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Executive Summary 
Abandoned hardrock mines can pose serious environmental and public health risks across 
the globe. In regions from the western United States (US) to Canada’s boreal zones to 
Australia’s mineral-rich interior, thousands of inactive mine sites release heavy metals and 
acid mine drainage into waterways, resulting in damage to ecosystems, increased risk for 
downstream communities, and billions of dollars in cleanup costs for governments. 1 
Despite widespread recognition of the problem, legal liability and regulatory complexity 
have made it difficult for non-governmental actors to step in and help. 
 
In December 2024, the US introduced a novel solution. The Good Samaritan Remediation 
of Abandoned Hardrock Mines Act (Good Samaritan Act) created a federally managed 
pilot program that authorizes up to 15 third-party cleanup projects. 2  These "Good 
Samaritans” can be individuals or organizations with no prior 
connection to the contamination. They are granted time-
limited liability protection allowing them to remediate mine 
waste without risking exposure to federal environmental 
penalties. The pilot program is designed to test a narrowly 
tailored legal carveout that encourages cleanup while 
maintaining the US Environmental Protection Agency’s 
(EPA’s) regulatory oversight. 
 
This white paper offers a practical framework for policy leaders and regulators to consider 
as they confront similar remediation challenges. Drawing on the structure, limitations, and 
policy rationale of the Good Samaritan Act, we identify key features that may be 
considered in other jurisdictions if adapted to each unique policy and regulatory context. 
While legal and environmental contexts vary, the core concept of creating a safe, well-
regulated space for voluntary cleanups has broad applicability. Our goal is to equip 

 
1 Action Canada. (2025). Waste not: Unlocking critical and strategic mineral opportunities in Canada’s 
tailings. https://actioncanada.ca/publications/waste-not/ 
  Australian Geographic. (2022, July 19). Australia’s abandoned mines: Rehabilitated. 
https://www.australiangeographic.com.au/topics/history-culture/2022/07/australias-abandoned-mines-
rehabilitated/ 
2 US Congress. (2024). Good Samaritan Remediation of Abandoned Hardrock Mines Act of 2024, Pub. L. 
No. 118-155, 138 Stat. 1692. https://www.congress.gov/bill/118th-congress/senate-bill/2781 

While legal and 
environmental contexts 
vary, the core concept of 
creating a safe, well-
regulated space for 

voluntary cleanups has 
broad applicability. 

https://actioncanada.ca/publications/waste-not/
https://www.australiangeographic.com.au/topics/history-culture/2022/07/australias-abandoned-mines-rehabilitated/
https://www.australiangeographic.com.au/topics/history-culture/2022/07/australias-abandoned-mines-rehabilitated/
https://www.congress.gov/bill/118th-congress/senate-bill/2781
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policymakers with a flexible template, and options that balance environmental 
improvement and protection with legal feasibility. 
 
With legacy pollution growing more urgent and government budgets increasingly strained, 
now is the time to explore smart legal tools that empower trusted third parties to take 
action. The Good Samaritan model provides an important real-world experiment, and a 
potential turning point in the mission to remediate abandoned mines. 
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The Problem 
Around the world, abandoned and inactive hardrock mines represent a significant, 
lingering environmental liability. In the United States, it is estimated there are more than 
500,000 abandoned mine features, with similar challenges in other jurisdictions, 
including Canada and Australia, where historic mining booms left thousands of operations 
shuttered without proper closure or cleanup.3 While some of these sites are relatively 
stable, many continue to release harmful contaminants into the environment decades after 
mining has ceased. 
 
The environmental impacts of abandoned mines can be far-reaching. Leaching from waste 
rock and tailings can introduce toxic heavy metals like arsenic, lead, and cadmium into 
rivers, lakes, and groundwater. Acid mine drainage, a chemical reaction between sulfide 
minerals and air or water, can acidify water systems to the point where they can no longer 
support aquatic life. The problem is often worse in remote, or sparsely populated regions 
that were heavily targeted for mining and have been left abandoned without remediation 
efforts. The complexity of managing sites in remote regions, along with the high cost of 
intervention, results in contamination often going unaddressed.4 
 
Communities living near these sites can face serious health and safety concerns. 
Contaminated drinking water, dust exposure, and degraded lands all contribute to long-
term health risks and social impacts. In many regions, these burdens are disproportionately 
borne by Indigenous communities and rural populations, where access to political capital 
or technical support can be limited. 
 
