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I received a complaint from Mr A concerning Tasmania Police's refusal to amend his personal 

information pursuant to a request he made to it in October 20 16 per section 17 A of the Personal 

Information and Protection Act 2004 (PIP Act). Mr A was not satisfied with the response he 

received from Tasmania Police to each of his requested amendments and complained to my office 

in accordance with section 18 (2) of the PIP Act. 

The Facts 

Mr A applied to Jom Tasmania Police through an Expression of Interest (EOI) process in 

September 2014. I do not have full details of that, however, his EOI did not progress and Mr A 

was advised of this in writing by e-mail dated 25 September 2014. 

Apparently unhappy with this outcome, Mr A accessed some of the information relating to his 

application through the Right to Information (RTI) legislation. The information accessed included 

the Recruitment Expression of Interest Summary, e-mails between Tasmania Police Legal Services 

and Senior Officers and a Tasmania Police Briefing Note. 

Based upon some of the details in the information that he accessed, Mr A wrote to Tasmania 

Police on S October 2016 requesting the amendment ·Of his personal information pursuant to 17 A 

of the PIP Act. There were eight separate amendments sought by Mr A, alleging mainly that 

certain parts of the information are incorrect, incomplete and misleading. 

Tasmania Police replied to him with a written response and reasons, addressing each of the 

() 

requested amendments, by letter dated 11 November 2016. Tasmania Police agreed to a notation 1 )

to reflect two of the requested amendments however, it has denied his request for the remaining 

amendments. 

Mr A complained to my office on 9 November 2016. After making preliminary inquiries I 

determined to deal with the complaint under 21 of the PIP Act. An investigation has been 

conducted in accordance with Division 3 of Part Ill of the Ombudsman Act 1978 as required by 

section 21 (I ) of the PIP Act. 

Relevant legislation 

The relevant legislation in Tasmania is the Personal information Protection Act 2004 (PIP Act). 



Section 17A of the Act provides:

If^f^on of a person is held or used by a personal information custodian, the
?ewn.!on request. the amendment °fany P^ of that -.nformation if 7,s incorrec t,
incomplete, out of date or misleading.

.
ThnZ^inglclm plainteis, covered by sectton 18 which states that <a c°^Pla'"t may be made fc^±;±;^^^^F^:^^
^':^l^°nal 'nformation protectio" princ">te ""pp> can be found ." Schedule I of the
3. Data quality

l^ron,almfo>.mM.L" !"st°dlanmust oke reasonable steis w ensur< ̂  hav^ re^d to the
ZTorll!;: ,pwsom'. w°rmatim B'u"be7s^°*e °peZ.T^17T^ele
uses. holds or discloses is accurate, up to date and relevant to its functions' o'r'^s" ft wlleCTS'

s^on of the PIP Art based upon le8islation and cases in °^

^^^^^r-m bw there ls some - p- "
^m0^0'^^^""!!10"^"^""consldered the "'f"m»-°" f^y^
2.0w..(Qlt^c^on^pr^^^
r^tTMn^;Tdw^^OTMinlM;'ma;rz^^^^^
^T^LM :Ter tnw^^ p"°"al info-°^"i"-»: ,un:ou:p^ewultuS
^nl.T'^L AIS°*e/TO*"" °flafmnasm te-'^ (Qld)"c'o'nt, 'inT,"'^tufoCT
^^M^mwn^swm53v'hereb'T'>wson'<sen^^'^^^"^1^
0"^r:^:mCTdm7nt"ofl :n^

^oTo^ ̂:m, T^: lct^;^dls for-a request t°amend records at s""°"

LlT.WSLlwhereadocument containing inform^on relating to the"pers'on'alu. ffai^
,̂
..(mdud"^ Ldece"ed pers°") is released to «he ."-""who'Ts ̂ 'eTbi^ ^

;."fo."T"n."^r. ln.thecase. °fa. <lecease<l peTOn7tha ^°^'""ext"°fukins) tZŜ  s°h,l^
^^mr^^*ecorr^w^dmM^^^"^^^^
m^ura^mromp'ete-. out ofdate; or where it "°""'^e^^<«"g"^l^ere^
dp^se':nb^. bee" c°"sldere<i '" decB'°ns~rf the'7^c^':;°A^:Z'Tri^



