
Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 13 September 2017] 

 p3955b-3956a 
Mr Peter Katsambanis; Mr John Quigley 

 [1] 

DANGEROUS SEXUAL OFFENDER — RELEASE 

440. Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS to the Attorney General: 
The whole premise behind the decision to release DAL into our community — 
Several members interjected. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: Obviously members opposite do not care about this issue, but let me ask my question. 
The SPEAKER: Members! When a member is on his feet, he has the floor. But, member, could you ask the question, 
please, with no preamble. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I will do, Mr Speaker. 
The whole premise of the release of DAL was that he would be managed within the Geraldton community. That 
was the whole premise. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: I call the Minister for Mines and Petroleum to order for the second time. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: Given that that can no longer happen, from what the Attorney General told us today, 
why will the Attorney General not appeal the release of this person, as he has the power to do under the 
Dangerous Sexual Offenders Act? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY replied: 
The judgement of Her Honour Judge Archer pointed out that during the review by the psychologists and 
psychiatrists within the prison system, it was recommended that he be released to live with a person with whom 
he had a relationship prior to his offending. Her Honour then set out 47 reasons. To say that a premise was that he 
live in Geraldton is not necessarily correct, because condition No 8 is — 
Mr A. Krsticevic: You’re looking for an excuse not to appeal. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I will come to the second part of the question first. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Carine, I call you to order for the second time. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Condition No 8 was that he — 

Take up residence at [suppressed] and spend each night at that address or at a different address only if 
such different address is approved in advance by a CCO assigned to you. 

So, to say that it was only to Geraldton and to that address is not strictly correct, nor was I when I said that as an 
Attorney General, I would institute an appeal. When one comes to government and one has the resources of 
government — 
Several members interjected. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: There is a difference of opinion — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr P.A. Katsambanis: So you were full of hot air last year, then! 
The SPEAKER: Member for Hillarys, you are hot air, and I call you to order for the second time. Just listen to 
the answer, please. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: There is a difference of opinion, of course, between the spokesperson in this chamber and 
the former Attorney General in the Legislative Council. The former Attorney General in the Council took the view 
that once one of these hearings had been handled by the DPP, under section 34 of the legislation as it then stood, 
he could not then appeal the matter if the DPP was not. 
Mrs L.M. Harvey: And you said he could. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I took a different legal opinion. 

Mrs L.M. Harvey: And now you’re taking a different one again. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Scarborough, you are on three calls. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I am just looking at the various opinions. The second legal opinion was advanced by the 
member for Hillarys, who says I can appeal—that the Attorney General can appeal. He has just stated that in his 
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question. The Solicitor-General, Mr Peter Quinlan, SC, had advised me, on the basis of the case and the law as it 
stands now, that once the DPP has acted, I cannot as the Attorney General. 
Mr P.A. Katsambanis interjected. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: So, I cannot. So what I have done—what the government has done, at least—is introduce to 
this Parliament the strongest laws in Australia. 
Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I am sorry, member for Scarborough? 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister for Water, I call you to order for the first time. Member for Cockburn, I call you to 
order for the second time. You have your own minister on his feet. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Can I put it this way: in the law, there are always competing opinions. Just because someone 
says, “That is my opinion”, they are not changing their opinion because they take notice of higher opinions. The 
Solicitor-General has advised me at this point that I cannot appeal. The former Attorney General was wrong on 
a couple of points of law, too, most notably the Bell case, which cost us $8 million because he said it was 
constitutional when other lawyers said it was not constitutional. There is nothing to be embarrassed about in 
coming to a revised position on the law when more fully explained on current case law. The Solicitor-General, 
Mr Quinlan, SC, advises me that I cannot institute an appeal, and I am taking the Solicitor-General at his word. 
I have every faith in the Solicitor-General and I will abide by his advice. 
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