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POWERLINE ROUTES - NORTHERN WHEATBELT AND MINGENEW 
Grievance 

MR G. SNOOK (Moore) [9.23 am]:  My grievance today is to the Minister for Energy.  I thank the minister for 
the opportunity to present this grievance on behalf of a group of farmers and landowners in the northern 
wheatbelt and Mingenew area.  This grievance is about the use of their properties for the carriage of high-tension 
powerlines, and aims to bring to the attention of the minister and the house that those people feel unfairly 
affected by the construction of powerlines across their properties, as against alternative routes, which I will 
outline during the grievance. 

This grievance relates to matters of principle and process and is in no way directed at the minister personally or 
at the good staff of Western Power.  The people whose properties are located where these large, high-tension 
powerlines - commonly known as lattice-type powerlines - are to be situated feel very unfairly treated.  The 
process of public consultation undertaken by Western Power was, I believe, a first attempt of this magnitude to 
put in place a process where Western Power goes out and does a full public community consultation process, and 
I commend the minister and Western Power for undertaking that process.  When a new process is undertaken, 
obviously there will be glitches and areas where the process could be improved, streamlined and made more 
effective, and that needs to happen in this process.  A number of public meetings have been held throughout the 
region of Eneabba and Moonyoonooka, which is this powerline area, which were attended by many farmers and 
other community members.  There could be a problem with Western Power’s reaction to keeping up with the 
pace of demand for power in that area.   

In principle, the landowners are concerned about what is viewed by them, and me, as a government or 
departmental policy that reflects a predisposition not to place powerlines on vacant crown land, crown reserves 
or other bushland reserves, and to prefer using private land or farmland.  I am highly critical of this policy and 
agree entirely with landowners that this means they then have the inconvenience of the resultant devaluation of 
their properties, and there are also the health aspects to be considered.  Why should taxpayers have to fork out 
more money for a longer route for the delivery of power to its end place?  It is claimed by the landowners that 
there is an additional 15 to 20 kilometres to be travelled by taking the route through the farmland.  I highlight 
that by holding up, for the interest of members, a map showing the three alternative routes which were 
proposed - two from community workshops - all of which show a preference for the use of private land, against 
using the logical and cost-saving step of taking the more direct route and maximising the use of taxpayers’ land - 
government land - instead of using private land.  On inquiry, I was told that the Department of Environment and 
Conservation would not approve of the use of nature reserves.  A lot of the land that could be used is not high-
class nature reserve; I lived in that area, so I know that is not the case.  Obviously, all bushland is of high value, 
but when that value is balanced against the use of private land, which generates income for people’s livelihoods, 
and which they have to share when it is demanded that these towers sit on their property, we find that they get 
one-off compensation for the value of the land that is in the footprint area of the tower, and that is it.  Private 
companies that are producing power and paying Western Power for the use of a powerline make a profit, and 
Western Power makes a profit, and the shareholders are getting a dividend from Western Power, which I have no 
problem with, but the other party to the revenue flow is the farmers and landowners.  It is their land on which 
those towers stand, yet they do not share in that revenue stream.  That has evolved from when the state owned 
everything and delivered a public service.  Now that is not the case; there is a profit and user-pays system, and 
farmers are being denied this.  I also bring to the minister’s attention that I wrote a letter to him on 27 June, 
which is three months ago today, and I have yet to receive a response.  I am disappointed that I have not had a 
response to the letter, which highlighted all these issues.  I implore the minister to consider these issues, because 
they are sensitive.  These powerlines must go somewhere; farmers do not deny that.  They support the need for 
power to be supplied to the public.  However, they feel that they are being used in an unfair manner.  I urge the 
minister in his capacity as Minister for Energy in cabinet to review the policy - it appears to be a policy but I 
know that will be denied - for the use of crown land for these powerlines to deliver power. 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn - Minister for Energy) [9.30 am]:  I thank the member for his grievance.  I 
thought I had signed off on a reply to the member for Moore’s 27 June letter.  However, I will follow it up if he 
has not received it. 

Mr G. Snook:  No; I rang just then. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I will find out where it is, but it is unusual that the member for Moore has not received it.  I 
have been provided with some advice from Western Power about this issue and I will refer to that advice now. 

