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RENEWABLE ENERGY 
Motion 

HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [10.38 am] — without notice: I move — 

That this Council calls on the government to provide information — 
(a) on how it sees renewables as an economic energy option; and 
(b) what weighting it puts on renewables to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 

The reason I moved this motion is not for me to make a statement; it is more about getting some commitments 
and direction from government. Having said that, I have a few minutes in which to make some broad comments. 

The issue that we face in this state, in Australia and, to a degree, around the world is that we now find that the 
cost of renewables is going down at such a remarkable rate that, if not now, in the very near future, renewable 
energy will be the economic driver because it will be cheaper than current energy sources. Just to touch on that 
briefly, I will refer to the “Australian Energy Technology Assessment 2013 Model Update” by the Australian 
Bureau of Resources and Energy Economics. That is an interesting update because BREE did an update in 2012 
and it proceeded to do another update in December 2013. There was some comment in the media about it at that 
time, but the document never saw the light of day until earlier this year when it emerged on the federal 
government’s website. Interestingly, the bureau reviewed the work that it had done in July 2012, concluding that 
it had got a lot of the facts and figures wrong. It revised a lot of the projections of the cost of renewables, the cost 
of fossil fuel energy, the cost of nuclear energy and many others in significant ways. It was quite interesting that 
it reassessed renewables as being up to 30 per cent cheaper than it originally assessed in 2012 and revised carbon 
capture and nuclear storage in an upwards direction. The announcement early last week that the American 
company Bandgap had demonstrated new nanowire technology that will reduce the cost of solar cells but 
increase their generation rate quite significantly is a startling new development. These are expected to come onto 
the market in a very short time. 

We have the south west interconnected grid in Western Australia. It is a very old system. It is based around 
Collie, and it is a bit chicken and egg—did the wires come first or did the Collie power station? We are stuck 
with this spider web process. The network has a reduced load because of the uptake of solar panels throughout 
the Perth metropolitan region. This is what we call rooftop solar voltaic. It is starting to create a problem for the 
grid. The grid has to amortise its costs across the whole network but because so many people have opted for 
renewables, it is not getting the return from those renewables, so the costs to the grid are becoming greater. This 
will continue to increase. As we have seen in America, whole suburbs and towns are going off grid because they 
find it cheaper to produce their own energy than rely on the current grid system. This is done by using rather 
large house-sized batteries produced by Mitsubishi. This technology is also moving ahead quite dramatically. I 
really want to try to find out from the government how it will deal with this emerging technology. If it does not 
address it in a meaningful way now or in the future, this state will be left with a significant stranded asset, which 
will be an economic millstone around the neck of the state in the future. There is one way of doing it—we ban 
renewables. Unfortunately, that will drive people off the grid even further. We really need some sort of plan. 

Some of the figures in the BREE report are quite intriguing. As I said, this federal government report was 
produced in late 2013. We are talking about lowest cost wind and solar being competitive now, yet we know that 
the prices are going down through dispatchable sources quite quickly. We see that new solar towers with storage 
are about to be commissioned in the USA and at one stage have been proposed for near Kalgoorlie and one for 
South Australia as redefining the way we generate energy. These are massive by any scale of the imagination. I 
think the largest one in the states at the moment is about two square kilometres in size but it generates 
phenomenal amounts of power through the use of molten sodium. These latest cell technology breakthroughs are 
here now and will be moving into the marketplace over the next three to four years. Therefore, we need to plan 
how we as a state will deal with these issues. We have to remember that many countries have a significant 
amount of renewables in their system. Unless we are careful, we will end up being dragged, kicking and 
screaming, into this new process in the future. 

WA is probably one of the highest polluters per capita. It is interesting to note that because we have a vast open 
space and a beautiful nation with a lot of clean air, we do not feel the impacts of the levels of CO2 pollution in 
many ways or, indeed, particulate matter. On that account, we have recently seen China bulldoze power stations 
by decree, not with the permission of the power stations but by sheer force of numbers. Yesterday we heard that 
Paris has determined that every other day will be car free due to the levels of pollution. That was instigated on 
Monday. We have to remember that although we are one of the largest polluters per capita, those highly 
populated cities around the world with most probably less pollution per capita are experiencing the problem. For 
example, figures released last week by the European Environment Agency for last Thursday showed that there 
were 147 micrograms of particulate matter per cubic metre in the air of Paris compared to 114 in Brussels, 104 in 
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Amsterdam, 81 in Berlin and 79.7 in London. We do not suffer those problems because even though we are the 
highest emitter per capita, we do it in an environment that is not constrained, so the wind takes away our 
pollution. 