The Office of the Information Commissioner Queensland considered the F^f^^
^eo9^e(Q'ldTTn'ZT^'i'o^"D;*l°^te;orA, d Office'. Th^deasion ^1"^^;ACao^lo(nQe'rd^'nNm^5'°^re7Z"r^n^
'P:Z^''^ses''th, r. a'free"andde. oc_ra^soc^^^^^^^^hTac'c^s'^o^tion'heldb/governmen. In relation to their Per5°riaffai"^d*°^be
^eenZ^^°e"^'*>T -~><i°"'rf<h'tl<i"dl"ccu^c^
^^^^^'«"^^~ofM^W'SMtwfemreihmww:^^^
m^e'dRe"^n"o"<fD^. m .f Social Security2 in -"chth.e_W"ant,, aPPI!ed.u,a.me^
rcZr^dte°al7ec'o7ds"held'on flies of *e deparment. In consUeringthe 'PP"°"t^ues^
^o^elr ^'Tusm'Je"refer^e~to7r prior decision ,n Re ^emon on<f D^^nen. of

Transport3 where the tribunal held at 709-710:
.. the a/teration of a record in a file changes what has become a historical record.. .Active as
extras'"that 'described by OrweW cannot ho.e been contemptoedby Parfoment in the

"enac^ent'ofPtV. What was written is what was written, and that faa ̂  haw'teown
^nificance." The Tribunal notes m Re Leverett and Australian Tdecommun^ons
Zm'm^on (/985) 8 ALN N/35 the comment that. in consequence °f°^ame;dment

c'to s;48 which had been made by the respondent prior to the hearing "rtwJHbe^een
rt'a. 'Aer. 'fe'o degree of .rtfidolay I" the ^ i" to MrBates^p^ ^
ua^nde7.. can^ords which are not those of Mr Bates. ^ our view, th,s^ o^
UG^Tty';sto"be"ovoided. Further, the wholesale amendment ond ^^of^ds of

]^atU>n bating topersonal affairs would impose enormous andunthmkabte burden on

^e^oseduty; ̂ to mdntoin 'those records. The amendment °f^mment;cor^^0
^us'matt^wh. ch Parfiament cannot have intended to be llghtfy undertaken. The^tion
o7ounototion;'on"the other hand, does not give rise to these dJfficutoes, ond may ^ be, ^
Lustlc'osueusu'theopwnate^yofg^ effect to the interest of the ,nd^dua( in accurocy of

records

In Kyriazfe v Wct.rio P.lto< Senior Member Billings of *e Vlc^n,n^M^d ̂ ^^'?ri^ovns^ ̂ 7^^  TOro'.. '^,a^:l^"^^
d^sZ o^'dgelsesell In'RR v Department of Army noted the importance of^;^racj^f
^leo;ti^d'eTp^onTl .^"".'.."'ou:"^
EwhTre"a'n°'lndlv'iduar; rights and benete may well be influenced or determined by what some

government agency has to say about him".

The Tribunal in Stephens derived from the decision of Judge Gese«four^seful.. rateg°.r;^ro
»'ncs,de'^n"d»'dlngwhethe7*ere should be amendment of .nformatlon in the nature of opinion.
They were-

, the facts underlying such opinion have been thoroughly discredited or have
been demonstrated to be totally inadequate;

' (1993) Decision No. 93005
2 (199, ) 25 ALD 327
3(J984) 12 ALD 707
4 (2011) VCAT Reference G4 73/20(0
5(f989)2VAR236at238
6482FSupp770(1980)

0

0



ii.

iii.

IV.

orth-eper.sonforming such opinion was tainted bybias or ." wiii. incompetence <
I.OTJ oaiance, or necessary experience;

the^factual substratum underlying the opinion is so trivial as to render the
opinion formed dangerous to rely upon and likely to result in error; and"

the facts upon which the opinion was based were misrepresented.

