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th Durlng the 6 months l July to 31 December, 198], offences

fl reported intSouth Australia for three major: categorxes =-.sexual,

_robbery and’extortion and driving of fences = showed a decrease from‘

the preceding half-year. Reported sexual offences dropped from 721

o to 635, robbery and extortion from 212 to 209, and driving offences
"~ from 3766 to 3224. For offences against the person (from 2817 to .

. 73032) and property (43902 to 45548) there were anreoses in 1nc1dents'g i
. ;reported or becomxng known to polxce. - ~ﬁ . w - DL

’*'?basis for claims thot ¢rime rates are sooring.. g

’fa 2. Researchers alwavs are aautxous about using short-term trends ‘
oin official figures as a basis for discusslhg levels of offending. R
: ,Nonetheless, ‘the latest statistics: ‘make it rleorﬂthat ‘there is little -

for serious of fences -
such as murder, rape, break and enter and. assault, Adelaide is well’

below U.S. cities of comparoble size, At ZMO pen 100,000 population,,d

,f/J. ‘ Juvenile offenders appearing before'courtsland nnnels, and
- rates of imprisonment also decreased during July-Cecenber 1981, and &
 more severe.penalties were handed down by Stpreme ond District Courts

" the rate of murders: and attempted murders reported in South Australia
s ;1during the financial year 1980-81 was the lowest for Q decade, and
. one of the lowest in the world A R R

i
1 g

'+ for serious offences of violence. The proportion pf defendants ol
~found guilty in these courts who were inprisoned w:s 25% hlgher than ey
fin the fxrst halfbof the year.,_;;_ : _3 o S L, o

el

~h,4.~' The report hxghl;ghted problems whxch mxnorlty groups still
.experxence with the criminal justice system.‘ The.
" Panel system, introduced in 1972 in order to hel
~offenders within the community, did not seem to: be"fully achieving
this. goal for young aboriginal defendants. In the ladult system,‘f_

ildren's Aid -
.’habilitate young

,'although court statistics indicate that abor;gxnal“ﬁefendonts are
“mainly found guilty of minor offences such as drunkenness ‘and -

& vagrancy,yxnprisonment figures showed that one in three sentences -
. -commenced involved an aboriginal.  Finally, non-pays

ment of fines .

l3';remained a significant cause of inprisonment., Almost one in five ..

- (17 7 percent) discharges from South Australxan garls occurred becouse‘,“‘
r‘a fine had been paxd Sl GO

o INTR(DUCTION

L 1981, is the twelfth conprehensive review of Crime and Justice in-

" South Australxa Like the predecessors, it contains fxgures on -

. - selected crimes reported ho polzce, all charges heard in Supreme -
" and District caurts, all prlson, probation and. parole odmxssions
and’ discharges, and all court or aid panei cases involving

" juveniles. Although the court informotion Has been coded and
. collated by the Office of Crime Statistics, other Flgures have been

. kindly ‘supplied by the Police Department, the Courts Department,
 the Department .of Correctxve Servzces and the- Department for
”‘Communlty Welfare. The major ‘objective in brlngxng these’ Figures

"ﬂ both improve public awareness of crime and punlshment in this
: state ond be of relevance for polxcy decxsxons .

- encompasses six months rather than a querter. The format also has
- been altered, to include a longer “introductory section on trends
. and issues and comparisons of South Australian crime rates with
"~ . other jurxsdict;ons Following this gerieral discussion there are
“four sections of detailed statistical tables congerning the Police
~ Department, Supreme and District Courts, Correctional Services and
- -the juvenlle justrce activities of the Department of . Communlty
Welfare. It is anticipated that the generol reader may concentrate
on the Part 1 - Overview, whereas specialist researchers and :
“administrators will find subsequent tabulations more useful.
“ Readers requiring more extensive 1nformatlon than this report
-~ contains are referred to Appendix B: " a conplete list of sources
Loef South Australxan crime and Justxce dota." S y

!Four maJor areas of admxnxstrotlon, it does not purport to give a

x;'Polzce Department Statistics, for example, shows only "selected“f'
- -offences reported and victim surveys have shown that even in

- force's attention. Similarly, court data: relate only to.the
"Supreme and District Court ‘jurisdictions. Cases heard in Criminal

- Courts of Summary Jurisdiction are subject to a. separate Offxce
e vof Crime Statxstlcs publlcotlon (see Appendxx C) - . :

fvixnterpret tables in this report in terms of the flow of busxness S

' ‘through the justice system. A number of offences which came to

© the ottention of South Australia's Police Department during the

'six ‘months covered in this report nny not yet have resulted in- an
'opprehension or court proceedirigs. This report is analogous toa

oy snopshot“ of the relevant operatlons of each department rather

.+ than to a "motion picture™ of the processing. of offences or B i
‘“*_gdefendants through the system s T T B R ﬁ o

re
Hy
|

|

.‘ .
i
1\‘

Thls report, encdnpassxng the period B July - 31 Decenber,l_f"

L

together is to produce tzmely statistical information which wlll

In contrast to pxev1ous reports, the current publzcatxon

It should be enbha51sed that olthough thxs report enconpasses.llvfd‘”’h'

comprehensive picture of crime and punishment. The section on

these few categories, many incidents do not ‘come to a police -

Readers also’ should be coutzaus ‘about’ atteﬂpting to e




?fthe stotxstlcs.,

- which may

ooima single inciden
" charged. "

~ for many dxfferent )

