
1. Our approach to stakeholder engagement? 

Doctors for the Environment Australia (DEA) is an independent, self-funded, non- government 
organisation of medical doctors in all Australian States and Territories. Our members work across all 
specialties including within communities, hospitals, private practice and academia. We work to prevent 
and address the health risks – local, national and global – caused by damage to our natural 
environment. We are a public health voice in the sphere of environmental health with a primary focus on 
the health harms from environmental damage, pollution and climate change.  

DEA welcomes the risk-based approach to earth resources regulation. However, it is crucial to 

acknowledge that some risks are unknown at the beginning of a project and only become evident once 

work has started. Essential to a rigorous risk-based approach are comprehensive base line studies on 

the quality of soil and water, and air quality (especially particle emissions) around the site before work 

has commenced.  

Building on experiences between farmers and gas drilling operators in other states, in the absence 

of baseline studies, contamination and pollution by exploration and mining activities cannot be proved 

and so cannot be attributed to such activities.  For example the Condamine River in Queensland has 

areas of freely bubbling methane gas. This may be a natural phenomenon as the nearby gas-drilling 

company has claimed, but there were no baseline studies done in the area. As there is no proof of the 

gas source, the mining company cannot been held accountable (rightly or wrongly), and therefore has 

no financial liability for any consequent environmental damage. 

https://www.dnrm.qld.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0005/119669/condamine-river-gas-seep.pdf 

 

2. Our principles and commitment? 

 

Transparency and information are imperatives, and access to decision making procedures is important 

to stakeholders when health and environmental safety are concerned. 

 

3. Our engagement responsibility 

 

It is disappointing that there are different industry consultation requirements across different legislations. 

Those industries with less rigorous requirements have no imperative for stakeholder engagement 

commitments, however clear your engagement responsibility is. For example, the oil industry has less 

stringent requirements for EIA or HIA than the mining industry. The regulatory and consultation 

procedure for all Acts has to be unified.  

 

4. Our engagement methodology? 

 Regarding methodology, DEA requests that stakeholders have adequate time to prepare submissions 

and comments. Many States only offer four weeks, which is inadequate time for complicated issues.  

In addition, transparency for all government decisions is necessary. Stakeholders should have access to 

the decision making process of EIA and HIA requirements, and the decisions to involve the EPA or the 

Health Department of the state. Currently, those decisions have been made ‘behind closed doors’. 

Transparency must extend to the detail of the basis of which decisions are made, which is integral to 

confidence building amongst the stakeholders.  

5. Our engagement objectives? 

No comment. 

6. Any other comments? 

 

DEA welcomes the initiative of releasing a draft stakeholder engagement strategy for Earth 

https://www.dnrm.qld.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0005/119669/condamine-river-gas-seep.pdf


Resources regulation in Victoria. DEA supports the health and well-being of Victorians as the first 

priority, and we support any moves to better ensure resource developments do not present 

environmental and health risks.  

However, communities are concerned about reports of environmental and health problems that 

have arisen from mining and gas drilling activities both in Victoria and interstate. It may be argued that 

the public has lost confidence in the ability of regulators to make meaningful changes in the absence of 

effective compliance strategies, with clearly inadequate compliance tools and ineffective prosecution 

and enforcement activities. Many recent examples of poor regulation and poor responses to problems 

can be cited. The Morwell coal mine fire and its attendant health issues is an obvious one. 

http://dea.org.au/images/uploads/submissions/Hazelwood_Coal_Mine_Fire_Inquiry_submission_08-

15.pdf   

Another example is the underground coal gasification (UCG) project in Chinchilla, in which prime 

farming land has been permanently damaged and dangerous gas emissions have put the health of 

workers at risk. Despite community concern, the project was allowed to go ahead, and as the company 

involved has now gone into liquidation, the cost of any rehabilitation and compensation is likely to be 

borne by the taxpayer. Any further UCG projects have been banned in Queensland but that does not 

allow for the fact the risks were inadequately assessed in the first place. 

https://www.dnrm.qld.gov.au/our-department/policies-initiatives/mining-resources/resources-

policies/underground-coal-gasification  

For effective risk management, baseline studies, monitoring and evaluation are imperative.  But 

even on current projects, this is poorly done. For example, current monitoring and reporting practices for 

air quality in the Latrobe Valley are generally inadequate to fully protect public health from exposures to 

pollutants and inform communities of their exposures. 

http://dea.org.au/images/uploads/submissions/Submission_to_the_National_Clean_Air_Agreement_04-

15.pdf  

http://www.cleanairaction.net.au/latrobe_valley_fs 

Whilst a stakeholder engagement strategy is a way for communities and individuals to have their 

concerns heard, ultimately it is the compliance strategy and its implementation that will begin to restore 

public confidence in safeguards of our health and the environment.  

DEA would like to take this opportunity to stress the importance of the dual imperatives of tackling 

climate change and upholding Victoria’s renewable energy target when considering new applications for 

gas drilling and coal mining in our state. There is a global imperative to reduce the burning of fossil 

fuels, as agreed on by 170 world leaders in Paris last year, and Victorians now have opportunities to 

invest in renewable energy. While the statement on Page 4 promising "that resource developments do 

not pose environmental and public health risks", we must remember that we are part of a world 

environment where everyone will be affected if we do not honour our pledges made in Paris. To honour 

these, Australia must keep about 90% of its known coal reserves and about 50% of known coal and gas 

reserves in the ground for the moment for only a 75% chance of keeping mean global temperature 

increase to les than 2 degree C. All fossil fuel exploration therefore must be constrained by this 

requirement.  

If Victoria can uphold a commitment to renewable energy and reduce the burning of fossil fuels, it 

will become a model for other states and make a huge contribution to Australia.  

http://dea.org.au/images/uploads/submissions/VIC_Renewable_Energy_Roadmap_submission_09-

15.pdf 

http://dea.org.au/images/uploads/submissions/Australias_climate_policy_options_submission_02-

16.pdf 

http://www.climatecouncil.org.au/unburnable-carbon-why-we-need-to-leave-fossil-fuels-in-the-ground 
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