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ENERGY SUPPLY 
Motion 

HON DR STEVE THOMAS (South West) [10.13 am] — without notice: I move — 
That this house calls on the government to outline to the house — 
(a) what plans or policies does the state government have to manage the maintenance and lifespan issues 

facing coal-fired electricity generation units in Collie, including Muja and Collie power stations; 
(b) how will those plans and policies deliver a stable and reliable base load of electricity to the south 

west integrated system into the future; 
(c) what role will the government’s election commitments of — 

(i) a biomass plant in Collie; 
(ii) a solar farm in Collie; and 
(iii) a wave energy project in Albany, 
play in the implementation of those plans and policies, and whether the government can give 
a commitment that any of those projects will proceed; 

(d) how close is Synergy to reaching the 20 per cent renewable energy target by 2020, and how will 
the government achieve that target; and 

(e) what are the expected or modelled impacts on the Western Australian energy system that would 
result from the federal ALP opposition’s policy of a 50 per cent renewable energy target by 2030 
if this became law? 

Unfortunately, I have only 20 minutes to debate the energy systems of Western Australia, because if there were 
a more open time frame I might give Hon Nick Goiran a run for his money. I have a great degree of passion on 
this issue, in which people connected to the south west integrated system, and the people and communities of the 
south west need to take a significant interest. In the brief time I have available, I will try to run through the 
questions in the motion as quickly as possible. 
The first question is: what plans or policies does the government have in place to manage the coal-fired power 
stations and the coal system in Collie? This is becoming something of a crisis for the Collie community, and 
a number of meetings have been called in recent months, some of which I have attended. I suspect I might be the 
first Liberal member of Parliament to address a union meeting in Collie, or certainly the first I can remember in 
my living history. It is not a very common occurrence, but it is an indication of the degree of concern in the Collie 
community. I have attended two meetings this year. The first was in January, when the new Minister for Energy, 
Hon Bill Johnston, addressed the community, and the second was at the beginning of March, when the Minister 
for Regional Development addressed the community. A couple of interesting things can be said. 
I stood at the first meeting and took some pretty significant notes, so that I might be able to use them in the future. 
I thought this one was particularly interesting. The member for Collie–Preston, quoting the new Minister for 
Energy, said that Collie had been good for the Labor Party, so the Labor Party must be good to Collie. We will 
wait to see how that pans out. A statement from the new Minister for Energy is particularly pertinent. He said that 
the private sector would not build another coal-fired power station. Coal, he said, takes 20 years to pay off, gas 
five years. He followed that up by saying that another coal-fired power station would not fit into the system. These 
are particularly pertinent comments, because they indicated to the Collie community, which has traditionally been 
a provider of coal and energy, that the future is going to change significantly. At that meeting, on 25 January this 
year, Hon Bill Johnston was not able to indicate to the Collie community what the future and the solution might 
be. He was very good at outlining the problem, but not necessarily outlining the future. 
The problem is that the Muja and Collie coal-fired power stations are coming to the end of their life spans. The 
situation with the maintenance of Muja C and D is quite diabolical, in particular unit 5, the first part of Muja C, 
which I generally talk about as being held together by metaphorical baling twine and number 8 wire, which is how 
my father’s farm ran for many decades. This power station is in trouble. I acknowledge that, and I believe that the 
government, in the minister’s presentation, also acknowledged that. Hon Bill Johnston said that he had inspected 
the power station that day and found that two of the units were turned off and two were running at 50 per cent 
capacity. That is, a baseload coal-fired power station with a nameplate capacity of over 800 megawatts was 
producing less than 200 megawatts. That is a very frequent outcome for the Muja power station. Coal-fired power 
stations are designed to travel at a fairly uniform capacity of over 75 or 80 per cent of their total nameplate capacity. 
That is, they are supposed to run fairly constantly, with constant feed and constant output. When they are moved 
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up and down rapidly, they deteriorate rapidly. That is what has happened to the coal-fired power stations in Collie, 
particularly Muja. When the Minister for Energy turned up, they were running at one-quarter of their capacity. 
Collie A power station, which is a new station, built, I think in 1999, has the same problem. The maintenance 
program at Collie A power station is not keeping up with the divergences of its output, and it now has significant 
maintenance issues. The government has a significant problem. 

It would have been thought that the newest power stations, which are privately owned—Bluewaters 1 and 2—would 
not have this problem because they are new technology and new power stations. It needs to be remembered that 
Bluewaters was a second-hand power station at the start of the process. There is a maintenance issue at Bluewaters, 
there is a significant maintenance issue at Collie A and there is a catastrophic maintenance issue at Muja C and D. 
These things will need to be addressed by long-term policy. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Like putting $300 million into trying to repair them? 

Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: That is only going to be the beginning, minister. I hope the minister will address this 
in some detail. That is just the start, not the solution to the problem. That is just the beginning of the maintenance 
issues that go along with these power stations. I would like to know what policies are in place. I am glad the 
minister interjected because the second trip to Collie was made by the Minister for Regional Development. I will 
admit that I made a bit of a fuss the first time about not being acknowledged at the public meeting and not having 
an opportunity to interact. However, that was corrected by the organisers of the second meeting on 8 March where 
I was invited to address the audience, as was the Minister for Regional Development and the local member. 
I thought that was a very, very good step, so well done to them. While there, I took some notes on the Minister for 
Regional Development’s comments, and they were very interesting. These are the notes that I recorded of the 
Minister for Regional Development that day, and I quote — 

But we all know some of the power stations are going to be reaching the end of their natural life in six or 
seven years and that will become an obviously logical point where we might see some sort of step down. 
We are not trying to desperately divest ourselves of coal as part of the operation, but we are 
acknowledging that this is going to happen; that is, over the next 15 or 20 years there is going to be 
a transition, so we’ve got to make sure we’ve got the alternatives in place. 

I agree with that, but neither the Minister for Energy nor the Minister for Regional Development has been able to 
tell us what that plan is. We are looking at a six or seven-year time frame for development, but power stations 
take a long time to deliver. I think Hon Bill Johnston, the Minister for Energy, has belled the cat here when he 
said that gas has a five-year return life span and coal has a 20-year return on investment. I think Hon Bill Johnston 
has basically told the community of Collie that these coal-fired power stations will not be rebuilt. Some money 
will be spent on continuing their life span up to a point and the government most likely has a plan to progress to 
a coal-fired power station in, I would say, the mid-2020s. That is not necessarily a bad outcome for energy 
generation in Western Australia. However, it will be a problematic outcome for the community of Collie. The first 
thing that needs to happen is that the government needs to fess up. We need a little bit of honesty in the process 
with the government saying that this is its plan or this is not its plan. If it is not the government’s plan, precisely 
what is its plan? It might surprise the government to learn that it is now 2019. This government likes to talk about 
the previous government a lot and thinks it is still in the mid-teens, but the reality is that this is 2019; 2020 is next 
year and 2025 is not very long after that. The government needs to have plans in place now. It is not sufficient to 
say that Synergy and the government are thinking about it or they are having a few meetings to think about it. We 
need to know exactly what the plan is. 

