
Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 10 May 2007] 

 p2080b-2091a 
Dr Janet Woollard; Acting Speaker; Ms Sue Walker; Dr Steve Thomas; Ms Alannah MacTiernan; Mr John 

Kobelke; Speaker; Mr Rob Johnson 

 [1] 

TAXI AMENDMENT BILL 2007 
Motion 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD:  I move - 

That the scope of the Taxi Amendment Bill 2007 be extended to allow amendments to be moved 
requiring all new taxis to be run on liquefied petroleum gas or renewable fuels or to be hybrid vehicles, 
thereby reducing greenhouse gas emissions. 

Point of Order 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  A suspension of standing orders to debate this motion was moved yesterday and deferred.  
Are we now debating that suspension of standing orders?  Where does this motion fit into the process? 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr M.J. Cowper):  This is not a motion for the suspension of standing orders; this 
motion is moved pursuant to a late notice of motion given by the member last night.  

Debate Resumed 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  It is important that we consider extending the scope of this bill, and I hope that the 
government will consider this.  Over the past several months, the government has told the community that it is 
serious about reducing greenhouse gas emissions, and has appointed a Minister for Climate Change.  The 
Premier went to a conference on climate change in the eastern states, called by the federal Leader of the 
Opposition, Kevin Rudd.  At that conference, the states joined together in supporting a reduction in greenhouse 
gas emissions by 2050.  The statements made by the federal opposition and this government appear, at the 
moment, to be mere rhetoric.  This bill gives the government an opportunity to show that it is sincere in the 
comments it has made about reducing greenhouse gas emissions. 

The government has done very well in some other areas.  Yesterday I read some of the statements made by the 
various ministers about reducing greenhouse gases.  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure herself said 
yesterday that many taxidrivers had already converted to LPG because it was more cost effective than petrol.  
Several months ago it was reported in The West Australian that national sales of new LPG-powered passenger 
and light commercial vehicles had increase by 139 per cent in 2006, according to figure released by the Federal 
Chamber of Automotive Industries.  That organisation’s LPG development manager said that the uptake of gas 
vehicles in 2006 had been exceptional.  Sales of LPG passenger cars to fleets and businesses had increased by 
more than 2 500 vehicles, or 48 per cent, in that year.  In Western Australia, the government fleet operator, 
StateFleet, has converted 25 per cent of its eligible vehicles to LPG as part of a long-term environmentally 
friendly and cost-effective program.  Doug Tyler, the financial operations director in the Department of Treasury 
and Finance, said that the environmental campaign focused on increased use of gas-fuelled vehicles, promotion 
of the use of four-cylinder vehicles, and a carbon offset program. 

The government has made some moves to convert, and is assisting community members to convert.  I 
congratulate the government on this move.  However, I think this bill is an ideal opportunity for the government.  
Although I have asked, with this motion, for the bill to be extended to allow amendments, I would actually be 
quite happy if the minister stated in her response that the government would develop a policy and give a 
commitment that the approximately 40 new taxis that come on stream each year will be either be run on LPG or 
renewable fuels or be hybrid vehicles.  I and many other members of this chamber would then be able to accept 
some of the statements the government has been making about its commitment to reducing greenhouse gases.  
However, if the minister refuses to accept an amendment or to state that the government will introduce a policy 
to make new taxis coming on stream as a result of the increase in government-owned taxi plates from 20 per cent 
to 40 per cent run on renewable fuels or be hybrid vehicles, then we could not do so.  

It has been said that increasing greenhouse emissions is the most dangerous environmental problem facing all 
governments.  The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change has been considering the problem for some 
years, and its work resulted in the Kyoto Protocol, which was signed by many countries.  I am very disappointed 
that Australia and the United States have not signed that protocol.  Had we signed, things would be moving 
towards a reduction of greenhouse gas emissions a lot quicker than they currently are.  Greenhouse gases are 
threatening biodiversity.  Climate change will also have an effect on human health and social equity - not so 
much in Australia as in less developed countries.  Climate change will also affect the economy throughout the 
world.   