'a T^'<mlM eliwme. an'IM oftolu". Bo°rd f ww<a' *e AAT <" K "" then) refused »
Zte me;dme;lwhich. w°"ld result'"the mere substi"lo"'of"*e~;Ppn^,'!'^ZM^
^^^. ^^WM^^e^'^^^^^s^
beJ"°^dTm ted' 'Jn8ra""natical and '°"^"8t°-*e"r-d^ The'A^^rt h^tT^
^^M. lIZtea^meM'nwords°'AerAWZ°au^^^
of inaccun.c). or inadequacy to the extent contemplated by the l>tterp, rt"of"thV^nl'
!lAls.Tt.6KLQ"r"s'°"dHMWl'*e ">l"'cant w"ed under <he '"fr""-"" ^oq'Act 2009 (

^Z"^' ?p'^fr;lQ ur:l:;lHT <QH2. ?H refused»'^ *° ^'r'u^
^°''.7i,l*l'p An a.s.it.<ras_n°t satisflelj the information '^In'ccur^'inco'mp^ ouut°^
?^m!sleadmL ̂ K summary of reasons Mr Jim Forbes- 'Actin7Assista/ntlTnTr ^tio°nT
^^a^l^^'^^n^^^^^^'^^
*l'eteLthe' l'cant sought t° amend.was »enera">' """" "< w th~e re^nt"c.^To7^'
Z^S/e^ald, *ereT. "°ob^trreevyeTCe"roT^:stuku^
^a^^^p:eQdo"-.OLtetlam7~doc^
inaccurate, incomplete, out of date or misleading.

I'n" ^"^lD T/^^Tre';«s:raor«Meml'er Mwy c°"sidered *e amendme"t P'-°"»"L*l^^Tmrt°"^a/982<WCLandhel7Aat~*e"°'nuus^^^^

 

bl!ta p.r'.ra. fadease for. alterati°n- . The "» ', lso"rd.~rred'"» "th"e ^ 7*^
^°r;eLemb"shed by Gese"J'"wv 0^^"«7^"^dI "J ZvT ̂ e^
r^^^com n^'^. kKW^W*XW^^^^^^T,
.
°f..tl'Lfo"Lte"ets. des"lbed by his H°n°u1-' Mr connelrs -"-e w>s ^"s'up'p^Tn

" 

s^I
MyJ'"deed-"°t, at-a") s° " .°. enaueme '°"""d'"de to'ZLTof"^^ ^
^ratLOLm's'eadin& thabias TOS P':^'tha;7nc^n;e"h:d Zurerce°ddowa<^t
:^^mnmLt^d'OT^M-'^.themb'unaf"h;lte^^^^^
the;.ppteam wteh hesays ;s t° be. Preferre<l'«°'*e tee'^ ^ZZ^n^Tt h'J
applicant and he has not made out his case'.

^"Sm ind to the lssues "hand-'can apply the appr°ach Qken fr°m *e ab°- ^°-,

. individual rights may be influenced or determined by information held by government

asendes_and therefore the right to rec'uest amendment has been7nshnne<n'n
I;

7(1987)2VAR186a.t 189-190

19 ̂37)) ̂5o?5the lnformation comm'ss'°"^ Queensland Application No 311438



. the amendment of government records is a serious matter. not to be undertaken
lightly; and

. an applicant needs to demonstrate prima facie evidence in support of the request to
amend.

Main Issues and Analysis

The investigation of a complaint is ulttotely ̂ncerned wM, whe^r, m,m^°^^
,Z'^on8''^stoud, ;n~h»isr"conmvened a PIPP. _ I" the "nre>tt_of ^'s^°m.pl:;'nt-,*;
'^^^^^^^^po^^^^te^TS^
^^Z" acn°dnc,Zu n^on;ble'steps to'ensure th>t the Infonnation In question is ,ccura»

complete and up to date, relevant to its functions and not misleading.

It Is noted that the tern. s .accurate', .up-.o.d.te-,^ ."mPtete;;rele';^;:M^a^ar; ^
dtl"e^ZpYp7ct'"^"7^guid, nce can befound^Ae^^^^^^^^U>"n ̂r'ml>*"n'Co^"m]sstoner 'which has an almost identol priocy_pnncipl^ ̂ An^
^^^^m^^^^^~X^K^^^m^
^^s^^^^^^^ ^^
^nT^I'e"^rla7l "*<"^"'"8-°f the terms- " isate° noredthat h is necessary t° ha<e

regard'tothe purpose for which the personal information is to be used.

