
 

CEVAW Stalking Webinar, 27 March 2025 

Questions to Panellists 

 

Some questions submitted fell outside the scope of our expertise, so we have 
chosen not to provide answers to avoid the risk of sharing inaccurate or incomplete 
information.  

 

Q. How can we upskill refuges and safe houses to screen for tech facilitated abuse 
and clean devices? Do we need a specialist service to do scanning or training 
across services? 

A. There are many things that could be useful, a big one being additional funding 
and resourcing for practitioners to be able to upskill through professional 
development and undertake courses to be able to learn more about what TFA 
looks like and how to detect it. There are some tech services that partner with 
frontline organisations to offer tech screening, along with practical guides 
available online through platforms like eSafety, who we’re proud to partner with at 
CEVAW.   

 

Q. I'm seeing an increase in people using FDR as systems abuse − demanding 

repeated attempts to mediate as a way of intimidation of women − working with 
management and pracs on how to identify this, and strategies to manage while 
still fulfilling our requirements from the funder. Do you have any tips? 

A. This is a great question. It is not part of the DOORS universal screening tool as I 
understand it (i.e. multiple requests to mediate). I suggest issuing a certificate that 
mediation has not been successful if repeat mediations are not done in good 
faith. We also need to keep talking about patterns of behaviour and how new 
ways of perpetration are developing/evolving. 

 

Q. Can we create or commission tech tools to detect stalking? Can we train AI to 
identify patterns of stalking & controlling behaviour? 

A. There are already some AI powered tools available to detect stalking, for example 
Project- Stalker Track.  

 

Q. Is there a reason that QLD does not have intervention orders that are not family 
related? ADVO is related to family vs other states that also have APVO (personal 
orders). 

A. In Queensland the Peace and Good Behaviour Act 1992 provides powers to a 
magistrate to make a peace and good behaviour order. 

https://www.esafety.gov.au/
https://www.womentech.net/how-to/1-ai-driven-harassment-detection-tools
https://www.euratechnologies.com/companies/1512-project-stalker-track-ai-powered-stalker-detection-and-tracking-system-ending-stalking-with-ai
https://www.austlii.edu.au/cgi-bin/viewdb/au/legis/qld/consol_act/pagba1982191/
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Q. Could you also talk to the incompetence, failure to act and abrogation of 
responsibility by police to act on stalking even when there is stalking, dangerous 
driving and tailgating by a perp stalking a victim and children in a vehicle and 
despite multiple layers of criminality, police still refuse to act? What can be done 
other than a (shelved) complaint to police? 

A. In Tasmania there are avenues for those experiencing stalking to apply for orders 
(Family Violence Orders) which may include aspects of stalking. This is not ideal 
though. We also have reports in Tasmania of police not following up on stalking of 
this nature, particularly in regional areas. WLST often support our clients to raise 
these complaints with police directly and we support these clients to obtain 
protective orders.  
We all need to keep raising these failings with police. We use all networks in 
Tasmania to continue to raise these system failings. 

 

Q. I'm concerned about the definition of stalking as non-physical abuse. This is not 
reflective of definitions of stalking, which is a course of conduct that explicitly 
includes physical violence and threats. Limiting stalking to monitoring behaviour is 
inconsistent with legal definitions of stalking and social definitions used in 
research. I'm unclear why the concept of stalking has been limited in this way, 
inconsistent with how stalking is defined in most literature and practice. Please 
speak further to this. 

 

A. Thanks for this question. 
  

There may be some differences between the stalking literature /practice, and the 
legal definition of stalking. My references are to the legal definition. Accepting the 
premise that physical and mental harm are closely connected, a reference to non-
physical abuse relates the legal definition of stalking. The legal definition of 
stalking refers to conduct causing physical and mental harm, but the conduct 
caught by the offence expressly does not involve a person for example, physically 
touching, another person. Rather, the stalking conduct may involve physically 
“following a person.” Clearly, this may also involve threats to commit physical acts 
which may also be criminal conduct (see below). The distinction made for the 
webinar is not to diminish its harm or impact on a victim, but rather to emphasise 
the coercion and control aspect of stalking conduct.  

