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DANGEROUS SEX OFFENDERS — RELEASE FROM PRISON 
Statement 

HON PETER KATSAMBANIS (North Metropolitan) [10.14 pm]: After much public debate over the past 
few days, I rise tonight to bring to the attention of this house that the infamous sexual predator “TJD” has 
already breached his supervision order a little over a week after being released back into our community. Like 
most law-abiding citizens of Western Australia, I trust that this breach of the supervision order will lead to this 
detestable human being being returned behind bars and staying there for a long, long time. Sadly, media reports 
tonight indicate that despite the breach, he has not yet been put back behind bars, but instead will be charged by 
summons for the breach. Although he was arrested earlier today, he was subsequently released once more.  

That leads me to the things that I would like to concentrate my time on this evening. First, I want to examine and 
highlight the legitimate fears and concerns that have been expressed by many law-abiding citizens of our state 
after the decision was made to allow for the release of TJD, a convicted and dangerous sexual predator with a 
history that was quite well outlined in the house earlier tonight  by my colleague Hon Robyn McSweeney. Then 
I want to highlight a way forward that will begin to fix this problem so that we can enhance safety for our 
community. 

The decision to release TJD has highlighted once more that the balance in our criminal justice system between 
the protection of our law-abiding citizens and the supposed rights afforded to criminals is broken. Earlier today, 
quite rightly, our Attorney General expressed the fact that had he been the person making this decision, he would 
not have made that decision for release. I think that view is shared by almost everyone in our community. As a 
proud member of this government but, more importantly, as a father of a young family, I find this decision to 
release TJD utterly indefensible. Enough is enough. Tonight I am calling for some changes to fix this problem. 

I have listened with interest over the past few days to the talkback segments and I have seen the social media 
outrage following this decision. It is clear that the community has called into question the integrity of the whole 
WA justice system because of this decision. How does a justice system on the one hand actually say about this 
man that “he remains a serious danger to the community”—that was the quote in the judge’s decision—and on 
the other hand simply release the same person back into the community? Something is seriously wrong. Despite 
this acknowledged serious danger to our community, the public of Western Australia is not even allowed to 
know this person’s name or be shown a photograph of him so they can protect themselves from him. 

Whose rights are being protected by our criminal justice system in this instance? It seems very clear that the 
rights of this vile criminal have been placed well ahead of the rights of our law-abiding citizens to live safely and 
securely. Glib throwaway lines that this is just how the system works and that we as a society just have to accept 
that these decisions are occasionally made are not good enough. In fact, that attitude is an abrogation of our 
responsibilities as members of Parliament to the people of Western Australia. The general public rightly expects 
that we as legislators will put its genuine interest first, and when anomalies such as this one exist, we will act 
quickly and decisively to fix them so we can enhance the safety and security of the law-abiding public. That is 
why today I want to offer some potential solutions that, if implemented, would help allay the fears of the 
community and send a series of strong and unambiguous messages. Let us send a strong message that the 
Parliament of Western Australia treats the safety and security of our community as being of paramount 
importance. Let us also send a strong message that when there is a balancing act between the rights of criminals 
and the rights of law-abiding citizens and victims, we will always place the rights of the law-abiding public and 
the victims of crime first. 

Here are some solutions I propose to avoid another TJD being released into our community under the cover and 
protection of anonymity and provide the public with greater confidence in our criminal justice system and ensure 
that we can improve protection for the innocent citizens of our state. Firstly, I suggest that in all cases in which a 
person has been convicted of a serious sexual offence—perhaps we can draw the line at those offences that 
attract a penalty of 10 years or more under chapter 31, I think, of the Criminal Code, which deals with sexual 
offences—a precondition of that person’s release back into the community should be that the person’s name and 
recent photograph are made publicly available, irrespective of the age of the offender when the serious sexual 
offences took place. Of course, there should be some protections and safeguards to ensure that legitimate 
interests of previous victims of these offenders are taken into account before any decision is made to publish the 
name of the offender. But protecting the so-called interests of the offender should not be a consideration in any 
decision to not publicly name that offender upon release. 

Secondly, the current annual review provisions for indefinite detention orders should be strengthened. When an 
indefinite detention order is made, a judge should have the discretion to order a longer mandatory indefinite 
detention period, to enhance community safety and to avoid the current waste of court time and resources in 
unnecessary and continual annual reviews; they seem to come round so, so quickly. I would suggest that the 
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range of indefinite detention review options available to judges should be from a minimum of two years up to a 
maximum of five years, at the discretion of the judge making the order at the time. 

Thirdly, if a released offender is arrested for a breach of any conditions of a supervision order made under the 
Dangerous Sexual Offenders Act 2006, they should be immediately detained until they are tried and sentenced 
for that breach, without any prospect of or entitlement to bail, as has happened with Mr TJD, according to media 
reports today. The penalty for any such breach should be a mandatory minimum period of imprisonment of 12 
months without any opportunity for suspending that sentence or receiving parole during that minimum period. 
On expiry of any such penalty, the offender should once more be assessed under the provisions of this act to see 
whether or not they should be released. 

Fourthly, where an offender has previously breached a supervision order made under the provisions of the 
Dangerous Sexual Offenders Act 2006, there should be a legislative presumption in any further proceedings 
under the act that the offender is likely to breach any future order again. In such circumstances, release from 
custody should be an option only when a judge finds that the likelihood of breaching a supervision order or 
reoffending is remote or highly unlikely. That is a much tougher standard than the adequate protection of the 
community standard that applies in the existing legislation. 

I trust that the Attorney General and the executive government will take these suggestions on board in the 
positive spirit they are intended. It is time for this Parliament to demonstrate a strong commitment to increasing 
the protections available to our law-abiding citizens from dangerous sexual predators. As a starting point, we 
should make sure that in future no other vile, dangerous sexual offender is released into our community with his 
name and image suppressed so that the public do not know who he is. 

In closing, I hope that this dangerous predator Mr TJD is soon returned to jail where he belongs, now that he has 
proved once again that he cannot be trusted to stick to a supervision order. If he is ever released back into our 
community sometime in the future, I hope that by then we have laws in place that will allow his name and image 
to be publicly disclosed so the public knows who he is. 

House adjourned at 10.23 pm 

__________  
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