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STATE SUPPLY COMMISSION AMENDMENT BILL 2007 
Council’s Amendment 

Amendment made by the Council now considered.  

Consideration in Detail 
The amendment made by the Council was as follows — 

Clause 7, page 4, after line 8 — To insert — 

(5) Any State fleet agreement shall include a condition requiring the Minister, or 
department of the Public Service principally assisting the Minister, to — 

(a) minimise, so far as practicable, the net greenhouse gas emissions associated 
with vehicles used by public authorities by — 

(i) maximising, so far as practicable, the fuel efficiency of the vehicle 
fleet; and 

(ii) offsetting greenhouse gas emissions of the vehicle fleet; and 

(b) report annually on the greenhouse gas emissions associated with vehicles 
used by public authorities. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I move — 

That the amendment made by the Council be agreed to. 

I am not sure whether the house needs an explanation for this amendment, but I will provide a brief explanation. 
The legislation allows for an agreement between the State Supply Commission and another minister for the 
administration of State Fleet. The current agreement is that State Fleet is formally administered within the 
powers, legislation and accounts of the State Supply Commission, but for practical purposes is actually run by 
the Department of Treasury and Finance. This could potentially cause some confusion about accountability, 
although perhaps not at the moment, given that as Treasurer I am the minister responsible for the Department of 
Treasury and Finance and the State Supply Commission. Leaving that question aside, it causes confusion for the 
assessment of accounts in both the State Supply Commission and the Department of Treasury and Finance. The 
State Supply Commission’s accounts are completely overwhelmed by the financial flows associated with State 
Fleet, making an assessment of its finances and accountabilities by an outside layperson harder than it should 
otherwise be. We will get a cleaner set of accounts for the State Supply Commission, a cleaner set of accounts 
for the Department of Treasury and Finance, better opportunities for outside people to assess those finances and 
clearer accountability if the State Supply Commission can reach an agreement that will allow for both practical 
and formal administration of State Fleet to occur within another agency. It is the government’s intention that that 
agency be the Department of Treasury and Finance, as it is now.  

The amendment made in the upper house is about environmental considerations. The upper house has proposed 
that any State Fleet agreement should include a condition requiring the minister or the department of the public 
service principally assisting the minister to minimise as far as is practicable the net greenhouse gas emissions 
associated with vehicles used by public authorities. This is to be done by maximising, so far as is practicable, 
fuel efficiency of the vehicle fleet, offsetting greenhouse gas emissions from the vehicle fleet and reporting 
annually on the greenhouse gas emissions associated with vehicles used by public authorities. The government is 
prepared to accept the amendment because it reflects our current practice. It is government policy to shift the 
vehicle fleet, as far as possible, to four-cylinder vehicles. Agencies have to consider whether they need six-
cylinder vehicles for operational purposes. If they do not need them for operational purposes and there is no 
business case for a six-cylinder vehicle, agencies will have to use four-cylinder vehicles. The percentage of four-
cylinder vehicles in the light vehicle fleet has increased from around 20 per cent to close to 60 per cent. Another 
of the government’s environmental approaches is to require 25 per cent of six-cylinder government vehicles to 
be powered by LPG. The government’s third approach is to offset emissions from the light vehicle fleet through 
tree planting. The state government’s light vehicle fleet is absolutely carbon neutral. All carbon dioxide 
emissions from the fleet are offset by contracted tree planting. Given those policies, it can be understood that the 
government has no difficulty in accepting an amendment requiring us to promote the fuel efficiency of the 
vehicle fleet; we already do so with our four-cylinder vehicle policy. It will require us to minimise net 
greenhouse gas emissions; we do so through our offset program, which means that we now have a carbon-neutral 
fleet.  
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Mr J.E. McGRATH: The opposition also supports this amendment. As the shadow Minister for Racing and 
Gaming, I guess I support the amendment from the point of view of horsepower of the four-legged kind. I do not 
know what sort of emissions they create. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: I know that cattle create methane emissions, which are a significant issue, but I am not sure 
where horses reign on the methane question. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: I must support the noble beasts from the sport of kings. As I said, we support the 
amendment. I know for a fact that a lot of members of Parliament are already moving into more fuel-efficient 
cars. I went to a car yard about a year ago and was told that the Treasurer had been in just before me and selected 
a very fuel-efficient car. He was leading by example. I think that is a good thing. It is probably difficult for some 
country members who have to travel long journeys, but certainly city members should look at getting into more 
fuel-efficient vehicles. These vehicles are then on-sold to the public, so we must play our part in ensuring that we 
reduce emissions. I know that the member for Roe will say a few words from an environmental point of view, 
but I think it is a good amendment. We must all be mindful of greenhouse gas emissions. Members of Parliament 
and the state public service need to set the right example. As the Treasurer has said, offsetting the greenhouse 
gas emissions of the state vehicle fleet is a very good policy, and the opposition will support the amendment. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: As the shadow Minister for the Environment, I think it is important to raise a few points 
pertaining to the environment. However, before I do that, I am sure that the Treasurer could see the confusion of 
the member for South Perth about why the minister representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming is listed 
under this item. We have not quite got our heads around that, but hopefully someone will be able to tell us the 
reason for that. 
Yes, I think it is important that we look at the greenhouse gas emission component of motor vehicles. Although 
vehicles are not a major contributor, they are a significant contributor to the total greenhouse gas emissions of 
this planet. The new clause refers to minimising, so far as practicable, greenhouse gas emissions, which is not a 
particularly binding provision. Members on this side of Parliament have no major issue with the amendment, and 
it will do no harm for the government to support this approach to minimise, so far as practicable, greenhouse gas 
emissions and to maximise fuel efficiency so far as practicable. It is important to consider the fuel economy of 
vehicles driven by parliamentarians. I think I drive one of the biggest gas guzzlers of the lot. My vehicle is due 
for replacement in May. I have a lovely car. I like everything about it, but it is very expensive on fuel. It uses in 
the vicinity of 15 to 18 litres of fuel per 100 kilometres. 

