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MINISTER FOR REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT — ENERGY MADE CLEAN 
Statement 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [5.50 pm]: I would like to 
respond to what the Minister for Regional Development has said. There has been no correction of the record 
whatsoever. I have been quite consistent with this. There were five proponents for that tender. The minister met 
with one. I clarify yet again: five companies applied for that tender; the minister met with one, and that was 
Carnegie Clean Energy. Carnegie got the contract. There is no correction of the record. I did not get anything wrong. 
Five companies applied for that tender and that minister met with one. There has been no correction of the record. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: That is what I have said from day one, and I will continue to say it. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon Sue Ellery: You missed the point of what she was saying. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Look, I could go through a dozen speeches on this. If you are talking about that renewable 
thing that you had in Albany, which, quite frankly, was a disgrace, you had half of the Western Australian public 
service down there. Anyway, I will not correct the record, as I keep on saying. Five companies applied for that 
tender, and the minister met with one. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I did not open my mouth when the minister stood. 

I would like to also comment on a comment the minister made during non-government business today, which 
again was nonsense. I clarify quite clearly that I did not know, and I would say that most people did not know, 
until a few days ago that the minister worked for Energy Made Clean. She was absolutely indignant on the radio 
on Tuesday and said that she has absolutely made it clear. She has not. I said, “Prove it; come into this house and 
show us.” She pointed to a response to Hon Jim Chown. She said that I had mentioned only half of the response. 
Let me read the entire response and see whether there is any ambiguity in it. This is the response that I provided. 
I said, in part — 

It was from May 2011 and I resigned on 4 July 2013. I had some shares in Energy Made Clean that I had 
acquired instead of remuneration for the work that I did for the company. The shares were held in my 
name. Immediately after I was offered a ministerial position by Premier McGowan, I donated all my 
shareholdings to charity and, for the member’s information, that charity was Leprosy Mission Australia. 

That certainly does not say, “I worked for Energy Made Clean”, right? 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Let me finish! 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Do you mind? 

Hon Sue Ellery: No. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Well, act like a Leader of the House. 

The PRESIDENT: Member, do not take any interjections; just make your speech. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Thank you. 

In her contribution, the minister said that I gave only half the response. I did not give only half the response. I will 
tell members the part that I did miss out. I missed one sentence, and let us see whether this makes a difference at 
all. The sentence that I missed out, because this makes up the entirety of her response, states — 

During the interregnum of my various parliamentary careers, I worked in the private sector and followed 
my passion for renewable energy. Yes, it is true that from 10 May — 

Dang, I missed it! Did she say in there, “Yes, I worked for EMC and I got paid by EMC”? Not once. She said, 
“I worked in the private sector”, but how do we know it was EMC? It does not say anything about EMC at all. The 
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minister can shake her head all she likes, but she has been caught out on this. I have thought about this. Why would 
she not want it known that she was employed by EMC and paid by EMC? Apparently, there is no conflict of interest, 
but we have discovered over the last three days that this situation is much more serious than I have ever given it 
credit for. The minister was employed by a company, and the man who employed her, worked with her and paid 
her and the company—she was not there at that time, but she was previously there—was bought by Carnegie. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Only one person is on their feet. Other people have had an opportunity. Let us just hear 
him in silence. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: The same man who employed her and paid her was a director of Carnegie. Carnegie 
got that job. If members opposite do not think that is a perceived conflict of interest, where are their standards? 
A former director of EMC has stated that he cannot believe it. He said that the situation was untenable and 
unacceptable. He said it—not me! The standards of the McGowan Labor government—the great government of 
transparency and openness—are such that a person can be employed and paid by a company that has direct links 
with another company that got a government contract, and there is no perceived conflict of interest! What does it 
take to have a perceived conflict of interest? What does it take? That, quite frankly, is not perceived; it is direct. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: It is not a direct conflict of interest. I had a shareholding that I surrendered. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Of course it is a direct conflict of interest, and if the minister does not think it is a direct 
conflict of interest, or perceived conflict of interest, that just shows where her standards are. She may as well rip 
up the ministerial code of conduct. They are the standards of the McGowan government, and if those are the 
standards that the Leader of the House wants to abide by, so be it. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: I will not be judged by you. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: I am sure the member will not. But I am telling the Leader of the House now that if 
I were sitting over there and she was sitting over here, I cannot imagine the indignant rage we would have to listen 
to. I have been saying this for two years. People are starting to cotton on. There is a perceived conflict of interest. 
If you guys cannot see that, all folly you. Members opposite can laugh and scoff at it, but that just makes it worse. 
We are not the only ones who think this. I am not the only one who thinks this. That ABC news story has got legs. 
If members opposite genuinely want to be a part of a government that has such low standards that it cannot see for 
one second that there is something in this, it will be a one-term government. Members opposite scoff at it again. It 
would have taken one action—I have said this all along, and I am sure that in her heart of hearts the Leader of the 
House would agree with me. When that contract went to cabinet, the Minister for Regional Development should 
have said that she had been involved with this company and that she should leave the room because she had 
a perceived conflict of interest. Colin Barnett would have said that absolutely—definitely. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: I can assure members that he would have. As I said, if the Leader of the House is going 
to go down that path and thinks it appropriate, so be it. 
Hon Sue Ellery: Can I ask a question? 
Hon PETER COLLIER: No, you cannot. I will never accept an interjection from the Leader of the House; I have 
no respect for her. 
The PRESIDENT: Member, spend the last 30 seconds talking to me. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: Thank you, Madam President. If that is the standard that the Leader of the House wants 
and accepts, I am sorry, but she is taking this whole chamber down a slippery slope, and, quite frankly, she stands 
condemned. 
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