The largest source of global greenhouse gas emissions is electricity generation using coal, followed by transport 
based on oil.  This has resulted from economic structures and the past use of technologies.  The issue is 
important.  
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Mr A.D. McRae:  What are you quoting from?  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  As part of my speech, I acknowledge the assistance I have been given.  I am sure that 
many members of this house have also been reading up on climate change and greenhouse gases, and have been 
meeting with various experts to discuss this.  I would like to thank some of the professors from Murdoch 
University who have been assisting me in this area, including Professors Philip Jennings and Thomas Lyons.  
Recently I was fortunate to spend a day with Professor Selman, who I believe gave a briefing to cabinet.  That 
was very interesting.  Today I have used some quotes from a book called “Greenhouse Solutions with 
Sustainable Energy” that has just been released by Dr Mark Diesendorf from the University of New South 
Wales.  Some members were fortunate enough to attend a presentation made by Dr Diesendorf recently, which 
was organised by Greens (WA) member Hon Paul Llewellyn and which was held in a Legislative Assembly 
committee room.  Much has been reported about global warming in the newspapers and on television and even in 
the film An Inconvenient Truth, which I am sure most members would have seen.  Bearing in mind all these 
factors, we know that the earth’s climate is changing.  Statistics show that the temperature of the planet has 
increased 0.7 of a degree since the industrial revolution.  Dr Diesendorf states that the 13 warmest years on 
record have occurred since 1990, with the year 2005 being the warmest year of all.  Many presentations on 
global warming have referred to the melting of the arctic icecap and mountain glaciers, and the bleaching of 
coral reefs, which is of particular concern to us.  People often talk about the Great Barrier Reef, but what about 
our own Ningaloo Reef?  Last year it was put on the World Heritage List.  Global warming will affect our own 
coral reef.  Some modelling has been done on the rising sea level and how it will affect Perth.  I was particularly 
interested in that modelling because, as many members know, the electorate of Alfred Cove has approximately 
20 kilometres of river foreshore.  Obviously I am concerned that my electorate could be affected by the rising 
sea levels.  Therefore, I wanted to ensure that my local council was looking at this matter with regard to future 
planning approvals.  People are looking at the land that is likely to be affected by the rising sea level.  It has been 
suggested that if those areas have not already been developed, they should not be developed but should be set 
aside as parks because of what might happen over the next 50 years.  When I looked at the modelling for Perth, I 
noticed that the central business district will have problems with the rising sea level.  The freeway and the train 
line may well be affected by climate change.  Although climate change might not severely impact on the 
generation to which members of the house belong, it will have an impact on our children and on our 
grandchildren.  Therefore, it is very important that we start to debate this issue and look at every bill that comes 
before this house in the light of climate change.  I hope that the Minister for Climate Change will look at all bills 
to see what amendments can be made to them to possibly help reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 

I have referred to the effect global warming might have on coral reefs and to the acidification of oceans, the 
prevalence of hurricanes and a variety of biological and ecological effects.  Many of the people who attended the 
“save the south west Yarragadee” rally recently are concerned about climate change and how the south west 
would be affected if the aquifer were tapped. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr M.J. Cowper):  I will caution the member about keeping the debate within the 
scope of the motion.  I have given the member some latitude with regard to some aspects of it but the member’s 
speech must be relevant to the original bill and to the member’s amendment.  I am trying to draw a correlation 
between taxis and the coral reef.  I do not recall having seen any taxis out there recently.  I ask the member to 
keep her speech within the scope of the motion. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  My motion refers to reducing greenhouse gas emissions.  The increase in greenhouse 
gas emissions is likely to have an effect on climate change.  That is why I have looked at the factors that effect 
climate change.  Climate change is caused primarily by the emission of greenhouse gases from the burning of 
fossil fuels.  The bill is about the government improving transport facilities in the metropolitan area and it 
provides us with an opportunity to consider greenhouse gas emissions.  The Taxi Act allows the government to 
stipulate conditions.  Yesterday I referred to section 16 of the act, which states - 

(1) Taxi plates shall be offered for sale by public tender, with the invitation to tender specifying - 

(a) the criteria to be met by the successful tenderer; 

I would like either an amendment to be made to the bill or the government to commit to ensuring that the 40 new 
taxis that will be running next year will be fuelled by liquefied petroleum gas or renewable fuel, or will be hybrid 
vehicles.  Most members probably accept the research that has been done throughout the world on the increase in 
greenhouse gas emissions and the effect that it is having on climate change.  I again thank Dr Diesendorf who 
looked at the impact on Australia of climate change.  He said - 

The expected impacts of climate change in Australia include higher temperatures, leading to increased 
likelihood of droughts and extreme weather events.  The CSIRO has modelled the predicted 
temperature changes due to climate change for different parts of Australia.  It found that most of 
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Australia will experience temperature increases of 0.4-2.0˚C by 2030 and 1.0-6.0˚C by 2070 relative to 
1990.  These, in turn, will impact on biodiversity, agriculture, insurance, tourism, coastal infrastructure 
and human health. 

Bearing these factors in mind, that is why I believe it is very important that we consider doing what we can do to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions with this bill and with all other bills that come to the house in future. 

I will refer to the other impacts on Australia of climate change that I have not mentioned.  I have mentioned 
agriculture, insurance, tourism, coastal infrastructure and human health. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  I cannot figure out how the member’s remarks relate to the Taxi 
Amendment Bill.  I ask the member to please get onto the facts of her motion, as she seems to be drifting off 
onto another tangent. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  That is because the motion on the table relates to reducing greenhouse gas emissions.   

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  You’ve had a good run! 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Does the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure not think that it is about time this 
Parliament started discussing climate change and greenhouse gas emissions?  We have heard the Premier in 
question time constantly referring to climate change, but what has this government done?  Agreement with this 
motion will give this government an opportunity to show us that what it has said about climate change was not 
just rhetoric.  That is why I say that this bill and other bills must address the issue of greenhouse gas emissions 
which are causing climate change.  I believe that everything I have said is relevant to this debate.  However, if I 
have not drawn my remarks close enough to the debate, Mr Acting Speaker, I apologise, and I will try to bring 
them closer. 

