


28th February 2020
To Northern Coroner Courts
Re: Daniel Springer Coroner Court Hearings
Dear Mr Crawfoot.
Thank you for your reply dated the 27th of February 2020.
As a member of the General Public who has read reported findings and recommendations of the Dreamworld Coroner Report, I have to say that I am very confused.
In your reply you state in part
It is beyond the scope of this Inquest, or the jurisdiction of the Coroners Court, to examine the broader institutional issues that you have identified.
[bookmark: _Hlk33761929]Could you please explain the Relevant Provisions in the Coroners Act or elsewhere how it is “beyond the scope of the Inquest or the jurisdiction of the Coroners Court?”
In the notices I was directed to
https://www.courts.qld.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0010/92872/OngoingInquestsMonthlyReport.pdf
In the notice were the following points 7 and 8
7. To determine what safety measures, including relevant policies and procedures were in place with respect to the attempted removal by Daniel Geoffrey Springer of the external wear plate from the excavator bucket and whether they were adequate. 
8. In accordance with s46 of the Act, are there any comments the Coroner could make which may prevent deaths from happening in similar circumstances in the future?
Not least given the findings of Dreamworld, I cannot understand the Coroners attitude.

It seems that Coal Mine Workers are caught in a Joseph Heller style Catch 22 situation.

In short
· Fatal Accident Occurs and is Investigated by DNRME Mines Inspectorate.
· Mines Inspectorate find documented evidence of gross non-compliance with the Act and Regulations.
· Mines Inspectorate do not by their own documents take any action to address the documented non-compliance.
· Mines Inspectorate do not inform the Industry of the found non-compliance.
· Prosecution timeframes expire.
· Despite Coroners Court proceedings being called up under the Coal Mining Act, Coal Mine Workers and the General Public unless aware of notices issued in the previous year are unable to provide submissions
· Anyone attempting to do so is suggested to go back to the DNRME, the very Department that has seemingly neglected to take appropriate action in the first place.
 
I note at the end of your correspondence that you
“do not intend to correspond further with you at this time.”

However, could you please reply as I do not understand a number of matters.

As contained in this correspondence, in particular how it is

“beyond the scope of the Inquest or the jurisdiction of the Coroners Court?”

You may not be aware, but a new term is gaining currency among coal mine workers, driven mainly by the lack of action by the Mines Department.

“Coal Mine Cannon Fodder.”

[bookmark: _GoBack]Given the number of fatalities, the absence of any information from the Mines Department and the lack of Public Inquiries since at least 2010 into Coal Mine Fatalities, its not hard to see why this is the case

Yours in Safety 

Stuart Vaccaneo




A CATCH 22 DEFINITION and EXAMPLE

A "Catch-22" is "a problematic situation for which the only solution is denied by a circumstance inherent in the problem or by a rule." For example, losing something is typically a conventional problem; to solve it, one looks for the lost item until one finds it. But if the thing lost is one's glasses, one cannot see to look for them — a Catch-22. The term "Catch-22" is also used more broadly to mean a tricky problem or a no-win or absurd situation.

In the book, Catch-22 is a military rule typifying bureaucratic operation and reasoning. The rule is not stated in a precise form, but the principal example in the book fits the definition above: If one is crazy, one does not have to fly missions; and one must be crazy to fly. But one has to apply to be excused, and applying demonstrates that one is not crazy. As a result, one must continue flying, either not applying to be excused, or applying and being refused. The narrator explains:

There was only one catch and that was Catch-22, which specified that a concern for one's safety in the face of dangers that were real and immediate was the process of a rational mind. Orr was crazy and could be grounded. All he had to do was ask; and as soon as he did, he would no longer be crazy and would have to fly more missions. Orr would be crazy to fly more missions and sane if he didn't, but if he were sane he had to fly them. If he flew them he was crazy and didn't have to, but if he didn't want to he was sane and had to. Yossarian was moved very deeply by the absolute simplicity of this clause of Catch-22 and let out a respectful whistle. (p. 56, ch. 5)