Mr J.E. McGrath: You have to slow down! 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: It is not about slowing down, member for South Perth, the opposition member responsible 
for road safety issues. There are significant consumption figures for my vehicle, even when I am tootling around 
town. That is an important consideration in the replacement of that vehicle. I was about to say that members pay 
for their vehicles, but it is the taxpayers of Western Australia who pay for them and so consideration must be 
given to the fuel consumption of vehicles. 

The new subclause has a non-binding, no harm nature. It sounds pretty good, but it probably will not make a lot 
of difference. There was no harm in allowing the Greens (WA) to introduce this clause, because it has good 
sounding words about maximising, so far as practicable, the fuel efficiency of vehicles and minimising, so far as 
practicable, greenhouse gas emissions. If I was terribly politically cynical, I would suggest — 

Ms J.A. Radisich: You’re too young to be cynical! 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: I thank the member for Swan Hills. I am just the right side of 60; I am not too far away, but I 
thank her for that comment. I cannot help thinking that this clause will pacify the Greens. The amendment will 
not do too much; it will do no harm. It provides that the minister shall minimise, so far as practicable, 
greenhouse gas emissions, and so there is an out. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: We are following the motto of your profession, which is first do no harm. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: The more cynical and sceptical members on this side of the house would wonder what deal 
the government has done. If it lets the Greens have this one, they will do something for the government. There is 
no harm in this amendment. It is politically correct for us to agree to it. It will not bind us too much, so we will 
agree to it. I have a question about subclause 5(a)(ii). 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr G. Woodhams): I draw the member’s attention to the time. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I think the Treasurer knows what I am about to say. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: I was disturbed when I saw you sitting in the house. I knew what was coming. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I will put it on the record. I totally agree with this amendment; I think it is great. However, 
the problem I have is that the Treasurer does not seem to be adhering to the principle of the amendment. It 
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provides that a State Fleet agreement shall include certain conditions, such as reducing, so far as practicable, 
carbon dioxide emissions and maximising fuel economy. I support both notions. Unfortunately, it appears that 
the Treasurer’s department does not subscribe to the same view. I drive a diesel-powered vehicle, which is a 
fuel-efficient car. It uses about 11.5 litres of fuel per 100 kilometres. It serves my purpose in that there are more 
than 900 kilometres of dirt roads in my electorate. Given the redistribution of electorate boundaries, the amount 
of dirt roads will treble to several thousand kilometres of roads that I frequent on a regular basis. A four-wheel 
drive is a practical car for me. It also offers safety benefits. The car has served me very well for more than 
100 000 kilometres. I have been told that I will have to replace the vehicle with an inefficient, petrol-run, six-
cylinder Nissan Patrol, which has significantly increased fuel consumption and carbon dioxide emissions. The 
Treasurer knows that I am seeking to replace my car with a new model. My vehicle is a six-cylinder Toyota and 
the new 200 series model is significantly more fuel efficient than the 100 series model. Its carbon dioxide 
emissions are significantly lower. It is a diesel-powered vehicle, yet the Treasurer has decreed that because it has 
a V8 engine, it is not eligible under State Fleet arrangements. I find that extraordinary. It should not matter 
whether a vehicle has one cylinder or 100 cylinders, as long as it fulfils the requirements to increase fuel 
efficiency and reduce CO2 emissions. That is the parameter that the government should follow. In addition, I 
would like the Minister for Police and Emergency Services to subscribe to his own policy regarding the recent 
government promotion of the drive-a-safe-vehicle program. That program is being advertised on the 
government’s website and it encourages people to drive a safer vehicle in a particular class. For the benefit of 
those members who are not familiar with the program, it claims that if members of the community drive the 
safest car of a particular class, the road toll in Western Australia could be reduced phenomenally. That claim is 
based on the advances in vehicle technology such as airbags, stability control, anti-braking systems and those 
types of things that contribute to the safety of our community. They should also be included in this legislation. I 
have seen many vehicles which have rolled over and which were driven by government workers, particularly 
community health workers, in the outback of Western Australia. They should drive the safest vehicle in their 
class. 

Mr P. Papalia: Are you endorsing the draft strategy, of which safety vehicles are a component? 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I subscribe to it 100 per cent. 

Mr P. Papalia: Do you endorse all four of the pillars of the draft strategy? 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I have only one minute left in which to speak. I will talk to the member about that later. 
We should drive safer vehicles that reduce CO2 emissions and are fuel efficient. My next replacement car will do 
none of those things. I find it extraordinary to sit here and listen to the minister speak about these amendments, 
which I agree with. I agree with him 100 per cent. However, the minister perceives that the community believes 
that a V8 car will use more fuel than another car. That is not the case. It does not matter whether a car has one 
cylinder or 100 cylinders, as long as the vehicle is more fuel efficient, reduces CO2 emissions and meets the 
safety guidelines. I find it extraordinary that the government has introduced this bill but does not subscribe to it. 

Question put and passed; the Council’s amendment agreed to. 

The Council acquainted accordingly. 
 


