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Introduction  

The Association of Mining and Exploration Companies (AMEC) welcomes the opportunity to provide a 

submission to the Department of Regional NSW, Mining Exploration and Geoscience (MEG) on the Mining and 

Petroleum Legislation Amendment Bill 2021 (Amendment Bill) and the accompanying information including 

Proposed Mining Act and Petroleum (Onshore) Act Amendments – Overview November 2021 (Overview). 

 

About AMEC 

AMEC is a leading national minerals industry body representing over 400 member companies across Australia. 

Our members are explorers, emerging miners, producers, and a wide range of businesses and services working 

in and for the minerals industry. AMEC represents a growing number of companies exploring, mining and 

investing in NSW. 

 

Reform to the regulatory framework is important for the NSW minerals industry  

Regulatory reform is an opportunity for NSW to dispel the widely held industry reputation for being a difficult 

jurisdiction to mine and explore. The annual mining industry survey by the Fraser Institute1 rates NSW as one of 

the poorest jurisdictions internationally for clarity in regulation, investment attractiveness and policy perception. 

Legislative reform is a key mechanism for improving this perception through cutting red tape and streamlining 

requirements and industry regulation. 

The Government commitment detailed in the NSW Minerals Strategy2 (Strategy) to review mining regulations, 

policies and processes is long awaited. The Strategy Action 4.1 to “conduct a targeted review of mining 

legislation” with the noted benefit to “align policy with national and international regulatory best practice” had a 

designated completion timeframe of February 2020. 

 

Further reform needed, and should be commenced soon 

The reforms in the Amendment Bill and Overview include some important changes and improvements to the 

existing legislative framework. However, many of the important roadblocks to industry and development have 

 

1 https://www.fraserinstitute.org/studies/annual-survey-of-mining-companies-2020  
2 https://www.regional.nsw.gov.au/meg/exploring-and-mining/titles-management-system/nsw-minerals-strategy 

https://amecinc.sharepoint.com/:x:/g/Ec0D23AUpv9KnpVy4PiBA7cBY_ec6qGea5U8qBqT3BOTxQ
https://amecinc.sharepoint.com/:x:/g/Ec0D23AUpv9KnpVy4PiBA7cBY_ec6qGea5U8qBqT3BOTxQ
https://www.fraserinstitute.org/studies/annual-survey-of-mining-companies-2020
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not been tackled, nor has there been an external review and benchmark comparison undertaken to fulfil Action 

4.1 of the Strategy.  

The minerals industry is one of the most important industries in NSW and deserves a contemporary regulatory 

framework. It is disappointing that this first amendment to the now thirty-year-old Mining Act 1992 in many years 

will only provide limited improvements for both industry and Government. AMEC strongly recommends that a 

holistic review of the legislation is commenced soon with the objective for a full review within the next election 

cycle. 

 

AMEC provides comment on the detail of the Amendment Bill in APPENDIX A. Recommendations for further 

reform, both legislative and regulatory are detailed in APPENDIX B.   

AMEC welcomes the Amendment Bill as a first step. We look forward to working with Government on the rest of 

the marathon to bring real improvement to the regulatory framework for the minerals industry in NSW. If you 

have any queries regarding this submission, please do not hesitate to contact: 

 

Lucy McClean 

Director – New South Wales, Victoria & Tasmania.  
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APPENDIX A: COMMENT ON THE DRAFT AMENDMENT BILL 

 

AMEC provides the following comments on the Amendment Bill and Overview with recommendations to clarify 

and improve the proposed amendments. The comments below align with the sections of the Overview or 

Amendment Bill for ease of reference. 

 

Consultation needed on the detail that will be in the Regulation and other policy documents 

As an initial overarching comment, many of the sections in Amendment Bill will move the regulatory detail from 

the Act to a Regulation. There has not yet been consultation on the content nor timeframe for this intended 

Regulation, nor industry understanding of the detail that will complete the reform noted in the Act. This means 

that there is currently no industry understanding on the detail that will make or break the legislative reform. This 

includes, for example, the period to renew authorities, mechanism to advertise new tenure and process for 

rejecting administratively incomplete tenure applications as well as appropriate transitional arrangements and 

potential unintended consequences. Many of these activities are business critical processes that can have a 

material impact on exploration and mining in NSW. 