I have spent a bit long on that part of the motion, so we have to move on. The second question asks — 

how will those plans and policies deliver a stable and reliable base load of electricity to the south west 
integrated system … 

That is critically important. The total baseload requirement has gone down in the years I have been involved in the 
system. Ten years ago, peak demand was about 4 500 megawatts. Peak demand now is about 3 700 megawatts, so 
we have become more efficient with our power usage, and that gives us some advantages. It gives the government 
the advantage of being able to cut back the amount of energy produced in its fossil-fuelled coal stations. That is 
fine, but it is messing them up and that is contributing significantly to the degeneration of those units. We need to 
know how stable baseload power can be provided. The government has made a few announcements over the last 
two years about renewable energy, some good, some not so good. 

I refer now to the third question in the motion. I am intrigued to know what role the government’s various 
commitments will play. Prior to the election, the government announced a $30 million biomass plant in Collie, 
a $30 million solar farm in Collie and $15-something million to a wave energy project in Albany, all of which 
would theoretically contribute to the energy profile of the state of Western Australia and the south west integrated 
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system. But are they? Will we get a set of steak knives with that? The reality is that I do not think any of these are 
deliverable projects. I am not particularly offended by that. This is a matter of the government simply saying that 
it does not think it can deliver these projects. I am on the record; I have put myself out there; my head is on the 
chopping block; I have said that we should get rid of the Collie projects. I do not think they are deliverable and 
I do not think they will make a genuine economic contribution. There are certainly no jobs of significance involved 
in solar farming in Collie beyond the construction and mowing the lawn around the outside. That is about it. The 
reality is that these are not significant contributors either to the economy of the regional towns in which they were 
supposed to be based or to Western Australia’s energy system in the south west. I say get rid of them. 
The Minister for Regional Development made a very interesting comment at the meeting in Collie. I like to take 
notes; I think it is very important. The minister said that the government would have an $80 million fund for the 
future of Collie. That is very interesting because there is the $20 million Collie futures fund, from which some 
money has been dribbled out to various projects, some of which have some merit and some I probably would not 
have picked, but the government has and that is the joy of being in government. It gets to pick the winners and the 
losers and that is absolutely fine. Now it is an $80 million fund, so I suspect it is made up of the $20 million Collie 
futures fund, the $30 million for the solar farm and the $30 million for the biomass plant. If that has happened, it 
is not a bad outcome. I would happily work with the government to make sure that that $80 million fund is 
appropriately used. However, the Minister for Regional Development has a problem—it is not a problem based on 
Liberal or Labor politics because we would have the same one—that is, as soon as there is a fund of that size, the 
minister usually loses control of it and it goes back to Treasury and the Expenditure Review Committee. The 
problem with this government is that the Minister for Regional Development is not on the Expenditure Review 
Committee. I would have thought that was essential. It is a failing of the McGowan government that the person 
responsible for government expenditure of approximately $1 billion each year has been shuffled out of the 
Expenditure Review Committee. I understand that previous Ministers for Regional Development were always part 
of the Expenditure Review Committee. I am outraged on behalf of the Minister for Regional Development. That 
sort of snub is just foolish because it is bad policy for Western Australia; it is bad governance. The minister should 
definitely be on the ERC. By not being on the ERC, the minister can potentially lose control of the $80 million—
let us not call it a slush fund yet; it will depend how it is expended—that is ostensibly on offer to the community 
of Collie to manage its transition away from coal. It needs to do that because the Minister for Energy has said that 
neither the private sector nor the government will ever build another coal-fired power station. That money is 
essential. I would rather see it remain in the control of the Minister for Regional Development because Treasury 
has a habit of saying, “You had $80 million; now you’ve got $40 million; now you’ve got $20 million and that’s 
the original amount, we’ll leave you with that.” That is something for everyone to be very aware of. 
The government has announced a couple of major renewable energy projects, of which I will make very brief 
mention. They are the Warradarge Wind Farm, which has a 180-megawatt capacity, and the expansion of the 
Greenough River solar farm, which has a 30-megawatt capacity. In theory, that is 210 megawatts of capacity going 
into the renewable system. That is okay. The government is using it to say that it will meet its 20 per cent renewable 
energy commitments by 2020, which is only next year. The bonus is that, thanks to the federal coalition 
government, the 20 per cent renewable energy target was changed from a position under Labor whereby 20 per cent 
had to come from each supplier to a national target of 33 000 gigawatt hours. Thanks only to that coalition 
government can this state government say it might meet the 2020 target because there is no gigawatt-hour target 
for the state of Western Australia. Theoretically, it will receive 20 per cent renewable energy target in nameplate, but 
in capacity, the government’s own figures suggest that output will be about 50 per cent of capacity. The 20 per cent 
target by 2020 will be reached in name only or, in this case, in nameplate only. In actual output, the government 
will not get anywhere near 20 per cent renewable energy production from its renewable energy capacity at the 
moment, given the irregularity of those renewable energies. This is a significant question. The government will 
stand up and say that it will meet 20 per cent capacity by 2020 but it will not meet 20 per cent of production. 
Production will probably be around half that and then it will be a little more than half that once these two major 
projects go ahead. These are good projects. I do not mind these projects; I am glad to see that the government has 
got into privatisation mode. These are private energy projects in which the government owns a 20 per cent share—
a public–private partnership. There is a spare seat over here for anyone who wants to acknowledge the political 
realities of this. It is great to see that the government is involving the private sector in energy development 
again and engaging in a public–private partnership. I think that is fantastic. But I will make this comment. The 
“AEMO Insights” report of the Australian Energy Market Operator of May 2017, headed “Renewables Influence 
on the Generation Mix and Gas Demand in Western Australia”, says — 

To achieve the 2020 LRET target of 23.5% renewables generation within the SWIS, approximately 
3,770 GWh p.a. of generation from renewable sources is required. Based on the average 2016 capacity 
factor of renewables in the SWIS (36.5%), this would require an additional 703 MW renewable nameplate 
capacity. However, since this a federal target, the SWIS-specific value is an estimate only. There is no 
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obligation for WA to install any set level of renewable generation within any timeframe. However, it is 
expected that the federal LRET will continue to drive investment in renewables in WA. 