We are seeing impacts around the world but we are in a very privileged position; we do not suffer the 
consequences of our pollution in Western Australia. As I said, the studies we did in late 2012 indicate that from 
1990, we were producing about 40 million tonnes of CO2 per annum. By 2010, this had lifted to somewhere in 
the region of 60 million tonnes of CO2 per annum. Projections or using EPA data would show that by 2020 we 
will be producing 180 million tonnes of CO2 per annum, an incredible rise based on the fact that the Kyoto 
protocol was signed during the year when we were producing 40 million tonnes of CO2 per annum. We are 
looking to triple if not quadruple our emissions in the state, and we are doing little about it. 

Dealing with energy in this state, which is the second part of the motion—what weighting the government 
intends to put on renewables to reduce greenhouse gas emissions—quite clearly, the government has no intention 
of reining in or restricting the emissions of major corporations, but it has the option of doing something through 
the provision of energy into the future. As an aside, I was quite interested to see in today’s media a situation in 
which people say one thing and do another; I refer to the comments made by Clive Palmer. Two days ago he said 
he was going to make sure that the national renewable energy target remained in place, but today he decided that 
he was not, so I wonder what he is going to do over the next couple of days. He is using renewables for populist 
reasons, not as a result of any rational thought. 

The Greens have a bit of a vision; I have only a couple of minutes to talk about what we consider important. 
Collie, as I have already said, is at the centre of the web of our network system, and it would cost billions and 
billions of dollars to try to actually do anything with that grid. I do not think the state has that sort of money, so 
if we are going to say that Collie is to be the hub, we need to put a large percentage of our renewables into that 
area. We have identified Collie as one of five renewable energy zones in Western Australia, primarily because 
our analysis indicates that Collie has high-quality renewable energy resources, including solar, biomass and 
wind. In addition, Collie has a culture that is already generally accepting of the power provision industry, 
meaning that utilities and large-scale renewable energy plants are likely to be acceptable to that community. 
Collie has already many billions of dollars invested in power generation and transmission infrastructure. It has a 
local workforce skilled in electricity generation, transmission and maintenance, with transferable skills relevant 
to the renewable energy industry. Collie is ideally located to supply renewable energy to the south west 
interconnected system now and into the future. A transition to large-scale renewable energy generation would 
mean the creation of thousands, if not hundreds of thousands, of local, highly skilled jobs in growth industries. I 
am old enough and have been in mining long enough to know about the boom-bust cycle of the mining industry, 
and we are now in a situation in which we are seeing a decline in that workforce, especially for contracted 
labour, and people will be trying to find work in Western Australia; if not, they will return to the eastern states. 
The development of an alternative industry in this sector would increase our level of employment and be a 
buffer, to a large degree, against the boom-bust cycle of the mining industry. 

On comparative estimates, to transition the whole of Western Australia’s south west interconnected system to 
renewable energy by 2029—which is the time line we are looking at—would create between 22 000 and 26 860 
jobs. We have arrived at those figures by going to the industry and getting some specific analysis done on the 
sorts of things that would be needed to transition to a renewable energy system by that time. One thing that came 
through strongly in the preparation of this work was the total abandonment of climate change mitigation or 
adaptation efforts by the state government. We have taken into account that no-one in state government really 
cares. Twenty-one years after Australia signed the framework convention on climate change, and against the 
backdrop of the record-breaking January 2013 heatwave, this government’s total capitulation to the fossil fuel 
industry has been one of the more stark findings of our research project. 

It is also important to mention—the former Minister for Energy will be aware of this—that beyond 2015–16 we 
will be going into quite an expensive energy market, and that is because up until recently, contracted take-or-pay 
on gas has been through contracts that were let quite a while ago. The new contracts with Gorgon are 
significantly higher and, given that 60 per cent of our energy in Western Australia is provided by gas, that is 
going to have a significant impact on the cost of electricity in Western Australia into the future. The state 
government of the day, whoever it may be, will need to be in a position of preparedness for transition, because if 
the crunch time comes without any preparation, the transition is going to be catastrophic, and things will be done 
without proper planning. It is really important that planning for infrastructure development of a renewable 
energy future starts now. As I have already indicated, Western Australia’s annual total greenhouse gas emissions 
are around 79.5 million tonnes per annum, of which 48.5 million tonnes comes from the energy sector. If we can 
actually tackle that 48.5 million tonnes of generated energy for our networks, then we can have a significant 
impact on our CO2 emissions. 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 20 March 2014] 

 p1622b-1628a 
Hon Robin Chapple; Hon Peter Collier; Hon Kate Doust 

 [3] 

The state government’s October 2012 “Adapting to our changing climate” document is a mere 12 pages long. On 
page 4 it states, in part — 

An emissions reduction target is not considered appropriate for Western Australia, as the State falls 
under the overall national targets which will allow abatement to occur across the nation in the least-cost 
and most economically efficient manner. It is therefore clear that the bulk of mitigation policy will 
occur at the national level. However, the State Government sees a role for ‘complementary action’ 
which assists the national mitigation effort. 

