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REVENUE LAWS AMENDMENT AND REPEAL BILL 2010 

Council’s Amendments 
Amendments made by the Council now considered. 

Consideration in Detail 
The amendments made by the Council were as follows — 

No 1 

Page 10, line 14 — To insert after “credit” — 

or debit 
No 2 

Page 10, line 16 — To insert after “credit card” — 

or debit card 

No 3 

Page 10, after line 16 — To insert — 

debit card means an article intended for use by a person in obtaining access to an account that 
is held by the person for the purpose of withdrawing or depositing cash or obtaining goods or 
services; 

No 4 

Page 10, line 19 — To insert after “credit” — 

or debit 

No 5 

Page 10, line 21 — To insert after “credit” — 

or debit 

No 6 

Page 10, line 23 — To insert after “credit card” — 

or debit card 

No 7 

Page 10, line 24 — To insert after “credit” — 

or debit 

No 8 

Page 10, line 27 — To insert after “credit cards” — 

or debit cards 

No 9 

Page 11, line 1 — To insert after “credit” — 

or debit 

Leave granted for the amendments to be considered together. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I move — 

That the amendments made by the Council be agreed to. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I note the amendments on the notice paper are all basically identical in respect of the 
inclusion of a debit card with a credit card. During consideration in detail stage when this bill was previously in 
this house on 22 April 2010, the opposition—specifically the member for Cannington—raised the issue of 
whether a credit card as defined in the bill also included a debit card. The suggestion by the member for 
Cannington was rejected by the former Treasurer, the member for Vasse, that it would indeed cover a debit card. 
The bill obviously made it to the other place unchanged. Hon Ken Travers raised this issue regarding a debit 
card, and it was obviously accepted by the government in the other place. My question is: in the minister’s view, 
what changed in the transition from this place to the other place regarding the inclusion of a debit card? If indeed 
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the minister or the government was ultimately persuaded by the opposition’s argument, why was that issue not 
dealt with in this chamber? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I have no idea.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: That may be the most honest answer I have ever received, minister! 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I have no idea, but I must say that credit must go to Hon Ken Travers to point out that 
the actual recovery of fees is not covered by a debit card. I can only assume that the advisers to the previous 
minister said in this house that a debit card was covered, and they said in the other house that a debit card was 
not covered. They were right in the other house.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: I would like to give some credit to the member for Cannington who originally raised this 
issue, despite the fact that the former Treasurer, the member for Vasse, decided it was not worthy of any merit 
whatsoever and it was summarily dismissed.  

I do not have any further questions in respect of these amendments other than to raise the point that Hon Ken 
Travers perhaps needs to consider moving to this house simply because he obviously could persuade the 
government in the upper house but we could not persuade the government down here about the merit of this 
amendment.  

The SPEAKER: I will not take that as a question and I will not ask the minister to respond.  

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

The Council acquainted accordingly.  

House adjourned at 10.42 pm 
__________ 

 
 


