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MUJA AB — REFURBISHMENT 

279. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Premier: 

I refer to the Muja AB scandal.  

(1) How much extra did cabinet decide to spend on the refurbishment in July 2012? 

(2) How much extra did cabinet decide to spend on the refurbishment in December to January 2012–13?  

(3) Why were these decisions kept secret from the people of Western Australia? 

(4) Will Muja AB ever become fully operational?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

(1)–(4) The Leader of the Opposition describes it as the Muja AB scandal.  

An opposition member: That’s what it is. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I will tell members what the scandal would have been. There would have been a scandal 
had that work not ceased. When the extent of the corrosion was discovered, not only did that preclude the 
generation of electricity but as I think some members opposite might appreciate, it was a severe safety risk. 
There is no doubt about that. Had we continued down that path, workers on that site would have been in severe 
danger. The decision to halt the work, certainly on units 1 and 2, was based on safety reasons. That was the 
reason. There was an unacceptable safety risk. That was the advice of Verve Energy. Units 1 and 2 have not been 
recommissioned. I do not know whether they ever will be. Units 3 and 4 were dealt with. I think there was an 
expenditure of about $20 million on that. That has been dealt with and they are operational.  

I cannot tell the Leader of the Opposition—maybe the Minister for Energy can enlighten us more—whether 
units 1 and 2 will come on. The extent of the corrosion damage is so extensive, as I said, that it was unacceptable 
from a safety point of view. From an economic point of view, I do not know whether units 1 and 2 are viable but 
units 3 and 4 have been refurbished and are operational.  
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