Coastal infrastructure and human health will be affected by climate change.  Australia may not experience the 
anticipated problems in human health that other countries may experience, but we have a moral responsibility 
not only to our constituents and to Western Australia but also to other less well developed countries.  We know 
that one effect of the increase in greenhouse gas emissions and climate change will be the susceptibility of many 
countries to outbreaks of malaria.  It is likely that thousands or millions of people will die.  We in this Parliament 
have an obligation to play a part in trying to prevent that.  The insurance industry has come on board, as it is 
worried about the increase in insurance costs due to floods and droughts.  Reducing greenhouse gas emissions - 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I have been very patient with the member so far.  I agree with what she is saying 
about greenhouse gas emissions, but she should concentrate more on their reduction than debating greenhouse 
gas emissions themselves.  She has made the point that they are an issue, but she should concentrate more on the 
taxi side of the issue.  I think I have been very lenient with the member so far. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Other than saying that Australia has the highest per capita greenhouse gas emissions in 
the world, there is a lot more I would like to say in this debate about greenhouse gas emissions and climate 
change. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I think the member made a good point. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I have only just touched the tip of the issue.  It is very disappointing that this 
Parliament has not yet brought on for debate the issues of greenhouse gas emissions and climate change.  There 
have been four Ministers for Climate Change since the Premier announced that portfolio, and it is very poor that 
this issue has not been addressed. 

In relation to the Taxi Amendment Bill, we know that in Australia the principal mode of private transport is the 
motor car and for freight transport the truck.  This bill is all about the government increasing the number of 
government-owned taxi plates from 20 per cent to 40 per cent, thus bringing on board 40 more taxis each year.  
As I have said, transport is the second largest contributor to greenhouse gas emissions.  It is very important, 
knowing that transport is the second largest contributor, that the government take this opportunity to agree to my 
motion or give a firm commitment to the community that new taxis will be run on liquefied petroleum gas or 
renewable fuels, or be hybrid vehicles.  Section 16 of the Taxi Act 1994 that I referred to - 

Dr S.C. Thomas:  Section 16(1)(a). 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Section 16(1)(a) of the Taxi Act 1994 is headed “Taxi plates offered for sale or lease” 
and states - 

(1) Taxi plates shall be offered for sale by public tender, with the invitation to tender specifying - 

(a) the criteria to be met by the successful tenderer; 
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I would like some confirmation from the government that it is serious about those criteria.  I think it is a good 
thing that the government has increased to 25 per cent the fleet cars that are run on LPG.  However, with these 
new taxis coming on board, people applying for a licence should be made aware that they will get a licence only 
if they agree to use a car for a taxi service that is fuelled by LPG or renewable fuels, or is a hybrid vehicle.  If the 
government specified that condition, it would result in the reduction from a percentage of taxis of greenhouse 
gas emissions and the effects of climate change.  Rather than agreeing to these new taxis coming on board using 
petrol or diesel, I would like the government to give a commitment that it will establish such a policy.  The 
government would demonstrate its commitment if it were to amend this bill to reflect that.  The community 
would then know that it is serious about this issue.  If the government is not willing to amend the bill 
accordingly, at the very least, it should give a firm commitment to the Parliament that the criteria will specify 
that taxis must be run on liquefied petroleum gas or renewable fuels or are to be hybrid vehicles.   

I hope that all legislation that comes to the house in the future, particularly those bills put on the table by the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, will in fact consider climate change.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I did not know that the member for Alfred Cove was going to speak on this issue today.  It 
is a very important topic and I do not think that debate on it should be cut off.  It is an opportunity for members 
to demonstrate through leadership that we will do something about climate change.  Personally, I was very 
disappointed that the Premier came out with his spin on the weekend to get the Western Australian public to do 
things with their homes when he is not doing anything about industry.  I understand that industry is very 
important.  On a national basis, the Prime Minister understands the importance of the issue.  The reports on 
climate change indicate that it is an international issue.  We can start here with this bill and show some 
leadership.   
The amendment proposed by the member for Alfred Cove to section 16 of the Taxi Act 1994 is a good idea.  
Why is it not a requirement that all vehicles issued to politicians in this state be run on LPG or renewable fuels 
or be hybrid vehicles?  How are we showing leadership in the community on this issue?  Have we said that when 
the next round of government vehicles is purchased, politicians in this state will be driving an emissions-free 
car?   
Mr G. Snook:  We will have trouble with that in the bush.   
Ms S.E. WALKER:  The member for Moore might have some trouble, and I understand that.  I do not know 
what the vehicles will be.  However, this issue should be looked at and should have been looked at a long time 
ago.   
It is an issue because the Environmental Protection Authority in this state recently released an interim report on 
all the problems that we have in Western Australia - I emphasise it is Western Australia, not the commonwealth - 
and, for the first time, that report referred to climate change.  I refer to the draft “State of the Environment 
report”.  I understand that a reduced version has either been released or will be released very shortly.  I would 
like to see the policies and recommendations.  I would like this government to come forward and say that it has 
received the recommendations, what it is doing about them and whether it will start.  However, it has not.   