Over the past 15 years, we have seen a massive increase in renewable energy deployment around the world, 
driven by the rising cost of fossil fuels and the unmistakable impacts of climate change. I would dearly love to 
hear something other than the normal rhetoric from the government; some really visionary forward thinking 
about where we are going to be with our energy systems, taking into account the fact that we are now almost at 
parity with the renewable energy sector. 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the House) [10.58 am]: Can I say at the outset 
that I commend Hon Robin Chapple on this motion and the spirit in which he made his comments. As a former 
Minister for Energy, I agree with him that the whole mix of energy supplier, in terms of energy sources, is vital, 
not just in Western Australia but also nationally and globally. I concur with his sentiments in that respect. 
Members in this chamber and the community as a whole will be conscious of the fact that we have been faced 
with increasing cost pressures on energy supply, particularly over the last few years; yet, even though we have 
had significant rises in electricity prices over the last five years, we are still not close to achieving cost 
reflectivity. The state government continues to inject hundreds upon hundreds of millions of dollars into 
ensuring that we recoup the cost of supplying energy, as opposed to what we receive in terms of electricity 
tariffs. This is a debate that needs to be had, and that is what we are doing in Western Australia. I will comment 
on the current energy minister’s progress in a moment, but first I will just reflect a little on how far we have 
come over the last few years with respect to renewables. As energy minister, I was quite captured by the various 
renewable energy technologies, and we made some serious headway in increasing renewable energy throughout 
Western Australia. In fact, from 2008 to 2013, Western Australia used a raft of different technologies to almost 
double its renewable energy component from just below five per cent to just over nine per cent. 

I will remind the house of the technologies that we introduced during that period. The first is the Collgar wind 
farm just out of Merredin, with which members might be familiar. It was at one stage the largest single wind 
farm in Australia. It cost $750 million and consists of 111 turbines. It can generate up to 206 megawatts, which 
is the equivalent of providing electricity to about 125 000 Western Australian homes. It is quite spectacular. I 
remember flying over it with Brendon Grylls on our way to its official launch in June 2011. It did not reach full 
capacity until the end of 2011. It was spectacular. I remember playing tennis in Merredin in my junior days, but I 
had never thought of it as a place of enormous wind. I changed my mind the day of the opening, because it was 
blowing a gale. That was a great achievement in increasing our renewable capacity in Western Australia. 

In addition, on 29 May 2012, I opened the extension to the Grasmere wind farm, which is just out of Albany. 
That extension added a further six wind turbines at a cost of $40 million. With the existing Albany wind farm’s 
21.6 megawatts, there is now a total of 35.4 megawatts, which is equivalent to providing electricity to 80 per 
cent of Albany. Again, that is the way forward. One of the greatest achievements we have made in renewable 
energy is the Greenough River solar farm, which is a fantastic project. I thoroughly enjoyed opening it in 
October 2012. It has 150 000 solar panels at a cost of $50 million. We contributed $20 million towards the 
project, which included $10 million from royalties for regions. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: It was not $600 million. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich is wrong again—for the eighteenth 
time! I am talking about the Greenough River solar farm. Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich should try to keep up. It is a 
completely different project. It is just out of Geraldton. Dear oh dear, oh me—we did sleep in today! 

Hon Ken Travers: Was that the joint venture? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: No. The Greenough River solar farm is a milestone project. Indeed, at the time, it was 
the largest of its kind in solar farms in Australia. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: How much did you lose on that? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich should go and eat another lemon. I do not want to listen to her. 

It can produce enough electricity for 3 000 average homes, which is terrific, and it will displace 20 000 tonnes of 
greenhouse gases a year, which is the equivalent of taking 4 000 vehicles off our roads. That really is an 
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achievement. It is a 10 megawatt solar farm just out of Geraldton. If anyone wants to visit it, I highly recommend 
they do so. It was a great day, but there were a lot of flies up there at the time. 

