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DIVISION 61:  JUSTICE 

[Supplementary Information No A16.] 

Question:  Mr R.F. Johnson asked whether the minister could provide details of how many complaints have been 
received about unauthorised TOMS access that are yet to be investigated 

Answer:  Internal Investigations Unit of the Department of Justice currently has five cases relating to 
unauthorised TOMS access that are yet to be investigated.   

Additional Information: 

The response indicates that the Department of Justice currently has five investigations that are yet to be 
investigated, however four of the cases were assigned on 13 June 2005 with an anticipated completion date of 
August 2005.  The remaining case will be assigned later this month and is anticipated to be completed by 
September 2005. 

Of the five cases, three relate to Prison Officers accessing information from TOMS and providing that 
information to Prisoners.  One case relates to a prisoner accessing information on other prisoners. 

The final case relates to Community Corrections Officers relaying information to drug dealers in the community. 

[Supplementary Information No A17.] 

Question:  Mr R.F. Johnson asked the minister whether he could provide details of how often are prisoners 
computers checked (Part answer given was that they were checked by local security in prisons, based on risk, 
backed by further technical expertise.  Varied from site to site). 

Answer:  Prisoners’ computers are purchased from Government-approved suppliers and are supplied directly to 
prisons as new items.   

Upon receipt and prior to their issue to prisoners, security seals are applied to the computers, to safeguard against 
items being secreted within the appliance.  These security seals are checked during regular cell-searching 
procedures.  Where an appliance is found to have been tampered with (ie. the seal has been removed or is 
damaged), the item is removed for inspection by technical staff. 

Similarly, where a risk is identified or intelligence has been received relating to the inappropriate use of 
computers, computers are removed from prisoners’ possession and forensically checked by technical staff, 
following which further investigations may be undertaken. 

In circumstances where computers are sent from the prison for repair or upgrade, technical staff undertake visual 
inspections of the units prior to sending them to the repairer.  Technical staff again visually inspect these units 
upon their return to the prison. 

Apart from the aforementioned checks and inspections and in accordance with staff availability, prison officers 
with technical expertise undertake random checks of computers.  Where concerns may arise during such checks, 
specialised technical staff may be called upon to undertake further examinations of individual computers. 

Work is already under way within the Department to reassess all matters relating to prisoner property and what is 
permitted to be in prisoners’ possession, including computers, with the view to establishing new standards and 
rigorous compliance monitoring.  

[Supplementary Information No A18.] 

Question:  Mr B.J. Grylls asked whether the minister could provide details of the degree of interaction between 
CJJ staff and Merredin (How many times have CJJ travelled to Merredin – what is the level of service?) 

Answer:  A Community Corrections Officer (CCO) and Senior Juvenile Justice Officer (SJJO) from Northam 
CJS office conduct fortnightly visits to service the Merredin Magistrate and Children Courts.  The CCO and 
SJJO also undertakes supervision/action as required with adult and juvenile offenders located in the town area.  
The CCO also visits localities surrounding Merredin (including Southern Cross) when travelling the ‘Merredin 
circuit’.  The SJJO conducts Juvenile Justice Team meetings as required.  A casual Case Support Officer, who 
resides in Merredin, supervises and supports offenders undertaking community work and the eight projects in the 
area, in addition to assisting Northam CJS office as required. 

[Supplementary Information No A19.] 

Question:  Mr R.F. Johnson asked whether the minister could provide details of the number of applications made 
by OPA to the State Administrative Tribunal and how many has SAT rejected? 
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Answer:  The State Administrative Tribunal commenced operations on 1 January 2005. Guardianship and 
Administration matters were dealt with from 24 January 2005. 

From 24 January 2005 – 9 June 2005, the Office of the Public Advocate has made 182 recommendations to the 
State Administrative Tribunal, of which the State Administrative Tribunal rejected six. 

Note: (The question refers to applications made to OPA, this should read recommendations made by OPA) 

[Supplementary Information No A20.] 

Question:  Mr R.F. Johnson asked whether the minister could provide details of the number of psychiatrists that 
write prisoner reports and how has that number changed over the last 6 years? 
Answer:  The current number of psychiatrists that write prisoner reports is 14.  The following table indicates the 
number of psychiatrists who have provided prisoner reports over the past six years. 

Year Number of Psychiatrists 

1999 10 

2000 9 

2001 11 

2002 9 

2003 13 

2004 13 

2005 14 

[Supplementary Information No A21.] 

Question:  Ms S.E. Walker asked whether the minister could provide details of the Criminal Injuries report to 
Parliament, there was mention about the inadequacy of their client reception area and interview rooms.  Has 
approval been given for this work to be done? 

Answer:  Approval was obtained in 2003 for the creation of a secure reception area and private interview 
facilities for the Office of Criminal Injuries Compensation.  The reception and interview facilities were 
completed on 28 October 2003. 

__________ 
 