I will refer to the environmental policy and ask why this government is not requesting the EPA to chair an expert 
committee to assess the current impacts on Western Australia of greenhouse gas emissions and to provide 
guidance on the likely risk scenarios for the foreseeable future.  Why has it not asked the EPA to prepare a 
strategy on reafforestation as a means of offsetting greenhouse gas emissions and, simultaneously, addressing 
dryland and water salinity?  I have done some research on this issue recently because it is an important issue for 
Western Australia.  Not only do I think it is an important issue - I think we can demonstrate that in this bill - but 
also Lord Levene, chairman of the insurers Lloyd’s of London, said recently at a talk in Sydney that the emission 
of greenhouse gases will cause insurance premiums for property to increase as global warming raises the sea 
level and creates more frequent and intense storms.   
Why is the government not bringing this on as an important issue to debate in this Parliament?  For the first time 
the EPA has discussed the impact of climate change, although I admit that I am dubious about that report since I 
learned that the chairman, Wally Cox, was seen having lunch with Brian Burke and Julian Grill.  During the 
opening hearing of the Smiths Beach inquiry by the Corruption and Crime Commission, there was an analysis by 
Stephen Hall of the types of people Burke, Grill and Crichton-Browne had to pursue to get planning approvals 
through.   
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  Member, will you get back to the bill please?   
Ms S.E. WALKER:  The EPA is a very important body.  I rise to support what the member for Alfred Cove is 
doing.  It is a bit like child protection.  We sweep it under the carpet - it is not really there and we cannot see it, 
so we let it happen.  Why is it that we in this Parliament do not get it?  They can get it nationally and 
internationally, but not here.  I am supporting the member for Alfred Cove because we need to show leadership 
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on this issue, and when issues such as this are raised, we should at least look at them, even though they may not 
be workable.  I would like the minister to say that she will look at it.  I feel strongly about it.   
Two families, who are my constituents, were involved in the Eco House Challenge and they experienced what 
we should be doing.  What about what industry can do?  I know they are working on it.  I support the member 
for Alfred Cove.  I see members on the other side sniggering, again.  What she says has validity and it is very 
relevant to today’s society in the state of Western Australia, Australia and internationally.   

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  I start by placing on the record my respect for the member for Alfred Cove for the work 
she has done on this issue.  I congratulate her for her continued work on environmental change and 
environmental policy, which she believes in strongly and has strong opinions on.  She should be congratulated 
for her work.  Unfortunately, it is highly unlikely that we can incorporate the member’s wishes into the Taxi Act 
1994 through this bill.  She is right.  Section 16(1) of the Taxi Act is the appropriate section that should be 
amended to take into account the environmental impact of the taxi industry.  Unfortunately, the bill before the 
chamber does not mention section 16(1); therefore, it will be difficult to amend that section.   
Dr J.M. Woollard:  That is why I asked it to be included.   
Dr S.C. THOMAS:  Yes.  I commend the member for saying that if we are unable to amend that section of the 
act through the Taxi Amendment Bill 2007, the very least this government can do is state a commitment to 
climate change in not only the taxi legislation, but also all its legislation.  The member for Alfred Cove is to be 
commended for that.   

A conference on environmental issues was proffered by the federal Leader of the Opposition, Mr Kevin Rudd, 
and I saw a press release that he put out to invite everyone, including opposition spokespeople at a state level.  I 
thought my invitation must have been lost in the mail.  I checked with the Leader of the Opposition to see 
whether he had received an invitation and I could attend the conference on his behalf.  However, his must have 
been lost in the mail also.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I think the member should stick to the bill.   

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  The government has a Minister for Climate Change, but that appointment is a political 
answer, not an environmental one.  It is good for PR, but it achieves nothing.  If the Minister for the 
Environment does not realise that he should be dealing with climate change without it being a separate portfolio, 
he should not be the Minister for the Environment; he should be out on his ear.  It is a nice political ploy, but it 
achieves nothing.   

I commend the member for Alfred Cove.  The motion does not deal with all methods to reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions, and it cannot because of its complexity.  It referred to hybrid cars.  Biodiesel would be a good 
method.  Hydrogen cell technology is another method, with which this state government is already involved.  
Over time there is the potential for hydrogen cell technology to play a significant role in reducing greenhouse 
gas emissions in this state.   

Dr J.M. Woollard:  It would come under renewable fuels.   

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  Yes, it would.  As the member for Nedlands said, all these areas should be considered in 
not only this legislation, but also every piece of legislation that comes before this Parliament.  The member for 
Nedlands referred to the “State of the Environment report”.  However, there is a very good report floating around 
that I recommend to her.  I refer to the Liberal Party’s environment policy, which deals with most of the issues in 
the EPA’s report and which is a year ahead of the Labor Party’s policy.  

Ms S.E. Walker:  I have read it. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  I am glad to hear that.  I recommend it to you, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr P.B. Watson), as a 
fine read.  You might learn something from it. 

