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Bowdens Silver Project: State Significant Development 5765

My family and | live in Coxs Creek which is east of Lue. Our closest major town is Mudgee and our direct
access to Mudgee is through Lue. | am against the proposed Bowden’s Silver Mine for the reasons outlined
below.

1. The notification and consultation process
1.1 Community notification and reach

There has been limited reach in terms of community consultation and insufficient timing. For example, whilst
directly impacted residents surrounding the site might have received notification of this proposal and any
amendments, those who live in neighbouring areas and need to travel through the proposed site in order to
reach the nearest major town to buy groceries and get other supplies, have not. Any new mining proposal
and/or amendment should consider potential impacts on neighbouring areas, not just those in the direct vicinity
of the site. Furthermore, two weeks notification of a proposal of this magnitude, even if only limited to the
removal of a water pipeline, is simply insufficient. | personally have only found out that submissions are due
today, resulting in a hasty submission.

1.2 The impact of the Proposal announcement on the community

Due to the limited reach of the Proposal notification, the onus of informing all residents that could be impacted
by the Proposal was left to the community. This is inherently wrong. This has resulted in a group of concerned
residents, landowners and stakeholders being left to mobilise physical and human resources to inform
adjoining landowners and the neighbouring towns that public consultations were taking place and submissions
were due within 14 days. This placed an inordinate amount of pressure and stress on those individuals and
their families, forcing many of them to halt everything else in their lives in order to do this, including recovering
from the recent February 2022 floods. Residents and landowners in the directly impacted area and the
surrounding neighbouring communities are already at high risk of negative health impacts due to dealing with
the cumulative impacts of multiple natural disasters (drought, bushfires, floods and then COVID-19)-3. This
has negatively impacted community health and wellbeing# 5. Yet to be realised is the resultant increased cost
and strain to the healthcare system.

2. Negative impacts on the social determinants of health

2.1 Clean air
Air pollution is the world’s largest environmental health risk®. Particulate matter pollution is strongly
associated with hospitalisation and death for a range of cardio-pulmonary and cardiovascular diseases,

including lung cancer, lung disease, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, cardiac arrhythmia, heart attack,
and stroke™. There are no safe levels of exposure for particulate matter PM2s and PM1o® 19 11 and even
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short-term exposure can have adverse effects on health® 11, Furthermore, approval of the Proposal would be
out of step with the Paris Agreement'? on action to address climate and ecological crises, and the
international Net Zero by 2050 targets.

2.2 Clean water

Despite claims in the EIS that water supply and water contamination will be kept within acceptable limits, it is
unclear how this can be guaranteed when the residents in the area rely on tank water captured from roof tops.
Considering that during the 2019-2020 Black Summer Bushfires, water was contaminated from tens of
kilometers away, it is unclear how dust from the mine will not travel a couple of kilometers to the town and
neighbouring properties.

Furthermore, the region has been subject to flooding throughout February 2022. It is not clear in the EIS how
freedom from water contamination and ground contamination can be guaranteed given the close proximity of
the creeks in the area and the close proximity of the tailings dam to the town.

The Proposal has the potential for significant loss of water. In particular the recent amendment to remove the
water pipeline is not realistic. There region has been crippled with drought and bushfires, and water to combat
these was in limited supply. Without a pipeline from the Ulan and Moorlaben Mines, claims of having sufficient
water to meet the mine requirements require careful and thorough investigation.

2.3 Mental health

The Proposal can result in substantial mental health issues. Rural communities, particularly those based on
farming or ecotourism are subject to psychosocial distress caused by climate change, drought, floods and
bushfires?2. Changed landscapes, including altered visual appearance of landscapes such as those that occur
with natural disasters or with large scale developments including mining, can have significant negative
psychological impacts® 417, This Proposal has already impacted significantly on the health and wellbeing of
many residents, many of whom are dealing with the cumulative effects of multiple disasters, as previously
mentioned. One friend broke down and exclaimed, “The drought, the bushfires, COVID, and now the mines.
When will the threat to our livelihoods ever stop?”