" alwdys consult the re

o methzds and" defxnxt;ons, before cxtxng from tobles in Ports ?‘

rthxs report

Fxnolly, countlng dxfferences betWeen deportments offect
: For exonple, Police Deportment statistics on o
fifropes (see Table: 2.3) inelude attempts; whereas returns from o
. Supreme and. District Courts separate these two-categorzes.tﬂjfm
'3Moreover, whereas. polzce figures. count offence

a’ nunber of -

have been’ commxtted by a single individual and even

of course,

ffences reported to police.

t - coUrt stotxstxcs are based on defendonts’f

le d fendant may have been responsxble
g e 4 Reoders should -

levant section of Appendxx A, on countxng

B

5 of;;"

| Driving o

w':,}fk;‘vAv.tstrc:nl.v.on Bureau of Statistics working in conjunction with

PoaIce STATISTICS ;;‘_5] o jep;}:,_urf~i~fs:t"'

e A nnJor polnt to emerge from stotxstics for 1 Jonucry to S L
.31 December, 1981, was that for most groups of "selected" offences G
- categories. developed for national crime reportlng by the = L

=

Police Departments in cll states - there were decreases from the

kf“fprecedxng six=month perlod As Table 1 shows, there were 86

- fewer sexual offences, 3 less robbery and extortxon, ond 542 ° o
fewer dr1v1ng offences reported or detected. There were, ,',.;!f~.”; SR
. however, increases in reported offences ogcxnst the person (up e
"’215) ond property offences (up 1646 cases) B ,
TABLE l NUMBER OF OFFENCES REPORTED
3] DECEMBER 1981

1] i L : S T

1 JULY 1980 TO

Totol Reported

oy - |
oy Dec. |
im0 |

o July -,‘j 1 Jon..
: 31 Dec, | 30 June
: 1981 o l98]>‘: .

“Sexual” .Wu“

Agolnst Person e
"1

“;]3&2*;,
835

S

o7

”’72666ffv& 1

819

~'RRobbery ond Extortxon

Property ff;':@: i

; Sz :ﬁ_/ 210k[fj;k?77
45548~ 43902 48164 -

209

»f; &fcpp{oprlotxon (253 in the first half of 1981
o f51x‘3knths) e ; R :

".(SOUth Austrolxo durxng the 1980 81 fznoncxol yeor.

'ﬁ;x'f\%{ﬁ_-i «:Erf,;fiftr.fff _’§{f~grfffjtf‘;f-s_?°i‘fi;;c§i§€{fef
T

A

Among offences ogoxnst the person, the moxn cotegorzes e i

_k‘]fto show increases were minor assault (from 2493 to 2628) and’ o
" assdult occdsioning actual ‘bodily harm (from 202 to 270) For’,,'l-

”rproperty offences, the major reported increcse was in: mxs—r* Sl
765 durxng second f;“fle :

L & The decreose in o nunber of categorxes of reported

: joffences during the lost six months of 1981 was a contxnuotxon
o ofa generol declxne in "official” major crime fxgures in 7

As Toble 2




| ’7;75rABLE’2; _

;,'”shows, 1980-

" jncidents reported in nine.
- Although thesnurber of murde
hds remained faxrly steady,

o opulotion was the lowest the State

;fo decode.“'“

81 saw a drop both in the nuwber ond the rote&p L
out of ten’ ma jor crxme cotegor:es ke
rs: ond ottenpted murders reported .
the rate of 2.0 per 100,000 ‘
hos experxenced for ot leost i}

.,#,w~

RN

| selected Offence |

Fmoncxol Yeor i

1980-81

l971 72

Rate

/Per_ , e
“} 100,000 |

1979-80

Rote
“Per
100,000

fP°P, 1

Rote’}:“‘

Per
Po

loo poo

"RopeAAttenpted
v,'uSerious Assault
_LRobbery

‘f;Breokxng ond
‘ Entering

: gdLarceny (excluding
‘Motor: Vehicle‘

Theft)

;trj Motor Vehxcle 2,

Theft

‘ waolse Pretences,,~
. Fraud, Forgery, o
Mzsopproprxotxon

,~rj;vi51ent"*f:7~"°' ”;1,}61
' '4'Property

nfMurder/Attempted o

e

i‘w»;3338

_”f126 TGZ=
dlb4é7'ﬁ”

PR

'lf;5f3°3f?

89 4
5986 7
2 0.

29 9

e

‘:“‘. " e \;)
(4467

2.8
36. o‘; L

‘3513i“;ff?4r;°ff'

1‘240;}
90 632,
42
p,zzz,f
482
C3s
23 857;'

u52,1d7;
5,85 4
"‘v \O‘ - R

3,808 2

95 7f_,“
3,172
32
e
,;;1041;
o184

18412 12,34

4991 4'

' s]7.15t :

380

4 “i124i464
: 7'f>7iﬁ??9f

8 3374

- 8. 7

anz.éf“
;2946555f‘

250.1

73];8 Ao
36115 |
27 |
fS”OJ;

15, 4§id .

fzgz,jh{;fh'jf_

g

i alwoys see

‘fSource
:Polxce Deportmentk

Annuol Repo"

es lnuthe rote

77:"to relote such %hort-term fl Vtuoti

’ttf the SouthkAustrolxon
mfmlymrl%&d%l

the serzous crxmes reported SR :
tening, but readers should be wary about: ottenptxng g
ons. to chonges 1n‘potterns of Utk

B2 E

a<f"

