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PROHIBITED BEHAVIOUR ORDERS BILL 2010 

Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON JON FORD (Mining and Pastoral) [5.03 pm]: It is not only people, particularly young people, who are 
living in poverty who will have the potential to be disenfranchised from society and have useful lives wrecked 
by this type of legislation, the Prohibited Behaviour Orders Bill. I will explain how that is. One of the problems 
with this type of legislation is that just in the nature that it is there means that the courts feel that they have been 
given a message—they are being given a message—that the government wants these prohibited behaviour orders 
applied. The police also look at these tools that they are required to use, although it seems that in many cases the 
police are given lots of powers and have existing powers that they do not use. 

I would like members to think about their own lives, perhaps when they were 11 or 12 years old, maybe 15 or 
16, 18 or 19 years old or in their early 20s and what their view of society was and what they were actually doing 
at that time. I look at Hon Jim Chown and think, “There’s a fellow who was probably a bit of a knock-around 
bloke, a bit of a larrikin, when he was a young fellow.” Hon Phil Edman looks like a — 

Hon Simon O’Brien: Still is. 

Hon Jim Chown: I’m still a young fellow, if you wouldn’t mind! 

Hon Simon O’Brien: I meant a larrikin! 

Hon JON FORD: Indeed, that was the case for me, although the behaviour I exhibited, even at 11 and 12 years 
old could not be described as being a larrikin. Like many young people for whatever reason—I cannot answer 
the question—I thought that the world had it in for me. I thought that it did not deserve me and therefore I was 
going to rebel against everything that it threw up at me. I was a difficult child. I led a double life. From 11 and 
12 years of age I would go to school during the day and learn classical flute and at night I spent my time 
knocking around the Cross and most of my friends were pimps, prostitutes and doormen. That is a fact. That 
went on until, much to the relief of my parents, I decided to join the Air Force. Silly enough for me, I joined the 
Air Force because I wanted to get away from home and thought that I would have an easier life! I can tell 
members that from the time I was about 11 or 12 years old to the time I was about 26 or 27 years old, I had 
constant contact with law enforcement people. As a young fellow I had a local copper, Sergeant Archer, who 
was a really big man, spend a fair whack of time whacking me around the back of the head. I can remember at 
11 years old chucking a firecracker, a thunder, into the baby health clinic so that I could make the babies cry. I 
turned around and ran straight into Sergeant Archer. I had a long history with that guy, but he saw something in 
me that I did not see in myself. Until the time that he passed away, he paid a lot of interest in me and it was good 
old-style community policing, and I was not the only one. But that did not stop me from rebelling. It did not stop 
me from misbehaving and behaving in a way that was completely socially unacceptable. On many, many, many 
occasions I found myself in front of the courts—many occasions. 

When I look at this list of offences as it would have applied to me, I could have been charged on numerous 
occasions for trespass. I could have been charged numerous times for fighting in public causing fear, threatening 
violence, disorderly behaviour in public and conduct likely to racially harass. In my political enlightenment I 
sought the company of fascists, the National Australian Party, which I thought sounded pretty attractive, only to 
find out that it was the most antisocial group that I have ever come across! Indeed, my antisocial behaviour 
included even once voting for the Liberal Party! But I saw the error of my ways. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: So you hit rock bottom at that point! 

Hon Ken Travers: You’ve never mentioned that before! 

Hon JON FORD: Oh yes, I mentioned it to the then Premier who said I had better put that in my book! 

I could have been charged with obstructing public officers, common assault, assault occasioning bodily harm, 
threats, criminal damage, damaging property, reckless driving, and I was arrested for dangerous driving. I was 
charged for driving at 180 kilometres an hour in a 60-kilometre-an-hour zone. That was wrong; the speed traps at 
that time could only go as high as 180 kilometres an hour. In fact, I was so rebellious that I mentioned to the 
magistrate that he was wrong and that I was in actual fact doing 220 kilometres an hour in a 60-kilometre-an-
hour zone! That judge said to me at that time because I was in the Air Force, “If you were not here with that 
sergeant and if you were not in your uniform, I would put you in prison but I am going to give you a fine.” The 
judge gave me a $1 000 fine, which was a significant amount of money. That was one of the significant times in 
my life that made me stop and take stock of where I was; another was when I had children. I started to look at 
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my children. Connected with the magistrate saying he would put me in jail the next time I appeared before him 
caused me to think about the consequences for my children.  

A number of people, law enforcement people, mentored me through my life. I was not alone. I have a number of 
childhood friends, including the one to whose fiftieth birthday I will shortly be going. These people laugh when 
they see me and what I have become now. They say, “You know, Fordie; you were about the most anti-
Establishment person we ever knew; and now you are one!” Now I find abhorrent the behaviour that I have just 
spoken about; I think it is disgraceful. I suppose it is like giving up cigarettes. I rode with an outlaw motorcycle 
gang, yet I think that those people present one of the biggest threats to good conduct in society. I worked as a 
doorman because I enjoyed violence; I sought it out. However, some people in the judicial system mentored me; 
they saw something in me that I could not see and invested in and supported me and worked patiently with me 
over long, long years. This gets back to the reasons I gave for intervention not working in the context of 
Indigenous communities, and why alcohol bans do not work because they do not solve the symptoms of 
substance abuse and poverty. People, including the state, investing time and resources can turn lives around. I 
might be an extreme. I like to think that I am a bit normal; certainly all my lifelong friends think that they are 
normal. However, I am sure that other people in this chamber will have had similar issues in their life—issues 
that they are not happy about or that they are ashamed of. They may not be ashamed, but they may be thinking, 
“Thank God I got away with that.” I say thank God that person did not charge me; thank God that magistrate 
gave me another chance.  

