•

Assisting parolees to comply with the terms and conditions of parole orders – that is, the
primary objective should not be to target parolees and catch them out for violations;

•

Reducing recidivism rates by increasing reintegration opportunities and by ensuring
electronic monitoring complements prisoner reintegration services in the community.

And we recommend that the Government also make clear that:
•

Electronic monitoring will be used only to assist parolees to comply with other parole
orders (e.g. orders to not go near a former victim or a former criminal associate). It
should not be a tool for 24/7 surveillance or control when the parolee is complying fully
with their parole orders (see the related point below about the handling, privacy and use
of any data or information created through the use of electronic monitoring).

We also recommend that, in introducing the Bill, the Government undertake to evaluate the
extent to which the amendments achieve these intended outcomes – say, every two years – and
report back to the Tasmanian public. The report should also evaluate any unintended outcomes
from the amendments.
In addition to the above points, we have concerns about the collection, storage, privacy and use
of data created as a result of the use of electronic monitoring. Again, it is difficult for us to
provide detailed comment at this stage with no knowledge of the type of technology that will be
used or the manner in which it will be used. For example, if the person goes somewhere he or
she is perfectly entitled to visit under their parole orders, will that be visible to the authorities
monitoring the device? Will it create an electronic record? In both cases, how will that
information be handled? Will that data be able to be used for any other purpose apart from
monitoring compliance with parole orders? Could such data be subject to court orders or other
procedure for matters unrelated to the compliance with parole orders?
Related to this, we also have concerns about the length of time that a parolee may be subject to
electronic monitoring under parole orders. In some cases, this could be many years. This could
create a “honey pot” of information about everything from whether the parolee exceeded the
limit in a parking space to whether they had interaction with a journalist.
We believe strict controls need to apply to the collection, handling, storage and use of any data
created through electronic monitoring. We suggest these issues need to be made clear and – if
necessary – safeguards for data privacy and security need to be built into this legislation and/or
in other relevant legislation and regulation.
Thank you for your consideration of this submission.
Yours sincerely
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