AMEC strongly recommends that industry must be consulted on the detail of the Regulation including 

appropriate transitional arrangements and potential unintended consequences as many of the aspects are 

business critical processes that can have a material impact on exploration and mining in NSW. 

 

1. Establishing Royalties for Rejuvenation Fund 

The Royalties for Rejuvenation Fund will be an extremely important support program as NSW transitions from 

coal mining. Strict probity will be critical to ensure that this fund is impartially directed towards the most 

deserving projects and areas. AMEC will leave comment on the detail of the Fund to other stakeholders who 

represent the coal industry in NSW. 

Of general note is that this important new initiative has a very similar name to the ‘Resources for Regions’ 

program. AMEC recommends that to minimise confusion for both community and industry, the communications 

on the Royalties for Rejuvenation Fund should clarify how it differs from ‘Resources for Regions’. It will be 

important to clarify how the fund/policies intersect going forward to minimise duplication and maximise real 

support for these communities.  

 

2. Enabling faster and more effective decision-making 

Comments on specific sections are as follows: 

Further consultation needed with tenure holder before rejecting applications without development 

consent (item 2.1) – AMEC understands the intent of this amendment is to enable Government to reject mining 

lease applications when the development consent has been refused. However, following the rejection of 

development consent, the company may intend to amend the project and re-apply for development consent or 

have other intentions with the project. Consultation for native title may also be underway. For these reasons, 

there may be clear grounds for the mining lease application to remain in the application phase. Due process 

should be included in the legislative amendments (not simply in Regulation or policy information) and an 
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opportunity for the holder to provide recourse through a ‘notice of intention to refuse’ to ‘show cause’ before a 

rejection is completed, as well as an independent appeal process for procedural fairness. 

AMEC recommends consultation with the tenure holder forms part of the legislative process before a mining 

lease is rejected, though a legislated requirement with a ‘notice of intention to refuse’ or similar and an 

independent appeal process.  

Further consultation needed with tenure holder before refusing an application for failing to meet the 

minimum standards, fit and proper person or administratively incompletion (item 2.2, 2.3, 5.1) – AMEC 

welcomes the amendment to the regulatory framework to clarify the minimum requirements for an application 

and minimum standards for technical and financial competence for tenure holders. Due cause and procedural 

fairness are an important consideration in any refusal that should be clearly outlined in the legislative 

framework. Currently, AMEC understands that the rejection on the grounds of ‘fit and proper person’ can only be 

appealed through the Land and Environment Court. As in 2.1 above, due process should be included in the 

legislative amendments (not simply in Regulation or policy information) and an opportunity for the applicant or 

holder to provide recourse through a ‘notice of intention to refuse’ before a rejection is completed, as well as an 

independent appeal process for procedural fairness.  

AMEC recommends consultation with the applicant or holder forms part of the legislative process before an 

application or tenure is rejected, though a legislated requirement with a ‘notice of intention to refuse’ or similar 

and an independent appeal process.  

Clarify wording regarding applicant names (item 2.4) - Item 2.4 seeks to clarify the ability of the decision-

maker to grant more than one authority from a single application and a single authority from multiple 

applications, however the wording of the amendment (Section 22) needs to be clearer.  

AMEC recommends the amendment is reworded to state applications held by the same applicant, or in the 

name of the same applicant or wholly owned subsidiary. By stating applications made by the same applicant, it 

may infer that nominations made after the original application exclude the application/s from grant of a single 

licence.  

