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MASSAGE PARLOURS 
Statement 

HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Attorney General) [10.00 pm]: It is always amusing to 
see the hypocrisy of the Labor Party being revealed on issues such as this. As I recall, the previous 
Labor government wanted to handball responsibility for this issue to local government, despite complaints by 
local government at the time that it did not have the resources to deal with it. The previous government passed 
legislation with a view to handballing that responsibility to local government, without providing local 
government with any means of fulfilling the obligations it was imposing upon it. It is true that during the 
2008 election campaign the Liberal Party moved to address that issue and made certain commitments to that end, 
and we went a long way towards achieving that end by putting out a green bill on prostitution that provided for 
community consultation on a regime that would provide for registration of those engaged in prostitution activity; 
enhanced powers to deal with the issue; and the means for controlling organisations that were involved in the 
provision of prostitution services. It also provided another very important feature, which was an exit scheme to 
encourage those who wished to do so to leave that particular profession. 

Prostitution is a divisive issue in the community—there are some who do not much mind as long as it is out of 
sight and out of mind, and there are some who consider that more action needs to be taken to eradicate 
prostitution. I should remind members opposite that the act of prostitution is not, and never has been, a criminal 
offence, so the status quo has not changed over the last several years. To say that there is somehow an 
encouragement of the industry is a nonsense; things have not changed. Yes, it has been an offence to operate 
premises for that purpose ever since the Criminal Code was passed, but there are difficulties in providing the 
police with appropriate powers balanced against the privacy of individuals to go about their own activities. The 
operation of premises for the purposes of prostitution is an offence and has been for a long time. 

A bill was introduced and went through a process, and it was very clear that the opposition—the ALP—was 
going to oppose the bill because of the registration requirement. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Hello! Have we got the numbers in that place or this place? No. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Hon Sue Ellery is being rather disingenuous. In the last government there was a 
considerable amount of opposition from the Labor Party to that legislation. It is also true that there was 
opposition from certain members on the government side of the chamber who wished to have a more stringent 
regime imposed. That legislation did not end up going anywhere in light of the conflicting views as to where the 
appropriate line was to be drawn. The opposition certainly did not indicate any great support for the regime that 
had been established and was moving to stifle any reform in that area. 

Hon Sue Ellery: How could we stifle it if we don’t have the numbers? You don’t have the numbers, and you 
needed our voice because you couldn’t deliver your own promise from your own side! 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: Oh, please. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: We have seen how the opposition has managed to delay the legislation in this 
place.  

Hon Sue Ellery: So that’s what’s holding it up, is it? Are you scared that we might delay it? 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: The Workforce Reform Bill 2013 was delayed. 

Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I am sorry; I hear an echo. 

The PRESIDENT: Leader of the Opposition, you have had a say. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: I was invited to make some comment. I am doing so. Those on the other side of 
the chamber might learn something. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Try to make them truthful. 

Hon MICHAEL MISCHIN: If the Leader of the Opposition listened, she might learn something. 

The indications of opposition to that legislation, combined with the fact that certain members on the other side of 
the chamber were not happy with the line that had been drawn by the government and proposed by the 
government, suggested that there would be a lengthy debate on the subject. With other priorities, that legislation 
did not proceed to a conclusion in the other place before Parliament was prorogued for the election. 
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It is a fact that the opposition manages to find, in this chamber at least, enormous opportunity for delaying 
legislation. For example, it will debate endlessly, and it will then disingenuously suggest that legislation be 
referred to a committee at the very last speaker’s point of address, and it will then argue about that reference. 
Legislation can be delayed. The opposition is simply being dishonest if it suggests that it does not delay 
legislation it does not like. 

The reality is that there are difficulties with the prostitution legislation that are being addressed. I am trying to 
find a way of addressing those difficulties that will enhance police powers and allow the control of premises 
being used for the purposes of prostitution but also find a middle ground that will allow its passage through both 
houses of this Parliament by the end of this current term of government. However, the opposition needs to be 
honest about its position on this legislation. I look forward to its support in light of the contributions that have 
been made on the subject to date. When legislation is put forward in this place, I look forward to the opposition’s 
support for the complaints and controls that it is arguing for at present. It is disingenuous and hypocritical to 
make comments that somehow this government has done nothing. We have done more about it in terms of 
putting out a green bill on the subject than the opposition ever did when it was in government, which was to 
simply say that it will give the responsibility to local government. It is very good at setting up structures to wash 
its hands of any responsibility as a government and to give it to so-called independent authorities and to 
everyone outside the state government. This government takes a different view of that, has accepted 
responsibility for it and will move towards a solution. 
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