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MINING SAFETY — CRIB, SANITATION AND ABLUTION FACILITIES 

2712. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

I refer to May 2010 edition of, ‘Mine Safe Western Australia’, and the article titled, ‘Is your workplace up to 
scratch?’, by Mr Simon Ridge, State Mining Engineer from the Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP), and 
ask — 

(1) With regards to the statement made in the article referred to above which says, ‘Over the next few 
months, inspectors will be scrutinizing the crib, sanitation and ablution facilities provided by employers 
in mining workplaces’, can the Minister state — 

(a) how many inspections of this nature have taken place since the release of this publication; 

(b) on what date and in which mine did each inspection take place; 

(c) how long did each inspection take; 

(d) how many breaches of the Mines Safety and Inspection Act 1994 and Regulations 1995 were 
identified on each inspection; 

(e) exactly what each breach was that was identified ,the regulation that was breached, and what 
the maximum penalty is for each breach that was identified; 

(f) specifically what corrective action was taken by the inspector in regards to each breach 
identified; 

(g) on what date a follow up inspection took place for each corrective action that required a follow 
up investigation; 

(h) whether or not the follow up inspection was done within the required time; 

(i) whether or not any responsible persons will be prosecuted for any breaches identified; and 

(j) what was the position of each person prosecuted? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 

(3) Can the Minister state for what reason, that is any specific mitigating factors contributing to the fact that 
Mr Simon Ridge chose to address the condition of crib rooms, toilet facilities and change rooms in 
relation to the Mine Safe magazine article that was released in May 2010 referred to above? 

(4) If no to (3), why not? 

(5) Can the Minister state specifically how long it has been, that is in months and years, since the DMP 
chose to physically scrutinize the crib, sanitation and ablution facilities provided by employers in 
mining workplaces? 

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

(7) For the last five years, can the Minister state the following — 

(a) how many times the DMP has chosen to scrutinize the crib, sanitation and ablution facilities 
provided by employers in mining workplaces; 

(b) on what date and in which mine did each inspection take place; 

(c) how long did each inspection take; 

(d) how many breaches of the Mines Safety and Inspection Act 1994 and Regulations 1995 were 
identified on each inspection; 

(e) exactly what each breach was that was identified, the regulation that was breached, and what 
the maximum penalty is for each breach that was identified; 

(f) specifically what corrective action was taken by the inspector in regards to each breach 
identified; 

(g) on what date a follow up inspection took place for each corrective action that required a follow 
up investigation; 

(h) whether or not the follow up inspection was done within the required time; 

(i) whether or not any responsible persons will be prosecuted for any breaches identified; and 

(j) what was the position of each person prosecuted? 

(8) If no to (7), why not? 
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(9) Can the Minister explain why DMP safety inspectors will be seeking assurance that mine operators are 
regularly checking that crib rooms are clean and tidy free from accumulated waste, given that the mines 
regulations already clearly specify this, as a minimum standard prescribed by legislation to ensure the 
occupational health and safety of all employees at the mine? 

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

Hon NORMAN MOORE replied: 

(1) (a) Ninety six (96). 

(b) Refer to the attached spreadsheet. [See paper 2689.] 

(c) This information is not recorded. 

(d) Seven (7 total).  

(e) The attached Improvement Notices relate to the Mines Safety and Inspection Act 1994 
Regulations 7.13 and 7.17. The general penalty is $5,000 for an individual and $25,000 for a 
corporation. [See paper 2689.] 

(f) Either verbal advice or an Improvement Notice was issued as detailed in the attached 
spreadsheet. [See paper 2689.] 

(g) No — follow up inspections were necessary.  

(h) Not applicable  

(i) No 

(j) Not applicable 

(2) Not Applicable 

(3) Issues relating to these matters were brought to the attention of the State Mining Engineer who then 
issued an instruction to his Inspectors.  

(4) Not applicable 

(5) Inspectors can inspect the crib, sanitation and ablution facilities at any mine they inspect. (see answer to 
question 7 for more details) 

(6) Not applicable 

(7) (a) The Department of Mines and Petroleum's records indicate that the words "ablution", "crib" 
and "toilet" have been mentioned in entries made by inspectors into mine Record Books a total 
of 242 times over the last five years.  

(b) This information is not readily available from the Department's electronic data-base and it 
would require an inordinate amount of time and resources to conduct a manual search.  

(c) This information is not recorded. 

(d) Refer to 7(b) 

(e) Refer to 7(b) — the general penalty is $5,000 for an individual and $25,000 for a corporation. 

(f) Refer to 7(b) 

(g) Follow up inspections would not be considered necessary unless exceptional circumstances 
prevailed. 

(h) Refer to 7(g) 

(i) No 

(j) Not applicable 

(8) Not applicable 

(9) This is a normal function for Inspectors. 

(10) Not applicable. 
 


