KOMOEKPIN VILLAGE
(LOWER OK TEDI)

' POBoxl3
KETITNGA,

Western Provinee
PAPUA NEW GUINEA

DATE: JANUARY 7, 2004

The Prothonotary

Supreme Court of Victoria
Level 2, 436 Street
Melbonrne

Fax: 61 3 9603 5400

YOUR HONOUR,
Subject OBIECTION- RE: OTMI. KOMMUNITL NIUS. Volome J3: Issuc # 1
December 2003

¥Your Honour, wc
region) hereby
EOMUNITI- Volum

Fonouﬁng'imnu

5,
e reprcscnmm of the Komokpin Village [I.uwe:r Ok Tedi
to the sebject matter thar is contained in the OTML
3: Issue # 1 December 2003 attached herewith.

we treat this subject as of critical inxportance and therefore
would treat our objections and concems as of Paramounnt

we have been informed that our lead Plaintiff Rex Dagi was
by circumseances at the advise of oor Lawyers (Slaver &
Document 10 Withdraw the Class- Action Case at the

.Mm,weareaisovmm;mamﬂmtﬂmmamﬁ

rdict of the same Honowmrable Supreme Court due Januvary 16,

fomonur is well versed in the subject matter that was brought a

Court on the; basic premises that BEE/B/OTML failed
clause in the 1996 Out of Coust Scitlement Agreement.
¢ that reqpired the Company OTML/BHP and its conjoin
' [Fadlings Pipeline” avert the catastrophic eavironmental
a?

of Court Settlement Agreement”, the Government of Papua

Mm&mmmm@mtmnﬂm@mmnﬂnqmy




o Getermine the Rasibility of Construiting & “Failings Pipefinc™. This it due to the
ﬁctﬁtatthpﬁﬂve:'nmmtufﬁpuaﬂgwfiﬁmais 2 partnerand shareholder of Ok
Tedi Mining Tud ‘[his raices an ssye of Papaa New Government collaborating with
EE_F&MMSMMEWMEWﬁE World Bask wo do the
FEVIES,

Evidently the 3

at Papua New Guinea government haé: that te dose the mink on,

wopld bawe an adverse negative effect on the social and econcmic

sectar of the patios Stace then BHP insisted to pullont without any sespossibiticies
and liabilifies desperate Mm;ﬂmhdmnmhemm New
i CVETRIer! mmmeupwmrhe!agxﬂammmh: Gut the envirommental
issue. Therefove BHLP conspited and $orced the Papna Newr Government o pass the
9* Supplementaty Agreemner ay Iegistation: ro pave way for the LCommunity Mine

Secomdly, ¥onr Hoahour, in the sase thatfollosed spit in the Haneamable Supreme
{OTML /BHP/B) has contimed wdeny that they had breached

Our objeetion  therefos - Where i the cvidence that the Comgpamy

Papua New Gilinealand -the Intemational standard? Where is the evidence of the
physical construceion of the “Tailings Pipeline™ Where is the evidénce that the
water is safe to deink? Where & the evitlence that there - no facmal oo scientific
proof. of environmens: - degrdation and the aftesmath endamperment by “Acidic

Your Honour, thie company provide those evidinces before youz Honourabie
Supzeme Coutt, we willnot be deemed intimidated by the Company nor'to sutciind
o their bully taerics. [Your Honour we hereby reiterate thar we will aor specumb ko
the company's wished, &ven in the event that the Honourabl: Supseme Court makes
finat verdict to dismisk the Class-Action Case by Rex Dag on Jannary 16 2004:

you 1o bear in mind that ffom the begionitg, we have never

Your Worship, we b s
opt Notice Forms”. Amd we have abways stood sur ground,

due vo the fact that we will never selt out our divineiy mputed-custorary land rights

Thenefine we can nefer and will nover agree {o that any formidable Atiempts by
muﬁmt-m appease our concern for the ol destruction of ‘our




environment, [ivelik

in-the Company's propagan

go abead with

_ peopaganda cited aboge

“been’ formally -dismissed’ by Your Honourabi¢ Supreme

|; 16 70047 Precisely when was the case finally and formally

| thiz statement is erroneous, traunaric and ntimidatoy. It has

among. us. This. statement is. conIpPIRoNs. Becaunse this
and predetermines the cousse of the Honourable Supreme
ndence ant fair judgement on January 16 2004

nent is contwmptuous, a Mockery by OTML/BHP/B, it
capable independent, fair and-due professional judgement.

pu highly lcamed and fair judgement.on Januaxy 16 2004
presentalives

_.!ﬁ.g..ﬂ.u.‘hﬁer
' -DPumun:
Witness




