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MINING OPERATIONS IN KALGOORLIE AREA - 
ENVIRONMENTAL AND PUBLIC SAFETY IMPACTS 

4924. Hon Giz Watson to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Employment 
Protection 

(1) I refer to the following documents: an article that appeared in the Sunday Times on page eight, 6 
May 2007 titled: ‘Mining health record slated’; ‘Review of Environmental and Public Safety Impacts of 
Mining in the Kalgoorlie area’, dated January 2004 authored by Associate Professor Tony Cooke; a 
letter I understand is dated on or about 18 April 1995 from Andrew Penman, Executive Director Public 
Health, Health Department of Western Australia addressed to Mr Jim Torlach, State Mining Engineer 
titled ‘KCGM Fimiston Pit Operations’, and a file note signed by G Simpson, Ventilation Officer, 
dated 25 September 1992 to J Boucaut and A Atri titled ‘Subject Noise Complaint’ concerning the 
Fimiston Super Pit Operations.  

Is it correct that the file note dated on or about 25 September 1992 in part states the following, ‘On 
the 25 September 1992 at 12.15 in the morning I received a telephone complaint regarding noise levels 
emanating from the Super Pit … I visited her home and took noise level readings over about two 
hours … in my opinion the noise level emanating from the Super pit was enough to cause significant 
disturbance and make sleep very difficult … it is my opinion that the noise levels obtained were 
somewhat less that what would be obtained had  a breeze been blowing from the direction of the pit 
towards the premises’? 

(2) If no to (1), will the Minister quote the full text of the File note dated on or about 25 September 1992? 

(3) Will the Minister table a copy of the file note dated on or about 25 September 1992? 

(4) Is it the Minister aware that A/Professor Tony Cooke, in his report dated January 2004, stated the 
following,‘The risk of pit wall failure at a depth of 700 metres is a catastrophe within 350metres, in any 
setting. Boulder is not any setting. For that reason particularly given doubt over the final depth of the 
Super Pit, the retention of the 400 metres SEZ is justified … The recommendation requires assessment 
of both current and future risks since the hazard of pit wall failure exists during the life of mine and 
forever thereafter. For this reason no retrospectivity is proposed to this amendment, if the Super pit is 
proposed in the future to exceed a depth of 800 metres, the SEZ should be increased proportionately’? 

(5) If no to (4), will the Minister clearly make himself fully informed on these matters? 

(6) If yes to (4), how did the Minister specifically become aware of what was stated in the January 2004 
report? 

(7) Is it correct that the 2002 report with various text quotations referred to in the Sunday Times article 
dated 6 May 2007 is the Laing Consultation Draft Report? 

(8) Is it correct that the 2002 Laing Consultation Draft Report, a review of the Mines Safety and Inspection 
Act, after various recommendations were made led to the engagement of the Review conducted by Mr 
Tony Cooke titled ‘Review of Environmental and Public Safety Impacts of Mining in the Kalgoorlie 
area’? 

(9) If no to (8), what specifically is correct? 

Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 

The Department of Consumer and Employment Protection (DOCEP) has advised the Minister for Employment 
Protection that this question includes matters under the portfolios of the Minister for Resources and the Minister 
for Environment and I would suggest that those aspects be referred to the appropriate Minister. However, the 
Department of Consumer and Employment Protection has researched the relevant material and I provide the 
following answer - 

(1) Yes. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) I table a copy of the File Note.  [See paper 2961.] 

(4) As the report of Professor Tony Cooke of January 2004 referred to in the question was commissioned 
by the then Minister for State Development via the Department of Industry and Resources and 
principally concerned matters in relation to the Mining Act 1978, administered by that Minister and that 
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Department, I was not previously aware of the contents of the report. However, I can confirm that the 
statement quoted in the question is contained in the report at the second paragraph below 
Recommendation 6 on p.197 of the Cooke Report. I note that recommendation 6 relates specifically to a 
proposed amendment to the Mining Act 1978, which is administered by the Department of Industry and 
Resources, under the Minister for Resources. It may be appropriate to refer this question to that 
Minister. 

(5) Refer to (4) above. 

(6) Refer to (4) above. 

(7) The Consultation Draft of the Laing Review of the Mines Safety and Inspection Act was dated 18 
February 2002 and contains the reference, quoted in the Sunday Times article, at paragraph 464 on 
p. 125. 

(8) This question should be directed to the Minister for Resources as the issues raised fall within the 
jurisdiction of this Minister and the Mining Act 1978. However, the Consultation Draft of the Laing 
review of the Mines Safety and Inspection Act contains sections relating to issues not strictly within 
Laing's terms of reference that were raised by Kalgoorlie residents in submissions and hearings, which 
are dealt with in the Consultation Draft under sections 5.2.2.1 Kalgoorlie Residents and Mining 
Operations (p.119, paragraphs 439 - 453), 5.2.2.2 Other Kalgoorlie Issues (p.454 -465) and 5.2.2.3 
Small Leaseholders (p.125, paragraphs 466 - 473) which led Laing to make Recommendation 49, at 
p.128 of the Consultation Draft which states --  

R:49 It is recommended the Minister direct an independent specialist review of the issues raised by 
small leaseholders from the Kalgoorlie area. The result of the review should be made available to 
interested parties.  

(9) Refer to response to Part (8). 
 


