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MINISTER FOR ENERGY 
Matter of Public Interest 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling):  Today I received a letter from the Leader of the Opposition seeking to 
debate as a matter of public interest the following motion - 

That this House has no confidence in the Minister for Energy. 

If sufficient members agree to this motion, I will allow it. 

[At least five members rose in their places.] 

The SPEAKER:  The matter shall proceed on the usual basis.  

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the Opposition) [3.57 pm]:  I move the motion.  The motion before 
the House is a very simple one that says that this House has no confidence in the Minister for Energy.  Members 
will have to vote either yes or no on that motion.  Members on this side of the House will be voting in favour of 
this motion and expressing their lack of confidence that is reflective of the community’s absolute lack of 
confidence in this Minister for Energy.  I move this motion because we had an electricity crisis in this State on 
Wednesday, 18 February.  We had a couple of hot days.  I have lived most of my life in Perth and it gets hot and 
humid in late February/March every year.  I cannot remember a year when it has not been hot or humid in Perth 
and the south west.  During the crisis more than one million people had restricted power supply or none at all.  
Members should think of what that means for this State.  Think of the stories that were heard in our electorates 
and on talkback radio of young mothers with children who did not have power during these days of hot weather.  
Young couples had bought homes and put in airconditioning but could not use it.  Elderly people in nursing 
homes were distressed because they did not have airconditioning and were made uncomfortable unnecessarily.   

Think of the workplace.  Hundreds, if not thousands, of businesses in this State could not operate on that day.  A 
businessman from my electorate who operates a plastics moulding business in the northern suburbs said to me 
that despite all the debate about the electricity prices, the problem is that he is repeatedly closing down his 
factory and sending his workers home without pay and without the day’s work having been done because he 
cannot get an electricity supply.  The member for Yokine can laugh but that businessman may well be from his 
electorate.  This businessman sent home 40 employees the day before the crisis day.  They went home because 
they were unable to work, and presumably were not paid.  He could find nothing for them to do.  How many 
hundreds of employers faced that problem?  The Minister for Tourism laughs about it.  It is obvious that that is 
the attitude of the Labor Party.  They laugh about a million people having been without electricity.  They laugh 
about the tens of thousands of workers who could not do their normal day’s work.  They laugh about the tens of 
millions of dollars of lost production to this State.  They laugh about the fact that Western Australia was 
humiliated on that day, as this incident was reported around the nation and, indeed, internationally.  A person 
could not run his business or carry on his normal daily life because it was hot in Perth.  That is why we have 
moved this motion.   

The minister has failed to accept responsibility.  He has run from responsibility like a frightened mouse.  He 
sought to blame everyone and anything he could.  He failed to resign.  This motion is before the House because 
he failed to accept responsibility and to resign.  Despite all the fine speeches the Premier has made about 
ministerial standards and accountability, he failed to have the fortitude to remove the minister.  I have not 
demanded that the Minister for Energy be removed from Cabinet; I have simply said that he must be removed 
from the energy portfolio.  On this issue, he cannot continue as energy minister.  He has failed.  I do not know 
how many times I have said in this Parliament - it is probably dozens of times - that the first responsibility of a 
Minister for Energy is to make sure that this essential service is supplied and that it is reliable and safe.  That is 
the measure.  The minister failed.  Even today he tried to blame the Bureau of Meteorology and tried to draw 
parallels with two previous events.  One event involved an extraordinary weather condition that caused 
mechanical failure of the high voltage line.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  A bit of humidity in March!   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The minister should not be a bigger fool than the one the public already thinks he is.  The 
second event was a May storm, when enormous winds brought down the power supply system.  They were 
extreme events.  What we had the other week was a couple of hot days.  There is no parallel between them.  The 
minister tried to excuse that event today by saying that it involved high humidity.  It is always humid at this time 
of year.   

Dr G.I. Gallop:  He didn’t make any excuse. 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT:  He made excuse after excuse, Premier.  The Premier is weak for not acting on this issue.   

Dr G.I. Gallop:  No-one is listening to you.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Not many government members are listening because not many of them want to support 
the minister.  That is obvious. 

It was a hot and humid day.  Power demand was high.  We know that people are using and installing more 
airconditioners in homes and businesses.  We know that power demand is increasing.  We live in an electronic 
age.  It is well known that far more electricity consuming devices are being used.  We did not have power 
because this minister and Western Power did not make provision for there to be an adequate capacity and reserve 
margins for this summer.  That is why we lost power.  It is as simple as that.  The decisions were not made 18 
months to two years ago to ensure that the gas supply and gas transport and generating capacity were in place.  
We lost power for those three reasons.  That is why the minister is culpable.  That is why the minister must go.  
He will go from this portfolio as this issue is pursued.  A childish laugh has come from the other side.  What did 
the big, tough Premier do?  On the day this occurred, the Premier and the Minister for Energy defended Western 
Power and Dr van der Mye.  Gee, they were decisive on the next day; they put out a six-point plan.  What a joke!  
That is typical of a Premier who has already set up 300 inquiries.  He could not make a decision in an iron lung.  
That is what is happening in this State.  Obviously the spin people in the Premier’s office said that they had 
better do something.  What did they do?  They sacked Dr van der Mye and the Chairman of the Western Power 
Board.  Why not sack the minister?  He is the guy who is ultimately responsible.  He is the guy who must go.  He 
will go because of his absolute failure to protect the people of this State and to provide a reliable power supply. 

