bores, which don’t 
extract groundwater and confirmed that no water would be drawn from the bores.  DP 
spoke to the environmental monitoring slide, informing committee members that Regis is 
installing 18 monitoring bores, which will be used to collect groundwater samples and 
provide additional baseline data for the project. 
 
JB and MH asked questions regarding the maps presented; namely, did the map show 
contour lines and was the map to scale? 
WT advised that the map is still conceptual and there is a bit of work to do on it.  
MH observed that the distance on the map from the pit to his house is different to what he 
believed it to be. 
After WT offered to remeasure the distance, MH responded that he would consider that. 
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Exploration Update   
 
DP stated that the 2025 exploration drilling program has been extended into January-
February 2026 to permit the completion of a few deeper drill holes. WT added that further 
work may be required, depending on the data recorded. 
 
Rehabilitation is also underway with 11 cut-fill drill pads reshaped and re-seeded.  This will 
involve the use of hydro mulching in to accelerate re-growth. 
 
Gravity geophysical survey completed and data interpretation underway.  
 
DP continued, advising members that drilling will shortly get underway on the Kings Plains 
property “Jirri Jirri”, and consultation has commenced.  This drilling program will be 
commencing in early March and will operate Mondays to Fridays, only during day shift 
hours. No drilling is to take place on weekends or at night.  If anyone like to have a chat with 
Regis, she is happy to do so. 
 

7.  General Business 

 
BR shared with members that Blayney Council had a good meeting with Federal 
Environment Minister Watts in late 2025.  Items discussed included Council’s inability to 
undertake work on Dungeon Road and bridge works.  BR further stated he hoped the court 
decision would be handed down soon before deciding what to do next. 
 
ER asked is there anything new about the existing proposal? 
DP replied it is up to the court if the Section 10 is upheld.   
ER stated that the proposed IWL is getting close to Kings Plains residents and I am very 
anxious about this.  She observed how difficult it is continuing not to know what the future 
holds. 
 
There was then much discussion about the proposed IWL.  Members observed that the 
formation would be very visible and wanted to know how high it would be. 
DP replied that it would be higher than the currently proposed formation.  She committed 
to bringing information on the modelled height of the IWL to the next meeting.   
 
In response to a question from BR about planned rehabilitation at the site, DP replied it is 
part of the EIS requirements.  There would be a requirement from the Resources Regulator 
for a detailed Rehabilitation Strategy and associated plans to be developed and approved 
well before completion of the IWL.  Monitoring against the documentation would then take 
place.   
BR asked if WT and DP could bring examples, preferably videos, to a future meeting of what 
IWLs look like in practice.  He believed that there are examples from across Australia. 
 
DR then moved the discussion on to consider the year ahead, confirming with WT and DP 
that 2026 will be different for the committee when compared to 2025.  Meetings would 
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revert to being held quarterly with much anticipated to happen towards the back end of the 
year as the three EIS’ near submission to government. 
 
DS then asked a series of questions.  Does Regis have any other avenues for appeal if 
required? 
DP responded that, yes, these include appeals with the Federal and High Courts.  There are 
several ways that this could go, including the Federal Government even appealing.  The 
initial way forward will be dependent on the rationale of the upcoming judgment.  
 
DS then continued, asking if the s10 declaration is overturned, will Regis cease the 
development of the EIS’? 
DP noted that, with respect to the IWL, there would be no change until a clear pathway is 
established.  Nevertheless, Regis would still need to complete the EIS’ for the pipeline and 
ETL.  WT remined members at this point that Regis would still need to go through a 
redetermination. 
 
With respect to the type of assessment being undertaken, DS asked why are the three EIS 
proposals been identified as being State Significant Infrastructure? 
DP informed that the NSW Planning Minister made this decision with the reasons laid out on 
the Major Projects website. 
 
DS then asked about how the powerline EIS would consider both options?   
DP said that both options would currently need to be assessed.  However, if the assessment 
from the specialist consultants identified a preferred option while the environmental 
assessment was underway, then the EIS could revert to one option only. 
 
Regarding the pit, DS asked if there would be rehabilitation well into the future? 
DP advised that Regis has no intention to fill in the pit after proposed operations cease.  A 
final void is what is proposed. 
DS followed up, asking if people could be consulted on the location of the final landform – 
what it looks like, its shape? 
DP said that Regis are always happy for feedback from people and can provide that back to 
consultants.   
 
DS then asked if baseline monitoring will be made public? 
DP informed members that this will be summarised in the EIS’.  Furthermore, she told the 
committee that the EPA is now requiring mines to provide real time monitoring data to be 
made available publicly when it comes time to start the project. 
 
JB asked about the water model and how many years of data would be collected, thereby 
factoring in really wet or dry years.   
DP confirmed that an extensive dataset would be required, calling on 130 years plus of data. 
CS added to this, asking if the water modelling would consider trends in, say, whether there 
are historic data changes over thirty years?  Or long term? 
Yes, DP said, Regis will certainly look at this.  The consultants look into variations. 
 



McPhillamys Gold Project  
Community Consultative Committee  

Minutes of Meeting #32 Page 8 of 8  
23 February 2026  

At this point in the meeting, DR split members into two groups for approximately 15 
minutes to discuss what have been the key takeaways for members out of tonight’s 
discussion.  After reconvening, members shared that some of their key takeaways from the 
discussion included:  

• the concerns of residents in Kings Plains that have been raised with respect to dust, 
noise, rehabilitation.  Residents are keen to ensure that this is considered in the EIS’; 

• groundwater impacts and the need for more information; 

• the visual impacts arising from the proposed IWL; 

• mental health issues over the last couple of years and whether Regis can consider 
revising compensation levels as well as the provision of an EAP support program for 
residents.  

 

8.  Next Meeting 
 
DR sincerely thanked members for their time.  The next meeting will be held on Monday 25 
May 2026. 
   

Meeting closed at 8.00pm. 


