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Mine Safety � Adjournment Debate 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: In respect of the mines safety issue, if members opposite want me to close BHP 
Billiton down, say it. Some of their union colleagues want that to happen. Indeed, one union colleague has called 
them murderers. That is a good way to engender good employer-employee relationships! What is required in 
every industry is for workers and their employers to work together and to develop a culture on a mine site or any 
other industrial area that puts safety first. Safety must be instinctive. That is not the case in many industries at the 
present time. The mining industry has an improving record. It improved during the time that the Labor Party was 
in government. I hope that improvement continues. BHP is going through a set of circumstances that are 
inexplicable, in my view. If we look at every individual case, every individual fatality, it is almost impossible to 
understand why it happened. Indeed, when I was previously the Minister for Mines, I went through a range of 
fatalities and I could not, in many cases, find out why it happened. I just could not understand why the 
circumstances arose and the fatality resulted. It was not systemic, and it was not some sort of problem with the 
company; it was just an inexplicable thing that happened.  

I am pleased the member has taken an interest in Mr Kenner�s report. I am going to be looking at that very 
carefully in respect of the Mines Safety and Inspection Act. We will look very carefully at his recommendations. 
I am also of the view that the safety case regime is one we need to contemplate for mining.  

In respect of the mine safety section of the department, the problem they have right now is that when the 
previous government did a deal with the previous federal government and created this thing called the National 
Offshore Petroleum Safety Authority to look after petroleum safety, the federal government made it a cost-
recovery regulator. It started paying salaries twice those that the state government could afford to pay; therefore, 
most of the good officers from the former Department of Consumer and Employment Protection finished up in 
NOPSA. That has caused a serious problem. I am seriously contemplating cost recovery. I am pleased that the 
opposition is going to support it, if we go down that path. I do not have any reason to believe the mining industry 
should not pay for safety inspectors. If we go down that path, we will pay competitive wages to what NOPSA 
pays and we will put in place the necessary personnel to ensure that the industry is properly regulated. However, 
if it is being done under a safety case arrangement, it is quite different from a regulatory regime that we have in 
place at the present time. We are giving serious thought to going down that path. Work has been done for quite 
some time to give me some ideas about where we go forward in respect of that.  
 