Dr G.I. Gallop:  When will we get some intellectual content from the Leader of the Opposition?  That is a good 
question, I think. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  That was a brilliant statement by the Premier!  Sitting on the Premier’s right -  

Dr G.I. Gallop:  You have given up using your brain and you are being exposed for it.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  We will go right through this issue, Premier.  We will go right through the minister’s 
involvement.  We will go through what the Premier knew and why he was enjoying a cocktail function.  We will 
go through why he did not tell the public of this State what was going to happen, when both he and the minister 
knew about it, and why he did not inform television and radio outlets.  He knew on the eve of Wednesday, 18 
February and did not act.  He did not inform the public of the action that was to be taken by Western Power.  We 
will go right through that.  It will go on for days.  It will go on until the Minister for Energy is removed from that 
position.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  You were very weak during question time.  You should do better, because your attack has been 
very weak.  You are not a very good Opposition.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Government members may well laugh and snigger at the young mums who could not cope 
with their young children and at the old people in nursing homes who were distressed.  They may well laugh and 
snigger at the people who lost their employment.  

Point of Order 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The Leader of the Opposition seeks to characterise behaviour in this House in a quite 
untruthful way.  Although he can make out that people might laugh and snigger at those sorts of things, that is 
not what is happening.  Standing Order No 92 states that imputations of improper motives and personal 
reflections on a member of the Assembly are disorderly other than by substantive motion.  The Leader of the 
Opposition imputed that members on this side, including me, were sniggering at the plight of young mothers 
who were without power.  That is not the case and his comment should be withdrawn.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Government members are trying very hard because they do not want us to attack the 
Deputy Premier.  That standing order does not apply in this case.  They were laughing and sniggering.  That is a 
fact.  The Leader of the Opposition can clearly say in this place that they were laughing and sniggering.  There 
were no improper motives for those comments.  They were not unparliamentary.  I suggest, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, that you rule against the point of order.   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I draw your attention, Madam Deputy Speaker, not to the part of Standing Order No 92 on 
improper motives, but to the part on personal reflections.  The Leader of the Opposition personally reflected on 
the Minister for Energy by saying that he was sniggering about people who experienced misfortune during the 
power issue.  That is simply not true.  Even if it were, it would require a substantive motion.  The fact that 
members might laugh at the inane and hopeless attack by the Leader of the Opposition does not allow the Leader 
of the Opposition to suggest that the Minister for Energy or other members were saying something that they 
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clearly were not.  It was a personal reflection by the Leader of the Opposition.  As such, it is clearly contrary to 
Standing Order No 92.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Earlier today government backbenchers were asked to withdraw the expression “charlatan”, 
which they did.  I would have thought that the implication by the Leader of the Opposition that the Minister for 
Energy was sniggering at those who suffered enormously as a result of the power difficulties did, without 
question, impute his character in a way that contravenes the standing orders of this Chamber.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  The standing order is quite clear.  If a direct charge is made against a member, it 
must be made by way of a substantive motion.  In terms of the code of conduct, I could easily have ordered an 
earlier comment out of order as well.  Members have a right in this place to reflect on how well a person is doing 
a job and about that job, but not in a personal way.  In this case the arguments in the point of order stand.  The 
debate will show that it has been countered.  I will rule that there is no point of order, but I remind members of 
the code of conduct, and that I expect a new level of debate in this place.  I will not allow personal reflections or 
insults.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The Premier and the minister tried to explain the catastrophe of 18 February in a variety of 
ways.  Time prevents me from going through those ways, but I will have an opportunity later.  They tried to 
cloud the whole issue by portraying it as part of their so-called energy reform agenda, but this had nothing at all 
to do with energy reform.  This was about proper planning for a summer peak period.  It was simply about 
ordering gas and gas transport capacity and making sure that the generation was in place.  This minister has been 
hands-off.  Even in the face of this crisis, his response, and that of the Premier, was along the lines that they do 
not deal with operational things, but rather with policy.  How important does the minister think he is - will he 
deal only with policy?  He does not deal with the things that affect people, such as the provision of a reliable and 
safe power supply.  What does the minister say to people in country areas who have had fire after fire, power 
failures and poles falling over?  What does he say to the young mothers and elderly people?  He says he does not 
deal with operations; he is a policy person.  If that is not arrogance and conceit, I do not know what is.  From 
personal experience, I know that the energy minister must be hands-on.  It is a complex industry, involving 
different fuels, different types of generators, an isolated and vast State with no interconnection with other States, 
the need for a reserve margin, and the need for 10-year prior planning and short to medium-term planning two 
years in advance for each summer and winter peak.  That is what the Minister for Energy does; that is why he is 
paid more than $200 000 a year.  He is not paid to say he is hands-off; he needs to be hands-on.  He needs to be 
doing his job.  He has not done his job, and that is why he should give up his job or be removed from it.  It is as 
simple as that. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Even you do not believe that.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The minister is laughing again.  A million people lose power and all he does is laugh and 
snigger.  The Premier is no better.  The planning process for long-run power generation and the procurement 
process is in absolute confusion.  The simple planning for the summer peak never took place.  When the crisis 
occurred, the excuses came from everywhere.  It was the fault of Epic Energy; it was the fault of the privatisation 
of the pipeline; it was the fault of the former minister - me; or it was the fault of the consumers, necessitating 
demand management.  It went on and on and on.  The Government even said that, when the pipeline was 
privatised, there was no requirement to expand its capacity.  The schedule attached to the pipeline privatisation 
Act contains a clear requirement.  For a firm commitment to buy gas, the owner of the pipeline is bound to 
expand its capacity.  After privatisation, other customers, such as CSBP Ltd and Wesfarmers, entered into 
contracts for more capacity, and Epic spent about $130 million delivering that capacity.  The point is that the 
Collie coal-fired power station was commissioned in the late 1990s, so Western Power was in a comfortable 
position.  The 300 megawatts of coal-fired generating capacity that had just been brought online bought it a 
period from 1999 to 2001.  Thereafter, with demand growing at about 100 to 120 megawatts a year, the 
Government had to make provision for the next additional fuel component, particularly in the summer peak.  It 
did not do so, and that is why the Minister for Energy must be removed.  He did not exercise options and enter 
into contracts to supply gas and gas transport capacity and generation.  He did not do the two to three-year 
planning.  