There is no doubt that it has. The state government has invested, which is absolutely fine, but that is based on the 
current large-scale renewable energy target of 20 per cent renewable energy. Thanks to the previous coalition 
government, there is a national target of 33 000 gigawatt hours per annum. If Tasmania has 100 per cent renewable 
energy generation, or near to it, and South Australia has a very high level of renewable energy generation, when 
it is working, which is most of the time—I am the first to acknowledge that we played some politics with that in 
South Australia—it has a significant impact. There is a real question to ask at the end of this, because the state 
government will not be producing 20 per cent of the energy in the SWIS from renewable sources in 2020. The 
government has decided that it has a new target, or it did for a while, of 50 per cent by 2030. I thought that was 
particularly interesting. I will finish on this point, because paragraph (e) of the motion states — 

what are the expected … impacts … of a 50 per cent renewable energy target … 

This is not new. At the end of 2016, the Labor Party was reacting to media reports that the then Labor energy 
spokesman, who funnily enough was Hon Bill Johnston, had told the National Environmental Law Association 
conference that the party had a clear target for the proportion of energy it intended to derive from renewable 
sources. A newspaper report from the time states — 

“The Labor Party’s target is at least 50 per cent by 2030,” Mr Johnston told the conference during 
a Q and A session. 

The Leader of the Opposition in the other place has said that he heard the now Minister for Energy say that on 
numerous occasions at that time. We are jumping from 20 per cent, which we will achieve in nameplate only in 
2020, to 50 per cent by 2030. What is that going to do? That will have a significant impact. During the question 
and answer session, Mr Johnston said that the Labor Party’s renewable energy target was at least 50 per cent by 
2030. There is going to be a problem. It depends on which set of estimates is used. I will quote from an article on 
the Nationals website, which states — 

According to modelling by Dr Brian Fisher (former head of the Australian Bureau of Agriculture and 
Resource Economics, and lead author on three reports of the UN’s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change), Labor’s policies could mean by 2030: 

• 58% higher wholesale electricity prices. 

The article states that it would also lead to slightly lower annual GDP, dropping 0.6 per cent, a $472 billion 
cumulative hit to the economy and, potentially, a lowering of wages by $9 000 a year. I take all those things with 
a grain of salt, as I always do—I am a Nationals sceptic—but the reality is that it will have an impact. I want to 
know how the government intends to get to 50 per cent renewable energy in this state by 2030, or will there again 
be an exception for Western Australia going forward? Is this a target in nameplate only? It is intriguing to me that 
the other Bill—B2—the federal Leader of the Opposition, has come up with the same solution. Was this planned? 
We can imagine the conversation. Was it planned in advance, was it part of discussions or did they just come upon 
it simultaneously? Did they say, “Are you thinking what I’m thinking, B1?” “I think I am, B2: it’s 50 per cent 
renewable energy time!” I do not understand exactly how the calculations went down with this one, but I think we 
are at risk of again becoming a banana republic! 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [10.34 am]: I stand to 
enthusiastically support the motion put by Hon Dr Steve Thomas. He has given us a very enlightened account of 
where we are at in terms of energy needs and expectations in Western Australia. What a perfect day to be debating 
this topic—the day the federal election is called—when, without doubt, energy will be pivotal to the debates across 
the nation over the next five weeks. It is particularly pertinent in Western Australia, because the last time the 
Bolsheviks were in power in Western Australia, they could not keep the lights on or provide sufficient gas. We 
ran out of gas and we ran out of electricity. Those are the facts. We had very good books, but we ran out of gas 
and electricity. One of the most fundamental premises of a government is that it will provide essential services, but 
that government could not do that. We should remember that. That is why this motion is particularly pertinent now. 

The motion goes through a raft of issues, particularly with regard to the disparity between fuel sources—coal, gas 
and renewables. Western Australia is fundamentally rich in fuel sources—in gas, coal and renewables. Energy 
production in Western Australia has always been around two-thirds gas, which is a cleaner fuel source than coal, 
and around one-third coal. We have a mix. There must be a good mix, and we have a good mix in 
Western Australia. Our government provided certainty in Western Australia in terms of gas storage and 
renewables. When I was energy minister, we doubled the renewable sources in the south west interconnected 
system over that time. I am not so confident for the future. Now that members opposite have the treasury bench 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 11 April 2019] 

 p2475b-2487a 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas; Hon Peter Collier; Hon Colin De Grussa; Hon Alannah MacTiernan; Hon Colin 

Tincknell; President; Hon Dr Sally Talbot; Hon Diane Evers 

 [5] 

again, I am concerned that we will relive history and we will run out of electricity. The plan of the government at 
the moment is, quite frankly, fundamentally flawed. 

Surprise, surprise, the one area I will deal with today is in paragraph (c) of the motion—that is, the wave energy 
project in Albany. A commitment of the current government was that it would provide a wave energy project in 
Albany. It is never going to happen now. We saw it go belly up about a month ago as a direct result of the actions 
of the Minister for Regional Development. She is solely responsible for the fact that the wave energy project will 
not go ahead. As I have said on numerous occasions, the Minister for Regional Development has a direct conflict 
of interest—a perceived conflict of interest—in that project. Remember, under the Ministerial Code of Conduct, 
a perceived conflict of interest is exactly the same as an actual conflict of interest. If members do not believe me, 
they should look at the Ministerial Code of Conduct, because it is in there. I will briefly outline the reasons for 
that. The minister was a former director of EMC, which was consumed by Carnegie. We found out in the last 
couple of days that she was actually employed by EMC, which was just staggering. She was appointed to the 
board by John Davidson, the same John Davidson who became a director of Carnegie. She worked closely with 
John Davidson over those years. She was at the launch of the wave energy project in Albany with the now Premier, 
as opposition leader, and Hon Bill Johnston, as shadow energy minister. She had no role in that whatsoever; she 
was there because she had close contacts with Carnegie. A month after the election, she initiated a meeting with 
Carnegie but with none of the other proponents for the project. Just by the by, Carnegie got the contract. The only 
company the minister met with was the company that got the contract. Of course, history will comment on and 
analyse that process, because it was an unmitigated disaster. That all went pear-shaped. Three other companies 
met the criteria, but they were not asked to come in and take up the cudgels of this great project. That shows the 
commitment of the Labor Party to the wave energy project. Why did it not ask one of the other three companies to 
do it? It was because there was a nudge and a wink with Carnegie. I tell members right now: Carnegie was the 
preferred candidate, it had the ear of the Minister for Regional Development and it got that contract, but now that it 
has gone pear-shaped, that election commitment has gone. The Labor government will not now have wave energy. 
The minister keeps on giving. In the last few days there was the revelation that she was not only on the board of 
EMC but also employed by EMC. That came through an article from the ABC. The minister was quoted in that 
article as saying — 

“I have never hidden the fact that I was paid and that part of that remuneration was shares,” she said in 
a statement to the ABC. 

The article also says — 
Responding to questions from the ABC, Ms MacTiernan rejected any suggestion that she had not been 
open with the WA Parliament about how she was paid for her EMC work. 
“All discussion, debate and questions around this topic have focused on the former shareholding,” she said. 
“I have never been queried on other remuneration for that work and would have no reason to be anything 
but completely open about that remuneration if I had been.” 