This is the type of legislation that has, in the long term, the potential to damage people who ordinarily would end 
up making a valuable contribution to society. If I were faced with a prohibition order when I was 16 or 17, and if 
I had had my name stuck on the back of a truck or in a newspaper—if I had been named and shamed, as the 
opposition calls it—I can tell members that it would not have shamed me; it would have driven me on. 

Hon Michael Mischin: The threat of jail would. 

Hon JON FORD: I can tell the honourable parliamentary secretary that I know people who wear a jail sentence 
as a badge of honour. I know young Indigenous men who feel that it is a rite of passage—that they need to go to 
jail to prove that they have become a man. Can the parliamentary secretary tell me how this bill will assist them? 
Can he tell me how putting them in jail will help? 

Hon Ken Travers: Aged 17.5 years, they actually ask to go to the adult prison rather than the youth detention 
centres as part of that rite of passage. 

Hon JON FORD: I have heard that. 

Hon Michael Mischin: So what is the solution? 

Hon JON FORD: I have given the parliamentary secretary the solution. The solution is to invest resources—to 
prioritise our budgets. The solution is not to try to convict and lock up people, but to invest money in resources 
to mentor and support young people. Either way, society pays; it either pays at the end by way of bigger prisons 
and bigger prison bills, bigger law enforcement agencies, more compliance activity and more surveillance and 
associated costs, in addition to what it pays by way of health costs, mental health issues, people damage and 
property damage—or it invests a large amount of money at the start. In the end, that is a much better investment. 
Hon Robyn McSweeney often talks about early intervention as the way forward. She refers to investing in 
support for children, to giving them a nurturing environment, to taking them away from violence and to 
identifying people who are showing poor judgement and poor behaviour and to putting support groups around 
them. Yes, these all cost money, but, as I said, society either pays at the start or at the end. 

Hon Nick Goiran: Why can’t you do both? 

Hon JON FORD: We can do both, but at the moment we are not. The government is suggesting that we spend 
the money at the wrong end. 

Hon Michael Mischin: That is not true. 

Hon JON FORD: It is true. It is true. 

Hon Michael Mischin: I will show you the figures later on and we will see whether it is that simple. How come 
your government didn’t fix it in seven and a half years?  

Hon JON FORD: I am commenting on society. Government reacts to what it perceives to be society’s priorities. 
I am saying that this government has it wrong when it goes chasing down the path of penalties. To think that 
somehow whacking a kid around the back of the legs is going to change that behaviour— 

Hon Michael Mischin: Sergeant Archer thought whacking you across the back of the head was okay—yet you 
would have had his job if it had happened nowadays. 
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Hon JON FORD: No; I would not. 

Hon Michael Mischin: Wouldn’t you? 

Hon JON FORD: He did not taser me 13 times; he did not lay me in a cell and kick me. 

Hon Michael Mischin: No. 

Hon JON FORD: He did not punch me. Does the parliamentary secretary know what he got me to do? In those 
days the local copper lived in the community. He got me to paint his picket fence. 

Hon Michael Mischin: And how would he do that now? 

Hon JON FORD: In fact, he got me to paint the gutter white. This copper had the best-painted gutter. 
Everybody in the community would drive past and if they saw someone mowing his lawn, trimming his plants or 
painting his fence, they knew that that person had deserved it.  

At one stage, when I was going out to paint the fence, I told my father that I was sneaking up to school to see 
some mates. It was years later that my father told me that he knew exactly where I was going and what I was 
going to do. Old Sergeant Archer had told him. 

Hon Michael Mischin: Would he have gotten away with that nowadays? 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Don’t interrupt; it’s a great story. 

Hon Michael Mischin: It is a great story but you are not assisting finding a solution for nowadays. 

Hon JON FORD: I am; the parliamentary secretary is just not listening. Perhaps his background has led him to 
believe that the only way to solve the ills of society is to prosecute and lock up people.  

Hon Michael Mischin: I have never said that, and I don’t believe that. 

Hon JON FORD: The parliamentary secretary is not offering an alternative. He is saying that somehow naming 
and shaming people — 

Hon Michael Mischin: I am not saying that either. You haven’t understood the legislation. 

Hon JON FORD: I do understand the legislation. 

Hon Michael Mischin: It is not naming and shaming at all. 

Hon JON FORD: In the second reading speech it mentions targeting — 

… the types of offences that, when viewed in isolation, are of less gravity than the most serious or grave 
criminal offences in the statutes of Western Australia, such as those I have just described, … 

Interrupting Hon Kate Doust’s contribution, as he is interrupting mine now, the parliamentary secretary provided 
a list of offences to assist her in the debate. I do not intend to go through those offences but I will say that they 
do not seem like minor offences to me. I think the only thing not contained on that list is premeditated murder—
nor do I see rape on that list. The government has identified a whole list of things. This is window-dressing of 
the worst kind. This is particularly going to affect my constituency—young men and women in my electorate 
who live in poverty. It is going to affect people in Jigalong, people in Fitzroy Crossing, people in Jarlmadangah, 
people in Kununurra, and people in Derby.  

Hon Adele Farina: And what will it achieve?  

Hon JON FORD: That is right. What will it achieve? What it will do is further marginalise these people and 
mark them as people who have a real problem. It does not seek, in identifying these people, to work with them 
and supply resources to them. Where is the budget that goes with this bill to support it? Is there some sort of 
other solution packed in behind this?  

Hon Michael Mischin: You simply do not understand it, do you?  

Debate adjourned, pursuant to temporary orders. 
 