Mr E.S. Ripper:  We did.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  He did not, and that is why we ran out of power.  If he had done that, we would not have 
had the events of last Wednesday.  

Mr E.S. Ripper:  It was done.   
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Mr C.J. BARNETT:  If the minister is telling me it was done, why did a million Western Australians not have 
electricity?  The Minister for Energy has absolutely failed.  He did not do the job.   

The origin of this fiasco is the stunning incompetence of the minister.  It goes back to his appointment of Dr van 
der Mye at an annual salary of $450 000.  The guy lives in Melbourne.  He went back every Friday - sometimes 
on Thursdays - and used a limousine to go to the airport.  The minister denied that he knew about that.  He 
approved a contract that included a salary of $450 000, a $50 000 success fee - we have not heard about those 
since WA Inc - if he broke up Western Power, and accommodation and food allowances.  Why would someone 
on $450 000 a year get a food allowance?  The minister approved the contract.  This man had a food allowance 
because he was not resident here.  He was a fly in, fly out chief executive officer.  What a joke!  The minister did 
not even grasp that.  He appointed the chief executive officer for a short term.  Western Power is an engineering-
based organisation.  It has 3 000 employees, power stations, power lines, and complex trade, engineering and 
technical requirements.  The minister put a finance guy in there.  He is a very bright person, but his expertise 
should have been used on the basis that he was a consultant, if the Government wanted to break up Western 
Power; he should not have been employed to run the show.  The incompetence started from the day that contract 
was signed, and the minister defended it. 

It does not matter what we look at.  Epic Energy said it could have supplied the energy.  Others could have acted, 
but the minister did nothing.  The crisis came after two severe bushfires in the south west, which tragically led to 
the deaths of two women at Tenterden.  The Government had warnings, going back over two years, that the 
energy system in this State was heading for a crisis, and it failed to act.  It was so totally preoccupied with 
breaking up Western Power that that became its sole objective.  The minister interpreted energy policy as 
breaking up Western Power into four parts.  I am sorry, but energy policy is about providing a reliable, safe 
power supply and planning, long term and short term, for future generation.  Because the minister has failed so 
spectacularly to do that, he is incompetent as an energy minister.  He should have had the courage to resign, and 
the Premier should have had the guts to sack the minister.  The minister is incompetent and should be removed. 

Dr G.I. Gallop:  Why do you not use your brain any more?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  All we get from the Premier is the playground, smart alec comment.  After a million people 
lose power, and thousands lose production and a day’s work, what do we get from the Premier?  We get, “Why 
do you not use your brain?”  If that is where the Premier is at the moment, he may as well resign along with the 
minister.  

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [4.17 pm]:  Before getting to the core of this 
motion, I would like to draw attention to a procedural matter.  In my entire time in this Parliament since 1986, in 
the time of the Burke, Lawrence and Court Governments, when a minister was under attack, it would be 
expected that someone on the government side would support that minister.  The fact that opposition members 
presently outnumber members opposite in the Chamber is a clear indication that the people on my left do not 
support this minister.  It is a clear and well-established part of the Westminster system that, when a minister is 
under attack, government members defend him.  Where is that defence?  It is not here.  I would suggest that most 
government members are in the afternoon tea room, because they consider having a cup of tea or coffee and a 
scone to be more important than defending the minister.  I do not say that lightly.  Members opposite have a 
responsibility to be present in the House defending the minister, if the minister is defendable.  Where are the 
government members?  They are absent.   

The National Party supports the motion.  The minister must stand condemned for his failure to accept 
responsibility for the events of 18 February, not to mention the problems that have plagued regional and rural 
Western Australia since the appointment of the Minister for Energy.  The minister has been totally blinded by the 
agenda of the Labor Party, and has taken his eye off the ball.  The net result has been disaster.  The minister has 
neglected his prime responsibility; that is, to maintain an essential service.  He refused to get involved in the 
regional power crisis.  He did not bother to attend the Koorda meeting arranged by the National Party in January 
last year.   

There were threats of blackouts across the State in July because power generation capacity was so stretched.  
Western Power’s equipment could not take the load.  In the same month the crashing of Muja power station 
again put pressure on supply.  Householders and business owners were asked to contain their electricity use over 
a two-week period to avoid rolling blackouts. 

In his obsessive bid to break up Western Power, the minister overlooked the maintenance of an ageing power 
network.  That does not include the fact that to date he has extracted $60 million in extra dividends from Western 
Power.  The minister has banned Western Power from borrowing money to fund new power stations to guarantee 
future power supply.  The minister has also refused to allow Western Power to undertake general maintenance in 
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the regions so that communities would not be faced with 80-hour blackouts.  The lack of investment in new 
generating capacity and the disaggregation plans left Western Australia with outdated technology that could not 
cope with energy demands.  The minister has clearly neglected his duty to ensure a reliable power supply for all 
Western Australians. 

The Energy Safety Directorate told the Government in October that $49 million should be spent to increase basic 
power supplies in the wheatbelt over a seven-year period, but there is still no commitment from either the Gallop 
Government or Western Power to do that.  The minister failed to attend a public meeting in Jerramungup last 
November when locals called for a more reliable power supply.  There has been no response to a call from that 
meeting to reinvest $50 million a year from Western Power’s profits into upgrading the agricultural network 
over the next 10 years.  That is part of the reason the National Party will not support the minister’s proposed 
disaggregation.   

In December two women died after a fallen power pole sparked a fire in Tenterden.  Stephen van der Mye 
refused to apologise to the families.  On the same day fire burnt out 4 000 hectares at Bridgetown.  Western 
Power failed to take responsibility for controlling overgrown vegetation that caught alight on Department of 
Conservation and Land Management land.  Blackouts occur daily in the regions.  At the moment 2 500 people 
across the south west interconnected system have been without power since 11.00 am yesterday. 