' ‘offendxng wzth;n the communzty. Mony surveys hove shown thot even” S
o fer such major crimes as rape ond breaking ‘and ‘ertering, a hxra\ T
ff‘proportxon (perhops 70% for rape, 30% .for break and enter) of’” '
. incidents go unreported Moreover, the magnitude of this “dork it
w figure" of unreported crime may vary over time, - Foctors which: can”‘“' B
. ‘increase the likelihood of an offence's ‘being- reported include
. ;public confxdence in the polxce,,whether the offence wos ‘committed.
by d stranger, ‘and. ‘the degree of- physrual injury or property loss
. inflicted.’ ~Because of the hzgh proport;on of unreported 1nc:dents,fﬁ
-statements on cr:.me rates oon ‘differ cons:.derably, occord:.ng to ;
" ‘whether they are based op offlczol“ police: f;gures or victim . e
. surveys. One recent article (London Financial Times, Juné 1, 1982) - = -
7 has. poxnted out that occordxng to the well-respected Notzonol s
... Crime Survey, offences against the person in the U.S. beiween -
S 1973 and 1979 rose by 3 percent, and of fences against households
by 8 percent During the same per;od offxc;ol polxce reports
‘showed an 1ncreose of 34 percent S D e o

T AR :Cl'

i For some of the more mxnorroffences, dronntic rises in
; fexnczdents recorded can ‘reflect no_more than chonges in en‘orce- B
" ment’ procedures This may wellrcs“the case for the categories of .° o
- smoke or possess marijuang, which in South Australia has G S
»,anreosed more than Four-fold over the: past seven yeors.,“uvf':”AV"“‘ :

TABLE 3

' DRUG OFFENCES REPORTED OR BECOMING JUNOWN T0 POLICE o
IS0 Tmoe . L v T e

—,{,,\\

19ao;ei‘f§79-30,i97é+79

|offence 1977-78 [1976-771975-76 197475 |

SRR

d96l‘?ﬂ.n1323'f

2051

1979 T2l s

n[l

| Sroke Marijuana.

| Possess Instrument ﬂ e A *3
: Nf‘-()l' Drugf e 562’] o 485
qulng»¢,.;u-M‘ ) w A

et

Cultxvote Ind;on ]855r3 xlzol,ﬁ"‘

“f Henp : e =
‘ Other Drug Offences‘

'».') i

IIO q 176 fﬂfﬁ;ﬁ'v' '

40 :‘»“f’{;' e m

3203 3204 144og”f4;194;_>;1)5{g»u ;

mg L - G

i Caution‘obout the meonxng of short-term crime. trends olso giﬂﬁffﬁ*a
'"fshould extend to comparisons between Jurxsdxctzons.‘ Despite . the‘ L :
%ép;tfolls, however, generolxsotions are mode, ond sensotionol s
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A

e k.urf‘consideroble uneose cbout levels of crimef
~"“"~7;~3,.‘.J1~,,7f_'[.persx:ee*t:.ve, it is useful briefly to con51der how South Austrolio s
B rnpoffic‘ol figures conpore wzth other communxties e :

Qfor U S

: »,a\:»"

‘:fpolice‘in AddIoide during 1980. L
robbery, ossoult, rape and break ‘and. enter = there ore olso figures

c1ties of conporcble size

"‘F B

,NUMBERS AND RATES OF SELECTED CRIMES

To put these feelings in

QToble 4 shows five mojor cotegories of offences reported to o
For ‘each offence = homicids, '

o TABLVE';., 4

>

'“ijAUSTRALIA AND OTHER JURISDICTIONS #

ADELAIDE ~soumm S

.(_/

el (Sth Aust)

Adgl“‘de VNKénsaé*

(‘Korisos ) :

| Lovisville |

(X entUCkY)

Fort

. Louderdole rf’i”“;

(Florido)

i "Homxc1de

Robbery

'1bepu1¢£iaaf*"

934 000

1 322 156 F

S 15._;9

L

257‘

9@1;$72'f*

998 851

104 TE

| 22¢5fi1;{f7f}5
. 247 9 47

5 28 7

e ’SUP'REME!‘ AN) DISTRICT CR‘IMI'&ALI cO‘uRrs, i ‘f :

Q‘fffcriminol Courts disposed of 838 cases, :184 in the Supreme and 654 in e
- the District ‘jurisdictions. Offences hove been grouped xnto seven i “uk PR
'TifnoJor cotegories as follows , , , SRR e

kﬂxlf,ffRobbery and Extortion

ffuf@if iy fchonges in court procedure Wthh relieve most rope i S
W victims from hovxng to testify ot committol heorings, ot

e

j.other Austrolion stotes olso reveol lower figures for such offences o
S ast homxcxde, robbery and serious’ 'ossault (see D. Biles and M. Johnson,',”v; LR
. “-The Size of the Crime Problem, Austrolion Institute of Criminology, 1982)f; L
- Otticial tigures on rape and break ond enter of fences dppear. ‘high S
" compared with the rest of Australia, but in light of the Tow.. rotes .
of reporting for both offences this may well reflect greoter levels of = .
'ffconfidence :in police. It should also be’ enphasxsed that legal. defin—-,¢7 o
. itions of rape in. South Australia are far more: comprehensive thon S
- most other states. Other fasztors wh:l.ch may help occount for a
’e‘]higher 1nc1dence»of reportin £

n this cotegory include

- '.‘ more sensitive police investiqotion procedures -;'a}>.~%"‘
.. including a. specxolised ROPEQEHQUIIY Unit;. e
+ special medicol and cr;sxs intervention servxces for » ’
© i rape: victims,-