While progress to identify and remediate abandoned mine sites is being made, the reality 
is that these efforts, in totality, are inadequate when compared to the vast scope of the 
problem. Public agencies often lack the funding to inventory the thousands of abandoned 
mine sites and, when remediation is possible, it can be challenging to tackle cleanup at 
scale. While agencies have made progress in remediation of abandoned mines, private 

 
3 U.S. Government Accountability Office. (2020). Abandoned Hardrock Mines: Information on Number of 
Mines, Expenditures, and Factors That Limit Efforts to Address Hazards (GAO-20-238). 
https://www.gao.gov/products/gao-20-238 
4 Cooperative Research Centre for Transformations in Mining Economies (CRC TiME). (2022). Towards an 
inventory of abandoned mines in Australia (Final Report, Project 4.5). https://crctime.com.au/macwp/wp-
content/uploads/2022/04/Project-4.5_Final-Report_18-Jan-2022.pdf 

https://www.gao.gov/products/gao-20-238
https://www.gao.gov/products/gao-20-238
https://www.gao.gov/products/gao-20-238
https://crctime.com.au/macwp/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/Project-4.5_Final-Report_18-Jan-2022.pdf
https://crctime.com.au/macwp/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/Project-4.5_Final-Report_18-Jan-2022.pdf
https://crctime.com.au/macwp/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/Project-4.5_Final-Report_18-Jan-2022.pdf
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actors that are willing and experienced in remediation are discouraged by the potential 
legal and financial risks. In many jurisdictions, environmental legislation places strict liability 
on anyone involved in remediation efforts, even when they have no connection to the 
original pollution. This means an individual or entity (whether they be nonprofits, public-
private partnership, or local government) attempting to clean up an old mine could end 
up legally responsible for the site under laws like the US Clean Water Act (CWA), Canada’s 
Environmental Protection Act or Australia's Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act.5 
 
A key challenge is that abandoned mine cleanup can be technically complex and 
financially burdensome. At some sites, reprocessing tailings and/or waste rock to produce 
metals can be part of the solution by removing and stabilizing waste, offsetting cleanup 
costs, and producing valuable minerals, including critical minerals. Under current 
regulatory programs, projects can require millions of dollars, years of regulatory approvals, 
and ongoing maintenance and water treatment. Without some form of legal assurance or 
risk mitigation, most organizations, regardless of their structure (community-driven, 
philanthropic, corporate, etc.), are unwilling to get involved. The result is remediation 
gridlock: sites continue to pollute or create safety issues, and those willing to help are kept 
on the sidelines. 
   

The US Good Samaritan Act 
In December 2024, the US took a long-awaited first step toward solving one of its most 
persistent environmental challenges: the remediation of abandoned hardrock mines. 
Passed with bipartisan support, the Good Samaritan Remediation of Abandoned Hardrock 
Mines Act (Public Law 118–155) authorizes a seven-year pilot program to test whether 
carefully regulated liability relief can unlock voluntary cleanups at sites that would 
otherwise remain contaminated indefinitely.6 
 

 
5 Government of Canada. (1999). Canadian Environmental Protection Act, 1999. https://laws-
lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/acts/c-15.31/ 
  Australian Government. (1999). Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999. 
https://www.antarctica.gov.au/antarctic-operations/stations/other-locations/heard-island/protection-and-
management/legislation/epbc-act-and-regulations/ 
6 U.S. Congress. Good Samaritan Act, Pub. L. No. 118–155. 

https://laws-lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/acts/c-15.31/
https://laws-lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/acts/c-15.31/
https://www.antarctica.gov.au/antarctic-operations/stations/other-locations/heard-island/protection-and-management/legislation/epbc-act-and-regulations/
https://www.antarctica.gov.au/antarctic-operations/stations/other-locations/heard-island/protection-and-management/legislation/epbc-act-and-regulations/
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Nonprofits, local governments, and community groups have long expressed interest in 
cleaning up these sites, yet they have been hamstrung by the country’s environmental 
liability laws, particularly the CWA and the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) (the federal Superfund statute).7 Under these 
laws, even well-intentioned third parties can become legally responsible for long-term 
pollution simply by intervening to help. The US Good Samaritan Act (the Act) aims to break 
this gridlock by offering a limited, controlled carveout: liability protection for third-party 
actors who meet stringent eligibility criteria and operate under an EPA-issued permit. A 
unique feature of the Act is that it allows for the reprocessing of minerals from tailings and 
waste rock to help fund or offset the cost of remediation.  
 