Mr A has sought eight amendments to his personal information. The d^ls^ch ̂ r ^
Ne,uAes'.T^'8anldTe"^e:^^MKe_W^^^Z^e're
S ln"A'nn'»<u"re'i~to this report I will dol with each requested amendn.ent sep,r>tely.

Amendment I

This is a request to amend based upon information being incomplete and misleading.

The wording (which appears In the Tasmania Police Recr^ent faPrKsm" ̂ nte;est^m^
^^Sc^Se^2 ^alntc. dersinMir. It is unclear who the author of <he

information is.

The wording appears in the following sentence in ̂ e Recruitment &(Pre^nJ^^T^'lnT>^e.reo^°^r'MoT2 011: Applic^subiect to 2 restraint orders ,n

2012".

Analysis:

The statement on it, own is correct but not up to date and is TS^m. lead.ng^^^

^^^K^^^s^,
^°m'b°e~ 2ri'3"'«Mch"»^""Appe,l ^Inst conviction . nd sentence allowed. Ch>rge(s)

dismissed.



^iT:. lm:^;i^^;a:^^mr^^^
S'S;£2S^^£^S=
^^^^^.^.s-^^^-^
^^re ::s^^hjtsn ^^^^^^
of interest'"^" ?: "pr^T7iTo^^6CK;OT TO.k'ng.as te ,whether Mr A's C<P"^°"

~^ons^^^^^^n^^7wmfolkehs\^^'r^«
SSE'^^?=SSS
Finding;

cTn^:^unrr:fl^rS'4e d^°,Xn is not "" t° d'te;7rg"'^"=ad^"s^
Recommendation:

^^^~^?s". -^^--^
c^ss^.-^s-.sss; - -
Amendment 2

ms ,s , request to amend b^^ upon inforn,>t,on being Incorrect >nd n, islead,ng.
;heec;riected u is contalned"' an ema" dated 14 N°-^ ̂  ^ *e Se^ean.^

S2S=~--^^^



i~)

Analysis:

The-mT'"_th!-iifari^:;:;^^AOf^^e^^^^^
'i^S^^^^^^^^^?^
:^T^ ̂  2^ s^^ ̂A^U;t^yB)To^"u;°^=^ -
girlfriend... ". See Annexure 2 for details of the news stories.

interest did not progress and he had made a RTI application.

!

^nc^n'theSergeanfs summary that bias or incompetence were present.

S;EE^^.^^^1^=:^
via any additional evidence given orally by the deponent.

to rely on the contents of an affidavit,

^S£H£?3S'S^^=
ss:^^^^^:::^^===l''u
Finding:

^.^^^^^"^.^
Tasmania Police not to accede to this request.

Amendment 3

Th, s is > reouest » amend based upon Info^on c°"». "^n>^^te<i 14 November
^'^T^T^Tsp:^ :^edl7be,ng incorrect and misleading.

EEr^^^^5'^^^^^^



^rae^°m c°pies °f "ew!l st°ries sl">p"ed by Tasmania p°"ce are detailed « An"""^ 2 '°

Mr^^on-the. l'as'sd'athe disputes that lt was '"m wh° made *' d"d°s"re to Mr C In
support of his request to amend he refers to paragraph 39 of Constable B^affidavF
Analysis:

I refer to and repeat the comments contained in the analysis of Amendment 2.

Finding:

tl^ethe, LTasma"'aMice. t°°k .reason°rie Steps to ensure that, having regard to the
^^ro^hc, *iTr,'j:foma^^^^^
w^:^s. o!^sesK. accurate> UP todate and relevant tor its'functionsl o,°lacij^, es:"^
a^^*^^sw chKked cri^°"'""fl^ ̂  (^'z'l^ s°urs^*;"d'^
1^ lsu7»H"lw A'are^'OT'24'septem^^oo61a"d'°n'm" S3 ̂  L"
d'^-wiAASravated Break & Enter widl 'ntent «° .""'« G"ev°"7'BodiD"H^ T,,"
:r^rir:::teteo"k7-ue^^^^^
I therefore, concur with the decision of Tasmania Police not to accede to this request.
Amendment 4

Inh!SJlLrequestto_amend. ba.sed UPOninf^tion contained in an e-mail dated 14 November
2014 from the Sergeant to the Inspector being incorrect and misleading"

