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COMMUNITY PROTECTION (OFFENDER REPORTING) BILL 2004 
Consideration in Detail 

Clause 1 put and passed. 

Clause 2:  Commencement - 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  This is a matter that my colleague the shadow Minister for Police might 
pursue as well.  The commencement date is quite a significant matter to discuss.  Will the minister give us an 
indication of when she thinks this legislation is likely to be proclaimed?  I know it is on the Government’s list of 
priority legislation.  The reason I ask is that my next question is very simple.  When the legislation is proclaimed, 
will the police have the resources necessary to put this legislation into force?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  As was advised in the explanatory memorandum, the Bill will be proclaimed in parts.  
The register will be established first.  I hope that if this legislation is passed by the Legislative Assembly this 
week, it will be passed by the Legislative Council by the end of the year and that the provisions of the Bill will 
commence early next year.  The first part of the Bill to be proclaimed will be the establishment of the register.  It 
is anticipated that operation of the other parts of the legislation that relate to offences against children will 
follow.  The retrospective application of offences and so forth will be proclaimed next, followed by the parts of 
the legislation that relate to offences against adults and the retrospective application of those offences.  We will 
ensure that adequate resources are provided to administer the legislation.  The introduction of the legislation in 
parts will enable the establishment of the register to occur.  I note, for example, that registers are already in place 
in some of the other States.  As this will form part of a national register, once the legislation has been passed, we 
must properly link into the national register.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I will pick up on the point raised by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.  I think he was 
trying to ask the minister how many police officers she anticipates will be needed at the commencement of this 
Act.  How many offenders does the minister anticipate will be registered on the community offending reporting 
register?  I can see it being a significant burden on the front counter staff of police stations throughout the State.  
If those stations are not adequately resourced, the integrity of the Act will be undermined.  How many additional 
police officers will be needed when the legislation is enacted?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  We anticipate that in the first year 38 police officers will be required.  I am advised that 
when it is fully operational and is at its peak operation in some eight years, it is anticipated that a maximum of 
90 officers will be required.  We have considered how many offenders we thought would be involved under the 
national model.  The Police Service advised me that it believes 500 offenders in Western Australia would fall 
under the national model.  Repeat offenders against adults will add 40 existing repeat offenders upon 
commencement.  We anticipate that roughly 20 new repeat offenders per annum would be registered thereafter.  
That figure is based on current crime trends.  If we were able to bring down the crime rate, that number would 
decline.  We anticipate the retrospectivity aspect of the legislation will add about 240 repeat offenders against 
children and 170 former repeat offenders against adults upon commencement.  The total number of people 
registered retrospectively is expected to be 390.  In the first year under this legislation we expect to have more 
than 900 offenders on the register.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I will pick up on a point the minister made.  She said some 38 police officers would be 
required to adequately administer the register in the first year.  As I understand it, currently 14 police officers in 
this State could be transferred to operate the register. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  I am talking about 38 police officers in addition to those 14.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Sure.  From the briefing I had, I understand that about six police officers in addition to the 14 
police officers have been funded, which totals 20 police officers.  I further understand that the Police Service has 
requested the minister to provide additional police officers.  I imagine it must have requested 18 police officers if 
the minister has told me that 38 are needed.  Has the minister approved that request?  If not, why not?  If not, 
does the minister intend to approve that request?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  As I pointed out, the 38 police officers are in addition to the 14 who are already in place 
in each district.  We do not anticipate an even workload in each district for one reason or another.   

Mr M.J. Birney:  That means 52 police officers.  Are the 38 additional to the 14?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  That is right.  Those 14 police officers would not spend all their time dealing with the sex 
offender register.  It is possible that in some districts there will be very few sex offenders on the register.  
Therefore, the officer in such a district would spend a lot of his time doing other duties connected to domestic 
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violence and family violence matters.  It is difficult to estimate the numbers because a number of police officers 
will not be solely dedicated to this task; it will be part of their responsibilities.   

