PALMER RIVER FORUM – MAREEBA – 16 MAY 2008 – ISSUES AND DISCUSSION GROUPS:  
The workshop then identified a number of issues of concern that they felt need to be addressed to and ensure the future of mining in the Palmer River catchment.  These issues were grouped together where they shared common ground and the meeting broke into 3 groups which then took time to discuss and evaluate these issues.  The following is a compilation of these issues and the responses of the groups:

1. Permission for more dams for mine, for ground water recharge. Water back into the ground system, and wetlands. 

· What is the cumulative threshold at which many small headwater dams impact flow regimes, and needed environmental flows?
· Who is responsible?
· Safety
· Palmer River already has a cumulative volume of small damns.
· Environmental issues associated with estuary fish production
· Basin study of cumulative water output and cumulative water storage: How much can we cumulative store and not hurt the downstream environment.
· Research & understanding of past practices compared to present practices, on a basis to educate public on current practices. Present practices are now controlled by Government Authorities
The Group (miners pastoralist, native title representatives, scientists) did not like the idea or agree with any more large dams in the Mitchell catchment. Small dams spread across small creeks and headwater basins are much better and will have small impacts.

2. Outreach and education, historical impact and current practice.

· Environmental – mining practices  ie: Large rock tailings, rock screens and fine tailings: put the mix back in the mined areas

· Need to research available water: dams:-size, location. 

· Permanent dams in the right location are an asset to the environment: ie wildlife, aids endangered species etc.

· In stream mining : Problems:  siltation/sediments, exposed rock bars

· Strip mining (bare earth policy): Problems: trees: Leave as many large trees as possible by mining around them. : not clear the whole area to be mined, clear it in sections as you go.

· Major problem for the miner:

· DME: ancient bureaucratic process delaying granting of leases. Makes planning by the miner impossible, the end result is short-cutting of environmental practices because of the necessity to survive.

· EPA: Future of small miners: sustainable populations in individual catchments? Re-introduction of tailings back into water systems (gradually is ideal).Permission for more dams for mines, for ground water recharge. Water back into the ground system and wetlands

3. Cultural heritage mapping

4. More indigenous participation in all aspects of the mining industry, and native title.

· Indigenous people want to understand the historical aspect, to compare with present mining, and then the future development

· Identification of cultural heritage areas ie: support both logistic and information for indigenous people
 – so that mining is not put on hold

· Resulting in miners feel free to advise of any finds.

· The group identified a need of training for younger people, to sustain the industry into the future. Needs to be economically viable for the small miner ie: government money initiatives for support of training.

· Large miners can offer infrastructure & royalties, to native title people, but this can create a whole lot of other problems for the communities themselves.

· Research & understanding of past practices compared to present practices, on a basis to educate public on current practices. Present practices are now controlled by Government Authorities.

5. Lease surrender process, landholder sign off.

a. Some landowners are not being involved in the decommission process. Even thought they need to sign of on it as a landowner

b. Enforcement – openess. Enforcement actions or inactions on known issues are not made available or apparent to local landowners or stakeholders.

c. Confusion regarding EPA responsibility versus QDNR mines, as regards to paperwork and the enforcement and regulator.

d. Need complete on the ground collaboration between the government enforcement agency, miners, landowners, traditional owners, and environmental stakeholders regarding best mining practices, and the enforcement of laws. An open & collaborative process.

e. Enforcement  needs to be more open to the public, so the public can be confident that the ‘enforcer’ is doing their job, and the environment is being protected according to the law.

6. What is an acceptable standard of rehabilitation and revegetation. What are the standards.

7. Monitoring and evaluation, benchmarking and standards.

8. Marketing mining and image

· Low impact mining: less data on biodiversity – Operate with relevant compliance documents. 

· Hardrock mining: Flora & fauna study must be done

· Lack of state back up for providing information of/from environment studies. These should be easier to access.

· Photograph site pre & post operation for benchmarking. Images can also be used for marketing material. Utilize GPS & consistent parameters to photograph and annodate sites eg: same point, same time & year, bearings of view ENWS.

· Recognize change in vegetation in region (different fire regime, and type of agricultural production.

· Benchmarking Process: Utilisation of site specific environmental/biodiversity information to enable effective rehabilitation. Ensure information gleaned: re metalliferous substances (heavy metals), biodiversity, geomorph, hydrology.

· Comprehensive information required to present & educate the public.

· Educate community re: mining providing standard of living, materials, tools.
· Mining has positive inputs to all aspects of life.
· Promote efficient low impact/alluvial mining – Compliance monitoring -URGENT BEST PRACTICE

· ie: good mining business is also good environmental practice.

· -Monitoring & evaluation – Regular reference to original photos & environmental information

· -Reference to landsat data (generated on a frequent basis)

· -Use mines staff to assist photographic documentation 

· -Critical of lack of EPA input/backup
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