The passage of the Act reflects years of bipartisan negotiation and advocacy. Previous, 
more expansive versions of the legislation stalled in Congress, largely due to concerns 
about weakening core pollution laws and conflicts over larger policy reforms that sought 
sweeping mining law reform. By limiting the number of permitted pilot projects to 15 and 
requiring extensive oversight, the final version of the Act is an effort to strike a balance 
between policy innovation to address liability and environmental safeguards. 
 
Leading sponsors of the legislation included Senators Martin Heinrich (D-New Mexico) and 
Jim Risch (R-Idaho); this reflects strong support from western states, where legacy 
hardrock mining impacts are most significant. The bill was endorsed by a broad coalition 
of stakeholders, including tribal governments, conservation groups, state environmental 
agencies, mining companies and associations, technology companies, and mining-
impacted communities. Its bipartisan passage signals a shared recognition that the status 
quo of policy and legal inertia in the face of growing environmental harm is no longer 
acceptable. Including the reprocessing of mine waste at abandoned mine sites in the Act 
added fuel to the reform movement as mine waste can be a source of critical minerals. 
While this is significant, the Act strictly limits the use of profits from reprocessing waste to 
the off-setting of costs incurred for remediation. Funds generated from the sale of minerals 

 
7 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. (n.d.). Summary of the Clean Water Act. 
https://www.epa.gov/laws-regulations/summary-clean-water-act 
  U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. (n.d.). Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, 
and Liability Act (CERCLA). https://www.epa.gov/superfund/superfund-cercla-overview 

https://www.epa.gov/laws-regulations/summary-clean-water-act
https://www.epa.gov/laws-regulations/summary-clean-water-act
https://www.epa.gov/laws-regulations/summary-clean-water-act
https://www.epa.gov/superfund/superfund-cercla-overview
https://www.epa.gov/superfund/superfund-cercla-overview
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that exceed site-specific project costs are transferred to a federal fund to help remediate 
other sites.  
 
The Act outlines a targeted, testable framework, summarized below, to assess whether 
liability protections can safely facilitate mine remediation allowing for future expansion of 
the approach.8 
 
Good Samaritan Framework 

Permit Cap and Timeline (Sec. 4(a)(1), (3)):  
¾ The EPA may issue up to 15 permits to Good Samaritans. 

Eligibility Requirements (Sec. 2(1)(a)(i)): 
¾ Sites must be abandoned or inactive from legacy non-coal hardrock mining (Sec. 

2(1)(a)(i)). 
¾ There is not a responsible party that can be held accountable for waste or current 

liability for the site. 
¾ The project must pose an EPA-defined ‘low environmental risk’ and be focused 

on remediation, not resource extraction, though metals can be extracted from 
waste to help offset remediation costs. 

Applicant Criteria (Sec. 4(b)): The permit applicant must: 
¾ Have no prior role in creating the pollution; 
¾ Demonstrate technical capacity and financial resources to complete the cleanup; 

and 
¾ Not be subject to environmental enforcement related to the site. 

Liability Shield (Sec. 4(n)): 

¾ Good Samaritans operating in compliance with their permit are not subject to 
enforcement or liability under the CWA or CERCLA. 

¾ State and Tribal laws must also provide immunity aligned with federal guidelines. 

  

 
8 US Congress. Good Samaritan Act, Pub. L. No. 118–155. 
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Transparency and Oversight (Sec. 4(j), (I)): 

¾ Projects must undergo National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)9 environmental 
review, including public comment. 

¾ Permit terms are time-limited; work must commence within 18 months of the date 
the permit is issued, or the permit will be revoked. 

Reprocessing Provisions (Sec. 4(f)(4)(B)): 

¾ Reprocessing of mine waste is permitted but must be used to fund remediation; 
any surplus funds go into a federal fund that can be used at other abandoned 
sites.  

¾ On federal land, express authorization by the land management agency is 
required. 

While the Act is narrowly scoped, its underlying principle of a safe legal space for voluntary 
environmental action has broader relevance. For countries where similar liability concerns 
discourage third-party cleanups, the Act offers a valuable policy laboratory. Its careful 
balance of regulatory control, legal flexibility, and public accountability provides a blueprint 
and a set of principles that could influence similar programs around the world.10 

 
How It Is Working So Far 
Though the Act is still in the early stages of implementation, the groundwork is being laid 
for a potentially transformative shift in how the US approaches cleanup of abandoned 
hardrock mines. The pilot program's deliberate design means progress will be incremental, 
but even the initial developments offer insight into how the model may evolve and what 
policymakers and stakeholders in the US and other countries can learn from its roll-out. 
 