Although I am unable to suggest that this motion will have a major impact on the bill, we fully support the 
actions of the member for Alfred Cove and commend her for her constant work.  We hope all ministers of this 
government will involve themselves more in the climate change debate.  Interestingly, the Minister for Climate 
Change did not launch the climate change policy; that was done by the Premier.  I do not know where the 
minister was at the time.  However, all ministers should be involved and I hope they will take that on board.  
Every time the member for Alfred Cove rises to add a climate change component to proposals brought forward 
by the government we will no doubt support it to the best of our ability. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I acknowledge that the issue of climate change is of paramount importance and one 
that we need to address.  However, this is not the appropriate vehicle for doing that.  I also suggest that when 
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someone wants to impose this on an industry or encourage industry down this path, she should show personal 
leadership.  I ask the member for Alfred Cove what sort of vehicle she drives. 
Dr J.M. Woollard:  A government car. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  What sort of government car does the member drive? 
Dr J.M. Woollard:  I believe all government cars are the same; they are petrol cars. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  No, not all government cars are the same.  Indeed, member -  
Ms S.E. Walker:  That was not told to members when they had to get their car.  Be fair! 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  Order, member for Nedlands! 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The member for Alfred Cove, who has been in this place for six years, should be 
well aware that it is absolutely open to her - she who is so passionate about climate change - to get her six-
cylinder vehicle downgraded, but she has not made any attempt to downgrade to a four-cylinder car like many of 
us did when we were in opposition years ago.  She has not made any attempt -  
Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I call the member to Nedlands to order for the first time. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  She has not only made no attempt to have her vehicle -  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  On a point of order. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Mr Acting Speaker, I listened to them in silence. 

Point of Order 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  The minister has just stated that I am driving a six-cylinder government car. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  What is the point of order? 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I thought all government cars were four-cylinder cars.  I was under the impression the 
minister was misleading the house.  Perhaps that is not correct. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  There is no point of order. 

Debate Resumed 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I am talking about a level of hypocrisy -  

Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

Point of Order 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Mr Acting Speaker, I ask you to advise whether the member for Nedlands should be 
allowed to continue to disrupt this chamber with her raucous yelling when the minister is trying to address the 
Chair. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  There is no point of order.  Member for Nedlands, I have been very lenient with 
you.  I have called you to order once and I will call you to order again if you do it again. 

Debate Resumed 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  As I was saying, climate change is very important.  It is also important that we 
mainstream it and incorporate it into every area.  I also think it is important for members to have a degree of 
intellectual honesty and consistency.  If the member is advocating that the taxi industry must do this, she should 
be doing this herself.  As I understand it, from the member’s own admission, she is driving a six-cylinder Berlina 
and she has not made any endeavour to downsize to a four-cylinder vehicle. 

Point of Order 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  There was no admission.  The minister is misleading the house. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  What is the point of order? 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Be quiet!  The member has said enough for the year. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Can I address the point of order?  I sat here and listened in silence to both 
members’ speeches. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  What is your point of order, minister? 
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Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The member for Nedlands has a modus operandi that attempts to stop any debate 
and she should be brought under control. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  There is no point of order in either case.  The next member who interrupts, unless 
he or she has asked a question, will be called to order.  That applies to both sides of the house. 

Debate Resumed 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I understand this is very embarrassing for the member for Alfred Cove, who has 
come in here and pontificated on climate change and been shown to have not taken even the most basic steps to 
address her own conduct.  I would also be interested to know the situation with green power.  Does the member 
subscribe to 100 per cent green power?  Has she exercised that option? 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The minister should address her remarks to the Chair. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Mr Acting Speaker, I take it that she has not. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The minister should refer to the member. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The member for Alfred Cove has not taken up the option that is available to her.  
Of course climate change is very important but I think the member for Alfred Cove would be taken a little more 
seriously if she attempted to show some leadership in this regard. 
We will not be supporting this move because it simply would not make sense.  One of the very real issues for us 
is to try to get more peak-period vehicles on the road.  We are looking at the existing fleet of vehicles.  We are 
really trying to encourage people who already have a car that they are using for other purposes to come onboard 
on Friday and Saturday nights to help us clear the backlog of revellers.  If we were to limit this to only this class 
of vehicles, our capacity to attract those new vehicles would be severely compromised.  These are cars that are 
already in the general motor fleet.  This is not an appropriate mechanism for achieving the outcome that 
members on this side have shown much more honesty in wanting to embrace. 

We will not support this motion.  It would not be an appropriate way of dealing with the matter.  However, on 
Monday I signed off on an approval to allow a new classification of vehicles within the small charter vehicles - 
hybrid cars.  We are extending the class of vehicle to which the SCV licence will apply to include hybrid 
vehicles of the Prius or Honda type. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Can I ask a question or will you take an interjection?  What you have just said sounds good 
to me because I think it could answer a lot of problems.  You are looking at small charter vehicles not 
necessarily being a limousine-type vehicle but a much smaller one to take people from A to B. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Yes.  In terms of the sustainability agenda, which is what this is about, I have given 
approval for hybrid vehicles to become part of the approved luxury vehicle class.  We are allowing a fairly 
ordinary hybrid sedan to have that additional standing so it can be considered as an SCV in order to promote 
precisely this environmental outcome.  We are also looking at what we could do to encourage taxis to look at 
hybridisation.  We are doing some detailed analysis of the cost so that we can see if we can make the use of 
hybrids work.  As I pointed out yesterday, the vast majority of the taxi fleet, other than the MPTs, which have 
had restrictions on the types of vehicles that were available that could carry two wheelchairs, is already running 
on gas.  Market forces, together with the subsidies offered, have produced that outcome.  While I think we all 
have to do everything we can to address climate change, this is not the appropriate vehicle for doing so. 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD:  I thank the members who have contributed to this debate.  It is very important that this 
Parliament look at the issue of making these new taxis coming on board hybrid vehicles or vehicles run on LPG 
or renewable fuels.  After this debate I will follow this up with the government.  Like many members in this 
house, when my government car comes up to its expiry date, I will be given a list of motor vehicle dealers to go 
to and a list of cars to select from.  I have previously not been asked whether I want a car that runs on petrol, 
LPG or renewable fuel, or a hybrid vehicle.  I hope the government will ensure that when that form - 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I call the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to order for the first time. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I believe that we have our cars for a number of years now rather than for so many 
kilometres.  Previously we had our cars for up to 30 000 kilometres and then the government traded them in.  
Now I think we have them for so many years - 