LhlwoLdinii nr. the_e'ma!!. objected to is "Mr A did not disPute that he sourced information
relating to (Ms D) from NSW Police systems to show (Mr C)"

^<Imti^'easdahasw .be taken'"the ':°"text 0'the immed'a»l>' P'-eceding sen^nce
.
whKh^ds.'^A's-appeal T1""'"5 conv":ti°" for-puuic °f"cial"unl>^li7d l^ee"lsren^e
w,̂ ph;',d°"*e_bas's that*e lnf°rmation vw not °f a 1-"°"" "'<"re'>nd~.h,:^'s'huoZ^
,̂
lp;ll!e. rKordu [s:36] ..d" """h've'an'ythlni't: 7o^ th°e^|Tn^h°wi^

"^W!^K^^^^ RVMrA: RVMrB (201°) NSWDC160 which canb^cessed"^
^Z'^'Z'^1 lMLA <i;d^'dispute ;h:t'h:'s°^'"fc"^n"°lenl>^f3^

Police systems to show [s. 36]". ~~"'' " '"""w>' *'" LS"J

^.TSloLthalJud8ment;eveals that il consisten^ --efers to the appellants (Mr B and Mr yL°M!:^.paragra^4',s7\Ma"d59"mere7s'^'^^
disputed that he sourced the information and disclosed it to'Mr C.



10

Analysis:

The statement in the e-mail is factually correct and is in the context of tho-eported J"^ent^
^"^ ;M%eN^DSC"^Zat>"T'^>"ia~P°'lice'accessed during the course of It, Inquiries
into Mr A.

I have already made comment In relation to the purpose for which the informxion w^ to be used
under Analysis for Amendment 2.

In any event, Tasmania Police has agreed to a "°tation wwchackn:WMg;s*l .AJ^^nyheTo u''rc^mh'e""nfo°r'm^n ^"police 'daubues. Accordingly, It Is not necessary to

consider this amendment further.

Finding:

Tasmania Police has agreed to the above notation which in my assessmen\amo^nlt o,;easway:
I^Te^"e Z^r^'the'pu^ ̂ A^'>e:s^l, ^or;:t;:"^^ds, IT^I'W^o^t'collect. ; ru^:holds or discloses Is accurate, up to date and
relevant to its functions or activities

I therefore, concur with the decision of Tasmania Police to add , not.tion to Mr A's personal
information.

Amendment 5

This is a request to amend based upon information being incorrect and misleading.

The wording objected to is:

This article d^ils how d>e wlicant and another police o^**^'^
s;pect"th. t~h,7g,nfrlend v«s , man and h,d undergone 8^der_reBSIP;me"^u^
^as"to'^e6 "extent-that the applicant printed a police report and photograph

depicting the girlfriend before the surgery and showed it to the suspect

rs=r,.>".="^'^^?S'?SS
^^^^W^^T^mrecw^^s express'on of interest
(A 14/114928) since his first RTI').

The wording Is contained in an e.m,ll dated 14 October 2014 from the Constable which states:
Contact from RTI who have googled applicant and found numerous news reports
including the following:

htt -.//www.dail telel ra h.com - that aint no way to treat a lady story

'..;
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Th'Lar<!cledeta"s.how. app"cant and another Police officer disclosed to a stealin
z6!*11:: l^r a^ihad^o°n^^^
Jhlwa.s.  thl<B<tentthat the """lca"t Primed"a^ P°°lice~repo'rt"^'dl °ph^^
depicting the girlfriend before the surgery and showed-itrto"thesu'SDect:l"suspect'

Analysis:

The statement taken in the context of what appears in the article is correct.

The extracts from the article That aint no way to treat a lady- are as follows:

Lhe'^'acoult his month werturned the convictions ofPoli^ ^b/es Mr A and

Mr^forbreachln8 privacy. lawsby te"ing Ms D's ""^e^the^bo^en'c/^
was, in fact, in a relationship with a man.

"You're rooting a bloke" Constable Mr A told Mr C.