Mr B.J. Grylls:  The electricity is unlikely to be on until 6.30 tonight. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Indeed.  There is no point in the minister smugly sitting in this Chamber laughing and 
joking about this process.  People out there have been without power for over 24 hours.  The minister asked 
whether we support a no-confidence motion in him.  We do so very clearly.  He has whipped the money out of 
Western Power, refused to allow maintenance and refused to be responsible.  People are suffering right now.   

The examples I have given leave regional consumers with no confidence in the utility.  All the calls to my office 
have condemned the minister and the Gallop Government.  If the Premier and the minister wish to make light of 
the anger in the regions, they may do so, but they will do so at their own expense.  Regional consumers have also 
been misled by the minister’s claims that $950 million will be spent on the transmission and distribution 
network.  He forgets to tell them where that money will be spent, which is a slight problem.  I believe that about 
$9 million will be spent in the wheatbelt area where some 2 500 people are without power. 

What is the minister’s plan to fix the regional power supply?  He does not have a plan.  He came to me some 
months ago and asked me to support disaggregation.  Country people want power right now.  They are not 
concerned whether it is supplied by the public or the private sector - just power will do.  Guess what?  In 
Jerramungup people did not want to know about the price; they simply asked for power and said that they would 
pay. 

Dr G.I. Gallop:  What is your view on the privatisation of Western Power? 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The National Party told the Premier that it would get involved in disaggregation if the 
Government gave it four guarantees, which the Government refused to do.   

Dr G.I. Gallop:  What is your view on privatisation?  The Leader of the Opposition supports it. 

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  No he does not. 

Dr G.I. Gallop:  That is interesting.  What is your view? 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I have not got a lot of time.  Other speakers will speak after me.  The situation is a 
shambles.  The Government has allowed the issues to get out of control.  The one person responsible for this is 
the minister. 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Minister for Energy) [4.27 pm]:  I begin by remarking that it is a very serious 
issue when an essential service like electricity is not delivered to people on a day when they most need it - one of 
the most uncomfortable days in Perth for the past 50 years.  The Government treats the issue with the degree of 
seriousness that it deserves.  We do not laugh or snigger at people who suffered discomfort, inconvenience, lost 
income and possibly worse on Wednesday, 18 February.  I object very strongly to members of the Opposition 
seeking to cover up the inadequacy of their arguments with personal reflections on members of the Government.  
It is not only extremely offensive but also just plain wrong.  I take seriously my responsibility as Minister for 
Energy to ensure the reliability, quality and safety of the electricity supply.  I regard it as one of the most 
fundamental responsibilities that I have as a minister of the Crown in this Government.  I do not think that it is a 
laughing matter or a matter that should cause bad behaviour in Parliament. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 2 March 2004] 

 p85g-96a 
Speaker; Mr Colin Barnett; Mr Eric Ripper; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr John Kobelke; Dr Geoff Gallop; Deputy 

Speaker; Mr Max Trenorden; Dr Elizabeth Constable; Dr Janet Woollard; Mr Bernie Masters; Mr John Day; Mr 
Paul Omodei; Acting Speaker 

 [6] 

I will now address the arguments that have been raised, such as they are.  The first thing the Opposition does is 
to completely ignore the sort of event that was experienced.  The Opposition pretends that it was a normal two or 
three days in February.  When a mist descended on the transmission lines in March 1994 and knocked out power 
to everyone for five or six hours, the now Leader of the Opposition said that he was not responsible and that it 
was the weather.  Two or three months later in May 1994, when a storm came through and the then State Energy 
Commission’s response was completely inadequate to deal with calls of complaint and the requirement to attend 
to the damage caused by the storm, the Leader of the Opposition, who was then the Minister for Energy, said not 
to blame him because it was the weather.  However, on the basis of the relative strain index, when the State 
experiences the two most uncomfortable days in succession since 20 February 1955, somehow or other the 
Leader of the Opposition does not think that the weather counts.  When it is a matter of discomfort to people that 
causes them to switch on airconditioners at huge rates, the Leader of the Opposition does not think that 
circumstance should be taken into account.  Nearly 50 years ago in 1955 the State did not have anything like the 
extent of airconditioner usage that it has at the moment.  During very uncomfortable days of high temperature 
and high humidity, as verified by the Bureau of Meteorology’s objective index, the electricity system had to 
confront a serious situation. 

I am not making excuses.  The electricity supply sector has an obligation to deliver power continuously to people 
up to the level they demand whatever the extremes of the weather; that is its obligation.  Nevertheless, as we 
seek in this House to understand what went wrong and how to avoid it in the future, we cannot ignore the fact 
that Western Power was asked to manage an extremely unusual and difficult period of very high electricity 
demand resulting from weather conditions that had not been experienced in this State for nearly 50 years.  I am 
of the view that Western Power failed dismally to manage those events.  I am of the view that Western Power 
particularly failed to communicate its understanding of the situation and the needs and requirements of the 
people of Western Australia in any sensible or reasonable way.  Clearly there was a communications catastrophe.  
On the day itself I thought that was it - a communications catastrophe.  However, the more I think about this 
matter, the more I have a concern that there may well have been operational failures in the way in which Western 
Power responded to these extreme circumstances.  That is why the Government and Western Power have asked 
the committee of review to investigate these circumstances.  You, Madam Deputy Speaker, will note that I am 
prefacing my answer to every question on this matter with the words “I am advised that” because I, as the 
minister, am not absolutely confident that I have all the facts from Western Power on these matters.  Even if 
there were no requirement for public accountability and no requirement to explain to the public what happened, 
I, as minister, would require an independent review of these events because I am still not satisfied that I have the 
full story of what happened on that day.  It is unacceptable that the Minister for Energy - let alone the public and 
the Parliament - does not have an accurate, comprehensive and reliable account of what happened on that day. 

