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COMMISSION OF INQUIRY — BUSINESS CASE — CARNEGIE CLEAN ENERGY 
12. Mr D.C. NALDER to the Minister for Energy: 
I refer to the commission of inquiry, specifically to the adequacy of business cases, the importance of 
value-for-money outcomes and the fact that Carnegie Clean Energy previously decided that Albany was not 
suitable for wave energy development, preferring Garden Island. 
(1) Did Carnegie Clean Energy approach the Labor Party with a business case for the Albany wave farm? 
(2) If yes to (1), what was the exact date of the approach and will the minister immediately table the business 

case? 
(3) If no to (1), how was the $19.5 million Carnegie Albany wave farm decision made? 
Mr B.S. WYATT replied: 
(1)–(3) I thank the shadow minister for the question. The member is right: the Labor Party went to the election 

with a range of policy positions for the energy portfolio, one of which and perhaps the most prominent, 
colleagues, was that we will not sell Western Power. This became a very prominent part of the election 
campaign. We are also very committed to renewable energy. One of the things I had to do in the first few 
weeks of being Minister for Energy was obviously implement the direction made by the previous Minister 
for Energy to withdraw generation capacity from the south west interconnected system. I had to deliver 
on that direction that was announced by the previous Minister for Energy. I was, of course, reluctant to 
deliver on it, but I did that with the member for Collie–Preston—we went down there. Although a range 
of different generation assets were effectively being pulled out of the SWIS for its reserve capacity 
process, and Collie is perhaps the most impacted, I went and did that. 

Mr D.C. Nalder: Wave farm. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: The member is right: we made a number of commitments about the wave farm. I have not met 
with Carnegie Clean Energy. I have received a letter from Carnegie Wave Energy—I think it is called—and I will 
no doubt respond to that piece of correspondence in due course. I have not received any business case, but the 
member will note that our election commitment was not specific to Carnegie Clean Energy. 
Dr M.D. Nahan: It was. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: No, it was not. It was committed to wave energy, absolutely, as a source. 
Dr M.D. Nahan: No, they announced it in the ASX. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: I cannot control what it announces. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr B.S. WYATT: I have not received any particular business case from Carnegie. But I am intrigued that there 
is a new interest in business cases from the Liberal Party! I am very intrigued that the words “business case” now 
form part of the Liberal Party’s rhetoric because, unfortunately, during its time in government, it was not something 
I heard terribly much about! 

Point of Order 
Mr S.K. L’ESTRANGE: I have a point of order regarding relevance, section 78. The minister is talking about 
the former government. He is not answering the question. 
The SPEAKER: There is no point of order. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 
Mr B.S. WYATT: The third part of the member’s question was how we got the figure of $19.5 million. From 
memory—I will happily update the house if my memory is misleading me, shadow Minister for Energy—it was 
because of the former government’s inability to deliver the gas pipeline to Albany. Mr Speaker, you will know 
this. A considerable amount of money was allocated for that purpose. The Labor government decided that it was 
never going to happen without a huge taxpayer operating subsidy. It was never going to happen so the government 
reallocated the funding to a range of things, including wave energy. In due course, that will come forward as policy 
in the new government. 
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