




 

RE: RESOURCE CONSENT APPLICATION FROM TIGa MINERALS AND METALS LTD FOR A MINERAL 
SANDS MINE AT BARRYTOWN FLATS; SUBMISSION IN OPPOSITION  

 

I strongly believe there is much more to be lost than gained, were this applica�on to be consented.  

 

1. Why is an Australian mining company applying to mine for ilmenite in New Zealand? 
Ilmenite is described as a common or very common mineral. According to Geoscience 
Australia, (the body that has the role of loca�ng and assessing the na�on’s natural resources 
and undertakes mapping work for na�onal development and growth for the Australian 
Government), Australia hosts 19% of global ilmenite resources and 13% of the global 
produc�on of ilmenite. * see atached document.  
 
The map included in the document �tled, “Australia’s major titanium (from rutile and 
ilmenite deposits) mines in 2016” shows that mineral sand deposits are present in all states 
of Australia. It shows that in 2016 there were 9 opera�ng mines, mainly in the southern 
coastal areas of Queensland, New South Wales, Victoria, South Australia and Western 
Australia.   
 
The subsequent paragraph in the atached document is significant as it provides informa�on 
as to why almost half of Australia’s ilmenite resources are apparently no longer available for 
mining: 
 
“Australia is rich in mineral sand resources but, because they are mainly located at or near 
the coast, their mining competes with other land uses such as agriculture, national parks, 
urban or tourist development and recreation. Allocation of land to other uses has rendered 
some mineral sands resources inaccessible to exploration or mining. Geoscience Australia 
now estimates that around 44% of ilmenite is unavailable for mining.” (7 September 2023). 
 
It is clear from the statement above that ge�ng access to Australia’s deposits of ilmenite has 
become more difficult in recent �mes. The reason for this is “other uses” i.e. urban and 
tourism development, na�onal parks and recrea�on are rated so highly that coastal land, is 
“rendered inaccessible” to mineral sand mines. Coastal land is too valuable to be allocated to 
mining. 
 
It is reasonable to assume that this is the reason why New Zealand’s mineral sand deposits, 
specifically those at Barrytown Flats are now in the sights of TIGa. Apparently New Zealand 
and the West Coast is an easier target. It seems they are assuming we don’t put such value 
on our coastal land.  
 
Are we now going to do what Australia isn’t prepared to do and allocate this pris�ne 
environment, this “Natural Wilderness”, this unique area of outstanding natural beauty, and 
“render it accessible” to an Australian mining company for them to destroy it? That would be 
such an irony.  



New Zealand is the country of great natural beauty, renowned for its untouched lands. 
Visitors come from all over the world to experience the stunning, primeval landscape 
because it is unique. If you travel outside of our country and are asked where you come 
from, when you men�on New Zealand, you realize that the whole world knows about the 
beauty of New Zealand. Wherever you go, it is on people’s bucket list to come here, if they 
haven’t been here already.  
 
It is an impera�ve that we put high value on this piece of land and as Australia does with 
similar ilmenite mining applica�ons, render it inaccessibile to mining. 
 
 

 
2. This mining project will increase significantly New Zealand’s fossil fuel emissions at a �me 

of climate emergency. It would be hugely counterproduc�ve for approval to be given to this 
mining applica�on when our government has declared a climate crisis and has set targets to 
reduce fossil fuel emissions.  
 
Consider the addi�on to our fossil fuel emissions “a minimum average” of fi�y trucks per day 
on State Highway 6, transpor�ng the vast quan��es of mined material to either Westport 
(60km) or Greymouth (36km). That would be 18,250 thirty-tonne truck and trailer 
movements per year or 219,000 over the planned 12-year life of the mine. That does not 
include the large numbers of massive diesel-fuelled earth moving machinery at the mine 
site: self-loading scrapers, bucket-wheel excavators, bulldozers, front-end loaders and so on 
seven days a week for 12 years. All of this would be an appalling addi�on to New Zealand’s 
emissions at a �me when it is crucial that we reduce them.  
 
 
 
For these two main reasons, I oppose this applica�on and believe it should be denied in 
en�rety. 
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