The Leader of the Opposition raised the question of failure to plan.  Prior to Christmas 2000, the Leader of the 
Opposition announced a program of new power stations.  When we came to power, I had discussions with 
Western Power about that program of new power stations.  Following a cabinet decision, I made an 
announcement about a program of new power stations.  Western Power then came to me, under the previous 
management of David Eiszele, and said that it had changed its mind about what it thought was necessary.  
Therefore, I went through another process of consideration with Western Power about which power stations 
were necessary.  I went back to Cabinet and got a new decision for power stations.  As a result of that program, 
Cockburn 1, a highly efficient combined cycle gas turbine power station, was ready in place for this summer.  I 
will quote from Western Power’s advice to me of 19 November 2000.  I will table the document, just in case any 
member wants to take a point of order.  The document is titled “Update on Forecast Demand and Supply - 
Summer 2004”.   

Mr J.H.D. Day:  What was the date of the advice again? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  19 November 2003. 

Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  You said 2000. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Did I?  I am sorry it is summer 2004.  This is what Western Power said about Cockburn 1 - 

The addition of Cockburn 1 to Western Power’s portfolio has been invaluable in that it not only 
provides much needed additional capacity but its high operating efficiency means that it uses 
approximately 12 TJ/day less gas than plant it replaces in Western Power’s order of merit. 

The Government’s decision to proceed with the Cockburn 1 power station played an important role in Western 
Power’s ability - so far as it was - to respond to peak load demands this summer.  I urge members to read the 
advice that came to me from Western Power, which outlines an apparently comprehensive program of 
maintenance and other action designed to meet the summer peak.  If any member of this place had been a 
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minister and had received that advice, he or she would have confidence that Western Power was planning 
properly for the summer peak.  The advice refers to gas transport risks and states -  

The greatest risk to Western Power’s ability to meet system demand during the 2004 summer period 
will be associated with the availability of sufficient gas transport capacity. 

It then goes on to refer to its contracts and so on, and continues -  

Western Power estimates that its average working day gas requirement during the 2004 summer period 
will be 118 TJ/day with a peak requirement of 180 TJ/day to serve extreme demand days of 40 deg. C 
and greater. 

Western Power went on to say that it had contracts for 119 terajoules but on a peak summer day it would require 
180 terajoules.  It referred to how it would obtain the additional 61 terajoules of gas on a peak day, and said -  

All shortfalls will need to be made up through the purchase of additional ‘spot’ transport capacity in the 
DBNGP and Parmelia Pipeline or through the use of distillate fired gas turbines. 

It went on to advise me - 

Historically Epic Energy  . . . has been able to meet Western Power’s gas transport requirements, even 
at peak times, while its pipeline compressor plant remains available. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Did you have any gas plant not operating? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Western Power therefore said to me that peak demand in summer would be 180 terajoules a 
day and that historically Epic Energy had been able to meet that peak demand.  That was correct, because in 
2003 Western Power drew 192 terajoules of gas on one particularly hot day.  Western Power went on to advise 
me that it had a fuel supply risk mitigation strategy, and stated -  

Western Power maintains liquid fuel firing capability in Frame 5 and 6 gas turbines located at Pinjar, 
Kwinana, West Kalgoorlie and Geraldton with a total capacity during the summer peak period of 
274 MW, enough capacity to meet a gas availability shortfall of 75 TJ/day.   

Western Power was saying to me therefore that Epic had always been able to meet a shortfall of 61 terajoules of 
gas on a hot day.  Secondly, it was saying that it had the ability to liquid fire turbines that would give it the 
equivalent of 75 terajoules on one of those peak days.  It said also -  

In addition to this, Western Power also has an agreement with Alcoa World Alumina . . . whereby 
Alcoa will, if possible, convert its operations from gas to liquid fuel, freeing up additional gas capacity 
for Western Power’s use with Western Power meeting Alcoa’s liquid fuel costs.  Alcoa’s capability for 
converting to liquid fuels on this basis further augments Western Power’s available gas by up to 
20 TJ/day. 

That was the advice I received from Western Power in November 2003. 
I ask members to read the advice and make up their own mind as to whether they, as a minister, would have 
accepted that Western Power had taken comprehensive steps to maintain all its equipment and to manage its 
peak risk period in the summer.  In particular, Western Power specifically addressed the issue of constraints on 
gas transport capacity and it specifically advised me on how it would meet those risks.  Nevertheless, when that 
extreme weather event occurred and demand climbed to 3 004 megawatts - that is, well above Western Power’s 
peak forecast - it was unable to deliver electricity.  That is why the Government has appointed a committee of 
review. 
The Leader of the Opposition interjected and asked me a question.  There are many unanswered questions that I, 
as Minister for Energy, have about what happened in those three days.  People ask whether I knew this or that.  I 
am not an engineer, Madam Deputy Speaker.  I am not responsible for ordering gas on a day-to-day basis.  I am 
not responsible for despatching particular equipment to operate on the system.  I do not determine which 
generator is fired up.  I do not determine when a decision is made to go to distillate fuel rather than use gas.  
However, as Minister for Energy, I need to know why all these strategies about which Western Power advised 
me did not work on Wednesday, 18 February.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  You had been told in this Parliament that you would be running into problems.  You and the 
Premier deal with policy, don’t you?  All you do is sit down in the library and deal with policy. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The Leader of the Opposition is not contributing anything to the debate except anger, 
negativity and sneering arrogance.  That is all he is contributing to the debate.  He is known in this place for his 
poor behaviour and the arrogance and born-to-rule mentality that he still has, even though he is in opposition. 
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The facts of the matter are that even on that third day when there were gas restrictions, Western Power still 
generated its third highest level of electricity ever, except for the two previous days.   

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  So why did we have to turn our power off? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  On that day of restrictions, even despite the restrictions, Western Power generated and sold 
more electricity than on any single day in any previous year.  The only two days on which there was a higher 
generation of electricity were on the Tuesday, with 58 gigawatt hours, and on the Monday, with 55 gigawatt 
hours.  On the Wednesday, 54 gigawatt hours of electricity were generated, which was still two gigawatt hours 
more than the 2003 peak.   

