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Statement by Attorney General 

HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Attorney General) [2.29 pm]: In March 2014, following 
disquiet about an order issued by the Supreme Court of Western Australia to release into the community on 
supervision an offender known as TJD, I asked for a review to be commenced of specific aspects of the operation 
and effectiveness of the Dangerous Sexual Offenders Act 2006. I issued terms of reference for this review on 5 May 
2014, focusing on whether improvements could be made to the process of applying for orders under this act; the 
length of time between periodic reviews of detention; and the consequences, process and penalties for dealing with 
contraventions of supervision orders. Some additional issues were added to the review in the weeks following the 
issuing of the terms of reference, including whether conditions could be placed on released dangerous sexual 
offenders to prevent media interviews, whether the 21-day notice period before publication of information about 
dangerous sexual offenders should be reduced, and whether electronic monitoring should be excluded from 
consideration in determining release on supervision orders. 
The DSO review draws on nine years of experience of key agencies, such as Western Australia Police and the 
Department of Corrective Services, of operating the Dangerous Sexual Offenders Act 2006. Each of the key issues 
in the DSO review resulted in the proposed amendments in the Dangerous Sexual Offenders Legislation 
Amendment Bill 2015. The key issues included — 

• clarifying issues regarding the applicant for orders under the DSO act, with the Director of Public 
Prosecutions proposed to make applications on behalf of the state of Western Australia. The DPP had 
requested this change to be made to the DSO act as set out in the DSO review. 

• The DSO review looked at the issue of the length of time between periodic reviews of detention for 
DSOs detained under the DSO act. The bill contains amendments to increase the time between 
subsequent reviews of detained DSOs from one year to two years. 

• The DSO review concluded that the existing provisions, process and penalties for contraventions of 
supervision orders work well. Stakeholders did not identify any areas of concern with the existing 
consequences of contravening a supervision order, the current penalties or the application of the Bail 
Act to the DSO act. 

• The bill contains a range of new provisions to protect victims of crime and their interests, including 
proposed provisions to allow the court to restrict media or public comment by dangerous sexual 
offenders about victims of their serious sexual offending. 

• The bill also contains provisions to support the collaborative and successful interagency processes for 
managing dangerous sexual offenders that have developed in Western Australia over the past decade. 
These amendments include provisions allowing for information sharing, appropriate protection from 
civil actions for people performing their functions in accordance with the DSO act, and a new 21-day 
delay prior to the release of a DSO from custody on a supervision order to allow agencies to put 
appropriate post-release arrangements in place. 

In tabling the DSO review, I note that the government has sought and obtained legal advice on the release of 
information contained in the DSO review. Based on legal advice, material that is subject to legal professional 
privilege or is cabinet-in-confidence has been redacted from the DSO review now tabled. This means that some 
parts of the document are heavily redacted and may therefore be difficult to follow. However, within these limits, 
the tabled document seeks to expose the reasoning and recommendations that lie behind the amendments proposed 
in the Dangerous Sexual Offenders Legislation Amendment Bill 2015. 
[See paper 4277.] 
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