The Mumbida wind farm near Geraldton was stimulated when I was Minister for Energy. My successor, the 
member for Riverton, opened it on 27 September 2013. It has 22 turbines and can produce up to 55 megawatts of 
power, which is sufficient to supply 40 000 average households. They are all big projects. Now I come to the one 
that will stir up members opposite—the feed-in tariff, which absolutely stimulated the solar industry in Western 
Australia. What we have as a result — 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Liz Behjat): Order, members! Let us conserve our energy and just have one 
member speaking at a time. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I love it! 

As a result of the feed-in tariff—we were criticised by members opposite for ceasing it—we provided solar 
panels for 80 000 homes throughout Western Australia. More than 100 000 homes now have solar panels on 
their roofs. Hon Robin Chapple raised a good point, because that has created problems for the grid, which is why 
I endorse what Hon Robin Chapple said about looking at an overall plan for the way forward. As a result of all 
this, the cost pressures of not only renewables, but also labour, network and fuel continue to put pressure on 
electricity prices. As a government and a society, we must make sure that we understand where all of those cost 
pressures fit in the overall mix of electricity prices. Members opposite should not pick and choose one particular 
fuel source or just the grid et cetera; it has to be done in a clever way. 

Hon Kate Doust interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: We have done it. 

Hon Kate Doust: You’re a very expensive man to keep. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: If Hon Kate Doust realised what I inherited from members opposite when I became 
the Minister for Energy, she would not open her mouth. It was an absolute disaster. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! One at a time! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I am absolutely loving this! We achieved such great things in energy when I was 
Minister for Energy. I loved it; it is a great portfolio. In addition, we provided about — 

Several opposition members interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Members opposite cannot get over the fact that they messed up the energy sector. 
When the Labor Party was in office, we ran out of electricity and gas, and it messed up the disaggregation 
process. Last year we had the hottest summer on record without any electricity problems. We have a great gas 
storage facility, we increased the renewable component and we brought some sanity back to tariffs. The 
opposition cannot get used to that and hates the notion that we have succeeded. 

Hon Robin Chapple interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I do not mind Hon Robin Chapple’s interjection. 

Hon Robin Chapple: I will not criticise you. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I do not mind. 

Hon Robin Chapple: I would like to have some ideas from you about where we are going to go into the future. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I will comment on that. I have to put this on the public record, because if I do not, 
people tell untruths. 

Several government members: No! 

Hon PETER COLLIER: They do! They constantly tell untruths. Members opposite cannot stand it. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order, members! One at a time, please. It is time for debate, not a slanging match 
across the chamber. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I will direct my comments through you, Madam Acting President (Hon Liz Behjat). 
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In addition, there was $30 million for the LEED funding, which was very good. It was a great series of projects 
to look for new technologies. 

Hon Robin Chapple interjected. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I will provide Hon Robin Chapple with the current Minister for Energy’s comments 
in a moment. 

Other projects include the great Carnegie Wave Energy project, to which we provided $12.5 million for the 
demonstration of a wave energy facility. We contributed $2 million towards the Aurora Biofuels Pty Ltd project 
to source carbon dioxide from a major industrial plant in the Karratha region for use as feedstock for algal 
production, with the subsequent production of biodiesel and other algal products. Dear to my heart was the 
provision of $559 000 to the City of Kalgoorlie–Boulder for a project to install ground source heat pumps that 
were paired with solar photovoltaic panels to provide renewable energy for pool heating at the Kalgoorlie–
Boulder Oasis Recreation Centre. The one thing on which Hon Kate Doust and I will see eye to eye is that we 
think the people up there are going a bit soft if they had to have a heated swimming pool. Mind you, they did not 
have one because the Olympic pool was closed. That was a very good project. We contributed $5.3 million to 
Green Rock Energy to generate geothermal energy near Dongara and $1.5 million to Future Farm Industries 
CRC for the development of an oil mallee harvesting machine. We contributed $1 million to Curtin University to 
develop technology to simultaneously char and grind biomass such as woodchips, so that it can be effectively 
burned with coal in existing coal generation infrastructure. We also contributed $1.5 million to Morton Seed and 
Grain for a biomass project in the wheatbelt using oat husks as the fuel source for cogeneration of electricity and 
heat, and we contributed $0.5 million to Biogass Renewables for a commercial-scale anaerobic digester plant to 
convert solid waste to biogas for electricity generation and compost in thermally insulated tanks. 