I heard someone make a very good interjection.  I think it was the member for Kingsley, who is a much more 
reasonable member of Parliament than the Leader of the Opposition. 

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  I love you too! 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Perhaps I have gone too far.  She is retiring, and as she moves towards retirement, we will 
probably be nicer and nicer to her; but maybe not.  Nevertheless, the member for Kingsley made a very good 
interjection when she asked: if Western Power was generating so much electricity, why were there power 
restrictions?  That is a very good question.  Electricity is one of those commodities that cannot be stored.  There 
is no provision for a waiting list.  A customer cannot be told, “I’m sorry, we don’t have any of that in stock.  Put 
your order in and we’ll deliver in three weeks.”  It is one of those commodities that must be delivered 
instantaneously, and to the level of demand that people need.  On that day people really needed their electricity.  
It was extremely hot and extremely uncomfortable.  I really regret that Western Power was not able to provide 
the electricity that people needed, because it was extremely inconvenient for people.  They suffered more than 
inconvenience.  People lost production and income, and I have no doubt that in certain circumstances there were 
risks to people’s health. 

On the radio I heard a lady in her 80s who rang Paul Murray’s program.  She was panting breathlessly because 
she was on an oxygen machine.  She was worried about the fact that she could not have her airconditioner on.  
Paul Murray was good enough to point out to her that the order did not apply to people who had health problems.  
However, is that not one of Western Power’s failures; that is, the order was so draconian and so poorly 
communicated that that 80-year-old lady honestly thought that despite the fact that she was seriously ill and on 
an oxygen machine, she must have her airconditioner turned off in case she was fined.  Of all the incidents that 
occurred in those 24 hours, that is the one that brought home to me just what a terrible communications effort 
had been engaged in by Western Power.  That is why we need the committee of review.  We need to find out 
what the State Energy Commission of WA and Western Power did following the events of 1994 when they were 
subject to exactly the same criticisms by their then minister and the public.  What was wrong with their crisis 
management plan?  What was wrong with their communication strategy?  Did they make any operational errors?  
Were there operational decisions that they should have made but did not make?   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  It was a lack of planning and preparedness. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  They are the matters that we need to explore. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  You don’t get it. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The Leader of the Opposition says that I still do not get it because it was a matter of planning 
and preparedness.  When the Leader of the Opposition reads the briefing note from Western Power to me, he will 
see that Western Power engaged in a comprehensive plan and strategy to manage the peak demand in summer. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Why did you sack the chairman and the chief executive officer then?  If you reckon they were 
doing so well, why did you sack them? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Their plan failed, did it not? 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Their plan failed and you failed.  That is why you must go. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Their plan failed.  Western Power stated - 

Western Power experienced peak demand during the 2003 summer period of 2719 MW on 10 March 
2003. 

I remember that well, because Western Power was so proud that it had generated 2 719 megawatts that it printed 
a red T-shirt, which it gave to every employee in generation, outlining the record generation and the power 
stations that had contributed to it.  It presented me with a red T-shirt to mark the peak in 2003 of 2 719 
megawatts.  In Western Power’s advice to me it stated - 
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System demand forecasts for the 2004 summer period indicate a potential extreme weather peak 
demand for the Western Power load area of 2770 MW. 

Western Power stated that its projection was 2 770 megawatts.  In fact, there was a demand for 3 004 megawatts.  
Had Western Power not issued the order on the Wednesday, we do not know precisely what level the demand 
would have reached.  That is another area in which the committee of review needs to examine Western Power’s 
performance.  What was wrong with its forecasting?  This is what I think was wrong with its forecasting: I 
believe it had modelled too much on the basis of a single hot day and not enough on the basis of a series of hot 
days in a row.  The gas pipeline can supply 180 terajoules on one day, and it can probably supply 180 terajoules 
on two days.  However, demonstrably, it cannot supply 180 terajoules on three days running.  Western Power 
needs to examine that issue.  In short, there was a communications catastrophe in Western Power.  There were 
possible operational errors and there were certainly forecasting errors in Western Power.  All those need to be 
looked at by the committee of review.   

I refer to the minister’s role.  The Government authorised the construction of the power station which was ready 
for summer and which Western Power said was vital in meeting the summer peak.  In exercising my 
responsibility as Minister for Energy, I received a comprehensive briefing note from Western Power outlining 
what it was doing to meet the summer peak.  I ask members to look at the briefing note when I table it.  I will be 
very surprised if they can honestly say that it is not a convincing briefing note indicating an organisation 
apparently planning well.  Nevertheless, the organisation failed to forecast the peak of 3 004 megawatts.  It failed 
to deliver the power that people needed on one of the most uncomfortable days in this State in the past half-
century.  The people of Western Australia demand better from Western Power and under this Government they 
will certainly get better, because the lessons of this event have to be learnt. 

DR E. CONSTABLE (Churchlands) [4.50 pm]:  During question time today the minister showed the House his 
beautiful charts which, no doubt, he sat up last night colouring a pretty blue.  He said that the State had a two per 
cent chance of such an event happening in Western Australia.  To me, that is an emergency situation because 
Western Power would have known that it was possible it would happen.  It should have had something in place 
well before the occurrence in order to cope with that event.  I understand that the minister had been told some 
months earlier that if we had severe weather like that during the summer we would have an emergency situation.  
I would have thought the minister, as the policy person, had plenty of time to put a policy in place to ensure we 
did not have the situation we ended up having.  During question time the minister indicated that the event was an 
act of God. 

Mr E.S. Ripper interjected. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  That is what the minister suggested! 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Listen, member - 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  It is my two minutes and I do not want to listen to you!   

Why did the minister and the Premier go through the farce of sacking Stephen van der Mye and the chairman, 
Malcolm Macpherson, if it was an act of God that they were subjected to like the rest of us?   