Was she being honest to the Parliament or not? There are two parts to that article. In one part she said she had 
never hidden the fact, but in another part she said she was never asked. That is transparency: if someone is not 
asked about something, they are being transparent! That is absolute garbage. Then she had the absolute train wreck 
of an interview on ABC radio on Tuesday afternoon. Members had to listen to it to believe it. It beggars belief. It 
went from one thing to the other; it was an absolute train wreck. According to my notes, in the interview she said — 

I absolutely acknowledged in the Parliament that I worked for EMC. 
That is wrong. When she was asked, “Did you reveal that you are also paid in cash by EMC?”, she responded — 

Absolutely! In the time line by Hon Sue Ellery in the Parliament I made it absolutely clear. 
That is wrong. She also stated — 

I made it quite clear in the Parliament that I worked for that company. 
That is wrong. She also stated — 

I make it quite clear that I had not at any time said, or thought to, in any way, shape or form, obscure the 
fact that I worked for the company. 

That is garbage. Let us have a look. I mentioned some of this last night based on the response I got to a question 
yesterday. Let us have a look at how transparent the minister has been. She has had numerous opportunities to 
stand up and be transparent. On Wednesday, 14 June 2017, she said — 

I had some shares in Energy Made Clean that I had acquired instead of remuneration for the work that 
I did for the company. 
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Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Could you start at the beginning of that answer? You are so dishonest. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Will you stop yelling out! 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Minister! 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Can you listen to the President? 
The PRESIDENT: Minister, that is not helpful. It does not help Hansard. You will have your opportunity in a moment. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: I suggest to members that if they do not trust me, they should look at Hansard and read 
it for themselves. It says — 

I had some shares in Energy Made Clean that I had acquired instead of remuneration for the work that 
I did for the company. 

That is garbage. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: That is half the answer. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Has the minister heard the ruling from the President? 
The minister also said — 

In 2011 and 2012, I was a director of Energy Made Clean because I was keen to be involved in renewable 
energy. At the time, I was not in Parliament. Of course, when I became a federal member, I resigned from 
that position. In 2011 and 2012, I was a director of EMC, which was a completely separate company from 
Carnegie at that time. 

It goes on and on. Honestly, we just have to shake our heads in disbelief. I mentioned a lot of this last night. I highly 
recommend that members look at Hansard. I asked the minister herself. I challenged the minister yesterday to come 
into this chamber today and provide evidence of where she said she was, firstly, employed by EMC and, secondly, 
paid by EMC, but she will not be able to do so. She thinks I am being selective in my quotes. I challenge her again 
to provide the exact quote. There is a clear, evident conflict of interest as far as the minister is concerned. She can 
shake her head all she likes. Members opposite and the Premier can say she has no conflict of interest. That is 
exactly where we see the destruction of a government. Remember, the seeds of destruction for a government are 
sown in the Parliament, and the Labor Party has germinated them—it really has. If members do not trust me, they 
should trust one of the minister’s former colleagues quoted in the same ABC article I read earlier. It says — 

Ms MacTiernan’s former EMC colleague Professor David Harries said he was disappointed with how 
she handled the tender process for the Albany project, given her history with EMC. 

This is not me; this is one of her former colleagues from EMC. The article continues — 
“The tender process—I, like everyone, have got big questions about whether it followed due process,” he said. 
“As to what degree Alannah separated EMC and Carnegie and thought she was dealing with a wave 
energy company, and the wave energy company had acquired a company she used to be on the board of 
and worked for, I don’t know. 
“It wasn’t a good look, I’ll say that, and it added just one more concern to the whole picture. 
“She couldn’t have said she wasn’t aware that John Davidson was on the board of Carnegie.” 

Hear, hear! I have been saying that for two years. A person would have to have their head in the sand not to 
acknowledge that the Minister for Regional Development did not have a perceived conflict of interest in this 
project. This was one of her former colleagues, completely apolitical, who stated the bleeding obvious. There is 
a clear perceived conflict of interest. The reason that the wave-to-energy project has gone belly up and is not going 
ahead is directly, unambiguously, transparently the responsibility of one person and that person is the Minister for 
Regional Development. She is directly responsible. 
HON COLIN de GRUSSA (Agricultural) [10.44 am]: I rise to make a brief contribution on this motion, but 
I will focus my comments on part (b), which is about reliability and so on, and I will take a slightly different tack 
from previous speakers. I start by thanking the member for bringing this motion forward. It is important that we 
discuss our energy systems and their reliability, especially in a regional context because, as we know, delivery of 
energy to regional communities is often difficult, and with changing technologies it is becoming more so. 
As I said, I want to focus on reliability. I start my commentary with some anecdotes from my colleague in the 
other place Mr Shane Love, MLA, who is consistently and persistently raising issues of reliability in his patch, 
which is also part of my electorate, in particular in the midwest and Mullewa. Yesterday, he read two petitions on 
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the reliability of electricity in the midwest region and in Mullewa. Those communities are facing tremendous 
issues in finding reliable power from the south west interconnected system. There are clearly issues. I have 
a number of news articles here that date back to 2017 in which residents have voiced their outrage after suffering 
through a series of sweltering days without power. I quote from the Geraldton Guardian of 17 January 2017 — 

… Mullewa business owner Saryn Jones claiming she had been without power on five occasions in one week. 
“This is a daily occurrence,” … 
“We are 100km away from the nearest town and it is very hot. 

This is in January, at the peak of summer. It was extremely hot out there and there were power outages daily, and 
often for hours upon hours. Where is this? Is this a Third World situation? No, this was Western Australia only 
two years ago. The list of articles goes on. There are more stories here, again from 2017. One from ABC news has 
the subheading “Frustration at unreliable connections”. I quote — 

“We had a shocking summer. Our power went out copious amounts of times,” … 
“On the majority of the hot days that came through, our power went out. Not just for an hour or two, 
sometimes 50 hours, sometimes 24.” 
“We lose our water because our pumps no longer function, we lose phone signal because our phone 
boosters no longer work. 

Without power, the heat is uncomfortable and difficult to bear. People are still paying for that utility, I might add, 
and they often have to buy their own generators just to back up the power systems because of the unreliability they 
face. Another article from 2017 states — 