R Ond e
‘7_4¢;5§changing sociol ottitudes towcrd rope victims

Between 1 July ond 31 December, 1981 the Supreme ond District

" fiiv'{f‘TABLE 5 oo OFFENCE TYPE AND COURT 1 JULY 4 31 DECEMBER 1,19_‘8'1,;“];

Offence Typ e Supreme Distrxct Total

?,IOffence Agoxnst‘Person QEIIfi‘I

'eajiFroud and: Deception

Cpr
‘"df;:j43ﬁf§£“,ff

iDrug Offences

dIEnter ;v~?‘d71f

fBreok ar §
Other Offencesﬂjp"f-‘ o




-*”jTABLEf7;71 _ QUTCOVE OF CASE, HIGHER CRIMINAL couars
LTTE T JULY 1980 - 31 DECENEER 781
'j;y;;,;,,f Saa e

S The Supreme Court eols molnly w1th the more. ser1ous offencesf«:ﬁf%

~:'“}such as ‘murder, . attenpted murder, monsloughter, ‘armed- robbery and .
"o rope. ‘Nearly half the cases heard in the Dlstrict Court concerned
’f’ossoult and breok ond enter offences f e ;

‘fi ft'ogfcéa;fa~nﬁ 1 July-3l Dec 198i l Jon-30 June 1981 l July-3l Dec 1980 SRl
S Molomed T he e

bt’x”TPlea,ond10utcome f"” 5

B Three out of ever .Four defendonts cppeor1ng ina ngher N
"5Cr1m1nal Court durzng the lost 51x months of 1981 pleaded guxlty.;‘v”

;,-j-cum, b 733 881 s 83 69, 89 7
rktjAcqu1tted : y‘foéﬁntd_iﬁu7 9 'fﬂ47'*?‘7g'7f; ) ?5$§Y5; ey
e 7N°11e P’°’eq"1,*\*33sff7f%ﬂ£3s9»ffffﬂ}2315;57]7*”°i"t*"f?ia[tt'i3 3.4

’woma tﬁ;yliﬁfffmrfgﬁég ff@ S*dxfioo

© TABLE & PLEAS ENTERED, HIGHER CRIMINAL COURTS
""Ili"”*_ l JULY 1980 = 31 December 1981 R s e

SR

s 1 July-31 Dec 1931 1 Jan-30 June 1981 1 July'- ;1 Dec 1980 L
F‘mlple" e N

'éwmkgé?*~%ms;am¢df?;‘;r**i“““* speny

L LA R f-j}“_’. 5 T
e For the offence of rope “15 out of 20 defendonts tried were - found
-9 zlty as charged.= The follQthg tables shows the outcome for the more ?{_~4

Z; ‘?Guilty | t;622f<;7*;iz;.2df a7 73 598 tg‘jij£77£7f;‘f
| Net Guxlty 1[j_*jaz‘ *>1‘]21{7_;T»-1122”,5;:¥'19{O,t%,Q,150"774‘“’?;19{5*_~’,
No Pleo ’lf,f E e 34 _‘7;4."1} ER 24 3.7 22 -2,,;?”_7

ous crlmxnal offences

g;u 3x~

o E'V';By  CHARGE AND QUTCOME, serous CRIMES OF VI.’D,_ENCE
= l JULY -\31 DECEMBER 1981 7 ”“"\'t ek
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Not Guxlty L‘téjiﬁ_tw
e But GuxltY e e e
* |Guilty|Not Guirty | o @ L e
o y{Not Gui Y Lesser Kf\-::,ﬁa/:‘ - Nolle { Total |
b N e N e e

 |Guilty os ‘Chor”g'e“d

e However, the proportxon of defendonts enterlng thxs pleo hos
‘jgj’been groduolly decreasing over. ‘the past 3. half-year: periods, ‘and’ the
.. proportion of not guilties ond no pleos (Crown enters nolle prosequx)
~ o has” been groduolly J.ncreosmg b : " Py

e e ;For breok ond enter offences, 93/ pleod guxlty ond since: these ,
"]ixf;,offences ‘make up o’thxrd of all offences heard, the overall proportlon S
o of guilty pleas is highly skewed/‘ ‘For offences ogoxnst the person only

i 3g42% pleod guxlty cnd for sexuol offences 1% [l S ‘

”f;ffAttenpted Murderf‘?'t
itlvarmed Robbery

: Almost n1ne out of ten defendonts were Found gu1lty as charged
ly'r'guxlty of a lesser offence. Of those going’ to trial, nearly twice
as many were found guxlty than were acquitted. -The nUmber of .cases
w1thdrawn by the Crown enterlng a nolle prosequ1 hcs 1ncreosed over @. y
{;the past year S BT S , RN
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: 9serxous offences, more défendants dxspute the chorges lcxd and ¢ are
- found’ guxlty ‘of lesser offences or»ocquxtted -For sexucl offences, b

5 ";Insuch as rape,. ‘the Crown dlso seems’ to thhdrow charges, by enter;ng o_-,.»
S gnolle prosequx, more frequently ‘ . N S c

me$m7ﬁfwmmMommmmmmmmHmﬁmmmcmm"ﬂv“
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S R Average Durotzon of Prison Sentence Inposed
| Offence Type - |1 July-3| Dec 1981} 1 :an-ao _June-1981.{ Ty
N e S No.,‘ - Ave.=j "No i Ave. ‘ng,pz,.Q

;u;Penoltxes Inposed

Dl o ¥ Of the 738 defendants convxcted 41% were znprzsoned ond 466
SR ‘~’}7d'*frece1ved suspended sentences The proportxon sent to prxson 1ncreosed
W . by one quorter over the prevxous half yeor ’ L