As the member is aware, the Government is on track to deliver 250 additional police officers above the attrition 
rate by the end of the year.  Last month there were 205 police officers over and above the attrition rate.  Between 
now and December, 45 additional officers who are yet to be allocated will come on stream.  I anticipate that 
police numbers will be increased even further in the future and that the Police Service will have no difficulty 
finding officers to allocate to these tasks.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I want to clarify what the minister said.  She said that currently 14 officers operate in this 
field who could be transferred, albeit they would not spend the entire day on these matters.  The minister said 
also that she would employ another 38 police officers in this area.  Is that what the minister said?   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Yes, but the 14 police officers wouldn’t be transferred anywhere.  They are in the districts 
and would remain in the districts.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  A further 38 police officers would need to be employed to undertake the requirements of the 
Bill.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Yes. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Has the Police Service put that request to the minister?   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Not as such.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Not as such. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  As I explained to the member, 45 police officers will be added to the Police Service between 
now and the end of the year.  I am sure the Police Service anticipates getting additional officers over and above 
the attrition rate every year for the next four years also.  The Police Service will allocate the officers as they 
graduate from the academy.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Has the Police Service specifically requested additional police from the Minister for Police 
and Emergency Services?   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  No, it has identified that 38 officers will need to be allocated to this task.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  When the Bill is proclaimed, does the minister anticipate having the 38 police officers plus 
the other 14 police officers in place and ready to undertake the requirements of this Bill?   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Yes.   

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I will clarify a matter that the shadow Minister for Police has raised.  Have the 
police not requested additional police?   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  It is not in the form of a request; it is in the form of advice.  The Police Service has said that 
a certain number of officers will need to be allocated to the task.   

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Has the Police Service not put in a submission or requested additional police 
officers?   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  The Police Service has not specifically requested those 38 officers.   

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Will the 38 additional officers, some of whom will be sworn and a few of 
whom will be unsworn, be available when the Bill takes effect?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Yes.  The Government has the responsibility to provide the police officers with sufficient 
numbers to do the job.  As I have said, between now and December, 45 additional police officers will come on 
board.  I anticipate that extra police will be employed throughout each of the next four years over and above the 
attrition rate.  The responsibility of the Commissioner of Police is to allocate officers, so of the global number of 
officers the Government provides to the Police Service, 38 will need to be allocated to this task.  

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  When there is a district with an authorised strength, will the extra officers be added to 
that authorised strength?  Will the authorised strength increase by one? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  If it is determined to add to the numbers in a district, the authorised strength will be 
increased.  There are 14 officers in districts now at sergeant level who have specific responsibility for domestic 
violence matters.  They have a leadership role.  This legislation will make a different demand in each of the 
districts, and in some districts there will be a demand for more officers than in others.  Depending on the demand 
in each of the districts, if there is a case for adding more officers to a district, those officers will form part of that 
district’s strength.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I take it that all 38 will be sworn police officers.  
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Mrs M.H. Roberts:  As the Deputy Leader of the Opposition suggested, it will be a mix.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Will the unsworn officers be part of the 38? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  The additional officers will include sworn and unsworn.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  How many would be sworn, and how many unsworn? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  It is anticipated at this stage that six would be unsworn.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  How is funding to be provided for the six unsworn officers?  I did not see it as a line item in 
the latest budget.  Where is the funding for the six additional unsworn officers coming from? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  It is a line item in the latest budget.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Can the minister tell me where it appears? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Under major initiatives.  There is a table under major initiatives in the budget papers.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Does it say “funding for six additional sworn officers”?  

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  No; it is funding for additional unsworn officers.  I will clarify that.  There is a reference to 
the child offender register, so although the budget may not say that there are exactly six officers for that purpose, 
in this allocation for further unsworn officers there is a reference to the fact that some of these will be for the 
child sex offender register.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Does that allocation include the customer service operators whom the Government sacked 
when it came to government but whom it is now employing to man the six police stations?  