Several members interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members! 
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Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I was under the impression that we had them for a number of years, but maybe there is 
a difference between metropolitan and rural areas.  Maybe we have them for a certain number of years and 
kilometres on the clock.  I hope that in the future the government will stipulate on that selection form not only 
the type of car that members can select - 

Point of Order 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Mr Acting Speaker, this debate has ranged well beyond anything relating to the matter 
that is before the chair.  I ask you to make sure that members, in contributing, actually relate their comments to 
the motion, which is about a scope issue.  It is not about what members drive or a whole range of other things 
involving world climate.  It is about the scope of the bill and nothing else. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I ask the member to get to the point.  She has had an opportunity to speak.  I ask her 
to round off her comments. 

Debate Resumed 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I apologise.  I was under the impression that the rules of debate in this house allowed 
us to respond if we had introduced an issue - 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  You are talking to the amendment. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I will talk to the amendment.  I was correcting some of the minister’s incorrect 
statements.  With this amendment then - 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I am disappointed that the minister has indicated that she is not willing to support this 
amendment to ensure that all new taxis are run on LPG or renewable fuels or are hybrid vehicles to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions.  It is a poor reflection on the government’s statements on climate change.  I will be 
referring to - 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members!  I will call the next member to order who even talks across the 
chamber. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  With bills that come to this house, particularly bills under this minister’s portfolio, I 
will be asking questions on greenhouse gas emissions - 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I call the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to order for the second time. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I am pleased that this bill has allowed for some debate on greenhouse gas emissions 
today.  We could probably all learn a lot in this area.  We should be looking at this issue when debating all bills 
under all ministers’ portfolios, particularly bills under this minister’s portfolio.  I am disappointed that the 
government is not willing to accept amendments to the bill.  It is not worth dividing on this motion.  I thank 
members of the Liberal Party who have supported this motion.  I hope that they will support me in the future 
when I remind the government of its obligations to the community. 

Question put and negatived.   

Consideration in Detail 

Clauses 1 to 3 put and passed. 

Clause 4:  Section 3 amended - 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  I ask the minister to indicate to the house why the definition of “conventional taxi plates” 
needed to be inserted and the difference between the previous situation and the current situation. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  This legislation seeks to confine the cap to conventional vehicles - that is, full-time 
plates - and not include peak-period plates.  In the past it has not been necessary to include that distinction in the 
bill because the different operational conditions were imposed by the licence conditions.  Because I am aware of 
the desire for there to be some parliamentary supervision over this issue of the cap, this is included in the 
legislation.  If we are going to have that, we need to have a definition of the conventional licence in the 
legislation. 

Clause put and passed. 
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Clause 5:  Section 16 amended - 
Dr S.C. THOMAS:  This is the clause that deals with the percentage of plates that will remain with the 
government and be leased out.  I made some significant comments during my speech on the second reading 
debate, so it is not my intention to go through all those again and drag this debate out further.  Could the minister 
explain where the current guidelines sit in the regulations that propose a figure of 35 per cent?  Can the minister 
explain why the percentage will be increased from 20 per cent to 40 per cent, given that it is currently 35 per 
cent?  Can she confirm to the house for future record that there is no intention for that percentage to decrease, 
and that it can only increase from this point?  What impact will that have?  What is the government’s ultimate 
percentage, because it could increase over time?  Does the government or the minister have a long-term policy 
on where that percentage could end up, so that we know whether 40 per cent is a long-term goal or whether 
another figure might be reached over time? 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I thank the member for the question.  Basically, it became evident that the current 
regime, which we put in place in 2003, had a couple of shortcomings.  One of those shortcomings was that the 
rate of demand was such that we needed to be able to respond a lot more quickly with the release of plates than 
the current regime allows.  There is a very long lead time between our gazetting an amended cap and that cap 
coming into operation.  When we are going through such a high growth level as we are now, that becomes very 
difficult to manage and it is very difficult for us to be responsive.  Each quarter we look at the number of jobs 
and the performance in that quarter and make a determination whether more plates are needed in the market.  
However, under the current regime, there is a four or five month lead time before we can add any new plates 
once we have hit the cap.  It also became clear that, although conventional plates have held their value - no-one 
in the industry has been unfairly impacted by this change - 
Dr S.C. Thomas:  I think you’ll find that they have gone up actually. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  They have, and perhaps by about the consumer price index.  There has been no 
increase in the speculative value.  In real money terms, they have remained static, which I think is a good 
outcome.  However, this was going to become much more problematic in peak periods, because the percentage 
of leased plates to sold plates is much higher in that peak period, and that will continue.  Therefore, over time we 
would expect the sold peak-period plates - the transferable peak-period plates - to become a relatively small 
percentage of the total peak-period fleet.  That would effectively lead to a situation in which the plates of peak-
period operators would have very little value.  We want to rationalise the fleet, and we say that under those 
circumstances the idea of owned, accumulated value in a peak-period plate simply does not make sense.  We are 
dealing with about 70 owned plates.  We are saying that we will rationalise that number and give those peak-
period operators an opportunity to basically become conventional operators, if that is what they want to do, and 
to have far more flexibility for those peak periods so that we can try to deal with that problem.  Many members 
of the opposition expressed concern about and, I believe, some understanding of the difficulties involved in 
having enough cabs out there late on Friday and Saturday nights.  It makes the most sense to take the peak-
period plates totally out of the system in which there is a cap and to curtail the cap to the conventional plates that 
can hold value, while at the same time providing some equity for the peak-period operators so that they do not 
simply lose their investment or have their investment erode away.  We propose to give them the option to 
convert for a price and, as I mentioned yesterday, our calculation is about $145 000 or $146 000. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 6 put and passed. 