‘ingffences Agoxnst S v'tdbffh_fk,rfdf ’, ft,ﬁ‘.}“7f'f.fh,ha b"‘d_'k:ff :
: the Person I 3? k -,,"ZZ’QQ_?ﬁ;Iw‘l B 8{;-vg%26k‘_. o J5@

l Robbery ond 1 >t7,“,;hg e o f_e‘.,r:' lg'fi'; fn'{fffvti l
e Sexuol Offences | 47 4 o8 27 16 o300 |
,mwmmms,,w~ﬁ~2g¢fu#,,4;U[u 24,

th“TABLE 9 o PENALTIES IMPOSED HIGHER CRIMINAL OOURTS
: R | JULY71980 # 31 DtCEMBER 1981 o

5MOJor f‘trd??‘1 July-31 Dec 1981 1 Jon—30 June I98L 1 July-31 Dec 1980

o | 2 Fraudand | o3 g0 4 g 20 a9 |
=~*_‘_“Penclty B :No & ,.,‘(;;‘. - ’%’ ‘ :VNO %t : No T ré b 1 T T E e LR ‘ A

: Deceptxon R : o - S R [ e L
|Break & Enter | 99 o4 8212, .78 14 |
| Other Offences 5 15 18 M4 37 12

TfImmediote”7f]f'e;73§5;¥;1f/t

Inprisonment ‘ ~,r]?81';‘. P R e R e

sl e e ws |

P Inprisonment Rt N e e S L S
- .;:QFlne OﬂlY ntif:thd55ff;';dff7{5’f"pjt‘79~fffif13 7 m'f7:‘53ﬂ5f‘;g}“?{?,“iht
";'QOther Penaity | 4 o5 0o 00 0 00 |

o ws

E Time to Dec;de the Cose

4 The two ‘mjor foctors whzch determxne the durotzon oF a case 1n‘
:~the higher court are the plea_and the seriousness of the offence = ‘
‘,reflected in whether tne cose‘is heord in Supreme or sttrzct Court L

_ , If a defendont dlsputes the chorges ond pleads not guxlty, xt
y;tokes an:average 8% months from first oppeeronce in a lower court to

.~ case finalisation in the Supreme Court; and 7% months if heord in

{ % ‘the District Court.. However, the octual time spent in the Supreme

o “Court is: only 2 ‘months ‘and 1-month in the District. If the S

f[;def:ndont plecds gu;lty, then these tlmes generolly are reduced by o‘-‘v”"

N hol : i o

'fvl*}foréLbenVicied,r“ 38, 1

B r.)':"

SRR The averoge durotlon of prlson sentences honded down in hxgher
- courts has neorly doubled in’ conponson with the preceding 6-month '
e perxod This dramatic increase in: przson ‘sentences mainly ihvolved
“wn . < more serious offences, relating to crimes of vxolence., The follow1ng
””‘*71' table shows the trend for hom;cxdes, ossoults, robbery ond sexuol
ﬂ/i foences : : o . . . . . ; o .

'd;_Boxl Stotus at Commlttol ﬂffv.a _tr7:if[' ff,l_‘f‘;ﬁ I d*t”:':;h;#[g ’

PRI RS o r,

e It would seem thot olthough the Government 1ncreosed |
X penolt;es for major offences in February 1982, this 1ncreosed
'»»f' severity hcd olreody been onticxpoteo by the Jud1c10ry o

= Four out of five defendants recexved b011 at the commxttol
.’iheor;ng However, for robbery and extortion offences about half were
BEE -:remonded in custody. ' For drug’ of fences and fraud. ond decept;on l .
“.Jxoffences the vost mojority (95%) receive bdzl ’

7777777

ey




Sz

; ”;Chorocterlstlcs of Persons Charg

Sex, Age ond Enployment

In dlscu551ng the bockgrounds of 1nd1v1duols charged cautxon~

o must be exercised. . These details are based on items in Police = .
*5Antecedent Reports ond .Police Criminal Record files. It xé possible
= that on occosxons, persons arrested may - delxberotely nge mlsleodxng
f’”xnformctxon.,
- dismissed, no data at all on the background characteristics of - SRS
- defendants could be recorded. Readers alsc should be’wory of attenpt-y v
- ing to generollse from these tables to. the total population of L
offenders.” This report does not encompdss dppearances by juveniles

Moreover, where. the person was acquitted or’ the case

(i.e: olleged offenders. under 18) ond not all offences: result in’

" eriminal’ chcrges and court’ oppeoronces.ﬁ Some’ segments of: society,
‘because of their lzfestyle and lack of resources, are’ for_more
'ivvulneroble to prosecutlon for: thelr offences thcn others :

More thon nine out of ten defendcnts appeorlng in’ the hrgher

B crzmlnal courts were males. VWomen appeared more for- drug chorqes, ,

v‘ﬂv frcud ond decept;on thon for other offences.fuﬁﬁf

L The oges of those convicted varied. morkedly for dlfferent typesff¥w
"”of offences ‘Whereas sexuol offenders were evenly ‘distributed from-
: Juvenxles to over 60's,” 20,30 year olds predomlnoted for offences e
. against the person, drugs, dnd froud and deception. Elghteen to twenty-
" four year olds comprised 60% of those found gUllty of robbery and i
. extortlon ond breok ond enter s S o N

vﬁ?bf Just under flfty Percent of defendonts found QUlltY in thev

= hxgher courts were unenployed, although the proportlons in this cotegory

varied for eoch type of offence. . For exonple, tworthirds of property -

- offenders were unenployed as, opposed to one—third of those guxlty of fu,,
ffroud ond deceptlon R , : : : , e