Decision on which portions of the EL to be relinquished at renewal should only be made by the explorer 

and fully disclosed (item 2.7) - AMEC strongly opposes the amendment that the decision-maker would have 

the discretion to require the holder to relinquish specified areas. It is wholly inappropriate for the Government to 

make business decisions and determine which portions of licence area are worthy of further investigation. The 

explorer has the best knowledge of the EL and of their proposed work program and the decision of which 

portion of the EL to relinquish should solely be that of the explorer.  

Further, the requirement for consultation through a ‘notice of intention to refuse’ or similar should be included in 

the legislative amendments (not simply in Regulation or policy information) and any decision by Government 

should also be supported by full and transparent reasoning. This would ensure any decisions are made with 

adequate consultation and ensure that all decisions are based on science and equity, with no potential for 

conflict of interest or opportunity for abuse of power.  

AMEC strongly recommends this item is reviewed to remove the power of the decision-maker to direct the 

holder to relinquish specified areas and further consultation with the applicant or holder forms part of the 

legislative process before an application or tenure is rejected, though a legislated requirement with a ‘notice of 

intention to refuse’ or similar.  
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3. Administration of unallocated coal resources 

AMEC will leave comment on coal resources to other stakeholders who represent the coal industry in NSW. 

 

4. Improving clarity for industry and community 

Comments on specific sections are as follows: 

Reconsider the amendments to security deposits to ensure that the objectives are achieved (item 4.2) – 

AMEC welcomes the objectives of the legislative amendment to streamline the administration of security 

deposits for both industry and Government. However, expanded flexibility on changes to securities should also 

be considered – one AMEC member recently received a request from Government to increase a security from 

$175,000 to $177,000, with the administrative cost for both Government and industry undoubtedly costing more 

than the change in security.  

Further, the amendment that will require a transferee to lodge a security deposit prior to the approval of a 

transfer. This will create more administrative and financial burden for industry and in no way ‘streamlines’ the 

transfer process. The transfer approval document is usually the trigger for funds to be released prior to 

registering ownership and commencing to operate the tenement. By requiring the transferee to lodge a security 

deposit prior to receiving this, explorers may have difficulty securing cash from investors or a certificate from a 

financial institution. As the NSW Government currently holds about $3.3 billion in security deposits, there should 

be no issue regarding the Government’s ability to continue to cover the security deposit requirements during the 

transfer process. 

AMEC recommends that streamlining of security deposits is reconsidered to amend the set area for group 

securities and provide more flexibility as well as amending the requirement for a transferee to lodge a security 

deposit prior to approval of the transfer, potentially allowing them a set period to supply the security. 

Consider the inclusion of Project Status in the legislative reform (item 4.2) –Project status is a common 

mechanism in many jurisdictions and streamlines administration of tenure for both Government and industry. 

With the changes to group security deposits, project status for groups of exploration licences could become 

more common. Currently, information on project status is included in the draft renewal policy for ELs and some 

forms, but there is lack of clarity on whether project status will include both annual tenure reporting and/or 

securities. The legislative reform could at least provide a head of power for project status to enable Government 

to clarify the details in Regulation and/or policy.  

AMEC recommends that project status is included in the legislative reform as this is an important mechanism for 

Government and industry to streamline tenure administration. 

Define the ‘vicinity’ in relation to the proximity of ancillary mining activities (item 4.3) – The amendments 

for ancillary mining activities to the ‘vicinity’ instead of 20km is welcomed, but the term ‘vicinity’ needs to be 

clearly defined for transparency and equity for both industry and Government.  

AMEC recommends that the definition of ‘vicinity’ is included in the legislative reform.  
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5. Improving compliance tools 

Comments on specific sections are as follows: 

Confirm responsibility for rehabilitation and consider the landholder (item 5.2, 5.4) - AMEC supports the 

amendments that allows the issue of a direction to rehabilitate land that has been disturbed through unlawful 

activities, however, it does not take into consideration the wishes of the landholder on how and when the land is 

to be rehabilitated. The amendments also do not consider situations where an authority holder wants to 

undertake activities in an area that has been previously not rehabilitated or the land has been disturbed 

unlawfully, for example through illegal work or fossicking. 

