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SUPREME COURT CUSTODY CENTRE 

340. Mr M.J. BIRNEY to the Minister for Justice: 
I refer the minister to page 42 of the Inspector of Custodial Services’ November 2001 report and his warning 
with regard to the Supreme Court Custody Centre that the custodial centre lacks the range, quantity and size of 
facilities to adequately support the custodial service. 

(1) Is the minister aware that there are only four holding cells at the Supreme Court, and that on the day of 
the great escape 11 prisoners were being housed in one of the cells? 

(2) Is this not exactly what Professor Harding was talking about in appendix 2 of his report, and could this 
escape have been prevented if the minister had acted on his report? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 
(1) Yes.  I have been to see those cells and, yes, there are four cells.  All of those cells were occupied at the 

relevant time.  The largest of those cells had 11 prisoners in it. 

(2) We acted on Professor Harding’s report. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  You haven’t even read it. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  This is a serious issue which I think requires a serious response and explanation. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  I call to order the member for Nedlands and the Leader of the National Party. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  It is very difficult for me to give an answer when there are continual interjections.  I 
would like to give a full answer and I would like to do it without being interjected upon.  The key point of the 
professor’s report was that this was an inadequate area in terms of safety and security, that it should stop being 
deferred as an issue and it should be properly dealt with.  That is exactly what the Government did.  We 
committed to the building of a new District Court building; we also committed to an upgrade of that area.  
Further, as to the recommendation about high-security prisoners, I re-emphasise that AIMS does not escort high-
security prisoners.  The first question the member for Nedlands asked today was a very good question.  In fact, it 
is one of the first questions I asked on Thursday.  I am very surprised, and remain concerned, that these prisoners 
were not classified as a high security risk. 

Mr M.J. Birney:  You have no idea what is going on. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I expect the independent inquiry to investigate why the prisoners were rated at that level.  
Further, I immediately acted upon that on the Friday following the escape and said that from now on we would 
have to take a precautionary principle and rate most prisoners who go to the Supreme Court as high-security 
risks.  We will do that for the time being until we can get to the bottom of how the nine prisoners escaped.  We 
will have that information at the conclusion of the independent inquiry.   
 