Western Power has completed the process of selecting a line route for a new 330 kilovolt transmission line 
between the existing Eneabba substation and a new terminal substation at Moonyoonooka, which is 
15 kilometres east of Geraldton.  The transmission line will not only provide power to existing and new 
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customers in the mid-west region, including new mining and industrial projects, but also support the connection 
of new power generators, including wind farms, to the network. 
The existing 132 kilovolt transmission lines in the mid-west do not have sufficient capacity to meet the 
increasing needs of the region, which is why such a significant network reinforcement is required by November 
2010.  As part of this network reinforcement program, Western Power also proposes to replace an existing 
132 kilovolt transmission line between Pinjar and Eneabba with a new 330 kilovolt transmission line. 

The Pinjar-Eneabba-Moonyoonooka transmission line project is the largest undertaken by Western Power in 
more than 25 years, and it was the first to use a new process for line route selection that involved the community 
right from the outset of the selection process.  This process also included a sustainability assessment, which was 
another first for Western Power.  The overall aim of the new process was to select a transmission line corridor 
that would be regarded by the community, individual stakeholders and Western Power as the best overall option, 
balancing social, environmental and economic issues. 
Western Power recently announced that corridor option 10 was the preferred corridor route for the proposed 
330 kilovolt transmission line between Eneabba and Moonyoonooka.  The announcement followed several 
months of intensive consultation with stakeholders, including the local community, state and local government 
authorities, industry and environmental representatives, specialist and local interest groups, and Indigenous 
groups.  Based on the detailed analysis and input from these stakeholders, 16 corridor options were identified by 
the project team to pass through areas of land with the least number of constraints.  The sustainability assessment 
process analysed all the social, economic, environmental and technical issues pertinent to the affected area and 
ultimately determined option 10 as the optimum choice.  With the exception of the technical factors, the 
weighting - that is, the importance - of these factors was determined by the community itself. 

The member for Moore highlighted on a map the three final routes of the 16 options that were analysed.  He 
pointed to the westerly option and asked why we had not chosen that option as the one that would have the least 
economic impact on farmers.  This option has been assessed with a sustainability approach; that is, social, 
environmental and economic factors have been taken into account.  This project does not involve one issue that 
was raised by the member for Moore; that is, the economic impact on farmers.  All three factors have to be 
analysed, including, of course, the technical aspects of building such a massive project.  There are two reasons 
that the westerly line was not chosen.  Firstly, there are environmental factors involved.  The member for Moore 
highlighted them himself in terms of the number of parks.  The member for Moore’s view is to disregard 
national parks, and that is what he is asking the government to do. 

Mr G. Snook:  No. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  He is asking us to disregard conservation areas, disregard A-class and B-class reserves and 
stick the powerlines in all those reserves as the cheapest option for the state.  I would not even suggest that was a 
cheaper option, because there all sorts of technical factors are involved in putting powerlines in those parks.  The 
environmental impact of putting powerlines through those parks would be fought against tooth and nail by both 
the member for Moore’s own local constituents as well as environmental groups, including the Department of 
Environment and Conservation, which would object to it unbelievably strongly. 

Mr G. Snook interjected. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The member for Moore should listen very carefully. 

That was one reason.  Other reasons are those that have been put by the local shires in the mid-west.  They do 
not want a westerly option for that transmission line, because the westerly side of the highway is the land that is 
most likely to be developed, as it is closest to the coast and, therefore, has the highest value.  The member for 
Moore should not shake his head.  He should go back and check with the local shires in his electorate.  They 
have made it very clear to the government, to me, to local members in the mid-west and to Western Power that 
that is not the route they want, because that is the highest value land. 

Mr G. Snook:  Do you see that big red blob there on the map I am holding up?  That is the bit I am talking 
about.  It just goes across and joins on to the other route. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Further, community information sessions were held during August 2007 in Eneabba, 
Moonyoonooka and Mingenew to discuss the outcome of the corridor selection and why option 10 was the 
preferred option. 

There is opposition - the member for Moore just highlighted that - from landowners in the area to the selected 
corridor.  However, Western Power assures me that it will continue to work with affected landowners to 
determine the most suitable transmission line route within the selected one-kilometre corridor.  I also point out 
that a number of farmers are very happy with the selected route, and there are shires that are happy with the 
selected route that are saying to the government, “Get on with the job.”  This is a major infrastructure investment 
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in the mid-west.  This is about the bigger picture and we want to deliver a 330 kilovolt line to Geraldton so that 
the mid-west development can continue.  Our government is about making decisions for tomorrow, not just for 
today.  We will ensure that we discuss these issues with the affected farmers. 

Mr G. Snook:  I don’t have a problem with that. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  We will discuss the issues of compensation with the affected farmers.  However, ultimately 
the development of the mid-west, which requires the delivery of secure and larger amounts of power to the mid-
west, is the most important reason for adopting this route.   
 