Storms cut power to more than 1500 homes and businesses in the Mid West … 
That is fine. We expect that natural disasters are going to occur, but the issue is how quickly that power can be restored. 
Sometimes there are issues. This happened just a week after my colleague Shane Love called for the state government 
to immediately install a microgrid or battery system to help provide some continuity of power in that area. 
These issues are not new. They continue to go on, and we as a Parliament should be debating this and doing 
something to ensure that our communities have reliable power no matter where people live. Western Power’s 
response to the community meetings raises a couple of issues of priorities for restorations of faults, but also the 
fact that when there is a total fire ban or there are risks of fire, it cuts the power because it is worried about starting 
fires. Okay, I can understand that some pretty serious pole-top fires have started because of dust or related issues, 
so Western Power has to be cautious and careful, but maybe we should be looking at alternative methods to deliver 
that power so that the poles and wires used do not cause an issue in the first place. That is why I want to talk a little 
more about the method of delivery of our power and some of the opportunities that exist to improve reliability and 
delivery of energy to our regional consumers in particular—but, of course, everyone will benefit.  
Hon Darren West: Your policy was to privatise Western Power. Is that still your policy? 
Hon COLIN de GRUSSA: It was not my policy; I was not part of the last government. 
I want to talk about opportunities that exist, particularly those that have come out of natural disasters. We all 
remember the terrible fires in Esperance in 2015, which did a lot of damage. I saw firsthand on the day of the fire 
and afterwards just how hot the fire was. I walked out to a paddock where there had been a crop and power poles 
and wires and all that was left was the insulators and a little bit of metal that held them onto the pole. The poles 
themselves had been absolutely disintegrated by the heat. There was no ash, there was nothing. It was that hot that 
the poles had essentially evaporated. In its wisdom, Horizon Power, the utility provider down there—not the 
south west interconnected system or Western Power—said it could provide something different. What did it do? 
It offered small standalone systems to farmers and Cape Le Grand National Park. It offered to provide power 
through a standalone unit with backup generators, solar and batteries. The farmers thought about it for a while; 
some of them did not want that system because they were fearful that it would be less reliable than what they had. 
In the end, they took that system on and, from the conversations that I have had with them over the years, they are 
absolutely rapt with the reliability of their power. They still get a bill from their energy utility. If something goes 
wrong, they ring the energy utility; they do not have to deal with a third party that might not exist, luckily, because 
the systems were provided by electromagnetic compatibility arrangements. They get their bill, the system is fixed 
when it needs fixing and, above all, they have far more reliable power than they had before; indeed, it is to the 
point that farmers have three-phase power, an option that they did not have before. These are extraordinarily good 
systems and outcomes for those people. It is a better and more reliable system, especially for fringe-of-grid areas 
in which the delivery of electricity through the traditional pole and wire network is very difficult. That was a good 
result for them. 
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That brings me to another conversation that I had relating to this issue; namely, the opportunity for communities 
to step-up and provide their own energy generation options. A good example is the Esperance Community Power 
project, which has proposed a large-scale wind and solar hybrid renewable energy project in response to the 
community’s demand for more renewable energy in that part of the world. One of the issues in Esperance is that 
its system cannot take on more renewable energy, partly because it reached saturation reasonably early. It is 
difficult because it is a small grid. I understand that there are some technical limitations, although those will be 
relieved soon with changes in technology, I hope. 
Another area I want to raise is the fantastic thing in many contracts these days—the take-or-pay clause. It is my 
understanding that there are take-or-pay clauses in many contracts for the generation and supply of electricity, 
which means that the utility has to pay for the power whether or not it is used. Tell me if that is not a disincentive 
for the use of renewables. Surely that clause should be reviewed, particularly given that the provision for the 
generation of electricity in Esperance, which I am talking about, is now up for review. Indeed, not long ago, I read 
petition 108 into this place, which referred to the ability for that community energy cooperative, if you like, to 
tender to provide energy to the grid. I am encouraged by a letter that I received today from the Minister for Energy, 
which reads — 

In light of the petition, I have asked the Department of Treasury to work with Horizon Power and Synergy 
to review their EOI criteria for power purchase agreements, with a view to addressing the issues raised 
by Esperance Community Power. As part of this process, Treasury will consult community energy groups 
and other relevant stakeholders. 

That is great news. Communities with the capacity to build and fund systems to support themselves should be 
encouraged wholeheartedly. I certainly support the encouragement of those things. We need to have a good look 
at the way contracts are structured between utilities and generators. 

HON ALANNAH MacTIERNAN (North Metropolitan — Minister for Regional Development) [10.54 am]: 
I thank Hon Dr Steve Thomas for raising this issue, which shows a very strong sense of daring on his part because, 
of course, it causes us to go back in time to look at the contribution of the previous government in dealing with the 
complex issues at Collie. 

We all knew for a long time that there would be complex issues in Collie. Under Hon Peter Collier’s great and 
fantastic contribution as energy minister, the former government decided to repair and reopen Australia’s dirtiest 
coal-fired power station, which was closed by the Carpenter government in 2007, even though all the technical 
advice was that although it might be able to do something with the knocks and socks, it could do nothing to change 
its status as Australia’s dirtiest coal-fired power station. Nevertheless, the former government ploughed ahead. 
Hon Peter Collier comes in here and makes wild accusations, but let us look at what we know as absolute facts in 
the energy portfolio under his leadership. 

Verve entered into a project with the private sector but the full risk of that project remained with Verve and the 
taxpayer. It started off being a $150 million project. The former government decided to renovate the old, retired 
power stations but by 2012, it was clear that that was not working. Despite real problems with the project, the 
former government continued to pile on the money, unlike what we did with the Perth Wave Energy project when 
it became evident that the company engaged to deliver that piece of common-user infrastructure was not in 
a position to do so, which was to cut it off. Did the previous government do that? No, it kept piling on the money. 
It kept throwing money in—$100 million here and another $50 million here—until $304 million had been thrown 
at that power station, after which time it was closed. For the majority of the time after the money was spent, it was 
not operating, partly because of technical problems and partly because, quite obviously—it was quite obvious to 
everyone—the market was changing. As Hon Dr Steve Thomas acknowledged, the growth of solar was well and 
truly underway by the time the Barnett government, led by its energy minister, Hon Peter Collier, started pumping 
and loading dollars into Muja A and B. We acknowledge that there were problems. 

I want to make clear our election commitments about a biomass plant and a solar energy plant. We said that if 
private sector companies wanted to invest in them and they had a credible project, an amount—effectively a capital 
subsidy—would be available to them. We did not go to the election saying that we would build a biomass plant or 
a solar energy plant. We did not say that; that was not our undertaking. Very clearly, our undertaking was to provide 
those funds. We are working, attempting to find for that and for the Collie futures fund a variety of companies 
that might be interested in investing in new enterprises in Collie. Some of those that we are investing in are 
tourism-related facilities because we want diversity. However, we are also looking at possible industrial uses. 
Indeed, some of those industrial uses will also involve a range of renewable energy. 

Hon Dr Steve Thomas: That money that is no longer specifically dedicated to those two particular outcomes 
could go to any appropriate project in the area. 
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Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: As we move through the work that we are doing with a range of different 
companies, different opportunities may well arise, and we may have some flexibility around that. We need to 
understand that we have very substantial energy infrastructure in Collie. We have the high-voltage lines, the 
substation and the transformers. As has been alluded to, Minister Johnston has said that this is obviously a place 
where, because of all the other infrastructure—it is not just the coal—related to energy transmission, there is a logic 
in having those sorts of projects involved in Collie. We are looking at those. I think it is really interesting to look 
at some of the projects that have been developed around the world. The Whyalla steel plant is a very interesting 
case in point. That plant will be largely run by renewable energy. That just shows the degree to which the world 
is changing and technology is changing. 