 
9 National Environmental Policy Act to enforce environmental protection: https://www.epa.gov/laws-
regulations/summary-national-environmental-policy-act  
10 Hogan, C. M. (2006). The Canadian Orphaned/Abandoned Mines Program. In Proceedings of the 7th 
International Conference on Acid Rock Drainage (Vol. 1, pp. 774–786). https://www.asrs.us/wp-
content/uploads/2021/09/0774-Hogan.pdf 
  Senate Environment and Communications References Committee. (2018). Rehabilitation of mining and 
resources projects as it relates to Commonwealth responsibilities. Parliament of Australia. 
https://www.aph.gov.au/-/media/Committees/ec_ctte/MiningandResources/Report/report.pdf 

https://www.epa.gov/laws-regulations/summary-national-environmental-policy-act
https://www.epa.gov/laws-regulations/summary-national-environmental-policy-act
https://www.asrs.us/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/0774-Hogan.pdf
https://www.asrs.us/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/0774-Hogan.pdf
https://www.asrs.us/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/0774-Hogan.pdf
https://www.aph.gov.au/-/media/Committees/ec_ctte/MiningandResources/Report/report.pdf
https://www.aph.gov.au/-/media/Committees/ec_ctte/MiningandResources/Report/report.pdf
https://www.aph.gov.au/-/media/Committees/ec_ctte/MiningandResources/Report/report.pdf
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Since the law’s passage in December 2024, the EPA has begun building the administrative 
infrastructure necessary to evaluate permit applications and oversee the pilot program.11 
This includes drafting permitting guidance, establishing eligibility criteria, and initiating 
interagency coordination with the Department of the Interior, other federal agencies, and 
affected state governments. Based on current information, the EPA is likely to begin 
accepting applications in October 2025, though this is not yet definitive. 
 
As of early 2025, stakeholders have already begun preparing potential applications. 
Nonprofit groups, conservation organizations, and state agencies are identifying 
abandoned mine sites and assembling project teams. These early-stage efforts are 
focusing on low-risk sites where the environmental improvement of remediation can be 
clearly demonstrated in the required timeframe, and where legal land ownership and 
liability questions are relatively straightforward. 
 
The Act has also catalyzed broader data-gathering efforts. Several organizations are 
building site inventories and screening tools to help identify candidate projects, which are 
critical steps for scaling the model in the future. These tools may serve as a template for 
regulators in other jurisdictions interested in applying a similar framework. 
 
The Act has drawn strong support from a diverse set of stakeholders. Many environmental 
NGOs, especially those involved in watershed restoration and habitat recovery, have 
welcomed the opportunity to engage in cleanup without incurring crippling legal risk.12 
State agencies and local governments see the pilot as a way to stretch limited public funds 
by partnering with qualified third parties. Mining-impacted communities, including many 
in Indigenous and rural areas, have expressed cautious optimism that long-ignored sites 
may finally see progress. 
 

 
11 U.S. Congress, Good Samaritan Act, § 4. 
12 Maloy, C. (2024, December 11). Bipartisan Bill to Clean Up Abandoned Hardrock Mines Passes House. 
U.S. House of Representatives. https://maloy.house.gov/news/documentsingle.aspx?DocumentID=1376 
  Risch, J. E. (2023, November 8). WHAT THEY ARE SAYING: Good Samaritan Remediation of Abandoned      
Hardrock Mines Act Gains Broad Support. U.S. Senate. 
https://www.risch.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/2023/11/what-they-are-saying-good-samaritan-
remediation-of-abandoned-hardrock-mines-act-gains-broad-support 

https://maloy.house.gov/news/documentsingle.aspx?DocumentID=1376
https://maloy.house.gov/news/documentsingle.aspx?DocumentID=1376
https://www.risch.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/2023/11/what-they-are-saying-good-samaritan-remediation-of-abandoned-hardrock-mines-act-gains-broad-support
https://www.risch.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/2023/11/what-they-are-saying-good-samaritan-remediation-of-abandoned-hardrock-mines-act-gains-broad-support
https://www.risch.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/2023/11/what-they-are-saying-good-samaritan-remediation-of-abandoned-hardrock-mines-act-gains-broad-support
https://www.risch.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/2023/11/what-they-are-saying-good-samaritan-remediation-of-abandoned-hardrock-mines-act-gains-broad-support
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That said, some environmental groups and legal analysts remain wary. Their concern is 
that even well-intentioned cleanups, if not properly monitored, could disturb hazardous 
materials or create new risks. The Act seeks balance, and the EPA has indicated that it will 
proceed carefully with pilots.  Likewise, the project proponents we are aware of are 
planning projects with these concerns in mind.    
 