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Questions were asked during budget estimates about this.  There are separate line items that 
explain where they are going.  There is also reference to those who have been deployed to stations.  

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 3 to 5 put and passed.  

Clause 6:  Reportable offenders - 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Clause 6(3) refers to a person who is a corresponding reportable offender or a New South 
Wales reportable offender.  I find this to be rather interesting, because the corresponding reportable offender, as I 
understand it, relates to an offender who may have committed an offence in a foreign jurisdiction, perhaps in 
Venezuela or some other far-flung country.  I will be interested to know how the Western Australia Police 
Service will know that such a person has committed a corresponding offence in a foreign jurisdiction.  Is 
anybody out there madly researching all the laws in all the different foreign jurisdictions?   Another thousand 
police officers or research officers would be needed to do that.  I will be interested to know how the Government 
or the Police Service will know how a person came to be a corresponding reportable offender.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I clarify that the reference to New South Wales is there because New South Wales has 
had legislation in place for a number of years and the advice from crown counsel was that it should be separately 
listed in this clause.  I understand that 12 foreign countries have sex offender registers and that there are 
protocols in place for the Australian Federal Police to provide that advice to us.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The only way we will really know whether a traveller, a visitor or a person seeking residency 
in Australia has committed a similar offence in a foreign jurisdiction is through the immigration desk.  Are 
protocols in place at an immigration level to ensure that those people are reported?  In fact, I know that protocols 
are in place, but what happens with the information?  Once a person reports offences committed in a foreign 
jurisdiction at the immigration desk in Australia, what protocol is in place to ensure that information filters down 
to the Western Australia Police Service so that it can keep in touch?  The point of entry may well have been New 
South Wales, for instance.  Will the New South Wales immigration department have a responsibility - indeed is a 
protocol in place to require the New South Wales immigration authority - to send information to the Western 
Australia Police Service?  How will the New South Wales authorities know to do that if the person says he is not 
coming to Western Australia?  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The member for Kalgoorlie has said a lot about immigration authorities.  However, this 
matter is dealt with primarily at the police level.  The member should keep in mind that this is a national register 
in which there is a key and pivotal role for the Australian Federal Police.  The protocols in place are not so much 
with immigration authorities as with Police Services in other parts of the world.  The Australian Federal Police 
has protocols in place with national Police Services in other countries.  Part of the protocol that the federal 
Government has in place provides for the Australian Federal Police to be made aware of sex offenders from 
other countries travelling to Australia.  Those countries have an arrangement in place such that if someone who 
is known to be a sex offender and would fit into reportable categories is departing from that country, that 
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information is communicated to the Australian Federal Police, which has an obligation to share relevant 
information with state Police Services.  The agency through which the Western Australia Police Service would 
be dealing would be the Australian Federal Police, which would be alerted by those other countries under 
protocols those countries have in place.  The AFP monitors people coming into the country and provides advice 
to the States.  It then becomes a matter, as the member pointed out, of what happens when someone moves from 
one State to another.  We would know that person’s first point of entry through the protocol in place with the 
AFP.  The AFP may advise the New South Wales police that the person has come into that State, and that person 
will be put into the system in New South Wales.  At that time, presumably, he would be given advice about his 
obligations, including those that would apply if he moved from one State to another.  If that person got lost in the 
system, let us say, just as anyone moving from State to State in Australia could get lost from a state system, 
alerts would be conveyed to all the state and territory Police Services.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  This is a little difficult to follow.  I have some concerns about how this will work.  Is the 
minister saying that 12 other countries have similar reporting protocols?  The fact that they are not exactly the 
same could cause issues.  An issue could arise - albeit not a big issue - if someone was picked up under the 
foreign legislation but not picked up under our legislation.  Is the minister saying that all 12 foreign countries 
would then send a wire, for instance, to Australia advising that a person who was a reportable offender under 
their legislation was coming into our country?   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Yes; they would provide advice to the Australian Federal Police.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Would the AFP then be required to notify the police at the receiving State?   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Yes; that’s right.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  What if a person were entering Victoria, which State has no reportable offender legislation? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  The other States are adopting the same legislation. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is every single State in Australia adopting the legislation?   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  At the Australasian Police Ministers’ Council, every State agreed to it.  I think most of the 
States have introduced a Bill into their Parliament.  I understand that Victoria’s legislation is close to being 
passed.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  How will some of those reportable offenders in other countries know of our legislation?  I 
think, from memory, under this Bill, they could be facing two years in jail if they do not report within X days of 
entering Western Australia.  How will they know about the laws in this State?  How can someone be expected to 
comply with the laws of this State if they do not live here? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  They must report to their registrar when they leave their country.  The system might not 
be entirely foolproof but we must rely on the best advice provided to us by the AFP.  The AFP has professional 
expertise in the area and has all kinds of protocols with Police Services in other countries, and it is confident that 
the system will work.  