At our last Collie meeting we had a very interesting report from the person within our agency who is focusing on 
bioenergy. He made the point that the best use for bioenergy is generating heat. We use a lot more of the calorific 
value than using biomass to create electrons. There is a far stronger case for using biomass in industrial applications 
that require heat rather than electricity. We are doing that work. We are working with a whole range of companies. 
The idea is that we have the Collie futures fund, which is available for companies to apply for funding to do 
detailed feasibilities on big projects. Some of those projects may involve renewable energy of one form or another. 
That sum of money will then be available to us. We are quite open. If someone comes up with a bigger idea, of 
course we will consider that. We are really open. We are out there working very, very hard with a whole range of 
companies. It is not that we would flog a dead horse and it is not that we would throw $300 million of taxpayers’ 
money into a wasted project and go back into a twentieth-century coal-fired power station. We are trying to find 
the industries of the future for Collie. 
This is not easy work. We have to go out there and really work hard to encourage those to come in. As I said to 
the member, we are looking at a range of things. We are even looking at medicinal cannabis operations so that we 
can use CO2 in the hothouse to help generate the plant growth. We are looking at the business circumstances for 
that new growth area. We are exploring lots of opportunities, but part of our difficulty is that we cannot say that 
we will get any of those across the line. We are sure that ultimately some will come, because the logic is there. 
Collie is a couple of hours from major population centres. It is near a major port that has lots of opportunities for 
expansion. It is near Kemerton—the industrial hub. We are optimistic that we are going to be able to solve this 
problem, but it is not going to be solved by dumping taxpayer funds into an absurd piece of kit that was long past 
its life span. We are very confident and we are working hard, but it is not easy. There are no quick answers, but 
we are working in a highly structured and disciplined way to achieve that. 
I am not going to go through this thing over and over again, but we do need to deal with the Carnegie issue. 
When Hon Jim Chown first asks me a question, it is very interesting. Every time our friends at the ABC and 
Hon Peter Collier raise this, they always read half the answer; they read only the second half of the answer. It is 
actually more complicated, if it is read in its entirety, which I am happy to do — 
Hon Peter Collier: Go for it. I’ve asked you to do that. Go for it. 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: Yes. I am happy to do this. 
The PRESIDENT: Order, minister! 

Point of Order 
Hon COLIN TINCKNELL: This is not anything to do with the non-government business. 
The PRESIDENT: Actually, member, it is. There is reference to the wave energy project in Albany, so there is 
reference to this motion. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: Hon Colin Tincknell, that was a pretty spectacular intervention. Did the 
member not hear Hon Peter Collier’s contribution to the debate? Did the member hear his contribution? 
Hon Colin Tincknell: I heard his contribution. 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: It was all about what I said in Parliament. Why did the member not get up then 
and say that that was not relevant? 
Hon Colin Tincknell: I wish I had done. 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: Good. 
I was asked about — 
Hon Donna Faragher interjected. 
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The PRESIDENT: Order! I am finding it really hard to hear what the minister has to say, and pointing does not 
help either. 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: The question was, basically, what were the financial interests that I had? Did 
I have shares or other interests in Energy Made Clean? I said — 

During the interregnum of my various parliamentary careers, I worked — 
Note the word “worked”, which is the same as “was employed” — 

in the private sector and followed my passion for renewable energy. 
Hon Peter Collier interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Minister, can you just do me a favour, please, and shift over a little bit closer to your 
microphone, because I understand that people are finding it difficult to hear you. 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: Okay. 
I said that I worked and followed my passion for renewable energy—yes, it is true—from 10 May. It is important 
to understand this. There have been a lot of interjections. From May 2011 to 4 July 2013, I worked with the company. 
Hon Peter Collier: Well, you didn’t say “worked”. 

Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: I did. I worked in the private sector and followed my passion for renewable 
energy. The member is saying that the real issue here is that it might have been another renewable energy company. 
No-one—not even the ABC journalists—has come up with that bizarre interpretation. Clearly, I was referencing 
the fact that I had an involvement with EMC and then there were questions about the shares. I said that I had 
acquired the shares instead of remuneration, and what I meant was that is why I got those shares. It never occurred 
to me that people would think that I had not been paid, but I did get shares as that remuneration. If there was any 
doubt about that — 
Hon Michael Mischin: Instead of? That’s even worse! 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: The shares that I got were instead of remuneration, but it was not exclusive. 
When Hon Sue Ellery was setting out from notes, which I provided, the next time this came up for debate, it was 
made clear that this was part payment for my role on the board. As I have said, I do not understand what the other 
form of payment might have been, but clearly it was going to be money. The extraordinary thing again about our 
friends at the ABC is that they are calling it “cash payments”. 
Hon Peter Collier: You have been caught out! 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: Caught out? I said — 
Hon Peter Collier: Yes, you have. 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: So you are saying that your proposition — 
Hon Peter Collier: You are in this so deep. 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: I have not been caught out. You have been caught out! 
Hon Peter Collier: You are embarrassing! 
The PRESIDENT: Order, members! 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: I am sorry, mate; it does not work with me, because you know what? You 
spent $302 million of taxpayers’ money. 
Hon Peter Collier interjected. 
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: Today we have heard a unique proposition from the Leader of the Opposition, 
a suggestion about a question on Energy Made Clean. 
HON COLIN TINCKNELL (South West) [11.10 am]: Today we have seen why we have energy problems in 
Australia. The tired old parties just keep blaming each other and the problem does not get solved. I thank the 
member for bringing forward this good motion because only last Thursday we were talking about electricity and the 
issues with its price and production costs, and how the public is really struggling at the moment. We have a major 
problem with the energy industry. The minister has just spoken to the motion and I have to admit, it is not an easy 
problem to solve. But the best way to attempt to solve it is if the Liberal Party and the Labor Party work together. 
I was at the same meeting that Hon Dr Steve Thomas, Hon Alannah MacTiernan and federal Senator Georgiou 
attended. Hon Mick Murray was also there as the local member. I heard people talking about a bipartisan approach 
to help Collie through this transition stage. If we can take that approach and achieve that for Collie, why are we 
not working in a bipartisan way on energy? 
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Hon Dr Sally Talbot: Do you think that’s what this motion is about? 
Hon COLIN TINCKNELL: I am saying that this motion is about energy. At the moment, we will not solve those 
problems until the two major parties work together. This is an issue for all Australians, especially Western Australians. 
We talked about the recent rises in the electricity price—17 per cent in the last two years—and people are struggling. 
We talked about the meeting in Collie. That is the third meeting I have had as a member for the South West Region 
with the people in Collie. They have a problem, and if Collie has a problem, WA has a problem. Those people 
have supported Western Australia for a long time—well over 100 years—and we cannot forget them. We need to 
help them to transition and make the required changes. If that transition is made using the recreational fishing industry 
or the tourism industry, or by getting those people jobs in the lithium plant, that will be great, but we need to do 
more. We need to work with the people of Collie. We need to take into account those who work at the coal-fired 
power station and the mine in Collie. If there is going to be a transition, it will have to be a gradual process. We 
have seen the implications of what happens when people throw away reliable baseload power. We have seen that 
happen in South Australia and in countries around the world. There is no doubt that renewables are coming and 
that they will be a part of our future. We have to invest in not only that but also the wires and the power poles and 
the current baseload power stations that provide energy to the businesses and people of Western Australia. If we 
cannot do that, we will have major issues. We really need to work together on this issue. All Western Australians 
want us to solve this issue, but there is no easy answer. It is a matter of maintaining those baseload power 
stations while gradually integrating renewables into the system. We have seen the termination of the contract with 
Carnegie Clean Energy, the recent liquidation of RCR Tomlinson and a lack of investment into the poles and wires, 
as I mentioned before. We have an ageing power system that is failing and we know what the near future will 
bring. We will have unreliable power and people will not be able to afford to turn on their power. Those who will 
be able to afford it will not get it anyway—power supply will be all over the place because we will not have 
invested well enough for the future. As I mentioned, the bipartisan approach to the transition process for the people 
in Collie, which was talked about in that meeting at Collie, is the same approach that we need to take towards 
energy in this country and this state. 
I would like to focus on a few things. One of the major things to note is that technological developments are coming 
with renewables. How do we transition that into the current system? No-one has found the answer and no-one has 
had a smooth transition system that has worked. When it comes to energy in the eastern states, people talk 
a different language. In many cases, they are promoting coal-fired power stations because they do not have the 
reliable gas supply that we have here. Everyone has their reasons for pushing a certain barrow. However, the 
number one reason that we should all be pushing together is that Western Australians need reliable energy. At the 
moment, our only reliable baseload power is coming from coal-fired power generation in places like Muja — 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas interjected. 
Hon COLIN TINCKNELL: Yes. We have that gas because, fortunately, we had a future plan to protect some of 
our gas resources and ensure that Western Australians benefited from that. That was a wise move at the time. We 
did not see that happen in the east and those states are now suffering for that. That is the reason why they are 
pushing for more coal-fired power stations. 
We need to work together. I believe that the Carnegie wave energy project was doomed right from the start. I even 
spoke about that in my maiden speech when I thought that it was a very risky project to be investing in at a time 
when we had massive debt. There are things that we want and would like to have and there are things that we must 
have and need. At the moment, we need baseload power to provide for the energy needs of our population. I believe 
that the Carnegie project was always doomed to fail. It is a shame that the lack of investment in the current system 
has put the energy needs of Western Australians at risk. People from not only Collie but also around the state are 
nervous about what will happen. We have heard in this discussion about the mistakes that have been made in the 
rest of Australia and in other countries, and people are not confident that this Parliament will get it right. It does 
not matter whether the Labor Party or the Liberal Party is in government. As the Leader of the Opposition 
mentioned, one of the main duties of the government is to provide reliable energy for businesses—which are 
paying through the nose because of the rising cost of electricity—and consumers, especially those on low incomes 
who have no way of paying their bills because of the increase in costs. 
I commend the member for the motion. I will sit down to give other members a chance to speak because there are 
still a few people to speak on this matter. 
HON DR SALLY TALBOT (South West) [11.18 am]: I was not intending to speak on this motion because when 
I saw how it was framed, it looked to me as though Hon Dr Steve Thomas had simply gone around his party room 
and asked people what they wanted to talk about. He obviously gave Hon Peter Collier a chance to grandstand and 
a few other people have jumped up—it is just a mishmash of a motion. What has brought me to my feet this 
morning is the contribution made by my colleague Hon Alannah MacTiernan. Hon Alannah MacTiernan is not 
known for her restraint or understatement, but I have to say that the address she just gave to this place was full of 
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restraint and understatement. I cannot say that Hon Dr Steve Thomas has shown, as Hon Alannah MacTiernan 
said, a sense of daring in moving this motion. I think it is completely shameless. I say to Hon Dr Steve Thomas, 
shame on you for moving this motion. Shame on you! 
I do not think Hon Dr Steve Thomas is a bad man. I work with him well in our electorate. We go around the south 
west and we can work well to deliver for our community. I pride myself on doing that. I often talk about the fact 
that we have multi-member electorates in the upper house and most of the time, most of us work together okay. 
However, it is shameful for Hon Dr Steve Thomas to come in here today and move a motion that talks about plans 
and policies for the town of Collie. That is what I say to Hon Dr Steve Thomas. The only way I can find of 
exonerating him is that he was not a member of this place during those eight and a half years when his colleagues 
who are now on the opposition benches wrecked this state’s economy. Right at the middle of that wreckage, 
smoking in the ruins of what those people left behind, was the Shire of Collie. It is an absolute disgrace. When 
I look at what the state Labor government has been able to do in two short years, it makes me very proud to stand 
beside my colleagues, Hon Alannah MacTiernan, who is leading that charge, and Mick Murray. What would that 
town have done without Mick Murray for all this time? It is only because of Mick Murray that that town is still 
standing today. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Dr Sally Talbot. 
Hon Dr SALLY TALBOT: Thank you, Madam President. I know members opposite do not like to hear any of 
this stuff. Talk about all froth and no beer. The opposition is pathetically thin on the froth at the moment. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon Dr SALLY TALBOT: What we just heard from Hon Dr Steve Thomas was breathtaking in its arrogance. 