2.4 Housing and access to services

The Proposal could negatively impact housing and availability of services at the community level. These
impacts will not be outweighed by the promises of investment in the local community through claims of
employment opportunities. An influx of workers will result in a high demand for housing coupled with limited
housing supply, which will increase housing prices and rental prices!®-?4. This can have disproportionate
impacts on low-income households and often forces them out of the community or results in them becoming
homeless?® 25, Rapid population growth often leaves communities with insufficient infrastructure and local
services to meet the increased demand 18 20.24.26_ | gcal governments and businesses are often hesitant to
invest in increased services for what is considered a short term venture?”: 28,

2.5 Employment and economic impacts

Mines provide a flow of revenue to governments and the mines’ (mostly foreign) owners, however, the flow-on
to local businesses and local communities is generally not seen??. Mining is a specialist industry and there is
likely to be very limited hiring from the local population?”. Mining is becoming increasingly automated which
results in fewer on site roles, particularly manual and semi-skilled roles.3® This will likely reduce local
opportunities to supply mines with services?’- 30, Furthermore, existing businesses and services will struggle to
compete with the high wages mining companies offer, finding it difficult to fill positions or retain staff?°. 21, These
will impact the very fabric of this region.

The Proposal has the potential to create major employment losses in the region. The Agriculture, Forestry &
Fishing industry sector is the largest employer in the proposal area accounting for approximately 20 percent
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of jobs, followed by Tourism at around nine percent; mining accounts for only two percent®l. These long-term
sustainable industries are incompatible with mining. Developing a mine in the area is not fostering a
sustainable economy and is putting the current sustainable economy of the region at risk.

The uncertainty of a new mining proposal has negative impacts on local economies: businesses stop
investing32, new industries are difficult to attract32, and property values decrease as people cannot sell®. This
can be evidenced locally by the impacts on Ulan, Wollar and Bylong — communities that no longer exist due to
mining operations or the threat of new mining operations.

2.6 Living conditions

The Proposal has potential negative impacts on living conditions. Increased non-resident transient male
workforces, with good incomes and large blocks of down time, can lead to increased alcohol and substance
abuse, and increased violent crime including physical and sexual assault!® 20. 27. 34 jn nearby communities.
Areas with large non-resident workforces have reported a decline in community networks, community identity
and community cohesion?%21.24.35 These again will impact the very fabric of this region.

Environmental noise pollution is a threat to health and well-being36. Detrimental health impacts include hearing
impairment, increased blood pressure, ischemic heart disease, sleep disturbance, and psychosocial effects
such as annoyance and reduced performance36-38. At the lower frequencies, people commonly report pain or
pressure in the ears and head, sleep disturbance, pressure in the chest cavity, body vibration and nauseas®.
Nocturnal environmental noise pollution is thought to be the most significant form of noise pollution in terms of
health consequences, due to its interference on biological systems through sleep disturbances38. Noise and
vibrations from mining are increasingly impacting neighbouring townships2* and are likely to impact the
neighbouring townships of Lue. Noise generated from transporting mining materials in trucks and then to trains,
will also undoubtedly impact residents.

2.7 Cultural heritage

Aboriginal Australians are the oldest continuous living culture in the world*°. Country is of great significance to
Aboriginal peoples is fundamental to identity*!. Aboriginal people are owned by the land and have a deep
responsibility to protect the land. Yindyamarra is a key way of being for the Wiradjuri peoples, to respect and
honour everything and is interconnected with identity, belonging, culture, spirituality, language, law and
kinship#!. Cultural sites are interconnected and each site represents only one part of a bigger picture. Mining
operations of any kind, risk disturbing sites. Moving, damaging, or destroying one site, destroys the meaning
of the sites and their interconnectedness. Disrespect, damage or destruction of land leads to significant
negative impacts on the health and wellbeing of Aboriginal peoples, impacting their identity, sense of
belonging, culture and spirituality, and results in continued intergenerational trauma*!- 42,

3. Conclusion

The level of opposition to the Proposal includes: concerns raised with the limited reach of the community
consultation process and insufficient time allowed to respond; negative impacts on the community’s physical
and mental health, access to clean air and water, employment, housing and services and living conditions;
decreased social capital; and continued intergenerational trauma though negative impacts on Aboriginal
Cultural Heritage and Country. All the above clearly indicate that a social license for the Proposal has not
been achieved. The Proposal should be denied.
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