Another significant issue is the provision allowing limited reprocessing of mine waste to 
fund cleanup efforts. Supporters argue this makes projects financially viable by addressing 
pollution caused by metals leaching and achieving strategic goals as these sites could 
supply critical minerals. Some caution that it could open the door to commercial 
exploitation that should be regulated under a different program. The pilot structure, with 
its tight federal controls and limited scope, was designed to test these tensions in a 
responsible and measured way. 
 
If successful, the pilot program could mark a turning point in US environmental policy. The 
liability shield, combined with targeted oversight and public accountability, and the 
potential to produce revenue from minerals, could unlock hundreds of future cleanups 
that would otherwise remain stalled. It may also lay the groundwork for permanent 
legislation that expands beyond the pilot and formalizes the Good Samaritan model 
nationwide. If this occurs, the lessons from the pilots will help inform future policy. 
 
Perhaps most importantly, the Act is already reshaping the conversation around who can 
and should be part of solving legacy pollution. By creating legal room for persons and 
entities to act, the US is testing a new model of public–private partnership that could help 
address thousands of sites federal and state agencies cannot remediate alone. 
 
The emerging lessons from the pilot program should be invaluable in the US and for other 
jurisdictions. From how to define eligible sites to how to manage liability and ensure 
environmental accountability to the deployment of innovative, low impact technology to 
reprocess waste, the first phase of the Good Samaritan program is setting a precedent. 
While the outcomes remain to be seen, the early signals suggest, with the use of the right 
legal and policy tools, the cleanup of abandoned mines can shift from an intractable 
burden to a shared opportunity. 
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Global Remediation Opportunities 
Abandoned mine remediation is a global challenge, but the legal, political, and geological 
contexts vary by country. While the US Good Samaritan Act provides a promising model, 
its success abroad depends on thoughtful adoption and adaptation based on applying 
core principles to the unique policy and regulatory features of other jurisdictions. We are 
committed to sharing learnings from the US pilot program to support policy innovation 
internationally. We believe mining communities and taxpayers in numerous jurisdictions, 
especially where liability concerns block progress on remediation, may benefit from 
innovation building from the core element of the US pilot, creating legal space for third-
party cleanups. We recognize different jurisdictions will need to tailor the approach to fit 
their own systems of governance, environmental law, and stakeholder engagement. 
 
Addressing the legacy of abandoned mines requires tailored approaches that consider the 
unique geological, environmental, and socio-economic contexts of each site. 
Collaborative efforts involving government agencies, industry stakeholders, and local and 
Indigenous communities are essential to develop and implement effective remediation 
strategies. The Act’s feature and encouragement of collaboration is what brings significant 
value. Here we highlight a number of early, emerging lessons from experience in the US 
and other jurisdictions, for policy leaders and stakeholders: 
 

1. Create a Legal Framework for Limited Liability, With Caution 

¾ Establish liability exemptions for qualifying third-party actors, limited to the scope 
of approved remediation. 

¾ Ensure protections extend across jurisdictions (i.e., states, territories, regions).  
¾ Condition exemptions on transparent permitting processes, ensuring fit-for-

purpose impact assessments and public engagement to maintain accountability. 

2. Pilot First, Then Scale 

¾ Launch pilot programs to evaluate the effectiveness of liability relief and 
interagency coordination. Programs could be multi-jurisdictional led by a state, 
province, or territory.  

¾ Start small. Pilot first at a limited number of qualified sites, then scale. 
¾ Use pilots to identify gaps and risks for the site, collect site data, build permitting 

capacity, and start stakeholder communication. 
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¾ Embed a formal review process to determine whether the pilot should be 
expanded, revised, or institutionalized. 

¾ Adapt and develop guidance throughout the process—with a small number of 
sites this can be a collaborative learning process between agencies, proponents, 
and stakeholders. An incremental structure builds credibility while allowing 
regulators to learn by doing. 

3. Develop a Public Inventory of Eligible Sites that Recognizes Local Priorities 
¾ Continue work on, and make publicly accessible, national site registries that 

catalog abandoned mine features, mine waste sites, and tailings storage 
facilities.13 Pilot programs can create incentives for governments to continue 
funding efforts to catalog sites. 

