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DANGEROUS SEXUAL OFFENDERS — MICHAEL ROBERT CARROLL 

593. Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS to the Attorney General: 
I refer to the dangerous alleged child rapist Michael Robert Carroll, who is currently still on the run from authorities. 
How did he get bail in the first place?  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY replied: 
I thank the member for his question. Mr Carroll was charged with offences relating to events in 2011 and 2014. He 
was arrested five years later in 2019 upon complaint. As I understand it, he appeared in the Albany Magistrates Court, 
where the police prosecutor appeared on the complaint. There had been no allegation of offending in the intervening 
period and there is no evidence that the police prosecutor on the day opposed bail. I am informed that the police had 
no basis at that time to oppose bail. Mr Carroll was remanded through to a committal hearing date and subsequently 
his bail was renewed on each appearance because he had complied with the set bail conditions. He was then 
committed to the District Court to stand trial and there was a pleas mention date, as I understand, on 30 June 2020, 
at which he complied with his requirement by audio link because it was during the COVID-19 period. Counsel 
appearing for Mr Carroll assured the court that he had been in some regular contact with him. The court renewed 
his bail on the same terms and conditions. At that time, a trial date was fixed for 17 August 2020. There had been no 
breach of bail conditions in all that time and bail was once again renewed. Unfortunately, regrettably and distressingly 
for the victims, Mr Carroll failed to appear on 17 August. He absconded and this has caused, of course, not only 
inconvenience to the court, having to abandon the three-day trial, but also distress to the victims who had prepared 
and braced themselves to give evidence at the trial, which had to be put off. Under the Bail Act, the initial police 
prosecutor in the Magistrates Court did not oppose bail. Mr Carroll was presumed to be innocent and met the 
requirements of the Bail Act. The police prosecutor did not choose to oppose bail on each subsequent appearance. 
Having responded appropriately to his bail conditions, they were rolled over. 
 


	DANGEROUS SEXUAL OFFENDERS — MICHAEL ROBERT CARROLL

