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DANGEROUS SEXUAL OFFENDERS 

469. Mr R.F. JOHNSON to the Attorney General: 
Before I ask my question, I take this opportunity to welcome students and teachers from Sacred Heart College in 
Sorrento, which is in the heart of my electorate.  I hope they enjoy question time, although they may not enjoy 
the answers! 

On 19 May 2005, the Attorney General boasted that his government was working on tough legislation to lock up 
dangerous sexual predators to the extent that he said he would “take people who have not been accused of a 
crime, never have committed a crime and lock them up”.   

(1) Given that it is now more than two years later, why has the Attorney General failed to introduce the 
legislation? 

(2) Will the Attorney General concede that the announcement was just more talk from a government that is 
soft on crime and soft on criminals? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 
(1)-(2) The Dangerous Sexual Offenders Act has been introduced and passed by this Parliament.  There has 

been in the Supreme Court this year a number of cases of dangerous sex offenders who have been - 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  You said ones that have never committed a crime.  That is what you said; I will show you 
the quote. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order! 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  There have been people locked up - the first of those was a year ago - beyond the date 
upon which the sentence for which they were sent to jail expired.  There has also been a number of other people 
dealt with by and who are subject to community supervision orders.  They are classified as dangerous sex 
offenders.  There has been in recent times - the member may have noticed a reference to this in the Sunday Times 
two weeks ago - some disagreement in the courts about how to handle two particular sex offenders.  One was a 
gentleman whose name I should not mention because he is still to go before the court upon further sexual 
offences for which he was charged after he was released by the Supreme Court in the Kalumburu area.  He has 
since been charged with further sex offences.  There was somebody else who the Supreme Court concluded was 
a dangerous sex offender and who represented a significant danger to the community, but who was nonetheless 
released by the court.  We appealed that decision and a bit over two weeks ago were successful in having that 
decision reversed by the Supreme Court.  The Dangerous Sexual Offenders Act is there to protect the public of 
Western Australia against what we know, which is that, unfortunately, many sex offenders are repeat offenders 
and will always be repeat offenders.  We wanted to take a proactive step in protecting the entire community from 
these people and we therefore brought in legislation to give courts the power to keep them in prison or to be the 
subject of a community supervision order once they had completed their sentence and done their time for the 
original offence they had committed. 
 


