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guality and most importantly health of the local populations should not be approved. This is
especially so when there is, in the proposed location, other already profitable, viable, and most
importantly substantiable businesses.

Part {d) of the terms of reference.

The response and any compliance action taken by regulatory authorities in response to complaints
and concerns in NSW is a complete confection. The process of just lodging a complaint is an
enormous stress point. 1800 number goes to a call centre who does not even know where the mine
you are complaining about is. In the Hunter Valley each mine has it own unigque community response
line 1800 number; however, all numbers reach the same call centre and often your complaint is
lodged incorrectly to a different mine operation.

The oversight of these mining operations should not fall to the affected communities. It appears that
once the DPIE and the IPC issue approval and the conditions of that approval and the EPA issues its
operating licence the job is done and it is up to the public to know, understand (often extremely
technical) the conditions and report when there are breaches. Anyone whom has ever rang the EPA
to report a breach at a mine site will know that you are often asked to take photographic footage of
such breach and once you have done that and sent it to them that is it. Unless you call them back, a
time consuming and frustrating exercise you will never hear from them again.

It appears the only way to get any action from the regulatory bodies is to have an environmental
disaster or some dangerous impact on human health. It is usually up to the affected individuals to
prove they have been impacted, not always easy. Once again, the Government and its structures are
always on the side of the mining companies. | think it is worth pointing to an example here of how it
operates between the Department, IPC, and the EPA as | am sure not many in the general public are
aware and possibly not all of you on this committee either. While this example is not around gold,
silver, lead or zinc mining, the processes are the same when approving and regulating them.

The Salim group, who own MACH Energy, when seeking approval to increase their life of mine and
their tonnes, on the outskirts of Muswellbrook sought to have an existing condition on their
operations removed. This condition required them to cease operations if the wind was above a
certain speed and from a certain direction as their operation is less then 3kms from Muswellbrook
township. None of the historically older mines had this condition. MACH energy as a more recent
mine had it imposed as the air quality in Muswellbrook was recognised as being dangerous to human
health by the time they were seeking approval. However, when they came back for the usual second
bite of the cherry, they were given approval and the requirement to cease operations under certain
poor weather conditions was watered down from ‘cease operations’ to ‘do all feasible and
reasonahle’ to mitigate dust generation. Again, the DPIE and IPC found human health less important
than appeasing the mining company. This was only in the last 2 years, not some time in the deep
dark past. We know from conversations with the EPA that MACH Energy had been wanting that
condition removed from their licence to operate since they began operations. The EPA can keep that
condition in their licence if it does not go against the legal requirements of the approval issued by
the DPIE and IPC. The point being this is a ridiculous way to regulate a large, dangerous to human
health, the environment and global warming, mine.

NSW Government agencies need to do much better when approving, regulating, and monitoring
these mining proposals and operations. Monitoring is good but only effective if the gathered results
are acted on.






The entire process of gaining mining approval needs to be completely overhauled. Starting with the
issuing of exploration licences. These should only be issued where there is good science around the
possibility of mining being able to be conducted in a safe to human health, socially advantageous and
envircnmentally sound way.

Community Consultative Committees {CCC’s) and Voluntary Planning Agreements (VPA's) need to
stop in their current form. We have arrived at this ridiculous point where, through VPA’s councils are
paid for a social licence. CCC's are a complete confection of local engagement and input.

Permission from a community needs to be gained before SEARS are issued, not the current show
proof of consultation box ticking exercise it is. Consultation should be community driven and
managed. Not driven by the DPIE or the proponent. This would avoid the one size fits all outcomes
we currently end up with. The community are best placed to assess a proposal as it affects their local
area, to see the whole picture and the cumulative impacts of multiple mining proposals in the one
region.

| have used examples from the thermal coal mining industry in the Hunter Valley and Bowdens lead,
zinc silver mine proposal at Lue as they are the ones of which | have a more complete knowledge. |
am certain that other communities have the same experiences as is evident from the Cadia
contamination issues.

We see the results of the current planning process in the Hunter Valley. Over 9,000 cars per day
driving into Muswellbrook from the Lower Valley. The workers do not live in the community.
Muswellbrook has one of the largest short term rental markets in NSW. It is hardly due to tourism.
Many closed shops, you can no longer give birth to a baby in Muswellbrook. If the positives
outweighed the negatives this would not be the case. Small communities and villages are decimated
by mining activity in their area. Socio economic outcomes worsened not enhanced. We hear over
and over it is for the greater good, the positives outweigh the negatives. This cannot be true of every
approved mine. It has not been true for the Hunter region. The economic benefits are inflated by
counting the employees’ salaries as if that money flowed to the government to spend on roads,
schools, and hospitals. When this gets pointed out at commission hearings the IPC acknowledge the
economic benefits are overstated and still grant approval. Why?

| thank this committee for looking into the impacts from gold, silver, lead and zinc mining on human
health, land, air, and water quality. My hope is that you can understand from those of us who live
with the consequences of harmful planning approvals that is not always the right decision to approve
mining proposals. Not all negative outcomes can be mitigated and as such the proposals should be
refused.

The answers are at the community level however the power is in the governments hands and they
are not exercising that power well nor in the best interest of the community, its health and
wellbeing, future generations, or the environment.

Hopefully with this committee’s inquiry and deeper understanding of the processes and outcomes of
such we will at last make some real change. We need to do so much better. Short term economic
gain for a few should never trump harm and pain for future generations, sustainable communities,
and the environment.