Clause 7:  Section 21 amended -  
Dr S.C. THOMAS:  I understand and fully accept that this clause will ensure that plates are fitted to a taxi and 
are not put into the bottom drawer, as the member for Roe said yesterday.  We did not address the issue of 
country taxis yesterday, because there are taxis in Albany to which this legislation will apply.  There are other 
issues, but I will deal with them another time.  The proposed subsection refers to 14 days.  Has any consideration 
been given to an alternative time frame?  I flag the point that, because the shadow minister is in the Legislative 
Council, that place will debate this clause vigorously.  I do not propose to move an amendment at this stage; I 
will leave that for the Legislative Council to consider, and not to fix the legislation of the Legislative Assembly, 
which I am sure members of the other place would never say.  Fourteen days will pass relatively quickly.  I 
wonder whether 28 days, or four weeks, might be more appropriate.  It has been mooted that the time frame be 
three months, or 90 days.  My personal opinion is that 48 days would be a more appropriate time frame.  By the 
time these regulations are enforced and people go through the process, 14 days will have passed and their plates 
might not be on the car.  They may ask the commissioner for a 14-day extension, which I would think would 
automatically be granted in the first instance.  A period of 48 days would give the government a little more 
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impetus to come down harder on those people when they hit that 48-day period.  What is the government’s 
position on the variation of those time frames? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  The taxi operators I have spoken to have indicated that 14 days is quite a tight time frame.  I 
believe that some things need to be done to a car to make it into a taxi.  Yes, it has four wheels and it can be 
driven along the road, but other issues must be addressed to make it fit for operation, such as the installation of a 
meter and twenty-first century technology.  That is okay, but I suggest that that time frame is quite tight.  For 
instance, if the plates are issued and the car is not quite ready and things must be done to the car to make it an 
operational taxi, the tight time frame of 14 days could be an issue.  If the car is ready to go and then an 
application is made for the plates and they arrive, the car would be up and running. 

Dr S.C. Thomas interjected. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  The member for Capel is correct.  Do we put the cart before the horse or the horse before 
the cart?  All these planets have to line up. 

Dr S.C. Thomas interjected. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  Absolutely.  The planets might not line up so that people can be in business in 14 days.  
That is an issue that needs to be considered. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  We would be prepared to consider making some modest - I stress “modest” - 
extension of time, because we have found that we need to have a bit of discipline in this industry.  Most people 
in the industry do the right thing, but some people absolutely play the system.   

The Taxi Act, which was introduced by the previous government in 1994, deals with only the metropolitan taxis.  
The circumstances that govern metropolitan taxis are really quite different from those that cover country taxis, 
although we are looking at some legislation that might bring the two closer administratively.  At the moment, 
country taxis are covered by the Transport Co-ordination Act.  We think there is probably a case for taking them 
out of the Transport Co-ordination Act and putting them into a separate act, or including them as part of the Taxi 
Act.  Right now, the Taxi Act does not apply to country areas.   

In relation to the issuing of taxi plates under this legislation - this has nothing to do with rural areas - we notify 
people that they have been successful in getting a taxi plate.  Under an administrative arrangement, they are 
given a certain amount of time to purchase their vehicle, if it is a new vehicle rather than one that they already 
have, and to have that fitted out.  When the taxi is ready to be used, we issue the plates.  This will not apply to 
those situations that have been talked about here; this applies to only the new plate owners.  The new plate 
owners get their plate only once their vehicle is ready.  Therefore, this clause will apply to someone who already 
has a vehicle and has taken the plate, or to someone who has purchased one of the existing plates but has not 
affixed it to a vehicle.  I agree that it does not make a lot of sense for people to have the plates and not use them.  
However, there are a lot of people in this world who do crazy things.  We know that there are some people who 
do this.  We are trying to get the plates back from them so that we can better rationalise the industry.   