AMEC recommends consideration of the wishes of the landholder on how and when the land is to be 

rehabilitated should be included in the direction. AMEC also recommends that clarity should be provided 

regarding situations where an authority holder wants to undertake activities in an area that has been previously 

not been rehabilitated to contemporary standards or where illegal work or fossicking has not been rehabilitated 

appropriately. 

Reconsider penalties for prospecting without a valid access (item 5.3) - The introduction of an offence with 

significant fines for prospecting without a valid land access arrangement should be reconsidered until further 

reform on land access is in place. The Government is currently reviewing other aspects of land access and 

penalties should be considered as part of the wider review. Any penalties must be proportional to similar 

offences in NSW.  

Before the penalties are introduced, other implications should also be considered. One example is the death of 

a landholder or one of two landholders where an access agreement is in place – if exploration continues then 

this could be in breach the requirement, noting that probate and transfer of the land title can take months or 

years. The sale of a property that is completed without the explorer’s knowledge could also mean that an 

explorer could continue activities unknowingly. Further, consideration should be given as to whether fossicking 

is included or excluded from the offence (and whether fossicking can be undertaken instead of prospecting to 

avoid the offence). Land ownership in NSW can be difficult to confirm and allowance for honest mistakes and 

where a title holder has acted in good faith should also be included in the regulatory reform. Consideration of 

the implications of the amended definition of prospecting could also be undertaken. 

AMEC recommends further consideration and a review of similar offences in NSW is conducted before the 

introduction of penalties for prospecting without a valid land access arrangement. AMEC also recommends 

clarification on the instances of death of a landholder, transfer of property, acting in good faith, honest mistakes, 

whether fossicking is included in the offence as well as the impact of the amended definition of prospecting. 

 
6. Streamlining and modernising processes 

Comments on specific sections are as follows: 

Consult industry on public notice requirements (item 6.1, 6.2) - AMEC supports aligning the public notice 

requirements with contemporary expectations and communication channels. Consideration should be given to 

the variation in public notice requirements depending on the type of notice (for example a coal ELA where the 

community can provide input and a mineral ELA) and aligning notice requirements with similar local activities 

(for example local development consents). The best method for public notice may vary depending on the area in 

which exploration is being proposed.  
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Industry should be consulted prior to defining any new methods for public notice to call on the experiences 

explorers have had in different communities around NSW.  

Further, the Overview states that direct notification of landholders may be a requirement is some situations. This 

may open premature opposition to the grant of an EL, before the explorer has even planned its exploration 

program. As many companies only go onsite to explore on certain areas of the properties within the boundaries 

of an EL, this would cause undue stress to explorers and to landholders whose properties may not actually be 

required to be accessed. 

AMEC recommends that industry is consulted prior to defining any new methods for public notice, and the 

requirement for direct notification of landholders is reconsidered. 

Simplify the new definition of prospecting and consider current activities (item 6.3) – The proposed new 

definition of prospecting in the Dictionary is poorly worded and unnecessarily complex. AMEC recommends that 

the word prospecting is not used in the definition of the same word and that rehabilitation is included in the initial 

section of the definition for simplicity.  

The implications for the amended definitions to current activities and agreements (including land access 

agreements) has also not been fully considered and should be included in section 195 of Schedule 1 (that 

currently covers proceedings only).  

AMEC recommends that the definition of prospecting is simplified and the implications of the amended definition 

on current activities and agreements included in the transitional provisions.  

Ensure land access agreements are not published with commercially sensitive or personal information 

(item 6.5) - AMEC understands the importance of providing appropriate information on public registers. The 

amendments that provide for the publication of arbitrated access agreements (section 156A) need to be 

reconsidered as these agreements include commercially sensitive and personal information. In other States, 

these public registers have been used to gain details of landholders who have signed agreements, with 

significant adverse consequences.  

AMEC recommends that the legislative amendments do not permit the publication of commercially sensitive or 

person information on public registers. 