The minister said during question time that it was very worrying for domestic consumers and that something had 
to be done about demand; that it had to be attacked.  We have seen what has happened with water and demand.  
The minister blames the consumers. 

Mr E.S. Ripper interjected. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  Exactly; that is right.  We will take it from the last numbers given during the minister’s 
address.  God help us if the minister is in charge in a year!   

State Governments in a modern society have three major and important obligations: to provide clean water, clean 
air and an electricity supply.  The minister has failed on two of those and it is time for him to go. 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [4.52 pm]:  Within my electorate there has been one problem after 
another with Western Power in the past few years.  I have written to the minister about the problems.  We are 
told that the recent crisis was caused by the generators, which were not adequate.  Forward planning is needed; 
that is evident from the power crisis.  People in my electorate were without power for 24 hours.  Elderly people, 
sick people, families and mothers with small children were without power for 24 hours because this Government 
has not put any money into Western Power.  As such, it has not been keeping its equipment up to the required 
standard.   
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I drove down Leach Highway today and saw all the steel poles holding up the powerlines.  The Government is 
going to start pork-barrelling this year all over the place.  The minister should put the money where the 
Government promised, which is health and essential services such as electricity and water. 

I have lots of things I would like to say in this debate but there are other Independents who also want to speak. 

MR B.K. MASTERS (Vasse) [4.54 pm]:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  The Minister for Energy needs to go back to school - 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!  I have just given the call to the member for Vasse.  Members should 
recognise that fact and give him a chance to speak. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  I point out to the minister that if something like an extreme weather event occurs twice in 
50 years, it is a one in 25 frequency, not one in 50. 

In the one minute left to me I point out that if the minister reads his own Government’s document on greenhouse 
gas strategy, he will see that there are three points at which extreme weather events are warned of. 

I support this motion against the minister because he does not talk about demand management in the sense of 
long-term and total demand management.  The minister continues to talk about crisis demand management.  
Until the minister understands that demand management means managing all the demand, he will continue to 
miss the plot. 

Finally, I mention that a volunteer firefighter by the name of Billy Baldock was killed recently when a possum 
climbed a power pole.  Animal guards have been available for several decades to put around the base of power 
poles. 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Darling Range) [4.56 pm]:  The primary responsibility of the Minister for Energy in any 
Government is to ensure that the community has access to reliable and safe energy supplies.  It is the case in our 
economy and community that the major energy source for households and industry is electricity.  Given that the 
minister’s primary responsibility is to ensure that households and industry have access to safe and reliable 
electricity supplies, he clearly failed in that responsibility two weeks ago.  That is beyond debate; it was there for 
everyone to see on black Wednesday, 18 February 2004. 

Dr G.I. Gallop:  What happened in 1994? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  There was a major storm.  The then Minister for Energy accepted his responsibility to do 
everything in his power to ensure the situation was rectified as quickly as possible and that processes were put in 
place, particularly regarding better communications with the community. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Does the member acknowledge there is a difference between a power restriction and a blackout 
lasting for five hours? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  There was a major storm.  Is the minister suggesting that a Minister for Energy can prevent 
that from occurring?  That is taking things a little too far.  This problem was foreseeable two weeks ago and it 
was preventable.  The buck stops with the Minister for Energy.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Remember there was a real argument at the time whether sufficient money had been spent on 
washing down the lines. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  Here we go!  A continuation of the practice of this Government that seeks to spread around the 
blame and attribute responsibility to everyone but itself. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  The member applies one set of standards to a Labor Government and another set to a coalition 
Government. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  Not at all.  The Minister for Energy says he does not have day-to-day responsibility for the 
management of Western Power.  I agree; that is true, but this is hardly a day-to-day management issue.  It was a 
matter of responsibility that stopped with the minister.  Two major issues are involved.  One is a responsibility to 
ensure that Western Power has in place both the management and procedures to ensure that this sort of event is 
planned and prepared for.  That was clearly not the case.  There has been a failure to act by the minister.  There 
has also been active neglect by the minister in respect of his responsibilities.  In particular, this Labor 
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Government has a policy of breaking up and destroying Western Power as an electricity provider in this State.  
That has quite clearly led to chaos and disarray within the organisation.  That is very clear.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Are you a supporter of privatisation? 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Don’t you remember?  You sacked David Eiszele, someone with 32 years experience.  This 
problem stems from that day.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  So bring back Eiszele and bring back Kierath, Shave and Hames -  

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  The minister is trying to focus attention on everybody but himself.  The buck stops with the 
minister.  Clearly, Western Power is in chaos and disarray and we have seen evidence of that in many areas, 
including private information provided to the Opposition and information that is available to the public.  The 
reason for that chaos and disarray is that the focus of this Government has been on setting up Labor’s grand plan 
to break up Western Power.  The focus has not been on ensuring that reliable and safe electricity supplies are 
available to Western Australians.  I have some sympathy for the former managing director, Dr Stephen van der 
Mye.  He was the wrong person for that job.  He was put in that position because he was appointed by this 
Government not to oversee that the organisation remained intact and strong technically and financially and to 
ensure that reliable and safe electricity supplies were provided -   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  This minister and this Premier appointed someone who was not capable of running Western 
Power.   

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  That is exactly right.  They appointed somebody whose job was to oversee the disaggregation 
or the break-up and destruction of Western Power.  That was the main problem.  That was not Dr van der Mye’s 
primary responsibility, but the responsibility of this Premier and this Minister for Energy; it happened as a direct 
result of their decisions, the approval of Cabinet and their policy being put into effect.  What has happened is, in 
large part, a direct result of very poor, inappropriate and unsafe government policy.  The focus needs to be on 
ensuring that the organisation that provides electricity to Western Australians remains strong.  We should not 
overlook the fact that there have not been any increases in the price of electricity in actual terms.  There have 
been substantial decreases in real terms in the price of electricity to Western Australians, particularly to business 
customers, but also to residential customers.   