Mr M.J. Birney:  Can the minister name a couple of countries that have the same protocols?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The United Kingdom and Canada.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  If someone were to leave Canada, for instance, and front up to immigration saying that he 
wanted to go to Australia, who would advise that individual of the Community Protection (Offender Reporting) 
Bill?  Or would the person show up here in Western Australia, fail to report and be locked up in one of our jails?  
Someone must tell the individual.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  An obligation is placed on individuals to report to their registrar in their country of 
origin.  I understand that, in those jurisdictions, failure to do so is a significant offence.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The minister may have misunderstood me.  Say, for example, I am a Canadian considering 
coming to Perth; I buy my ticket and advise immigration that I want to come to Australia.  At the point of 
departure, who will take the responsibility of explaining this legislation to me and all the reporting obligations 
that will be subsequently imposed on me?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  We are assuming the member is a paedophile; is that right? 

Mr M.J. Birney:  Yes.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  When an individual first comes to Western Australia and the Federal Police are advised, 
they then advise the relevant state jurisdiction.  There is a registrar in each State and the obligation is on the 
registrar to inform the individual of his obligations.  
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Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Will all an individual’s accommodation details, contact details and the like be made 
available to the AFP so that the AFP can then make it available to the state police, who will then get on the 
telephone and try to track down these people?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The AFP will issue a notice of obligation as the individual arrives at the airport.  

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I am indebted to the minister’s officers for the briefing on this legislation.  I 
requested some information that might have gone to my colleague; I have not received it yet.  I was very 
interested in the number of people who have committed sex offences against children.  Is there any scientific 
basis behind the eight-year limit for retrospectivity?  The member just indicated that this legislation will draw in 
about 900 offenders, including 170 people who have committed serious offences against adults.  Around 730 
offenders will be drawn in who have committed sex offences against children essentially over the past eight 
years.  Based on the statistics, we know that people who commit sex offences against children have a high 
likelihood of recidivism.  Is it the case that a significant majority of people who committed an offence prior to 
eight years ago tend not to commit offences again?  Is the eight years an arbitrary figure or is there some science 
behind it based on the fact that if a person has not committed an offence against children for 10 years, it is very 
unlikely he will do it again?  Overseas research has shown that very often a high proportion of people who have 
committed offences against children beyond the eight-year period have re-offended.  How many offenders in all 
these categories have offended prior to the past eight years?  If the legislation had unlimited retrospectivity and 
every single offender guilty of a class 1, 2 or 3 offence was listed on the register, how many people would be 
listed on the registrar?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The member for Mitchell asked me how we determined the eight-year retrospectivity.  
These matters were examined by the APMC.  A report was done and although, nationally, it was not agreed 
under the model legislation to have any retrospectivity whatsoever, information was provided on the recidivism 
rate of sex offenders.  I understand a number of studies indicate that recidivism by sex offenders generally occurs 
within two to three years.  The vast majority of recidivists re-offend within two or three years.  Further than that, 
if a person has not offended for eight years or more, his likelihood of re-offending drops to, I think, five per cent 
or less.  I suppose that is where the concept of eight years came from.  