Reconsider the need for the Secretary to hold titles (item 6.7) – The historical practise of the NSW 

Government to hold titles for coal and undertake precompetitive exploration is uncommon in other jurisdictions. 

This is because the industry is market driven and so generally better placed than Government to undertake 

market driven exploration in both a timely and cost effective manner. Opportunities for universities and other 

institutions to undertake scientific investigations should be managed through other processes and kept short 

term and over a limited area to maximise the ground available for market driven exploration.   

AMEC recommends that the broadening the minerals for Government exploration should be reconsidered and 

removed until further consultation with industry.  
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APPENDIX B:  RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FURTHER REFORM 

 

AMEC provides the following comments and recommendations on the broader regulatory framework for the 

NSW minerals industry.  

 

Consider further legislative and regulatory reform following review and benchmark best practice  

The NSW Mining Act 1992 is now 30 years old. In fact, AMEC understands that around half the contents of the 

current Act is actually derived from the Mining Act 1906. The minerals industry is one of the most important 

industries in NSW and deserves a contemporary regulatory framework. 

AMEC recommends a full review of the current legislation and consideration of a complete overhaul to ensure 

that the industry has a contemporary regulatory framework that is appropriate for the minerals industry of today 

and tomorrow. Commencing this process in late 2022 would provide an opportunity to fully benchmark best 

practice and full consultation within the next political cycle. 

 

Streamline Government documentation and systems 

The formation of the Department of Regional NSW (DRNSW) that includes both Mining, Exploration and 

Geoscience (MEG) and the Resources Regulator (RR) has been a great opportunity to reset and remedy 

longstanding bureaucratic issues. Industry has noted a recent improvement in the culture and service at MEG to 

align with the Government vision of customer service, as well as supporting and increasing minerals industry 

investment in NSW. 

Compliance requirements for the NSW minerals industry, however, can be impractical, overly prescriptive, and 

increase the administrative burden for minimal regulatory, community or environmental benefit. As an example, 

the Improved Management of Exploration Regulation (IMER) introduced in 2015 brought in some positive 

changes but has increased the administrative requirements and complexity of tenure management.  

AMEC strongly supports a clear, fair, and streamlined regulatory framework that meets compliance, community 

and environmental expectations. In NSW a holistic review of the regulatory framework is needed to ensure that 

regulation is up to date, risk-based and outcomes focussed. In many instances, recommended improvements 

may not need legislative changes but achieved through policy changes that could be approved and achieved by 

MEG. 

AMEC recommends the following improvements to Government documentation and systems: 

▪ Further improve the MEG websites – The current MEG and RR websites have benefited from some 

recent improvements but large parts are still confusing and difficult to navigate. The website is the 

shopfront of any organisation in 2022 and it must be welcoming, clear and contemporary to encourage 

investment in NSW. 

▪ Implement workable online portal/s – Both MEG and RR have independently developed online portals 

that should be linked and fully functional. The Titles Management System (TMS) has cost over $10 million 
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and RR online portal over $5 million3, but AMEC understands that there remains no schedule for these 

systems to work together. Having two separate systems leads to confusion for industry and significant 

duplication in both costs and administration and so must be remedied without delay. 

▪ Streamline the Government forms, guidelines and codes – In NSW the ‘cradle to grave’ process for 

an exploration licence (including application, one activity approval, renewal and relinquishment) requires 

review and/or completion of over 600 pages of NSW Government documentation including almost 200 

pages of forms and over 400 pages of guidance documents. This is a significant burden, especially for 

exploration companies that are typically small (often one to ten employees) who cannot afford to spend 

time and resources on unnecessary administration, as well as for Government to process and keep 

updated. AMEC understands that some of the forms are currently under review, but this project must be 

broadened to include all forms and ensure that the guidelines and codes are similarly updated and 

streamlined where possible as a matter of urgency.  