For the record, the Opposition does not support the privatisation of Western Power.  However, it supports having 
a strong organisation that will enable the electricity industry to grow and encourage further competition in 
generation and further participation by the private sector.  However, that is the subject of another debate, which I 
do not have the time to go into. 

DR G.I. GALLOP (Victoria Park - Premier) [5.03 pm]:  I am in total opposition to this motion.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  But do you support the minister?  Will you give him 100 per cent support?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Yes, I support the Minister for Energy 100 per cent.   

This evening we have had manufactured anger from the Leader of the Opposition and his colleagues.  There has 
been no analysis or argument, just manufactured anger.  In fact, that is where the Leader of the Opposition stands 
these days.  On all issues that come up in Western Australia we get this opposition mentality: negative, backward 
looking and angry.  There is no future for Western Australia with that negative approach.  Two issues with 
regard to the Minister for Energy have been raised in the debate over the past couple of weeks.  One relates to 
the background issues of the supply of gas and electricity to the marketplace and the other relates to the way in 
which the crisis was managed on those few days.  The Minister for Energy has responded to both of those points 
as a minister ought to.  Let us look at the first issue -   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Has he done a good job, Premier?  You will not answer that, will you?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Yes, I will answer.  I am very proud of the work of the Minister for Energy.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Has he done a good job? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Can I actually engage in some discussion here?   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  No, you can’t.  You’re whimping out again.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I cannot.  I am not allowed to.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Well, answer it. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I am not allowed to.  First of all -  
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Mr C.J. Barnett:  We all know he has done a rotten job, but you won’t say he has done a good job.  Everybody in 
Western Australia knows that he has done a rotten job.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The Leader of the Opposition is a disgrace to this Parliament.  First, I will go to the issue of 
procurement and supply.  The Minister for Energy showed in this Parliament today the vigorous way in which he 
has pursued the procurement issue.  Second, he indicated that he was concerned about the summer peak of 
electricity usage.  He will now table the document outlining the advice he got on that matter from Western 
Power.  That is what a Minister for Energy should do.  With regard to the crisis that emerged during those few 
days, there is no doubt that the response of Western Power was inadequate and we are concerned about that.  The 
communication strategy, the relationship between Western Power and the major stakeholders, and the 
relationship with the general public were totally inadequate, which is why we are initiating an inquiry into those 
matters.  Once again the minister has done his job.  This issue was manna from heaven for an unsophisticated 
and simplistic Opposition, which is what we have here.  For good reason the public is angry, so the Opposition 
has made sure that all of that anger is directed to the Government.  What is more, the former Minister for Energy 
- the Leader of the Opposition - at last gets an opportunity, although he knows that the majority of members on 
his side support the electricity reform program, to use this issue to argue that we cannot have electricity reform.  
We know the real intentions of the Leader of the Opposition because they are revealed in the document entitled 
“Western Power Corporation - The Path to Privatisation 1998”.  Who commissioned this report?  It was none 
other than the now Leader of the Opposition, the then Minister for Energy.  We know that is the Opposition’s 
agenda.  We know it does not want the disaggregation of Western Power because it wants to privatise Western 
Power.  Make no mistake, the people of Western Australia will not be fooled.  Does the Leader of the National 
Party agree with privatisation? 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  People ring me and tell me that you are privatising Western Power.   

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood) [5.07 pm]:  I would like permission to table some photographs taken 
last weekend of power infrastructure.  Not only has the minister failed in his duty to provide adequate power, but 
also the electricity infrastructure in Western Australia is crumbling and the minister knows it.  The photographs 
tabled were taken on Saturday at Pemberton.  Two power poles were down, one with a transformer, and they 
both started fires.  While the Premier was setting foot on Carnac Island, the Leader of the Opposition was in 
Tenterden grieving with the families there.  The Premier had to wait until the next day to go there because he had 
to be on Carnac Island.  The truth of the matter is that the Premier does not give a damn about the people in 
regional Western Australia.  The power infrastructure in Western Australia is totally rotten and needs to be 
upgraded.  The Premier needs to get his act together and to put some money into Western Power instead of 
ripping the heart out of it.  Those who work for Western Power - the linesmen who work at all times of the day 
and night - do an excellent job.  It is the Premier’s responsibility and he and this incompetent minister should lift 
their game. 

[The photographs were tabled for the information of members.] 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs D.J. Guise):  I will clarify a couple of points.  First, the photographs are tabled 
for the rest of the day’s sitting for the information of members only.  Second, earlier the Treasurer indicated that 
he would table a document.  Can he clarify whether he has done that?   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I have given that document to an attendant and I formally table it.   

[See paper No 2141.]  

Question put and a division taken with the following result -  
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Ayes (22) 

Mr R.A. Ainsworth Mr J.H.D. Day Mr W.J. McNee Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mrs C.L. Edwardes Mr B.K. Masters Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr J.P.D. Edwards Mr P.D. Omodei Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.G. Pendal Mr J.L. Bradshaw (Teller) 
Mr M.F. Board Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr R.N. Sweetman  
Dr E. Constable Mr R.F. Johnson Mr M.W. Trenorden  

Noes (28) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mr S.R. Hill Mr M. McGowan Ms J.A. Radisich 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr J.N. Hyde Ms S.M. McHale Mr E.S. Ripper 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.D. McRae Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr A.J. Dean Mr R.C. Kucera Mr N.R. Marlborough Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr F.M. Logan Mrs C.A. Martin Mr P.B. Watson 
Dr J.M. Edwards Ms A.J. MacTiernan Mr M.P. Murray Mr M.P. Whitely 
Dr G.I. Gallop Mr J.A. McGinty Mr A.P. O’Gorman Ms M.M. Quirk (Teller) 

            

Pairs 

 Mr A.D. Marshall Mr C.M. Brown 
 Mr M.G. House Mr J.R. Quigley 

Question thus negatived. 
 


