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ELECTRICITY — FEES AND CHARGES 
195. Mr D.C. NALDER to the Treasurer: 
My question is further to the point the Treasurer was just making about loading all the power increases on the 
fixed or supply charge. 
Mr W.J. Johnston: Where is the answer or the question? Come on! Come on! Let’s hear your question then. 
The SPEAKER: Come on, minister for—what is your — 
Dr M.D. Nahan: Uranium! 
The SPEAKER: Minister for Mines and Petroleum! 
Mr D.C. NALDER: Treasurer, is this just an attack on the 218 000 households that have solar panels and will be 
disproportionately impacted? 
Mr B.S. WYATT replied: 
Can I please answer that question? Thank you, Mr Speaker. 
I want to begin my answer to this question by quoting the Leader of the Opposition, because I think it is 
important to put some perspective around this. According to my notes, on 720 ABC Perth on 1 December 2015 
this is what the current Leader of the Opposition had to say — 

We’re looking at varying the fixed charge, so that people who use very little electricity also pay for 
their fair share. It’s an issue of fairness, and the simple problem is that people need to be attached to the 
grid. The grid attachment is a fixed cost. It’s there no matter how much electricity you use. 

The Leader of the Opposition is correct, because ultimately the fixed cost is not covered by the current tariff 
structure that the former government simply refused to reform. It refused to change it. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr B.S. WYATT: It absolutely refused to change this, despite that I have here briefing notes after briefing notes 
to the former Treasurer; Minister for Energy saying do it. He was going to do it over a four-year period, from 
2015–16 on — 
Dr M.D. Nahan: You did it in a single year! 
Mr B.S. WYATT: — but in the end did not have the gumption or audacity, perhaps, to make some good reform. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: The shadow Treasurer is quite correct. It is 10.9 — 
Mr C.J. Barnett: Go and tell your constituents! 
Mr B.S. WYATT: The man responsible for the fiscal problems we face is hanging around like Banquo’s ghost, 
offering useful advice and some sort of abuse to brand-new members of Parliament. Watch how the mighty fall 
and humiliate themselves, Mr Speaker. 
I emphasise that there is actually no link between energy use—the amount we consume—and socioeconomic 
status. That is why this has been particularly difficult in respect of the concession side of things. For example, 
a pensioner can be at home utilising not much energy, and therefore, as a result, a $169 flat increase will have 
a bigger percentage increase on them. That is why we have increased concessions for that particular person at 
home. Someone could have a holiday house in Eagle Bay, as they all do on the other side, and use it two weeks 
a year and also it is a bigger percentage. So it is particularly difficult to target these sorts of things. Also, if 
someone is a photovoltaics user—if they have solar panels on their roof—as the shadow Treasurer said, therefore 
using smaller amounts, and therefore the variable charge is not being effectively met to try to somehow offset the 
fixed charge, they will have a bigger percentage increase as well. But this increase applies to every single person 
who receives a Synergy bill. I understand that the current structures of our tariff mean that some Synergy payers 
are subsidising others, and I get that. We need to move away from that, and that is why the Leader of the 
Opposition made those points around equity and importance of fairness, about getting the fixed charge right 
regardless of the energy we use. Back then they were the points he made. What is clearly having a dramatic 
positive impact on the energy system in Western Australia is what has been the extraordinary uptake in solar 
panels. That will continue because this impact, as the briefing note of just a couple of years ago to the Leader of 
the Opposition showed, has no impact on the business case for putting solar panels on a roof. 
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