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Perseverance Mine Accident � Adjournment Debate 
HON JON FORD (Mining and Pastoral) [10.01 pm]: I rise tonight to talk about a matter that happened last 
week whilst I was crook�I lost my voice; I am sure the government is disappointed that my voice has come 
back!  

Hon Norman Moore: No, we were very disappointed that you lost it! 

Hon Simon O�Brien: We�d rather you were still out looking for it!  

Hon JON FORD: Well, I found it�there we go! 

I wish to talk about answers given by the Leader of the House in response to questions asked of him about the 
mining accident at the Perseverance mine, where a worker was stuck underground because of a seismic event. 
He made comments along the lines of, �Are you blaming me for the seismic event?� or �How can you blame me 
for the seismic event?� The answer is, maybe not this time�the Department of Mines and Petroleum, yes, 
maybe, depending upon the findings of the investigation. But in the future, the government will be responsible 
for any underground mine or open-cut mine that it approves. I will tell members why: before the granting of 
those approvals, the department is supposed to carry out due diligence checks, particularly around resource 
safety, and it has to actually understand the risks involved in mining certain minerals. 

The Perseverance mine goes down more than one kilometre under the earth. Anybody who has had any sort of 
remote connection to underground mining will know that underground seismic events are common. As part of 
designing a mine, those risk factors must be taken into account to design a mine that will mitigate those risks. 
One of the first steps is to establish what the risks are. A decision that must be made right at the very start, after 
the risks have been examined, is whether there should actually be mining at that location. On an answer tree, 
there should be a yes or no to that decision: if it is no, that is the end of it; if it yes, one then moves on to decide 
how to mitigate the risks. Decisions must be made on matters until one gets to the point of dragging a vehicle 
down there or setting up ventilation, or deciding what would happen if there were an unplanned event.  

In the case of the Perseverance mine the outcome was good because it had been anticipated that there might be a 
seismic event. Experience dictates that uncontrolled seismic events occur at those depths all the time; if mines 
are a mile deep, they will happen. Along the line, someone had to approve the building of that mine. Someone 
knew what those risks were. In fact, the situation is a bit different with this mine because it was built as part of a 
surface operation. It is an extension of a surface operation. It is very similar to what is happening at Argyle; there 
were previous mining operations around it.  

Hon Norman Moore: The shaft went down long before it was open cut.  

Hon JON FORD: All right, so it happened in reverse. I accept that what the minister is saying is right. 

Hon Norman Moore: I know the history of it well; I went down there. 

Hon JON FORD: I could talk about that also. Constant assessments must be done to ascertain the risks. 
Someone in the company has assessed the risk and the mitigation and, hopefully, someone in the department 
made his own assessment of the risk and then looked at the mitigation. Ultimately, when the department says 
that it thinks a mine is okay, the government is responsible, so it would be well for the government to understand 
what it is being asked to sign for. The government is not being asked only to approve the development of a new 
mine; it is being asked to do a preliminary detailed inspection to see whether that mine site can be operated 
safely. One of the justifications the minister gave for moving the responsibility for regional safety back to the 
government agency was that it is a specialty issue and, in this regard, it is. However, in many regards it is no 
different from any other operation. Those types of assessments in the oil and gas industries are exactly the same. 
The study and assessment of a risk-based analysis is a formal process that forms part of the safety process, and 
that is exactly what the government will be committing to. It should become very, very transparent to everyone 
that it will be consistent, and even novices to the game should be able to understand it. The minister must be very 
careful when asking, �How could I be held responsible for a seismic event?� I suspect that in this case he cannot 
be and that all due diligence was applied. We will have to wait and see the outcome of the case.  

That brings me back to, I think, section 45, which applied to BHP Billiton after the recent tragedies that the 
minister got the State Mining Engineer to look at. BHP does not seem to have a problem. In his report, the State 
Mining Engineer said that, legally, it cannot be done, but BHP is happy to tell people all about its section 45 
study. The minister attended one of the forums and I went to one at which selected parts of the performance were 
shown. An interesting matrix showed the risks of BHP�s operations. It showed that one of the highest risks in its 
operations was contact with mobile plant and other small vehicles. Fitters are the other high risk. If BHP is 
happy to show those extracts in public forums and talk about them, perhaps the minister might consider talking 
to the State Mining Engineer about BHP showing the section 45 study or even talking to BHP about whether it 
should share it. I do not care if it does not become public, but it certainly should be shared among the mining 
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community because a lot of other people will want to look at those risk factors to see whether they have 
mitigation systems in place to reduce the risks. BHP is doing that because even though the current statistics that 
seem to be showing up at BHP�s operations are bad, the recent tragedies have shown that, although BHP had 
pretty good safety statistics based on a number of years of operation, the statistics did not show the fatalities. 
Therefore, other miners will be particularly interested in seeing the results of that, so the minister might want to 
talk to the State Mining Engineer about that because it will ultimately be better for the whole industry in Western 
Australia. 
 