"Prev1ous Crlmlnol Hlstorl

Of all defendants found gu11ty 1n South Austrcllo S ngher
Crlmxnal Courts, ‘eighty percent had o prior criminal history. This is

;:7;hxoher than in the Courts of: Sunnnry Jurlsdlctlon where only sxxty per- '
~ cent had a ;rzor crlmlnol hzstory ‘The: average nunber of prevxous'P
 coyrt cppeoronces per person was ten, the highést ‘ocecurring for

0 property offences, robbery and extortion (thirteen) and break. and

" enter offeﬁbes (twelve). Less criminally active offenders were
' oppeorlng for drug offences (sxx) ond froud ond deceptlon (seven)

Another possxble lndlcotor of a person s rate of prevxous 5

"offendzng/ls the ‘time elopsed since their last conviction. The- hlghestmywn"?'

‘averdge time since lost conviction.occurred. for sexual offences’ (29

month b drug offences @28 months);, - The ' lowest occurred for break ond A

o enter(lB/monthﬂ ‘The dverage for robbery and extortion of fences wos

15 monthf However, this only: takes into account. the ‘time since the lcst,fkd

J"for theﬁprev;ous conviction

conviction was handed down ond hot the tlme slnce releose from prxson

U
SRR
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13 CORRECTIONAL s'ERvICEsj?

By TAPLE; 1 1 = » VOFFENCE CHARGED AND TYPE OF PRISONER~ PERICDS IN co

Between l July ond 3] December, 198! there k] cftotol of 2465

Conew odmisslons = i.e. achussions of people from outsxde the s -
yi_xzntB“South Abstralia’ s gaols. - When new sentences or. periods bzt:Zmond
,i;’conmenced by existing’ prisoners olso were. lncluded the: flgure 1ncreosed

p;to 3446. Of these 3666 "total admissions" 989 = or 27 percent - :
.related to periods on remond. -Among the remainder - the sentences -‘f-b

- -minor’ of fences such as drunkenness and: offensxve behaviour. occounted‘ ~
_5>,for almost a quarter. ‘Other major categories were breach of recogniz-
«nnce, driving and related offences, assault, theft ‘and break and enter. "

Annng unsentenced | prlsoners, ‘a high 2
k g proportxon were charged thh theft i
or breok ond enter (42 8 percent) cnd ossoult (21 8 percgnt) -

o Teeoflustedy T
| Offence Charged | = Remnd [ Sentenced |
SRl a : : NO. | % ; NO.“ ‘ /, % | No. % ‘ ¥
‘ASSGUlt ST i -ﬂ216 21,8 fg‘
- Robbery - & Extortion | 36 . 3.4 "7 ,
| Fraud, Forgery = | 57 .57 2
| Theft, Break & Enter 424 - “42.8 ‘9_
3?,‘jPropertY Dennge-"r‘;[;~”31) I iéf
i &Drxvxng & Peloted 149 4.9 '8
’O‘fensxve Behov;our 2 3 gy %
. Recognxzonce ;“jp 3 k]‘ s mhed .81
TOTAL e 991 '1100_:.."0 | 2575 1000 36661006

?,f#fiup#e i Includes odmssslons from court,. chonge of stotus odm1551ons,!,yf A

and new sentences commenced by currently servxng prisoners.

The Correctlonol Serv;ces Stotistxcs in thls report .“?;tll
}kw.enconposs both prison, probation and parole ‘in South -
-Australia.  They do not include persons held on remond

-~V or under sentence in pollce lockups. Readers should olso s

- ‘be ouare ‘that whereas some tables (Toble 11, Table 4.5)
vshow total: ‘admissions", including : ‘changes of status and
‘new sentences commenced by existing prisoners, others ;“‘

(Tables 4.1, 4.6, 4.7 and 4 8) reflect only new odmxssions ﬁfr*
from outs;de the system.. ‘ e s
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| 75‘1;TABLE<13f1*5?d)

: Durrng the perlod under rev;eu, there was an: overoll decreose 1n'~g
:”;persons held in thé South Austrollcn system ~Average numbers held and
- ‘rates of xnpr;sonment both- fell, Feversing a trend which had been ', o
" opparent since 1977 . However, at 9.8 per 100, 000 South Australia’'s =~ =
- rate of . remands in custody remoxned welx\obove the national: oderoge E ‘
of 7.2.. 1f more severe sentenc1ng pctterns in Higher Courts Q%xch
- became; opporent between July and December 1981 (see Higher: Courts
‘1sectxon) are. mnxntaxned rotes of sentenced prxsoners nny also Sreq

Se"teﬂced ; Doily v;x'" Generol i .

e .P;r,x_soners Average Populotxon Inprisonment l

 Received | Prisoners|. . (in* Rates '
S e ’(Qs,aboye) th0usonds) ;zh»“

*1f, AVERAGE NUMBERS HELD AND RATES OF IMPRISONMENTdt fﬂ;}f7ff;]r_v

q,_n,

i R

“ﬂtYear Ended P

‘kRotekInprisoned‘"j:,zr
_(Remond or Sentence) |-

per. 100, 000

':YfSouth Austrolxo‘
,v‘.':‘;wes tern Australic

Hd~:[‘New South Wales ."t}ﬁ
o sen
7432§3fd?~i:f3

'7V1ctorza

leueenslond

’av'Tosnnnxo

brNorthern Terr;torfft«‘ifﬁ

s
a7z
1705

836

3506

f;;szsa
3951

;Tjn23341':;st”
‘ -’,i:,“3691;f,;> /

/d*;:éf'iﬁ{ :

‘%#yazézditf; ST
PR

*{a7351‘ft
T

cols2 |
o545
21153t:f.\‘ ."',;?

