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YOUTH JUSTICE SYSTEM 

182. Mr I.C. BLAYNEY to the Minister for Corrective Services: 

Young people being able to avoid the trap of falling into the criminal justice system is an issue of great 
importance in my electorate of Geraldton. What recent changes have been made to the state’s youth justice 
service delivery and what have the results been for the juveniles who have come into contact with the youth 
justice system in my region and other regions? 

Mr C.C. PORTER replied: 

I thank the member for his question. I am very pleased that it is the first question asked by a member from this 
side of the house today because it is a critical issue and there have been some very substantial developments. The 
Department of Corrective Services is at the final stage of opening its last metropolitan office, which represents a 
complete restructure of the way it does business with respect to community corrections. It has separated the adult 
community corrections from the youth justice services. Inside youth justice services, we have combined the 
services that are delivered to children who come into contact with the criminal justice system into one composite 
service, whereas before they were custodial services and services in the community. The logic is that the type of 
welfare services that we deliver are virtually indistinguishable from each other, regardless of whether a child 
who comes into contact with the criminal justice system ends up in detention or is supervised in the community. 
The point of the new structural approach is to do the things that actually work in this area—notably, to increase 
diversionary services. I believe that there is some level of agreement about that from members on both sides of 
the house. I have been very keen to try to drive this into the Department of Corrective Services. How do we 
measure success in these diversionary services? We increase the number of preventive cases that are dealt with 
by the Department of Corrective Services, the number of juvenile justice team referrals and the use of supervised 
bail, and we decrease the number of remand admissions to Rangeview Remand Centre and thereby the length of 
time juveniles spend on remand. In this respect it was with some disappointment that I read the comments of the 
president of the Western Australian Police Union. I am particularly sceptical about his view, which goes 
something like this: the increase in the apprehension of and charges laid by police against juveniles has 
something to do with having too many diversions or cautions. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: As the member for Girrawheen knows, these changes go back some way and the impetus 
for them was the Auditor General’s report. I am sceptical about the logic of the president of the Western 
Australian Police Union. In fact, I reject it. We must increase these diversionary services for children, 
particularly for those children who first come into contact with the justice system, because at that time they are 
not indentured into the type of life that leads them to further offend. The best example I can give members 
relates to supervised bail. Often a juvenile who comes into contact with the criminal justice system will get bail 
if the offence he has committed is not very serious or the child’s record is not so serious that detention is a highly 
probable outcome. Unfortunately, many of those children suffer from parental neglect. Often that involves cases 
of abuse and often parental and other family members are disinterested in trying to inculcate the best levels of 
behaviour in the children. This translates into the fact that the criminal justice system cannot find suitable family 
members to supervise the children who are on bail. It is a sad fact that the state then becomes responsible for that 
supervision. 

This major restructure of the department, which has been going along quietly but effectively, is already 
producing some exceptional results. I will tell members some of those results. After two years of government we 
can see the results of the structural changes coming through. The number of Aboriginal children on supervised 
bail in October 2009 compared with May 2004 has increased as a percentage of all children on supervised bail 
from about 35 per cent to 57 per cent. The total number of supervised bail placements for the period 1 January to 
15 February for each of the years 2008, 2009 and 2010 increased from 77 to 118 to 152. That is a major increase 
in the number of supervised bail placements for a single year, and that is how we should be measuring our 
success. In March 2004, there was a total of about five children on supervised bail programs on a daily basis; in 
recent months, that number has exceeded 100. That is a quite remarkable achievement within the same budget. 
There are other general improvements. The member for Girrawheen will know that a monitored case represents a 
juvenile case for which the individual who is being monitored does not have a dedicated case supervisor. In 
2008, the percentage of people without specified case managers was about 27 per cent of the entire load; it is 
now about 5.5 per cent. That is a massive reduction; having a dedicated case manager in 95 per cent of all the 
matters is a radical change—again, within existing budgets. 

In the period 24 April 2009 to 23 April 2010, compared with the same period 12 months earlier, the average 
length of stay on remand for youths decreased by approximately four days—down from 17 days to 13 days. That 
is a 22 per cent decrease in the time youths from the regions spend in remand in Perth. Again, in my view, that is 
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incredibly impressive. In the Mid West in 2008, the Department of Corrective Services dealt with six preventive 
cases. The system that the current government inherited had six children being dealt with on a preventive basis in 
the Mid West region; in 2009, the number was 88. That is a massive improvement; by my calculations, it is an 
improvement of 1 360 per cent. That is quite significant. The number of juvenile justice referrals is up 52 per 
cent. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: Members opposite do not like good news. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: They do not like good news, and they certainly do not like long news. 

Distinct remand admissions from Geraldton and the Mid West region are down 27 per cent in a year. In the 
Goldfields, there has been a 411 per cent increase in preventive cases dealt with by the Department of Corrective 
Services. In 2008, I inherited 18 cases; it is now up to 92 cases. The number of distinct remand admissions—
juveniles who unfortunately have had to be sent down to Perth on remand and have been granted bail—is down 
36 per cent in that region. 

After two years, and a major restructure, and a good deal of pain for me and the department, we are starting to 
produce results that I think members would all agree are good. 
 