▪ Extend the role of the MEG concierge service – AMEC welcomes the recent initiative of the MEG 

concierge service, however the current scope and resourcing is limited. This service should be extended 

to support intra-Government issues for exploration (for example the difficulties, costs, and time associated 

with exploring on Crown land and in State Forests) and project development (with Planning, biodiversity, 

etc.) as well as issues for current operators (for example finding water, EPA licencing and infrastructure 

issues).  

▪ Continue to prioritise the elimination of the backlog on tenure processing – AMEC supports the 

recent work by MEG to prioritse the backlog on tenure process with the ‘Aged Dealings’ team. Instilling 

processes to prevent the creation of future backlogs should also be a priority for Government.  

 

Review and streamline land access for exploration  

The current requirements for land access for exploration are complex, time consuming and expensive, often 

prohibitively expensive. Land access in NSW is regularly viewed as a ‘showstopper’ and key deterrent for 

industry investment.  

AMEC strongly recommends that the framework for land access be reviewed and amended to provide a 

process that is fair and equitable for both landholders and explorers, and acknowledges the rights, roles and 

responsibilities of each party. This should include:  

▪ Review the land access framework – Land access arrangements across similar jurisdictions should be 

reviewed and assessed for leading practice. Comparison of processes and costs for other similar 

activities in NSW should also be sought, for example the housing rental process and agreements for 

tenants and landlords, WHS disputes and processes, etc. 

▪ Review current cost structure – Cost is the most prohibitive issue for land access and special focus 

should be placed on the current costs and how they can be minimised and streamlined.  

▪ Review the current land access process – The current negotiation/mediation/arbitration and Court 

process is long, painful and especially costly for landholders and explorers alike, and it rarely supports 

what will need to be the future working relationship between explorer and landholder. Alternative 

 

3 https://www.regional.nsw.gov.au/about-us/Reports-and-publications 
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mechanisms and options to shorten the process should be considered. These could include a short circuit 

for the mediation/arbitration/Court process and alternative dispute mechanisms such as a Tribunal. 

▪ Consider and review the cost caps – Currently the Government has Gazetted cost caps for negotiation 

of an agreement but not for arbitration. AMEC understands that this process is currently under review. 

▪ Consider a streamlined process for reconnaissance activities – Until recently, low impact or 

reconnaissance exploration was undertaken with a verbal agreement between explorer and landholder 

(and continue for NSW fossickers and landholders). This was an opportunity for the development of trust 

and a good working relationship. Other jurisdictions have mechanisms to support access in these 

situations such as the informed verbal consent in Victoria and the Notice of Entry in Queensland. NSW 

would benefit from a similar mechanism to support access for reconnaissance activities for explorers, 

noting that for fossickers in NSW, these activities continue to be undertaken with a verbal agreement. 

▪ Review the significant improvement definition, costs and process – The matter of ‘significant 

improvements’ has been the subject of recent Court challenges. This issue requires a full review, 

including the matter of costs as there is currently no equity for explorers.  

 

Review security bonds structure to maximise the use of exploration funds  

Access to capital is one of the most critical issues for the mineral exploration sector. Any capital raised that is 

not directly related to exploration is seen as a disincentive to investors. The NSW Government currently holds 

over $3.4 billion4 in rehabilitation security deposits for the minerals industry, with $36.6 million (1% of the full 

security holdings) held for security over all mineral exploration tenure5.  

The minerals industry is committed to high environmental standards and understands the importance of security 

bonds to social licence. The current process, however, requires significant up-front capital to be provided to the 

Government. Capital that is tied to a bond, or bank guarantees that must be serviced by explorers and miners 

and reviewed and adjusted for every exploration activity have significant administrative costs for both industry 

and Government.  

The Amendment Bill includes some reforms to increase the activity threshold and provide for group securities 

but further steps are needed. AMEC provided the NSW Government (both Mining Exploration and Geoscience 

and the Resources Regulator) with a detailed submission on this matter, with a focus on the potential 

introduction of a pooled fund model in March 2020 and we look forward to working with Government on the next 

steps.  

AMEC recommends a full review the security bonds structure to maximise the use of exploration funds and 

assess the potential introduction of a pooled fund model. 