How dare any member of the Liberal Party or Nationals WA come into this place and talk about plans and policies 
for Collie! 
What we are doing in Collie is what all responsible economic managers, all governments who care about the rights 
of ordinary working people, have to do during the time of serious challenge for people who work and live in 
economies that are transitioning to clean energy. That is exactly what this government is doing. It is exactly what 
my party in opposition promised to do for Collie if we were elected to government. We stand shoulder to shoulder 
with the workforce in Collie, the families and the community in the Collie region, and with local businesses, both 
the big businesses that are running the mines and the small businesses that are running the shops and providing the 
local services. We are standing shoulder to shoulder with them to help them walk through what is a very 
challenging time of transition. The promise we have made to the Collie community is that no worker will be left 
behind. That is a promise that we will go to the barricades on to fight members opposite. They are never to be 
allowed back onto the treasury bench to take this kind of responsibility because they just do not get it. They are 
deaf and blind when it comes to what communities like Collie need. 
Collie still has a future. Coal still has a future. It does not fit into a three-word slogan, but Collie still has a future, 
and so does coal. We have contracts in place for decades yet. Members opposite cannot seriously think that this 
government will stand by and let Collie go to the wall. They were happy to see that happen. I have spoken again 
and again in this place about this famous moment. Hon Dr Steve Thomas was not here to take part in this so maybe 
he can stand above all this. His party’s former leader, when he was Premier, said to one of his colleagues in cabinet, 
“We’re running out of money, mate.” That is what he said. 
Hon Michael Mischin: Oh, you were there, were you? 
Hon Dr SALLY TALBOT: That is a published, printed statement from that meeting. Nobody from the Liberal Party 
has refuted that the former Premier made the comment, “We’re running out of money, mate.” He reported it 
himself. Thanks to Hon Alannah MacTiernan, we now have on the record as part of this debate exactly where 
some of their money went. It went to prop up one of the filthiest coal-fired power stations in the country because 
members opposite had no idea what to do with it. It was $304 million. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! It is really hard to hear Hon Dr Sally Talbot. 
Hon Dr SALLY TALBOT: There is an expression for what members opposite did with that money and I will not 
use it here because I know that the President would not let me get away with it. But that is what they did, and they 
did it up the wall with $304 million. They might just as well have stood on the Narrows Bridge and chucked it in 
the Swan. 
Several members interjected. 
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Hon Dr SALLY TALBOT: I will tell members what the people of Collie want: they want stable, permanent 
employment. What a surprise! The people of Collie want stable, permanent employment. They do not want stable 
employment that is on a permanent basis for you mob over there—they want to see the back of you, and that is 
exactly why they voted overwhelmingly to chuck you out. They want stable, permanent employment, and it has 
been a long time since the people have had that. It has been a long time for the workers of Collie. The stress and 
uncertainty that has plagued that town for a decade is bad for the workers, bad for their families and bad for their 
kids. I will tell members what the worst thing is. They can read all the reports that have been written about this. 
The worst thing for a community like Collie that has an economy that is dependent on old forms of energy is 
unplanned closures. Unplanned closures are devastating for communities like Collie, but that is exactly what they 
were going to get from the mob opposite, and it is not what the McGowan Labor government will deliver to the 
community. There will be no unplanned closures in Collie. We have given that commitment; that is what we are 
going to deliver on. 
We back 100 per cent the Collie Futures fund and the programs that are being rolled out under the Collie Futures 
banner. We will stand shoulder to shoulder with the Collie community and make sure that every cent of that money 
is delivered. We have already delivered nearly $900 000 under the Collie Futures small grants program. Just the 
other day we announced the $8 million multipurpose bushfire facility in Collie. We will spend every cent of that 
money and it will all be done to provide jobs in Collie; that is, jobs for local workers in Collie. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon Dr SALLY TALBOT: Listen to me. I know members opposite hate it, but they have got to listen. They did not 
listen when they were on the treasury bench; they can jolly well shut up and listen now! 
Several members interjected. 
Hon Dr SALLY TALBOT: What the people of Collie want is stable, permanent, long-term secure employment.  
Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I am actually finding it really hard to hear. There is a bit of excess noise on that side 
of the room. 
Hon Dr SALLY TALBOT: The Labor government will deliver that to them and we will work with the community. 
We will work with small and — 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Members, there is a lot of noise but not a lot of listening—to me either. 
Hon Dr SALLY TALBOT: We will work with the Collie community. We will work with the workforce. We will 
work with large businesses and small businesses in the Collie — 
Several members interjected. 
Hon Dr SALLY TALBOT: I know members opposite hate it. I know they want me to stop, but I am not going to 
stop because my message to them is that it is about time they stopped frothing on and started to listen. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon Dr SALLY TALBOT: Every cent that this government puts into Collie will drive economic growth in the 
Collie region and it will create jobs for local people. I say to Hon Dr Steve Thomas in this Parliament: shame on 
you. Thank God for Mick Murray, thank God for Hon Alannah MacTiernan, and thank God for the McGowan 
Labor government.  
HON DIANE EVERS (South West) [11.29 am]: I appreciate getting the call on this motion, because I have been 
getting very annoyed over this issue. On 21 March, I asked a question without notice in Parliament and the Minister 
for Energy’s answer stated that the government has a whole-of-system plan to take a structured, coordinated 
approach to planning, developing and investing in our power systems. I acknowledge that the government said 
that this will be delivered in mid-2020, and I understand that that is pre-election time. The problem is that the 
government started only two years ago and if anybody in this place knows anything about energy, which I am sure 
they all do, they will know that changes cannot be made immediately. 
I take offence at the idea that we should continue to provide base load through coal while we wait for the transition 
to renewables to happen. That is what has happened for the past 10 years. We have been waiting and waiting, 
while the world is changing around us. We keep saying, “Invest in coal; let’s do more of it.” We have some other 
options, such as wave energy. I am totally dissatisfied with the discussion on this matter so far today. All we talk 
about is what has happened in the past and we are not looking forward to the future when wave energy can provide 
baseload power, even though many other options are available. A number of different renewable energy options 
are available to us and we should be looking at those now. We should not be asking how long we can keep coal 
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mines open or how long we can keep repairing our dilapidated equipment. We do not need to do that. We do not 
even need to be using gas. We can change, just like the rest of the world. Thirty to 40 per cent of home owners in 
Western Australia have already adopted a solar photovoltaic system. They are much smarter than we are. We are 
trying to live in the past under an archaic system, because we think what has happened in the past is what should 
happen in the future. The future is not like that. The future is changing and we need to change quickly with it. 
Although we will get that whole-of-system plan in 2020, sooner would be better and maybe with a few details. 
I acknowledge the part of the motion that asks for some of the details. We want to know now, but it is possible 
that we do not know that yet. Can members opposite tell me when past governments in this two-party system in 
which we just fight each other have put forward a plan before it was ready and the other side has said, “Great idea; 
let’s go for it”? That is not what the government wants to do. It wants to put forward a plan that is accepted by the 
community, that we can move on with and that can institute a new form of energy in the system so that we do not 
have power outages. Wind towers were built in Albany in 2004 or 2005. Prior to that, we had blackouts once or 
twice a day. Since those wind towers have gone in, that no longer happens. We are on the edge of the system and 
we are getting good, reliable power and we have one or two blackouts a year now. Things have changed. If 
renewables can do that, that is excellent. South Australia has been mentioned in this place. South Australia has 
batteries and the batteries are working better than they were expected to. That is what we need to look at. 
What can we do in the future? How can we help Collie, which has excellent infrastructure for the distribution of 
energy? We can continue to put in other renewable sources to link into that. As Hon Alannah MacTiernan said, 
there are very good uses for biomass, such as using the heat from it for heating buildings. Abattoirs are using it, as 
are swimming pools. The pool in Albany is using biomass from blue gum plantations and its power bill has been 
cut enormously because a new form of energy is being used that actually works and provides the information and 
energy resources that we need. There is an idea that electricity is expensive. Yes, it is, because we have been doing 
the wrong thing for so many years. Let us look to the future. Let us be innovative. Let us put in renewable energy 
sources such as sunlight, wind or wave movement so that we do not have to keep paying, as we do with coal, gas 
and nuclear power. With anything else, we have to keep paying for the inputs. If renewable sources are built, 
the energy cost will come down as we use more and more of it, as we are doing with solar panels. The price of 
a five-kilowatt solar power system went from $55 000 in 2008 to about $10 000 in 2018. 
Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 
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