”iijusrnALIA H’.~;qzdf}}1775:nf?f’f 9679 ft5,13§525ff_l513‘324}it;f3 -

(,\

6 Months Ended B S \ﬁEstimuted Populotxon as: ot 3] Deceuber ’1981 i
31 December ok e b frevzszon) R : \ ¢ : (SUbJeCt t°

m,j'ffiCoﬂPrzsxng 216 Fxne Defaulters ond 316 Sentenced Pr1s"ners anit Lo

fg%?“#?iﬁSource Australion Instxtute of Crxminolo A t li vf"”;'~
'*'ittprison Trends No. 66 (Jonuary, 1982) gy " ralidn. g

: When rev1ew1ng Correctxons Stctlstlcs, 1t 15 xnportant to ey
'%s‘reollse that there may, be very iittle correlation between xnprxson-?l:,
+ ment figures end crime rates ln"Vorzous Jurxsdzctzons.n Legol ond :

“administrotive pol1c1es hqvevvery dromatic ‘effects for prison

populations. <A recent conparison- ‘between chtorlo, N.S.W. and_ the o
vk"f‘Netherlonds‘, or: exawple, indicates thot Victoria's policy. of = L
- 'allowing prisoners to earn remission on ‘their non—porole date rother f]n_f P

' thon merely the total sentence may be the key to its conpurotlvely
.7 low rates of anrxsonment South Australia conforms: to the N.S.W.
t‘,‘flf%1.pollcy of ollowxng rem15510ns only ‘Of heod sentence S

S Of oll the sentenced prxsoners d;schor ed from Sou i
fge;;gools durxng the last six months of 1981, olmgst one in f:teA?7;rgllone*dkh
: :ﬁgpercent) was released because a flne ‘had been paid.: Cleorly, .although
V'ylﬂprLSOnment is o "last resort", its effects continued to be felt most R
- _n-heavxly in those sectors of the ‘community which lack the finoncial
"/ .resources to moke. other’ types of restitution. Aboriginal offenders; e
y“whom court doto ind;cute are muinly arrested for ‘minor offences,~-»"

.6), ond exghty percent of. all sentenced e
prlsoners ‘were une lo edat
time of arrest. . The problem of iuprlsonment becoming the pezgltz no: EE R
so much for: offending as for inability to pay o fine may be ollevicted T
t:by the Communxty Servxce Order_Scheme introduced in 1982 el

4

‘»fPorrxt D Gordon G and Sutton, AL g9 r

~¢' Population Ratios in N.S.W., VlCtOrlQ and o :

.. the Netherlands, “Research Bulletxn No. Y, o
e NGSWe Deportment of Correctxve Servxces, e

;TVI98O R D




‘ J{,g f;JUVENILE OFFENDERS

s

Durmg the six months July to Decenber, 1981

there wos a totol

‘;‘Sh”of 3827 appedrances by Juvenile defendants before courts or ponels in:
v South Australia. 7

, This" was
V‘T_theépreceding six-month per:;

‘17 3 decrease from the 4627 recorded in
As with Police Department fxgures,rj

.,,nnhowever, one should beAco“tious about interpreting such fluctuations

_;..’in terms. of decreosed rates of delinquency. - s
iy be, in fact,’ an artifoct of the doto recording procedures (December fg[ e
:'_Z;V:quarter only) D ( _ : i T R

The change is reported’ to'

e yare for. offences agqmst the person, _ond only 2 2 percent for drUg

offences _
TABLE 14

1981

 Court

dh}Aigledﬁéi:v,??g*

'hAgaznst Person

x‘ifr’Sexuol

'divRobbery Lt
"‘;Breok ond Enter
e Other Property B
"Afﬁ’Dr1v1ng ond Troffzc

eqd;rements ‘of a screening, . ponel
“,jchjldren over*lé gainst. the Motor Vehxcles Act or: the Road: Troffic
ne L, M € heard by an odult court

,.;fMost Juvenxle uppeoro cs (i
be ore Children's Aid Panels.

1}9 percent) in South Austrolio ore
Under the Children's Protection and’

iYoung Of fenders: Act, 1979 ‘this option is ovoxloble to any offender
under the age of 18 who odmxts ‘the offence and who satisfies the

Charges of homicide and of fences

S . ‘14 shows, most oppeurcnces by Juvenrles (55 4 per ent)iin~,lfe;
";1South Austrollo-were for relatively minor property offences; and a S e

’“gl§further one in six was for breagking and entering. . ‘Less than four percentjdoru@

TYPE OF OFFENCE AND WHERE APPEARED JUVENILE DEFEN;,,,,TS - 1
;}1 JULY - 3T DECEWBER, — o

In odd;txon, 1f the ‘fp3;r.