Mr, lhasbeen golns out with Ms D for three weeks whe" Constob/e A told him his
was a man.

s::^^^"^0"0"''0^^-^-^^

^e;Son;t::r^relation   the purpose for whlch the lnformation - ^ ^

lta8als eekltlrelyon the contents of constable B's affidavit to ^te that part of the news^.^^'^^^ISSS
S;J£EESSH^:Sui=2^
Ss=:r<,::rents of the affidl"cannot be re"ed"- ^Mr A ." ^ -

Finding:

^WLethI,T".manKPO"ce, TOde 're'sonat>le "eps t°ensure *'<. having reprd <o the^r^^^^mfwm^. s~wbe~u^~^^^^^.
^°."ll°r.dls*ses. is. accurate' up to date and rdev>"t".oT'fun'ctiZ'"om^lc;."^
^^, n:eMsrm was summa-^e"^"^^ r;;; ̂ S'^

Therefore, I concur with the decision of Tasmania Police not to accede to this request.
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Amendment 6

This is a request to amend based upon information being incorrect and misleading.

The wording objected to is:

This was to the extent that the applicant printed a police report and photograph.
depicting the girlfriend before the surgery and showed it to the suspect.

The statement appears in an email dated 14 October 2014_from the c^tebleto^ec^g
^T^ ̂ ^^:t^^^^^^^^
d^lo/adJM 'sD:s poiice'report'and a photograph and showed it to Mr C. -.see, he's a guy" Mr

A told him".

Analysis:

I refer to and repeat the comments contained in the analysis of Amendment 2.

Finding:

Again, it is apparent that th. Sergeant was summarising the enquiries she had made by referencing
news stories regarding Mr A.

Therefore. I concur with the decision of Tasmania Police not to accede to this request.

Amendment 7

This is a request to amend based upon information being incorrect and misleading.

The wording objected to is:

The details of this charge are as follows: Whilst a police officer with NSW P°"ce._MrA
disdos'edto'a suspect ̂ hat the suspect's girlfriend had undergone gender reassignment
^y." Healsorshowed the suspect a photograph of his girlfriend pre-surgery taken
whilst she was in custody

The soten^ent is contained in a briefing note datedI 10 N-berM^^^ p^p^
'^^^^^w^^^s^:^^^^To^bM^,
^^^ge^al'diecks made^by recruiting services °"^-ntemet^n IJ^Obl^1^
^T^ou^Zt ^ h'J^ lpr°^:d~^^n ^for^^ ̂ ::^^cTos^°r'^°o"'"t 'It ^ '"'°ted~^'^"was originally found guilt, but upon appeal, die

conviction was quashed .

J



Analysis:
13

s=ss^-.^'r;.̂ ^.;^^-
Finding:

:^r:r^f^T;^chl-B -'. " - -" ^
Therefore, I concur with the decision of Tasmania Police not «> accede to this request
Amendment 8

This Is a request to .niend based upon information being incom-ct and misleadinfr
The, wording objected to appears under the heading Current Situation In , Briefing No-:

tM ̂ ^\"d ^"KPL^l''R",ult-°fA eal':<lnduded in Annexu-A) retoni
l =^^i-^r'S3=
^^.^y^^^^^

The statement is also contained in the briefing note dated 10/11/2014.
Analysis:

I refer to and repeat the comments contained in the analysis of Amendment 7.
Finding:

^dTl np°2'^.hasA^°l"°T;wh', chackn°wledies that the °rde" ^ . " M12 we.

SZ'S:==I^==SS
^- ̂ ^^^^£H^5S;r:^
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Therefore, I concur with the decision of Tasmanl. Police to >dd a notation to Mr A's person.1
information.

Dated: 30 June 2017

/

R Connock
OMBUDSMAN

! )



ANNEXURE I - details of Mr A'
15

Police. s request t. amend »d the response from Tasmani,

Amendment I

Mr A in his request to amend says:

^Tt ::MO^:°^:;n^ :d^ p-^ -n^onS lby^Tonm^lT^';^h:^^'Pe-"^ ^
quash'ed o'n,ppeal''to'*cea^^a^t^\APPMICOnflrm! . hat «hes° orders werepZ;.d^°» a-Cnt°. t,,^To p^frt. hoJ ̂ ra "..M tePre^~2oira^
d,ted'24Sewpt'e^"M^".c^l°L*e5°u"'y court Result of APP"1 """"
dismissed71

""1""" AVIJ ftppeal against conviction and sente"ce allowed. Charge(s)

Tasmania Police in its letter to MrA dated 11/11/|6 wrote:

^^^e^m^, r^^jhe-^^^^
.^^'^rj"joj, ^ua^ correc^ The ,nforn;a., on', :"n:;;:<information is not incorrect,

Tasmania Police in its letter to my Office dated 23/12/16 wrote:

1. . a .atterofpuMc record *" Mr A ̂  sub,e« .0 two re»r,,n. orders in 20,^
Amendment 2

Mr A in his request to amend states:

^^^1^^^^^^ '°. '"« nrnl S'e;.e^er"LZ^^, i(not me) arres'ed Nr c for °^""s: Slng'br^

Tasmania Police in its letter to Mr A dated I 1/11/16 wrote:

EEE^^?^^^=d^=^
not incorrect, incomplete, out of date o7m^adingctually correct' The information is

Tasmania Police in its letter to my Office dated 23/12/16 wrote:

N^^^T^:^^ ^«- »ok *e ̂,, n,::p:u°cS; ̂ s^r^hz:sd y: lfo^"^:: c^':?
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Amendment 3

Mr A in his request to amend states:

At all times, I disputed *,t I disclosed infom^on »MrcJhlatached:ff^v^
M7'B"confir 'ms"at"paragraph 39 therein that he (notme)^ade an inadvertent

disclosure to Mr C about'the transgender nature of his girlfriend.

Tasmania Police in its letter to Mr A dated 11/1 1/16 wrote:

The statement that the assault by the stealing suspect was^reported to be^as result of
you disclosing *«^ girlfriend had ""^o"eSender. '_ea^8nmemJr8^^
faucutualir^ct'"The information is not incorrect. incomplete, out of date or

misleading.

In its letter to my Office, Tasmania Police detail:

Various news articles report tot the aforementioned suspect^lted  8^d
Zruubaeiln'rtold'^ M;"A"and his partner that she had undergone transgender

reassignment surgery.

Amendment 4

Mr A says in his request to amend states:

At all times I disputed that I sourced information .-elating to Ms^ D from^NSW^Po^e
^'"Th e' SlffiT^MTB 'co*m;, t P>^"P^46.49 therein that he (not

me)~accessed information relating to Ms D from the COPS database."

Tasmania Police in its letter to Mr A dated 11/1 1/16 wrote:

.he statement in the e-mil th^ you did not ^ dispute ̂th,t^ ̂ "<_*e
^ti°on":w>s' based on obse^ons ,n *e l"d8emem;_eferrelt ll ",^,em^
^Z'suteme. tis expressed as > sutement of fact, Tasmania Police will add the

^ST^e';., sen,,, IMrA^^^J^
dTdTpZh>v;ng sou'rced'lnformation reladng to the girlfriend of the suspect from
NSW police systems to show to him

Amendment 5

Mr A in his request to amend states:

( )



i^ t^l'^sp"tellh-M^dlKtosed'"format'°n t°Mr c The anached ""davt of

ML!.. ':o""rms. M .para8raph 39 therei" *" he'(notn>e)"n;ad7arin',^en°;
disclosure to Mr C about'the transgender"naturu e ofMsvgi'rifnZdmaae an

Tasmania Police in its letter to Mr A dated 11/11/16 wrote:

Slmlma^police. w"'not accede to this re(luest The Cement that the articler^^^^^YOU''nd:::*er'^^^^
^ SULP;"totMs.girlfrrend TO'a """.".°"h"i "r"de^::eZ°'^1«a
^s^r'"'comct Th? .nfor^nls'no«"""'^u'i"cc^rTu^z

Amendment 6

Mr A in his request to amend states:

^a!Lt imes Ldisputed that'printed a Police rePort a"d Photograph of Ms D and^l^. ^m^^^r^?::^hsa'4^'^58 therein that he (not me) printed a photograph of Ms D and srho^edTt o°MruCU
Tasmania Police in its letter to Mr A dated 11/1 1/16 wrote:

I""!"", p°"."w""lot accede t°. tl"s re1uest- The sote"'^ *" the article referred to in
^m"^ed. ^l>TO.UPrinttd. 1 p°"ce reP°«^~pho<o^pl, 7ep';c^ ̂ X'd"^^V^J^^W^SU^^^^na^c^^^
incorrect, incomplete, out of date or misleading.