The government has a multifaceted approach to renewable energy, and our track record with renewables is 
excellent. Testament to that is our almost doubling of the renewable component in the south west interconnected 
system, from just below five cent to over nine per cent. 

That brings us back to the motion. As I said to the honourable member, he has to look at what we have achieved 
in the past, but at the same time, as the member would be well aware, fuel mixes are being looked at across the 
board, not just in Western Australia or nationally, but globally. The cost pressures are on fuel mixes. That is why 
I endorse the motion put forward by the honourable member. Having said that, I cannot offer too much on where 
we are at the moment. As the honourable member would know, the current Minister for Energy is doing a review 
of cost pressures. I encourage the member to have this same debate after that review has been completed. 
Perhaps it could go on the notice paper in 12 months’ time. 

The government has committed to undertake a process to put in place an efficient energy market that delivers 
cost-effective, reliable and safe energy for all Western Australians. The government is undertaking the electricity 
market review to consider the arrangements in the wholesale electricity market that will allow for the entry of 
demand-side management and renewables into the market, along with other generation types. It is not the 
intention of the review to seek to encourage any particular type of generation capacity — 

Hon Robin Chapple: I am with the minister on that. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Spot-on; that is what I said. 

Hon Robin Chapple: My concern is that if we do not think about the future of this and continue going down the 
same path, we are actually going to find that the state has a fiscal problem. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I agree entirely. If there is a multifaceted approach without any cohesion or a clear 
direction of where we are going, it becomes problematic, as the member identified. Instead, the review will look 
at the extent to which the arrangements of the wholesale electricity market can result in an efficient mix of 
different types of capacity and an efficient overall volume of capacity to serve the needs of the south west 
interconnected system. 

The Western Australian government’s role in climate change mitigation needs to take into account the national 
and international context, and focus on those actions that are most efficient and effective at the state level. 
Renewable energy is not afforded any specific weighting in these considerations, and I think the honourable 
member would agree with that. Renewable energy will not be alienated, but at the same time it will not be 
provided with preferential treatment. In an increasingly complex society, as far as energy is concerned, we have 
to think of the future. Renewables will be a component of the future energy supply but it must be in concert with 
all the other fuel mixes. We face enormous problems with an ageing grid. The population of Western Australia 
has an appetite for a more sustainable future, which can be seen in the uptake of photovoltaics and in a raft of 
other areas. At the same time, we have to make sure that we have a safe and reliable electricity system. Hon 
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Mike Nahan is passionate about this area and I am confident that the review will be very worthwhile and provide 
a framework for going forward. 

I thank the honourable member for bringing this motion to the chamber. 

HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [11.13 am]: I thank Hon 
Robin Chapple for bringing this motion to the house today. I think he raises two very good questions. I do not 
know whether the government has provided a response; we have only had the sales pitch about what it thinks it 
has done. I do not think anyone has talked about how the government sees renewables as an economic energy 
option or how it weights renewables for the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions. In its first term, this 
government cut back the sustainable energy unit in the public sector. The sustainable energy unit could have 
overseen how the government goes about achieving its 2020 option. We know that the state energy initiative, 
which the government spent a lot of time and money on during its first term when Minister Collier was Minister 
for Energy, did not really address the issue of renewables. Although solar panels were warmly received by the 
community with a substantial take-up of the panels, this government absolutely bungled that process. The 
government did not plan the feed-in tariff properly, and the Western Australian community will continue to pay 
for its bungle for a long time. The minister can rattle off a whole range of what he thinks are benefits, but the 
Western Australian community will be paying for a long time for his poor decisions and lack of understanding 
during his stewardship of the energy portfolio. 

Minister Collier talks about people telling untruths. I think that is very interesting coming from that side of the 
chamber, because this government has already broken 51 promises since it was elected in March last year. Some 
of those promises were in the energy portfolio. This government has added to the Western Australian taxpayers’ 
burden by substantially increasing the energy tariffs for domestic use by more than 60 per cent in its first four 
years. The government can talk about energy projects, but they have not all been state government initiatives—
there has been private sector engagement and federal government money. The government has not set out a clear 
plan for how its projects will actually work, and it has not built the infrastructure to run alongside renewable 
projects to ensure their sustainability. It is not just about having one mix of fuel; it is about having a variety so 
that, hopefully, prices can come down and domestic and industry consumers can be provided with options. I 
think there is a long way to go until the government can articulate a plan, which was not there in the state energy 
initiative. I do not believe that Minister Nahan is the great enthusiast for renewable energy that perhaps Hon 
Peter Collier sees himself as a champion of. In the past, Minister Nahan has made very negative comments about 
the cost of wind power, and I do not think he is a keen supporter of wind power projects. Hon Peter Collier 
might want to whip him out in a helicopter and take him up to the lovely windy town of Merredin or to 
Greenough to change his mind. But given the Minister for Energy’s views on how dollars are worked through, I 
do not think he supports those projects. 