 
For example, the legal definition of stalking in s23A of the Victorian Crimes Act 
provides: 
A person (the offender) stalks another person (the victim) if the offender engages 
in a course of conduct which includes any of the following— 
        (a) following the victim or any other person; 
        (b) contacting the victim or any other person by post, telephone, fax, text 

message, e-mail or other electronic communication or by any other means 
whatsoever; 

        (ba) publishing on the Internet or by an e-mail or other electronic 
communication to any person a statement or other material— 

https://womenslegaltas.org.au/
https://url.au.m.mimecastprotect.com/s/siqZC81ZRASXEvJKpTnfxcyFP0a?domain=classic.austlii.edu.au
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              (i) relating to the victim or any other person; or 
             (ii) purporting to relate to, or to originate from, the victim or any other 

person; 
        (bb) causing an unauthorised computer function (within the meaning of 

Subdivision (6) of Division 3) in a computer owned or used by the victim or 
any other person; 

        (bc) tracing the victim's or any other person's use of the Internet or of e-mail 
or other electronic communications; 

        (c) entering or loitering outside or near the victim's or any other person's 
place of residence or of business or any other place frequented by the 
victim or the other person; 

        (d) interfering with property in the victim's or any other person's possession 
(whether or not the offender has an interest in the property); 

        (da) making threats to the victim 
        (db) using abusive or offensive words to or in the presence of the victim; 
        (dc) performing abusive or offensive acts in the presence of the victim; 
        (dd) directing abusive or offensive acts towards the victim; 
        (e) giving offensive material to the victim or any other person or leaving it 

where it will be found by, given to or brought to the attention of, the victim 
or the other person; 

        (f) keeping the victim or any other person under surveillance; 
        (g) acting in any other way that could reasonably be expected— 
              (i) to cause physical or mental harm to the victim, including self-harm; or 
              (ii) to arouse apprehension or fear in the victim for his or her own safety  

or that of any other person—with the intention of causing physical or 
mental harm to the victim, including self-harm, or of arousing apprehension 
or fear in the victim for his or her own safety or that of any other person. 

 

Further readings: 

• Cyber stalking (e-safety resource) 

• Stalking Prevention, Awareness Resource Centre  
Resources, Facts Sheets and Infographics (US-based resource) 

• Audit of Australian Government Systems | PM&C 

• Legal systems abuse and coercive control (paywall-published version) 
Legal systems abuse and coercive control (open-access preprint version) 

• McLachlan, Freya (2023) Intimate partner femicide: Risk factors and the 
heterogeneity of male-perpetrated IPF in Queensland,  
PhD thesis, Queensland University of Technology 

 

Some case examples: 

• Police v Blackwell [2024] ACTMC 5 

• DPP v Forrest [2023] VCC 2172 

• Musgrove v Millard [2012] WASC 60 

https://url.au.m.mimecastprotect.com/s/cOpmC91ZVBSzD3ZpEFEhPcq1k6V?domain=classic.austlii.edu.au
https://url.au.m.mimecastprotect.com/s/cOpmC91ZVBSzD3ZpEFEhPcq1k6V?domain=classic.austlii.edu.au
https://url.au.m.mimecastprotect.com/s/PP8KC0YZJpCkpoELwU2i2c96ukX?domain=classic.austlii.edu.au
https://url.au.m.mimecastprotect.com/s/PP8KC0YZJpCkpoELwU2i2c96ukX?domain=classic.austlii.edu.au
https://www.esafety.gov.au/key-topics/staying-safe/cyberstalking
https://www.stalkingawareness.org/about-sparc/
https://www.pmc.gov.au/office-women/womens-safety/audit-australian-government-systems
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/1748895817728380
https://law.uq.edu.au/files/28536/Douglas%20Systems%20Abuse%202017.pdf
https://eprints.qut.edu.au/237964/
https://eprints.qut.edu.au/237964/
https://jade.io/article/1070334
https://jade.io/article/1074207
https://jade.io/article/261460
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