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Since its discovery in mid-2012, the gold mine in Buru Regency has not stopped 

attracting the attention of many parties. Controversies covering gold mining areas, 

attractions, socio-cultural changes and environmental damage are issues surrounding the 

area. The development of the mining sector to support economic development in Buru 

Regency needs to be seriously studied, especially on the impact it has on the communities 

around the mining area. Various experiences throughout Indonesia, gold mining activities 

in advancing local communities are questioned. The mining activity also has the potential 

to even give birth to conflicts of various parties; government, mining companies and 

community groups. Whereas mining should provide the greatest benefit to the 

surrounding community, because they receive a direct impact from these activities. The 

study of the socio-economic impact of gold mining in Buru Regency has significance, 

especially in the area around the mining site. 

In general, this study aims to analyze the socio-economic impact of gold mining 

in Buru Regency. In particular, this study aims to (1) identify people's perceptions of gold 

mining activities; (2) estimate the economic impact of gold mining activities; (3) identify 

social impacts; (4) analyze policy alternatives in gold mining activities. Through this 

research examined the socio-economic impact of mining in four villages located around 

the gold mining area, namely Namlea Village, Masarete Village, Kaki Air Village, and 

Sanleko Village. The methods used in this study are qualitative descriptive anaisis, likert 

scale, productivity change analysis, multiplier effect and multi criteria decision analysis. 

Qualitative descriptive anaisis is used to identify the social impact that occurs due 

to gold mining activities on the community around the gold mining area. The likert scale 

is used to identify people's perception of gold mining activities in Buru Regency. 

Analysis of changes in productivity, multiplier effect is used to analyze the value of 

economic benefits and losses of gold mining activities in Buru Regency. Multi criteria 

decision analysis is used to formulate alternative policies of the Buru Regency 

government in the utilization and management of gold mining to the welfare of the 

community around the mining area.  

The results of this study showed that public perception of the importance of the 

existence of gold mining was known to 61 respondents (57%) expressed importance. The 

community argues that mining activities provide income for those who open businesses 

and who become miners. Meanwhile, 46 respondents (43%) think the existence of mining 

is not important. The community argues that the existence of mining is less profitable for 

the community around the mining area, in addition to also resulting in deteriorating 

environmental quality to the detriment of people who act as fishermen and farmers 

around the mining area. 

Regarding the level of public comfort to the impact of the existence of mining, it 

is known that as many as 45 respondents (42%) are disturbed by the existence of mining 

activities. In general, the forms of disturbances felt include noise, road damage, and also 

dust, especially the distance of the mining area to the community house is quite close. In 

addition, other forms of disturbance are dirty sea water, especially during the rainy season 

and agricultural areas that are always inundated by water and affect agricultural products. 

Agricultural conditions that are always inundated by water result in changes in 

productivity that affect changes in farmers' incomes. Then as many as 62 respondents 

(58%) who did not feel disturbed by mining activities. 
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Furthermore, based on the results of identification of more complex societal 

perceptions of the existence of mining, among others, social, economic, and 

environmental impacts. The first category is the perception of social impact explaining 

that the community has a good relationship with immigrant miners, most of the 

respondents, namely as many as 57 respondents (48.6%). Meanwhile, the majority of the 

public argues that migrant miners are considered very less social with the local 

community. This causes a gap between the community and migrant miners so that it is 

not uncommon to cause conflict. Furthermore, in the second indicator, namely in the 

statement of the existence of mining creates jobs for the community, as many as 88 

respondents (82.3%) answered in agreement. Most people think positively because 

mining makes business opportunities for some communities, namely by opening a 

business provider of goods and services, food stalls, lodging that provides daily needs for 

miners. 

The third statement is that there is a shift in employment in the community 

around the mining area, as many as 82 respondents (76.6%) responded in agreement. This 

is because people who initially worked as farmers, fishermen, construction workers 

switched to miners and opened businesses providing goods and services for mining 

activities. Thus, in the category of perception of social impact is obtained the total 

number of scores as much as 1099. That is, on the overall social impact of society argues 

agree to the statement given. 

In the second category, perception of economic impact showed that 95 

respondents (88.8%) agreed with the statement of business development by the 

community. In addition, the second economic impact statement in the form of increasing 

income from the existence of mining activities as many as 61 respondents (57.1%) 

answered in agreement. This is because the previously uncertain earnings of miners per 

month, after becoming the mining company's workforce becomes increasing. In addition, 

for business actors providing goods and services for mining activities, their income is 

increasing because of the large number of miners that have an impact on business unit 

actors. 

For the third economic impact statement is the change in income, 63 respondents 

(58.9%) said they agreed that there was a change in income due to mining activity. This 

income change is felt by the community who become miners and business actors 

providing goods and services for mining activities in the form of increased income, while 

what is felt by people who work as fishermen and farmers is also the same, namely an 

increase in income. Thus, in this perception category obtained the number of scores as 

much as 1,740. That is, on the overall economic impact of the community argues agree to 

the statement given. 

In the third category, the perception of environmental impact explained that 64 

respondents (59.8%) said they disagreed with the statement of good mining 

environmental conditions, this means that the community considers that the mining 

environmental conditions are still not good and need efforts to improve environmental 

quality. Furthermore, 54 respondents (50.5%) disagreed with the statement that the 

community was not disturbed by the existence of mining. The community is disturbed by 

mining activities, one of which is dust, noise and also damage to the main road. 

The third statement related to environmental impact is good environmental and 

water quality, as many as 45 respondents (42.1%) disagree. This is due to the cloudy and 

muddy beach conditions. The fourth statement on good management of waste, as many 

respondents (45%) said they agreed enough. Thus, in the category of perception of 

environmental impact is obtained the number of scores as much as 1,124. That is, on the 

overall environmental impact of the community argues disapproval of the statement 

given. 

Gold mining activities are one of the economic activities that can contribute 

positively and negatively to local communities around the mining area. The results of the 



3 

 

survey of 30 respondents who are local residents who work as miners get an average 

wage in one month is Rp5,550,000 / month. The number of miners is 6,811 people 

consisting of 35% or 2,383 local workers and 75% or 4,427 non-local workers. Based on 

the data, the estimated economic benefits of local labor absorption amounted to Rp 

15,870,780,000. Meanwhile, the economic impact is not directly seen from the economic 

benefits on providers of goods and services for gold mining activities. The business unit 

that is widely cultivated in the mining area is a food stall by 54%. Then the lodging 

provider is 33%. 

Furthermore, for raw material providers by 13%, for providers of these raw 

materials provide drinking water (gallons), gasoline, and diesel. The revenue obtained by 

the largest business unit is the lodging business unit amounting to 54% of the total 

business unit revenue of Rp 648,000,000 / year. Then the food stall business unit is Rp 

293.940.000 / year. Next is the business unit of the raw material provider for mining 

activities which is Rp 259,200,000 / year. Based on the results of policy analysis, the 

optimal solution for alternative gold mining activity policies is to strengthen the local 

economy in the community around the gold mining area while considering environmental 

or environmental-based aspects and land reclamation of former mines that are currently 

still categorized quite severely due to the pressure of the level of waste pollution of gold 

processing chemicals, namely cyanide and mercury. 
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