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KANOWNA BELLE GOLD MINE — ALLEGED BOGGER INCIDENT 

2426. Hon Jon Ford to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

I refer to the Kanowna Belle Operations owned and operated by Barrick, and ask — 

(1) Has it been reported to the Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP), and is it correct that, when the 
Minegem system was first introduced at the Kanowna Belle Mine for remotely controlling boggers on 
an automated system, there was a failure of this system and the bogger ended up in a sump? 

(2) Has it been reported to the DMP, and is it correct that, the Minegem system has, on several occasions 
since its introduction in this operation, caused the bogger that was being remotely controlled on an 
automatic mode to collide with the walls unexpectedly causing damage to the machine? 

(3) Was it reported, either on the company’s internal reporting system or to the DMP, that on one occasion 
the collision was so violent that it caused extensive damage to the rear of the machine when it hit the 
wall at high speed? 

(4) If yes to (3), can the Minister report what were the specifics of the incident reported and the outcome of 
the investigation? 

(5) Will the Minister state how many incidents were reported, either on the company’s internal reporting 
system or to the Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP), involving loss of control of a bogger at 
the mine that was being operated automatically under remote control using the Minegem system in the 
last 36 months? 

(6) If no to (5), why not? 

(7) Does the DMP inspectorate recognise the hazardous potential for serious injury or death when control is 
lost of a bogger that is operating on remotes in any underground mine within Western Australia? 

(8) If yes to (7), what has the DMP inspectorate done to eliminate serious injury or death during these 
operations? 

(9) Have any sections of the Mines Safety and Inspection Act 1995 and Regulations 1994, been breached in 
relation to the incident referred to in (1)? 

(10) If yes to (9), will the Minister state what sections have been breached? 

(11) If no to (9), why not? 

(12) What is the maximum penalty for these breaches referred to in (9)? 

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

1. There have been no such reports made to the Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP) and the 
company has indicated that no such incident occurred. 

2. There have been no such reports made to DMP and the company has indicated that no such incidents 
have occurred. 

3. No 

4. Not applicable 

5. None 

6. Not applicable 

7. Yes 

8. Where tele-remote operations are conducted a total exclusion zone is established when the machine is 
being used.  This is guarded by an electronic barrier system that shuts the operation down if the 
exclusion zone is violated in any way.  The separation of the operator from the exclusion zone ensures 
that the potential for injury is eliminated.  This system is encouraged by the Department over the older 
line of sight remote operation systems as these have resulted in fatalities during the 1990's when 
operators brought machines too close to themselves. 

9. DMP has been informed that no such incident occurred. 

10. Not applicable 

11. Not applicable 

12. No breach has been identified. 
 