¾ Develop screening criteria that reflect environmental risk, land ownership, and 
potential for low-impact remediation. 

¾ Integrate information with Indigenous land governance data to ensure cultural, 
legal, and environmental considerations are accounted for from the start.14 

¾ Recognize local priorities and existing efforts, especially where agencies, 
Indigenous governments, NGOs, academics and mining companies have already 
initiated work to prioritize and select potential sites.  

4. Align with Critical Mineral Recovery Goals 

¾ Recognize that remining waste can be a new source of critical minerals essential 
to the energy transition and national security, abandoned sites can contribute to 
this supply, and reprocessing can be a financial mechanism to fund cleanups – 
but only if done within a clear legal and environmental framework. 

¾ Define remediation-first principles so that reprocessing supports this goal (i.e., 
reprocessing is allowed on orphaned sites only if it supports and funds 
environmental cleanup, otherwise remining should occur under other programs).  

¾ Incorporate Indigenous consent and partnership models to ensure that 
reprocessing projects on or near Indigenous lands uphold rights and long-term 
sustainability goals. 

 
13 Action Canada, Waste Not. 
14 Impact Assessment Agency of Canada. (2024). Guidance: Indigenous Participation in Impact Assessment. 
https://www.canada.ca/en/impact-assessment-agency/services/policy-guidance/practitioners-guide-
impact-assessment-act/guidance-indigenous-participation-ia.html 

https://www.canada.ca/en/impact-assessment-agency/services/policy-guidance/practitioners-guide-impact-assessment-act/guidance-indigenous-participation-ia.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/impact-assessment-agency/services/policy-guidance/practitioners-guide-impact-assessment-act/guidance-indigenous-participation-ia.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/impact-assessment-agency/services/policy-guidance/practitioners-guide-impact-assessment-act/guidance-indigenous-participation-ia.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/impact-assessment-agency/services/policy-guidance/practitioners-guide-impact-assessment-act/guidance-indigenous-participation-ia.html
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¾ Coordinate with environmental and resource agencies or ministries to manage 
projects that sit at the intersection of cleanup and mineral development. 

5. Build Alliances and Reach New Constituencies  

¾ Frame Good Samaritan laws and similar reforms as a public–private solution that 
benefit local and Indigenous communities, taxpayers, ecosystems, and the mining 
sector. 

¾ Use the pilot-scale legislation to overcome political gridlock while maintaining 
environmental credibility. 

¾ Build multi-sector coalitions, including Indigenous leaders, sports and outdoors 
groups, environmental NGOs, municipalities, and mining companies, to advocate 
for reform. 

¾ Recruit new constituencies like technology innovators (e.g., those that are 
developing low-impact, clean tech to create waste or restore sites), technology 
investors, downstream companies that use minerals in their products, restoration 
specialists, and others.  

 

Conclusion 
We see policy innovation like the Good Samaritan Act as an opportunity to resolve long-
standing legal and political barriers by utilizing well-structured pilots that allow stepwise 
improvement that will build confidence as things progress. With this approach, efforts like 
this can be the catalyst for transformative progress in legacy mine remediation. 
 
The environmental and public health risks posed by abandoned hardrock mines are not 
new, but the tools to address them are evolving. The Good Samaritan Remediation Act 
has created a promising policy pathway; we now need to prove that with the right legal 
protections and regulatory structure, willing third parties can play a meaningful role in 
cleaning up legacy mine pollution.15 This approach has the potential to break decades of 
policy gridlock by making remediation not only possible, but practical. 
 
The US pilot program offers more than a model – it offers momentum and the potential 
to find practical solutions that address strict environmental liability laws, fragmented 

 
15 U.S. Congress, Good Samaritan Act. 
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jurisdictional authority, underfunded public programs, and long lists of contaminated sites. 
The case for policy and legal innovation has never been stronger as global demand for 
critical minerals accelerates so do the public and Indigenous expectations for regulations 
and just processed in the mining industry.  
 
Innovation on legacy mine waste at abandoned mine sites can be designed to reflect 
national legal structures, uphold Indigenous rights, and maintain high environmental 
standards. With targeted legislation, cross-agency coordination, and transparent 
permitting processes, we can unlock the capacity of nonprofit organizations, local 
communities, and responsible actors to contribute to mine site restoration. 
 
The need is urgent, but the solution is feasible. The groundwork has been laid. What is 
required now is leadership, creativity, and the political will to build legal frameworks that 
encourage action rather than delays. 
 