 

Expedite processes for critical minerals 

Currently, all minerals are governed by the same legislative requirements, with some changes for coal and 

petroleum. The Government has recently prioritised critical minerals and high-tech metals with a clear strategy. 

 

4 https://www.regional.nsw.gov.au/about-us/Reports-and-publications 
5 Exploration security deposits – Proposed reforms position paper, June 2021 
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Options for investment attraction for these important groups of minerals could include streamlined and fast-

tracked regulatory systems and processes. 

AMEC recommends that consideration should be given to opportunities to fast-track, simplify and streamline the 

process for the minerals that are critical for the future of NSW. 

 

Review, reduce and eliminate unnecessary penalties, fees and levies  

Currently NSW tenure holders may receive penalties for submission of late reports, inadequate reports, late 

payments or mistakes on applications that then lead to penalty infringement notices and other permanent 

records for the company that must be declared in all future applications. Similar activities such as late car 

registration payments or speeding in NSW incur fines or warning letters. This system deserves review to ensure 

that it is equitable and reasonable, as well as benchmarked with other jurisdictions.  

AMEC recommends that the penalties, fees and levies in NSW are reviewed and benchmarked to ensure that 

NSW has a fair, competitive and transparent regime that supports the development of the minerals sector. 

 

Consider alternatives to ensure that the best explorers secure tenure in NSW 

NSW deserves the best exploration programs performed by the most capable companies. Currently, for most 

mineral groups, allocation of new ground is on a ‘first past the post’ basis. This system puts pressure on 

companies to apply for tenure at midnight and is highly reliant on a fast internet connection and the efficiency of 

the tenure management system.  

A more equitable system may be to accept all applications for recently relinquished or new ground for a period 

of time (up to a month, as in other jurisdictions) to allow NSW Government to select the most suitable applicant 

rather than the one that had the most efficient computer. Industry consultation on an updated process would be 

needed to ensure that the process was fair and did not disadvantage new companies to NSW or the junior 

companies who often make the mineral discoveries6. 

AMEC recommends that consideration should be given to a system which allows a fair and transparent process 

for applying for new or recently relinquished ground. 

 

Review tenure advertising requirements 

With the recent closures of local papers in many regions, the requirement for companies to advertise new 

tenure locally is difficult. Replacing local advertising with state-wide or national papers does not generally fulfil 

the objective of informing local communities and attracts significant expense as well as potential unintended 

consequences. Alternative forms of communicating with local communities could be considered, such as a 

notice on the MEG website, as has recently been adopted in Victoria following similar issues. The Amendment 

Bill includes some reforms to tenure advertising and AMEC looks forward to further consultation during the 

drafting of the Regulation. 

 

6 https://minexconsulting.com/ 

https://minexconsulting.com/
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AMEC recommends that a full review of tenure advertising is considered with industry consultation to provide a 

contemporary process for communication with local communities. 

 

Fast track development opportunities to support economic growth minerals   

The application for a mining approval is a long and arduous process in NSW and often held up with intra-

Government delays. Industry members report that there is duplication and confusion between different 

Government departments and groups and this acts as a disincentive for investment. An example is the ongoing 

issues with Water NSW and NRAR as well as the importance of consistency for biodiversity requirements 

between NSW and the Commonwealth. These ‘choke points’ need to be identified, prioritised and streamlined.  

NSW Government has recently taken important steps to progress development applications including the 

welcome reforms to the Independent Planning Commission and the recent ‘fast-track’ processes and ‘one stop 

shop’ planning hubs. AMEC believes that minerals developments should be included in the recently introduced 

NSW Planning ‘fast-track’ processes and ‘one stop shop’ planning hubs. The concierge service at MEG could 

also support the minerals industry as ‘project champions’ and help work though the ‘maze’ of Government 

requirements and processes.  

AMEC recommends that the planning process is reviewed and streamlined to fast-track development 

opportunities to support economic growth and streamline intra-Government ‘choke-points’. 