The member for Capel was correct when he commented yesterday that he could not see that this was a major 
development.  The member is quite right; this was originally in a separate piece of legislation with a couple of 
other mechanisms that the State Solicitor told us were necessary.  Once the legislation was ready, they changed 
their minds and said that the other pieces of legislation were not needed.  This provision was really then left by 
itself, so we decided that for ease of use, we would put it into this bill, whereas originally it was part of a 
separate bill.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  How many people would be doing that? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  A couple.  It is not a big issue. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  I agree that it is not a big issue.  It is probably one of those pieces of legislation that has 
been cobbled together with a number of amendments over the years.  Perhaps there might be a better way.  I am 
a little concerned about the way the act will read once this bill is passed.  Although an administrative system 
deals with the process, it might be better for the administrative system to be incorporated into the act so that it is 
a legislative measure, and there is no confusion.  However, I am happy to leave the Legislative Council to deal 
with the minister’s office and representatives to discuss what might be the most appropriate way to do that.  It is 
a small issue, but it is still an issue worth considering. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I think this represents an improvement.  My only point about the administrative 
matters is that this provision is not designed to deal with that, and it will not ever apply to it.  We will not give 
plates to people who do not have vehicles. 

Dr S.C. Thomas:  I agree with that. 
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Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 8 and 9 put and passed. 

Clause 10:  Part 3 Division 4 inserted - 
Dr S.C. THOMAS:  As I said in my contribution to the second reading debate, we are in favour of this.  I am 
pleased to see that the government has taken up and incorporated the policy developed by the member for Carine 
three or four years ago.  It is a good outcome.  I thank the minister for the information that she provided about 
the approximate price of the transfer of plates.  It appears to be in the right realm.  I think that this proposed 
section will potentially be the most effective part of, and the best outcome from, this legislation.  I believe that it 
will receive support in all areas.  I am glad, and offer my congratulations to both the minister and the member for 
Carine, who invented it. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Although I am very fond of the member for Carine, I have to say that this arose out 
of representations that were made by the industry’s Peak Period Taxi Operators Group.  It put those 
representations to us and to the member for Carine.  We have been prepared to agree to them if we can get this 
restructure.  This proposed section would not make sense, and would not do anything, without the restructure of 
the industry, whereby the peak-period plates are taken out of the capped arrangement.  We should understand 
that this particular arrangement is contingent upon us being able to get that industry restructured.  I thank the 
members for their support. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 11 put and passed. 

Title put and passed. 
Reconsideration in Detail - Motion 

MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [12.07 pm]:  I am sorry, 
but there is an amendment.  Fortunately, one of the parliamentary staff was on the ball.  I move -  

That the bill be reconsidered in detail for the purposes of considering an amendment to clause 4. 

Dr S.C. Thomas:  Mr Speaker, is it possible to look at the foreshadowed amendment before we decide whether 
the bill should be reconsidered?  Do we know what it is? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Can I give an explanation of it? 

The SPEAKER:  I will give the minister the call as soon as photocopies are made.  Then members can read the 
amendment. 

Dr S.C. Thomas:  Perhaps the member for Hillarys could give a speech in the interim! 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I would love too! 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  I am refusing to acknowledge anyone at the moment.  I now have a copy of the amendment.  
The question before the house is that the bill be reconsidered for the purposes of considering clause 4.  I will 
recognise the member for Hillarys until I sit him down. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [12.09 pm]:  Mr Speaker, I appreciate your recognising me to enable me to 
make a valuable contribution to the question before the house.  However, it is my colleague the member for 
Capel who is the shadow minister for this very important bill.  Obviously, the amendment the minister intends to 
move - 

Mr T. Buswell:  It is being moved after the passage of the bill. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Exactly.  It is of great significance to not only the taxi industry of Western Australia, but 
also the people of Western Australia.  From time to time we all need to catch a taxi.  Whether it is a hybrid taxi, 
a small charter vehicle or a registered taxi, or whether the taxi has plates on it or the plate is in the bottom drawer 
of someone’s bedroom, these are important aspects, and we must consider those important aspects.  I am sure 
that my colleague the member for Capel will let me know as soon as he is happy to consider the item.  I get the 
impression from my colleague that he is ready.  I am sure that those very important and cogent comments I have 
made will do nothing but enhance the bill before the house. 

DR S.C. THOMAS (Capel) [12.11 pm]:  I thank the member for Hillarys for his eloquence. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I was told I sounded posh this morning. 
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Dr S.C. THOMAS:  Posh eloquence, my goodness! 

We can progress with this.  I understand that the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure is seeking to reconsider 
clause 4.  The proposed amendment is relatively minor.  It appears to me that on a frequent basis ministers are 
coming into the Legislative Assembly and are making a number of amendments.  I refer not so much to the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure but to the member for Fremantle, who, in his capacity as the Minister 
for Health and the Attorney General, frequently makes amendments to legislation.  That is an indication that 
sloppy draftsmanship is constantly occurring under this government.  The fact we are doing it again is another 
sad indictment. 

Question put and passed. 

Reconsideration in Detail 

Clause 4:  Section 3 amended - 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I move - 

Page 2, after line 23 - To insert - 

(2) Section 3(1) is amended in the definition of “taxi plates” by inserting after “section 
18” - 

or 30I(2)(b) 

I apologise to the house.  My staff thought this amendment had been circulated and that it was on the notice 
paper.  I apologise and thank the member for Capel for his forbearance. 

Amendment put and passed. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed.  
 