We must consider the benefits of retrospectivity.  Legislation in other jurisdictions in Australia and, indeed, the 
federal model Bill signed off by the federal Government were not to be retrospective.  I agree with the arguments 
of the members for Mitchell and Kalgoorlie and members on my side of the House that paedophilia is a recidivist 
crime.  I therefore felt that it was not appropriate to capture only those who are currently in prison or being 
released from prison.  I was concerned about those who got out of prison last year or the year before that and so 
forth.  A decision had to be made on how far to provide for retrospectivity.  The eight years was arrived at based 
on the advice that after eight to 10 years the recidivism rate was below approximately five per cent.  As I have 
said, most repeat sex offenders will reoffend within two to three years of being released from jail.  That is the 
real danger period.  We could have set the provision at three or four years and captured quite a few people.  I 
want to go back further.  Because of that we went back to eight years.  As the member will be aware, we have 
also added the application base for the capture of people as well, which means that we can go back more than 
eight years if the Commissioner of Police becomes aware of any individual he believes should be on the register 
but does not fall within the parameters of the legislation. 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  How many people in Western Australia have been convicted of class 1 or class 2 
offences? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I do not have that information in front of me.  I was unaware that the member had asked 
for the information.  A time frame has to be established.  We need to know how many people have been 
convicted of class 1 offences over the past 20, 30 or 40 years.  We also need to know how many offenders are 
still alive.  I expect that it would add to the number but I am not sure by how many.  I am more confident of 
there not being anywhere near as much value in doing that.  This legislation may not be perfect; I did not think 
that the model Bill was perfect either.  An important aspect of the national register is that Western Australia must 
have legislation similar to that in other States so that we can participate in the national register and share 
information.  That is of paramount importance when we know how mobile people are, especially with the 
predatory nature of sex offenders.  In my view, if one State has weaker legislation than the other States, sex 
offenders may well decide to move there.  That is one of the reasons I decided to set the bar higher with our 
legislation than it has been set by any other State. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I appreciate the sentiments of the minister but I am trying to get to the heart of 
how effective the register will be.  On the basis of five per cent or one in 20 reoffending beyond eight years, if 
that percentage is applied to the 730 child sex offenders whom we are discussing being brought in under this 
legislation, it means that 36 people are likely to reoffend.  I am very interested to know how many class 1 and 
class 2 offences have been committed in this State.  I would be grateful if the minister could give an undertaking 
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to provide the information.  It was my understanding that the information would be provided subsequent to a 
briefing we had. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  The House will break shortly for private members’ business.  I will endeavour to provide 
further clarification to the member before we resume this legislation tomorrow. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I thank the minister.  I will explain one of the reasons.  It is not just to ensure 
that the register operates effectively in that we are able to keep tabs on people who may be recidivists.  It is also 
to ensure that we have community confidence in the system.  It was not that long ago that there was some 
publicity about a person who had been given housing by Homeswest in the suburb of Ellenbrook.  My 
understanding is that that person would not be included on the register.  However, we can look at this in more 
detail later on.  Putting it bluntly, the residents were up in arms when they found that a very serious offender had 
been placed in their midst and was living near families with young children.  On the basis of the logic I have just 
heard, the best I can say to people living in Ellenbrook is for them not to worry because there is only a one in 20 
chance that people who have committed these sorts of offences beyond an eight-year period are likely to 
reoffend!  I do not think that is the sort of guarantee that families want to hear.  I have no idea what are the 
chances of that person reoffending.  I am talking only in generalities.  We need to break this down.  I would have 
liked to explore this more at this stage.  The opportunity will arise later to do so. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I want to very briefly explore the issue I raised earlier about how a corresponding reportable 
offender from a foreign jurisdiction will be notified of the fact that he now needs to comply with the provisions 
of this legislation.  The minister said that the registrar in Western Australia will be required to track down and 
contact any corresponding reportable offender when he or she enters Western Australia.  Where is it contained in 
this legislation that the registrar must track down such people and inform them of their obligations? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I said that a registrar in a foreign country would be obliged to give such people advice on 
their departure from that country.  I further said that the Australian Federal Police would issue a notice of 
obligation on a person when he arrived at an airport. 