It is all very well for the minister to go through those things, but I do not believe he has actually answered the 
questions moved by Hon Robin Chapple about the government’s plans for renewable energy over the next 20 to 
50 years. The minister referred to the Economic Regulation Authority inquiry. I refer the minister to a question 
asked of the Minister for Energy by the shadow Minister for Energy about the ERA inquiry. The question 
reads — 

Can the minister confirm that he announced that there will be a review … 
We know that the minister did; he announced the review 11 months ago. The second question asks — 

Can the minister confirm that the review is to be undertaken by the Economic Regulation Authority? 
The minister replied that yes, it would. In his reply, the Minister for Energy also refers to the Department of 
Treasury, the Public Utilities Office and the ERA. Mr Johnston’s third question reads — 

Can the minister also confirm that after 11 months, the Economic Regulation Authority still has not 
received a reference from the minister to conduct this inquiry? 

I think that is an excellent question, which leads in to some of the matters Hon Robin Chapple canvassed. It is 
difficult to understand how the ERA can conduct an inquiry of this nature if the minster has not given it 
instructions or a terms of reference for what it is meant to be looking out for. This inquiry has been underway for 
more than 11 months, but there has been no real activity. If the terms of reference had been provided to the ERA, 
it would have made them public by now and commenced a formal inquiry. That has not happened. I do not know 
what the current Minister for Energy thinks he can do to get this inquiry going or getting feedback. Is it just 
going to be one of those desktop-type inquiries that will not give the public information on what is going on? At 
the end of the Minister for Energy’s answer he stated — 

On this side of the house, we are not in the game of putting on a review for the sake of having a review, 
even if you do not know what a review is. 
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This government in its last term expended significant amounts of taxpayer money on a range of reviews in the 
energy portfolio. However, a lot of those reviews simply sat on the minister’s desk and were never acted upon. 
The state energy initiative is one of those, and there are a number of others. Minister Nahan—who we know is 
not a big fan of renewable energy—has not yet provided the terms of reference to the ERA. My concern is when 
will he do so, and when will the ERA look at this allegedly very important inquiry? My fear is that the 
government will continue to conduct these types of reviews but never do anything. It is nice for the government 
to say at election time that it looked at this and it looked at that and it spent money on this review. However, it is 
not delivering anything. 

The government needs to articulate clearly what its plan is. I do not believe the government has had full 
engagement across the sector. It certainly has not provided the terms of reference to the ERA. The former 
Minister for Energy cannot stand on his record. We know that everything that the former minister did blew out, 
be it Muja, be it the solar feed-in tariff, or be it the ever increasing costs associated with delivering power to 
consumers. There are now significant problems in the Pilbara region with the failure of Forge, and that will 
create issues for Horizon Power in completing its power station in the Pilbara. Everything this government has 
done has caused ongoing costs to the consumer. I do not know whether Minister Nahan will be able to pull in 
some of those costs. He certainly faces some significant challenges. I imagine that the first day that he became 
Minister for Energy, he must have felt that he had been given a bit of a poisoned chalice, because he had to try to 
mop up the mess that had been left by the previous minister. Minister Nahan has had to deal with the Muja issue 
and a range of other factors, and he obviously has not had the time to provide to the ERA a decent set of terms of 
reference for it to conduct this important inquiry. 

Minister Collier also made reference to the electricity market review. That review has been going on for a while. 
That is a very sensible review. But at some point, these reviews have to come to a conclusion and the outcomes 
have to be made public so that we can see what is going on and what the government’s intentions are. The 
government cannot just keep these things rattling away. 

Hon Robin Chapple has raised some important questions. I do not think we have received the answers to those 
questions. The government has not articulated its broad plan. All it has given us is spin about what it has done in 
the past. I do not think that is sufficient. So I would encourage Hon Robin Chapple to continue to raise these 
questions. I know that the Greens are fairly passionate about these issues. However, it is important that the 
Greens are honest about their own level of engagement. I would hope that at a federal level, when these issues 
come up again, the Greens will support Labor in some of the initiatives that it has taken around renewable 
energy, because there have been a couple of important votes at the federal level on this issue, and that support 
was not there. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
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