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POULTRY LITTER-FIRED POWER STATION, MEETINGS WITH MINISTER 

1770. Hon Lynn MacLaren to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure 

(1) How many times has the Minister met, or held discussions, with the Poultry Litter Fired Power Station 
proponents? 

(2) How many times has the Minister met, or held discussions, with the Muchea Progress Association 
Incinerator Information Committee, who are proposed to the proposal? 

(3) On what basis did the Minister act to -  
(a) override the Council when it refused the proposal; or 
(b) insist the Council amend its Town Plan Scheme to the benefit of the project? 

(4) Has the Minister been advised of the estimated amount of additional water needed per annum, if the 
poultry litter is not used by agriculturalists on their crops? 

Hon ADELE FARINA replied: 
1.  The Minister has met with both the proponents, Blair Fox, and the Council on one or two occasions to 

discuss the issue. 
2.  The Minister has not met with the Muchea Progress Association. 
3.  In March 2002 the Shire of Chittering resolved to initiate a town planning scheme amendment for the 

development of the Chicken Litter Fired Power Station, subject to a number of points including that the 
proponent should seek all environmental clearances. 
On this advice the proponents proceeded to spend some $850 000 in carrying out preliminary studies 
relating to the proposed site, including the completion of a comprehensive environmental review. 
The Environmental clearances were duly obtained from the Environmental Protection Authority. 
However notwithstanding Council's previous resolution in 2002 to initiate the amendment, in 
September 2003 Council refused to initiate the town planning scheme amendment. 
The Minister required the Council to initiate the town planning scheme amendment as the Minister 
considered that the proponents had spent hundreds of thousands of dollars on the project and the 
Minister did not believe that the Council could unilaterally abandon its undertaking. 
The Minister made it quite clear that this did not in any way imply support or approval for the proposal, 
and that concerns raised by Council, would be given full consideration through the amendment process, 
which includes an extensive community consultation period. 

4.  The Minister is aware of a number of arguments for and against the project. More detailed material will 
be provided with the recommendation when it is presented to the Member. 

 


