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MIDWEST CORPORATION - PERMIT TO TRANSPORT IRON ORE 

533. Mr G. WOODHAMS to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure:   
As the minister knows, Midwest Corporation’s permit under the Transportation Act 1996 to truck iron ore from 
Morawa to Geraldton expires on 30 September.   

(1) Will the minister be extending that permit; if not, why not; and, if yes, what conditions will be on that 
permit?   

(2) Given that Midwest Corporation has 64 rail wagons waiting to be used so that the iron ore can be 
transported by rail, has the mines department provided the necessary approvals to allow Midwest 
Corporation to build a railway siding at Morawa?   

(3) If the mines department has given approval for the siding to be built, what further government 
approvals from agencies such as the Department of Environment and Conservation are needed to 
advance the building of the siding?   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 
(1)-(3) It is important to understand the history of this transaction.  When approval was given to mine, it was 

approval for a rail-based project.  Generally speaking, we do not allow iron ore to be carted through 
various towns by road.  The company subsequently decided it wanted to do this by road.  Although it 
had no approval, it made various statements that, indeed, it was going to proceed by road.  We 
intervened at that point and said that that would impose an unacceptable burden on many members of 
the community, including residents who were advocated for very powerfully by the member for 
Geraldton.  Quite frankly, it was an outrageous proposal that they would just abandon the rail 
proposition and use road.  Basically, if a company does not have a proper transport plan for delivery of 
ore, it does not have a completed project.  However, to assist Midwest Corporation, we gave it time to 
move to rail.  After discussions we gave the company a deadline.  It failed to meet the first deadline.  
We gave it a second deadline, which Midwest Corporation said it would meet.  It failed to meet that 
second deadline, so we gave it a third deadline, and it failed to meet it.   

I do not think Midwest Corporation was ever serious about meeting those deadlines.  It has the wagons 
that will be used for its subsequent projects, which obviously will be required to be by rail, so I do not 
believe that, necessarily, the presence of rail wagons is a demonstration of good faith in this regard.  

Mr C.J. Barnett:  What do you think they bought them for - to look at?   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I just described it to the member for Cottesloe, but because he is so wrapped up in 
himself that he was unable to understand it, I will repeat it.  Obviously, Midwest Corporation will require rail for 
the next part of its project, so it is quite conceivable that these rail wagons were bought for the next stage of the 
company’s project, not for its current project.  

Mr B.J. Grylls interjected. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Failing to meet three deadlines may well indicate that Midwest Corporation was 
never serious about taking the burden away from the local community.  

Several members interjected.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I find it really interesting that the National Party, the party for road trains, is 
completely oblivious to the chaos and destruction of amenity that is occurring in those communities because that 
company is carting iron ore by road.  A few people are in the National Party’s ear and those people are probably 
giving generous campaign donations to the National Party.  We are trying to get a proper balance between the 
interests of the mining company and the interests of the community.  We have corresponded with the company, 
outlining to it what we would require from it before we were prepared to give a fourth extension of the deadline.  
 


