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PRISON SYSTEM — GOVERNMENT STRATEGIES 
Statement 

HON LINDA SAVAGE (East Metropolitan) [5.21 pm]: I did not have a chance to make any comments this 
morning on the private member’s business brought on by Hon Simon O’Brien, but I would like to now. I was 
very pleased to see a motion looking at innovative strategies to reduce the number of Western Australians in the 
prison system. One aspect of my time as a member in this place is that I had to put my mind to criminal law. I 
must say that since law school, when I studied criminal law as part of my law degree, which was in England, I 
had not often thought about criminal law except for a case involving a woman swallowing a snail, which was a 
civil case, and also some murder cases. There were a lot of areas of law I had to reacquaint myself with and I 
certainly did not bring any expertise with me. However, we have dealt with a lot of criminal law in this place and 
we have certainly dealt with a lot of issues related to the rate of imprisonment.  

The motion reminded me that yesterday in my final speech I mentioned Outcare, which is an organisation that 
members for the East Metropolitan Region will be particularly familiar with. It is a service that provides a 
stepping stone into, hopefully, a more productive life for young Indigenous men and youths who have come out 
of the prison system. When I have visited the organisation, I have been told about the work it does, including the 
collaboration between Outcare and the Department of Housing, whereby these youths have been able to work 
with other maintenance people around Homeswest properties, including paving and working in the garden. What 
was interesting to me speaking to the staff at Outcare was that many of these young men’s social skills and their 
life skills were so poor that staff really had to start with teaching things as basic as how to make a sandwich or 
even how to make a cup of tea. I think this goes to the point a couple of speakers in the debate made that some of 
these people have had no semblance of a home life or the caring and nurturing that any normal, average child 
would expect to receive. I have obviously spoken on numerous occasions about that experience in childhood, 
and particularly early childhood, when a child is the complete captive of the adult who is caring for them. There 
is some good news, though, from Outcare. Sam Mesiti, whom some members will know from that organisation, 
spoke to my office this week and said that the young men who had been involved in a project of building a fence 
at Kora Childcare Centre in Bayswater had subsequently found work, one working in the kitchen and another as 
a fly in, fly out worker. That is a testament to the work of an organisation such as this, which has been going for 
a very long period. I suppose when we talk about justice reinvestment, which is becoming more widely accepted 
in this Parliament, particularly by the government, it is very pleasing to see that organisations can show the way.  

In the last few minutes of what is I think the last time I will speak, except perhaps a question next week, if we 
are getting serious about law and order, particularly trying to prevent that pathway into the criminal justice 
system for young people, what we need to do, as with everything, is to start at the very beginning. I have quoted 
before the Californian adverse childhood experiences study, which is one of the most comprehensive studies in 
the world on the links between childhood maltreatment and neglect, and later life. The study found that children 
with adverse childhoods showed higher levels of violence, antisocial behaviour, mental health problems, school 
and economic under-performance, as well poor physical health later in life. In countries such as America where 
justice reinvestment has been turned to out of sheer desperation because of the absolutely staggering number of 
people they have in prisons, they have started to realise—as important as that is—that they need to go back a lot 
further. They have what are called family-nurse partnerships, which is a model for early intervention aimed at 
first-time mothers who are considered most vulnerable; it is targeted particularly at teenage mothers living in 
poverty and experiencing a range of social and health issues. What is significant for the motion that 
Hon Simon O’Brien brought in is that family-nurse partnerships target high crime areas. That is because they 
found, from 30 years of evidence, that this is the most effective way to put in early those supports that will 
actually change the potential outcome. We know that often behaviour is intergenerational, and that is the case 
with poverty and crime. It is a very highly structured home-visiting program for these mothers, providing that 
assistance until the child is at least two years old, and that can be weekly or more, and it covers health, housing, 
mental health—any number of things. We do not have anything even vaguely comparable to that in this state.  

There is growing bipartisan support for this in America, just as it appears there is in this Parliament for new and 
innovative approaches. President Barack Obama recently signed into law legislation to provide $350 million for 
these programs, which is a very significant amount. That is because this model has the highest number of 
favourable ratings in child health, child development, school readiness, family self-sufficiency, maternal health, 
positive parenting practices, reduction in child maltreatment and, very significantly for what was discussed this 
morning, reductions in juvenile delinquency, family violence and crime. I am very happy to table the document I 
am reading from.  

Leave granted. [See paper 258.] 

House adjourned at 5.28 pm 
__________ 
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