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PROSTITUTION AMENDMENT BILL 2007 

 Mr R.F. JOHNSON to the Premier: 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Mr Speaker -  

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I was overcome by the cane toads!   

The SPEAKER:  Order!  Member for Hillarys, the question. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Mr Speaker, I am having a difficult job hearing my own voice! 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  If the member speaks, I will hear him.  Speak. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  My question is to the Premier.  Will the Premier overrule the Leader of the House and 
allow full parliamentary debate on his contentious prostitution legislation; and, if not, why?  

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
This issue has been debated at length.  This issue is very important for the people of Western Australia.  I agree 
with that.  I think that overwhelmingly the ordinary people of Western Australia would recognise that, at last, 
there is a state government that has been able to grapple with this issue, which has vexed governments of both 
political persuasions for decades.  The debate has proceeded for I do not know how many hours so far - 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Well over 20. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Speeches made during the second reading debate!  Every member has the right to make a 
speech during the second reading debate in this house, Premier, or don’t you think that should be the case? 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Hillarys!   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  It would have to be one of the worst debates I have ever listened to in this place!  It was 
drivel! 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  We’re not interested in your views!   

The SPEAKER:  Order!  I am sure it was the Premier’s views the member was seeking, not those of the Leader 
of the House, or the Attorney General.  I urge the member not to make an outburst of that magnitude.   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  We have had more than 20 hours of debate.  I have been listening to the 
contributions - should we call them - of some of the members.  They are startling, or at least they would be 
startling to a novice - to a person who had not heard parliamentary debates before.  Some of the contributions 
that have been made by members on the opposite side on this issue are startling.  For those of us who have been 
in this chamber for a while and have listened to the same people make comments about a range of issues, nothing 
surprises us.  I just ask members to refer to some of the ludicrous commentary that the member who has asked 
this question has made on a range of issues, generally social issues, over his time in the Parliament.  He had 
made those ludicrous, and from time to time highly offensive, remarks.  That does not seem to worry him 
whatsoever.  I believe that 20 hours of debate would be considered by most people to be a fair examination and 
ventilation of the issue.  I suspect - I might be wrong - that the general person in the community of Western 
Australia would want us to get on with it, and make the change, which has been so long coming, and which will - 

Dr G.G. Jacobs interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  What was that?  What did the member say? 

Dr G.G. Jacobs:  They do not want to see the use and abuse of women! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I have listened to that sort of contribution.  The member makes the assertion that all 
women have a particular point of view on this issue, and that they are somehow being denied the opportunity to 
express that view.  I think that says more about the member and the way his mind works - 

Several members interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I think that says more about the member and his mindset than it does about anybody 
else in the chamber.  The manager of government business in the house does a very good job, and he will 
continue to do it, with my support. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  I call the member for Murdoch and the member for Roe to order. 
 


