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in Institutional Settings 
GPO Box 229 
Hobart TAS  7000 
 
By email: contact@commissionofinquiry.tas.gov.au 
 
 
 
 
Dear Sir/Madam, 
 
We welcome the opportunity to provide feedback in relation to the Terms of Reference for 
the Commission of Inquiry into the Tasmanian Government's Responses to Child Sexual 
Abuse in Institutional Settings (the Commission of Inquiry). 
 
Maurice Blackburn Pty Ltd is a plaintiff law firm with 33 permanent offices and 30 visiting 
offices throughout all mainland States and Territories. The firm specialises in personal 
injuries, medical negligence, employment and industrial law, dust diseases, superannuation 
(particularly total and permanent disability claims), negligent financial and other advice, and 
consumer and commercial class actions. The firm also has a substantial social justice 
practice.  
 
Our Abuse Law practice has represented 100s of survivors of historic child sexual and 
physical abuse endured in government, religious and other institutions, including in 
Tasmania. All staff in the practice are specially trained to observe trauma informed care and 
practice principles when dealing with survivors.  
 
All Maurice Blackburn responses to public policy inquiries are based on the lived experience 
of those we represent, and the experiences of our staff in supporting them. 
 
In this submission, we bring to the attention of the Commission of Inquiry a number of 
observations drawn from our direct experience in helping Tasmanian abuse survivors 
achieve access to justice.  
 
Each of our responses directly addresses one or more of the matters that the Commission 
has been asked to have regard to in satisfying the Terms of Reference, specifically: 
 

I. the experience of people directly or indirectly affected by child sexual abuse in 
institutional contexts, and the provision of opportunities for them to share their 
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experiences in appropriate ways while recognising that many of them will be 
severely traumatised or will have special support needs 

 
AND  
 

II. the adequacy and appropriateness of the responses by the Tasmanian 
Government, and its officials, to reports and information about allegations, incidents 
or risks of child sexual abuse in institutional contexts, including, without limiting the 
generality of its inquiry, the adequacy and appropriateness of:  
 
i. the responses by the Department of Education to allegations of child sexual 

abuse in Tasmanian Government schools; 
 
AND  
 

III. the need to focus its inquiry and recommendations on systemic issues, 
recognising nevertheless that it may be informed by individual cases and may need 
to make referrals to appropriate authorities in individual cases. 

 
 
For ease of readership, we have grouped our observations under two headings: 
 

• Impediments to disclosure and reporting of child sexual abuse allegations; and 

• The Tasmanian Government’s track-record in relation to early investigation 
 
Where possible and appropriate, we have provided case studies, drawn from our case files, 
to illustrate the issues and impacts. 
 
It is our hope that the Commissioners might identify these institutions and circumstances as 
potential case studies for the Commission of Inquiry, worthy of further consideration and 
investigation. 
 
 
Our Submission 
 

1. Impediments to disclosure and reporting of child sexual abuse allegations 
 
Maurice Blackburn has identified two common themes in our identification of factors which 
impede disclosure and the reporting of child sexual abuse allegations in Tasmania. We offer 
these as factors which we encourage the Commission of Inquiry to examine in detail as part 
of their investigation. They are: 
 

i. The role of Support Services  
 
The Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse (the Royal 
Commission) tabled a number of recommendations to encourage abuse disclosure, in 
particular, dedicated community support services for victims and survivors, with an acute 
understanding of trauma and institutional child sexual abuse.1  
 

                                                
1 See, in particular, recommendation 9.1 of the final report: 
https://www.childabuseroyalcommission.gov.au/sites/default/files/final_report_-_recommendations.pdf: p.30 
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The Tasmanian Government response to this recommendation reads “noted” and points to 
two established, government funded initiatives:2  
 

• The Sexual Assault Support Service (SASS) in Southern Tasmania and  

• Laurel House in North Tasmania.  
 
Both organisations, despite offering valuable community services, do not necessarily offer 
targeted, specialist services for institutional child abuse survivors. They are sexual assault 
services that provide a global service to a broader assault, survivor base. This birds eye 
approach to counselling may overlook the particular vulnerability of a child in institutional 
care and the complexity of guardianship trauma.  
 
Thus, the Tasmanian Government’s response to providing a dedicated service to institutional 
abuse survivors is a broad-based community assault clinic. The lack of a specialised 
counselling service may, in our experience, deter institutional abuse survivors from sharing 
their intricate testimony.  
 
Counselling, support and reunification of the survivor’s past and present identity often comes 
by way of receiving and inspecting personal, departmental records. We are aware that some 
generic counselling services apply additional charges to the client if the client’s educational 
requirements are outside the scope of our Department of Health and Human Services 
funding.  
 
We urge the Commission of Inquiry to ascertain whether ‘education requirements’ 
encompass requesting department records on behalf of the institutional abuse survivor. If 
that is the case, we submit that this provides a significant barrier to disclosure. It would be 
intolerable if a survivor would be unable to provide disclosure due to an inability to pay for the 
support materials and having to navigate through a legalistic system of record requests.  
 
Similarly, we are concerned that Right to Information (RTI) Requests need to be continually 
revised to yield any useful result, and what may seem like a once-off nominal fee of $40.50, 
can easily evolve into multiple payments. Once again, we see this expense as a potential 
barrier to disclosure.  
 
We invite the Commission of Inquiry to find that the introduction of a specialist counselling 
service, in line with Recommendation 9.1 of the Royal Commission would be an appropriate 
response by the Tasmanian Government, and that costs associate with the production of 
Government records should be factored into the costs of that service 
 

ii. The role of Tasmania Police  
 
We observe a general trepidation amongst survivors in reporting historical child sexual abuse 
allegations to Tasmania Police. The failures of the Tasmanian Police to act on five 
complaints in relation to charged serial paedophile, James Geoffrey Griffin made in 2009, 
2011, 2013, 2015 and 2019 sent shock waves through the community3, as ventilated though 
Journalist, Camille Bianchi’s podcast ‘The Nurse’.4   

                                                
2 https://www.justice.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0010/418186/Tasmanian-Response-Child-Abuse-Royal-
Commission.pdf: p.46 
3 See for example: https://www.abc.net.au/news/2020-12-08/nurse-james-geoffrey-griffin-what-we-
know/12953076 
4https://podcasts.google.com/feed/aHR0cHM6Ly9yc3MuYWNhc3QuY29tL3RoZS1udXJzZQ/episode/MjI1ODM2

NWQtM2M1MS00ZjNmLWFjMWMtYmNiYTZlNzkwNWE0?hl=en-
AU&ved=2ahUKEwisp82qt_3wAhWDzDgGHY7HApQQjrkEegQIBBAF&ep=6  
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