5 Vb,TABLE?ISEh”H‘

TffaAttorney-Generol consxders an’, oFFence to hove been pcrtlrularly severe,’.vf“:‘ Vo

" or if o child has prevxously been Found guilty of: more thari.one serious
f:offence, the Attorney-Generol moy opply for the cose to be heord in: the

"~w,’Supreme Court : S « : B L

Both screenxng ond oid ponels conprzse‘o menber of the Polzce

1L{Force and an Officer from the Deportment of Communxty Welfare. - Their
objective is to ‘allow cases to bte declt with flexibly, and to develop gEE Ny
. programs whlch wxll ollow the chxld to be rehobxlxtoted thhin thc,e-f ek e
'1fcommun1ty : S - : , : : e SR

1PREVIOUS CRIMINAL HISTORY AND WHERE APPEARED jYOUNG,Zﬁ

~ " OFFENDER CASES HEARD T JULY. 1980 -
30 JONE, T38T

‘No~Preyious-p,Ponel App I_Court_,; o Court
Appearances | - no court. Appeoronce, Appearances | - Total

S As Tobleul4 1llustrotes, offence chorged nny be the moJor foctor Sl
Q.f;,,determ1n1ng where a- defendant wxll be referred. -Two out of every. S e
"1f}three young . of fenders oppeorxng before panels hod been charged with S
- "other property ‘offences = mainly shop-lifting. By :contrast, only it
,‘thlrty-sxx percent of offenders before children's- -courts were in- . . 3
. this category. The other 1nportont factor is previous oppeorances.;//’w»e"“
-Table 15: onclyses court and ponel appearances for the financiol year :
-.L'j1980/81 accordxng to the young defendant's previous. “history. Alnbzf
. ninety percent of panel cases anolvxng juveniles with no przor e
.. appearances. By controst, 78 percent of - defendonts with two or. more
'~'1fcourt oppeoronces went to a court heorzng A M TR Sl ey

| -Na; I %

Ponel | a2 87 55
Court ’f;~605 1. svi?;

f”No;’;;%ft‘iué§3f?%rp}rNg;ﬁfje%d‘ﬁA¥]57ﬂ

ﬁ31054 56 6

4

808 43 4 624 45 2

| parentoss | st T

s fioTAL?”{7*Vfilésifido;dff*flssz 100, o 1380 IOO o 1577”7100;0 9651 IOO 0 ff i1

IOO 0

"‘.{19i3 ;1;;] 14 3 16 3ﬂ,j;}ff

756 548 338 214 ars e |
'U1239 78 s 52262]3;;9?fo;p;5jj;;ogi




', ponels put more enphosxs on wornxn ‘and

ztﬁxcounsellxng the Juvenll reas by law. chlldren s courts were tequxred*'lv

';,to rely more. on the tra

 TABLE T OUTCOME OF
e T

o Chlldreﬂ B Axd],onel ,T“ Chxldren s Court f]li'”ii
¢ -"?Pe”dt’“:‘ e Nv"'h’f % L v,";Pe”"ltY |

3 ezece

o 'Warnxng Opd 5;ﬁf¢; "if , af’ ";  s:f;3§5‘f3{2“«
M Counselllng Lol e ;f‘ .

’.°jfUndertok1Pg leen‘A‘
by Child .

Conpleted by

(Child T b Fine L L 428 38.4 !
B e e ,‘»"Estreatment of o Cas el

) 48 43

) e il ;,Bond h Suspensxon . 333 2.9
ei-ﬁiVUndertoklmg ‘f».jﬂ,»eﬁeu;vﬁj' -f ‘“Other Bond 3oo: Tk’j;;o 254_ 22 Bj'

Recognxzcnce

2328 100.0 om0

xs(now mcre thon aq decade sxnce the pcnel system wos 1n1t10ted
.\ Atfthe time of its. xnceptxon feo's were' expressed
opprpoch may encourage higher rates’ of juvenile =
do not beqr out ‘this opprehens:.on._ A recent

gll the 'young of ferders. oppearxng before f;,ff:;*

in South Australia from 1972 to 1977,
da further of fence. Only 4 percent hod

mes.” These fxgures are well in l;ne wzth 1ffe7»f~

L

;ﬂﬁquenLle A1d~Ponels An Alternotxve s

C?to Courthrocessxng in South Austrolio“ Cr;me cnd Delanuency
LT} Jan. l980 L s o

SRSy Conprehensive ond deta d‘sty,'

ee;be conclusivelw stated that juvenile, ju: 5

" ‘achieving all its obJectxves, but theidata avo;loble do seem to confirm

~-that the system is.even-handed ond“progressive., W;th all systems,-
',however,\xt is important to® consider the problems, ‘as ‘well as the
‘successes.  One such. problem is xnteroctzon thh young obor191ncl

Vf efdefendcnts. i;,f“

aspect. and 1nd1cotes thot young offenders :
ereefor less lxkely to oppear before«_f3 ‘

R dg :
}‘jponels thon\theer non—oboug‘ ing rcounterparts

o TABLE 17 ;/ _RACE OF DEFENDANT AND WHERE APPEARED YOUNG OFFENDERS |
~ "I JULY TO 3T DECERBER, 1987

 1Non4sV: vv-,,:
Abor1 lnol’*

1‘)&85:1’51'5@1{ » ﬁ

239 @1 e 35;3 1420 384
nz ,3,1_,9 -;Zwlgsl , ,_.3-4.7’ 2278 61 &

356 100.0 3342 ,;jioo;lo, -L’3~59gk‘-“ Jqof‘,@‘; i

. From Toble 18 coverzng oppearonces durxng hlexnoncxol yearvﬁe‘vi
1980-81, it is clear that a large part of the apparent onomo17‘moy
be ‘explained by the. types of Gffences for =wh,ch each group is . Gp

'Ay-lng, ond the number of previous oppearances. A - ‘high proportioi

50 percent) of first offende(rs From non—oboriginol bcckgroundsfi,
for shopliftxng.;‘ : g s e e T T e ST
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%

o

Type of Defendant