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DUTIES AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 2) 2011 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 23 June. 

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [11.29 am]: We are dealing with the Duties Amendment Bill 
(No. 2) 2011. It is an incredibly simple bill. It intends to make a minor amendment to the Duties Act 2008 to 
allow couples to transfer vehicle licences. The definition of couples is taken very broadly to reflect changes 
made in the last couple of Parliaments with respect to the recognition of de facto relationships. This bill will 
allow the transfer of vehicle licences between couples, spouses and de facto partners of at least two years. The 
opposition is happy to support the passage of this bill. It is occurring more quickly than would normally be 
provided for in the way in which debates are carried out in this place. Bills normally sit on the table for a week. 
On this occasion we are happy to proceed with it before we adjourn for the winter recess. 

Hon Norman Moore: It did come in last Thursday. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I thought it came in on Tuesday. My apologies; it was the road safety bill that came in 
on Tuesday. Either way, we are happy to proceed with it. It is interesting that this was never introduced at the 
time of the budget or immediately after the budget, because it is a measure that was listed in the budget. I do not 
think this legislation will have significant revenue implications, although it will be interesting to see how many 
people actually take advantage of the provisions once they are in place. Even if people take advantage of them 
once they are in place, it will not have real revenue implications because, from the briefings that I have received, 
it is clear that very few partners or spouses in the past have actually transferred vehicles. I suspect the 
impediment to that was the fact that they would be required to pay the duty on that transfer. 

When this bill was first put to me, I was intrigued to try to understand the circumstances in which people would 
want to be transferring vehicles across. I am still not sure that I have ever really come to any conclusions on that. 
I would have thought the more likely scenario would be cars being passed down not to partners but to children. 
Parents may want to transfer them over to their children so that the speeding fines go directly to them rather than 
to the parents, who then have to pass them on. It would probably often be better to transfer it across. I would 
have thought that was the more likely scenario. I do not know about other members in the house, but I would 
have thought trying to pass a car to a partner, rather than buying a new one, may be a very dangerous activity. 
Having said that, I accept the argument that, because no-one is doing it currently, even if people do pick up and 
start taking advantage of this provision, the real revenue loss to the state is negligible, because they would not do 
it unless there is a change. There are arguments that it starts to bring in a regime that makes duties legislation 
consistent in the way in which it treats different sets of duties.  

The other fascinating issue raised by this bill is that when someone buys a new vehicle the argument is that in 
common law a couple can share a vehicle but for licensing purposes can have only one person on the licence. 
What one finds, though, when buying a vehicle, as I have done recently, is that one buys it in the name that is 
going to go on the licence paper. Whilst there is potentially a common law right, it is an interesting one in 
practice. With those comments, I indicated the opposition is happy to support this bill. 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Leader of the House) [11.34 am] — in reply: I thank 
Hon Ken Travers for his very succinct — 

Hon Ken Travers: As always. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: As always, and on this occasion his brief support of the bill. The issue of 
transferring between parents and children is something that I think is worthy of some consideration. I suspect my 
son expects to hand his car on to me at some time, but that is beside the point. 

I think this is a good move. Whether lots of people take it up is yet to be seen, but there are some significant 
savings for spouses and de facto couples in the event that they want to transfer ownership of a vehicle from one 
person to the other by not having to pay duty. I thank the opposition for its support. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Norman Moore (Leader of the House), and passed. 
 