Amendment 7

Mr A in his request to amend states:

^TLTOnlLdis^dAlLdTCL°s!dmforT°" t°Mr c-The i«ached ^^ °'

.MLl. confirm.s. :?.,paragraph 39 therein that he ("°^me)"mad7*ancuinlad^^
disclosure to Mr C about the transgender nature of his girlfriend.'

Tasmania Police in its letter to Mr A dated 11/11/16 wrote:

^s,ral\p°telw "l. "-Maccede"this request The statement . " *° b"^ n°te

mt o h^Tnded. 's a summ^of. <h-"^-~'rel:tlon".:Z^eZ
^rtT^woTllT^La ::lTL'tdT. nMSWCTthM*e~^^^^^
true. The information is not incorrect, incomplete, out o? date or misleadTg."

Tasmania Police in its letter to my Office dated 23/12/16 wrote:

17
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The statement was a summary of the allegations relating to the charge laid against him
which was the subject of the decision R v Mr A, R. v Mr B. It is apparent from that
decision that the summary is accurate.

The following is an extract from R v Mr A; Rv Mr B [2010] NSWDC 160 (30 July 2010}:

... the appellants, after accessing a police computer containing personal information,
revealed that personal information to a Air C The information revealed was that the gender
of Mr Cs then gir/fn'end Ms D was male. This was done by printing out a document from

the /COPS police computer system and showing that form to Mr C That document included
o reference to the true gender of Ms D.

Amendment 8

Mr A in his request to amend states:

The attached extract from the National Police Reference System (NPRS), which I received
via the attached email on 2 September 2014, confirms that the information about fhe
orders being quashed or set aside on appeal to the Country Court of Victoria on 24
September 2013 was in fact reflected in CrimTrac systems at the time the Briefing Note
was authored.

Tasmania Police in its letter to Mr A dated 11/1 1/16 wrote:

Tasmania Police is making further inquiries in relation to the CrimTrac records. Further
consideration will be given to this requested amendment once those inquiries have been
completed.

Tasmania Police in its letter to my Office dated 23, 12/16 wrote:

It is apparent from the ACIC records forwarded herewith that when the briefing note
dated 10/11/14 was drafted the CrimTrac records indicated that the orders made in the

Melbourne Magistrates Court on 26 September 2012 had been set aside. I forward
herewith a copy of my letter of 22 December 2016 to Mr A concerning this issue.

The additional response from Tasmania Police to Mr A 22/12/26 details:

Further to my letter 11/11/161 advise that Tasmania Police accepts that when the briefing
note dated 10/11/14 was drafted CrimTrac records indicated that the orders made in the

Melbourne Magistrates Court on 26/09/12 had been set aside. Tasmania Police will add
the following notation to the briefing note after the sentence "Please note, this information
is NOT reflected in CrimTrac":
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"This statement is incorrect. As at 10 November 2014 CrimTrac records indicated that
; orders made against Mr A in the Melbourne Magistrates Court on 26 S~eptembe'r2012

were set aside on 24 September 2013."
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ANNEXURE 2 - Details of news reports referenced by Tasmania Police during
its investigations.

^^T^r^l^ee. eeks^^^^^"lc hMdl?Ta tTm^Z^ -"y^s^disw^disresed^"lfelt, T^^^
melnelat,o'n.

r 

^e^c^d:;nlo>dedMsD. sponce_repo^^^^^^
Cev^e>uhe-sl al guy"Mr''Atold'h^.. But Mr C went to her house, woke her up and bashed her.

She spent several days in hospital.

ABC 3 April 2009 (updated 21 January 2014)
^l^d7p', nfo^at. onabout-'his girlfriend, Ms D, d-OTered*lu saj.mb"^n^ ^
, 'sn^c'hu,^">'ndi ".oild'him':. :Ms'D had tried to keep <he hfonnatlon > secret >nd when her

boyfriend was released he went to her house and attacked her."

Herald 7 February 2008 _. _... , . ___,."
s^tT^ "nTu's^Ts'u^s ponce station on^^P-be^^^t^^
office 2grfy'»id Mm'hls girlfriend, Ms D, h>d undergone , »xchlnE"Peratiol;_M^C h^
^ ap^e7g^"to'ctar^". tat:'inthe early hou^~ of the morning after his detention, he
went to Ms D's apartment and assaulted her"