Mr M.J. Birney:  The minister did not say that. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I am sorry, but I did. 

Mr M.J. Birney:  The minister did not say any such thing. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The member should check Hansard.  I have it on a piece of paper in front of me.  I read it 
before.  If the member for Kalgoorlie was not listening, that is his problem. 

Mr M.J. Birney interjected. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Do not argue with me now.  The member should check Hansard tomorrow and he can 
take it up then if he does not think I am right. 

I further said that the AFP would issue a notice of obligation as a person arrived at an airport.  At that point, the 
principal obligation is on the offender.  I further said that the registrar would be notified.  The registrar has a job 
to do and we expect him to do his job. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I very clearly remember asking the minister how such a person will be informed of his 
obligations under the legislation.  The Minister for Police and Emergency Services said that the registrar in this 
State would have to contact the person.  I repeated her answer back to her.  I think I said that the registrar will 
get a person’s telephone number and track him down.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  We are not arguing about the member saying all that.  I read this advice to the member at the 
conclusion of that.  The member can check Hansard. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Okay.  For the purpose of the record can we be clear?  The registrar in Western Australia 
will not be required to track down corresponding reportable offenders who enter our State for the purpose of 
advising them of their obligations under our legislation. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The Western Australia Police Service will be advised if an offender is in this State.  The 
Western Australia Police Service has an obligation to track down all offenders.  If the registrar is the one with 
primary responsibility for that, it will just be part of his job and obligation as a police officer to enforce the law. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I believe we have just backtracked somewhat.  Just a minute ago the minister said that the 
obligation would be on the AFP at an airport to hand over some type of form to a corresponding reportable 
offender from a foreign jurisdiction advising that person of his reporting obligations in Australia.  The minister 
now says that it is up to the registrar in each State to track down a person when he enters a State and advise him 
of his reporting obligations.  Will the minister please clarify what she means if, in fact, she actually knows? 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 27 October 2004] 

 p7418b-7424a 
Mr Dan Barron-Sullivan; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Mr Matt Birney 

 [7] 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  There is no need for the member for Kalgoorlie to be rude.  The only person in this place 
who appears to not know is him! 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan:  He’s not the only one. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I know there are a number of limited people in the Opposition, but I will explain it again. 

Offenders are advised when they leave a foreign country.  When they arrive in Western Australia at an airport 
the AFP will issue a notice of obligation.  Offenders are required to fulfil the obligation to report to the registrar 
in the relevant State.  If offenders fail to report, it will obviously be noted by the registrar and the registrar will 
use whatever means are appropriate to track down the person.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I can understand how that might work if, for instance, a corresponding reportable offender 
flew into Victoria and indicated that he was going to have a holiday in that State.  What if that person decided on 
a whim to travel to Western Australia?  Who would be required to advise that person of his obligations under our 
legislation?  Would the AFP be required to advise such a person of his obligations under all seven pieces of 
legislation in Australia?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  If a person moved from State to State, or came from overseas and went to Victoria, he 
would be obliged to report to the registrar in Victoria.  He would be informed of that by the Australian Federal 
Police when he arrived at the airport.  Similarly, he would be required to report to the registrar in Victoria before 
he left that State. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Whereabouts in the Bill is the obligation on the Australian Federal Police to issue him with 
that notice? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  That would be in the regulations. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


