
Sisters Inside Inc. 
ABN 94 859 410 728 
 
P.O. Box 3407 
South Brisbane Qld 4101 
 
Ph: (07) 3844 5066 
Fax: (07) 3844 2788 
 
Email: admin@sistersinside.com.au 
Web: www.sistersinside.com.au 

 

 

Sisters Inside Inc. is an 
independent community 
organisation which exists 
to advocate for the human 

rights of women in the 
criminal justice system 

Commission of Inquiry 
Child Safety System 
By Email: info@childsafetyinquiry.qld.gov.au 
 
Dear Commission 
 
Submission to the Child Safety Commission of Inquiry - Corporate parenting and the link 
between the child safety and youth justice systems 
 
Introduction 
Sisters Inside makes this submission to the Commission of Inquiry into the Child Safety System in 
relation to the Department’s role as “corporate parent” and the relationship between the family 
policing system1 and youth justice systems. Our submission builds upon and draws on evidence 
provided in our previously submitted 2025 report, ‘State Controlled Childhood: The Business of 
Family Policing in Queensland.’  
 
This submission is written from the standpoint of lived experience and decades of community 
work alongside criminalised women and girls, many of whom were first criminalised as children, 
who came through state placement2, and were taken from their families under a system that 
continues the project of colonisation.  
 
We do not accept the framing that this is a technical problem requiring better “coordination,” 
better “communication,” or better “information sharing.” The scale and consistency of harm 
makes one thing clear: the family policing system is not a protection system. It is a removal and 
containment system. 
 
Corporate parenting in Queensland is a lie: the Department is not a parent, it is an authority 
The Department calls itself a corporate parent. In reality, it functions as a corporate manager of 
risk, liability and public perception. 
 

 
1 What is often referred to as Queensland’s “child safety” system is, in reality, a system of family policing. It does not exist to 

support families or keep children safe in any holistic, culturally grounded or trauma-informed way. Instead, it operates through 
surveillance, coercion, and the removal of children, especially from poor families, Aboriginal families, Torres Strait Islander 
families, and families already harmed by colonisation, racism, state violence, and poverty. These are not accidents or anomalies; 
they are the predictable outcomes of a system designed to control, punish, and fracture families, not to support or heal them.  
2 We use the term state placement instead of out-of-home care to reject the system’s sanitising and misleading language. The 

phrase out-of-home care implies that children are being “cared for” in a safe and supportive environment, when in reality many 
are placed in institutions, residential facilities, or with strangers under state control. These placements are the result of forced 
separation from family, culture, and community, and often replicate carceral conditions. By using state placement, we centre the 
reality that these are forms of state custody, not neutral acts of care, and we resist language that conceals the violence and 
surveillance inherent in the family policing system. 

 









 

Children exit detention with trauma, institutionalisation, isolation, and often immediate housing 
instability. Many are released into: 

• unstable placements 
• residential care arrangements that cannot meet their needs 
• homelessness 
• adult systems that treat them as disposable 

 
For many, “transition” is just another word for release into nothing. 
 
The state creates children who are hyper-surveilled and under-loved and then acts surprised 
when they end up criminalised again. This cycle is not a tragedy. It is policy. 
 
The “community impact” framing is political cover for punishment 
The inquiry invites discussion of experiences of community members “negatively affected” by 
children in residential care, and victims of crime where the young person was in care . 
 
Sisters Inside is not indifferent to harm. We know violence harms people. We know communities 
deserve safety. But we refuse the way this framing is repeatedly used: as a moral panic lever to 
justify more policing, harsher sentencing, more youth imprisonment, more punitive laws, and 
more public hatred toward children the state itself has harmed. 
When the Department removes children, destabilises them, warehouse them in residential care, 
calls police on them, excludes them from school, and isolates them from culture and 
community, then the Department owns the consequences. 
 
The state cannot manufacture harm and then use that harm to justify more punishment. 
 
Aboriginal children are being stolen again, this is a continuation of the Stolen Generation 

 
“We are not experiencing a child protection crisis. We are experiencing a continuation of colonisation.”10 

 
We want to be absolutely clear: Aboriginal children are still being removed at catastrophic rates, 
and the outcomes are still dispossession, trauma, and criminalisation. 
 
This inquiry must not pretend this is merely a “service system” problem. 
 
It is the continuation of a colonial project: 

• remove Aboriginal children 
• break kinship and culture 
• discipline the family through poverty policing 
• contain the child in state institutions 
• criminalise the child when they react 
• build industries and jobs around that containment 
• pretend it is protection 

 

 
10 Sisters Inside Report 2025, ‘State Controlled Childhood: The Business of Family Policing in Queensland’  



 

That is the truth of corporate parenting in Queensland. And when those children grow up into 
prisons, the state and its contracted services create another industry: corrections, programs, 
case management, risk assessment, parole, re-entry, monitoring. 
 
The state creates the damage and then profits from managing it. 
 
The government is responsible for this pipeline 
The inquiry asks: what are the factors contributing to children in care entering the “youth 
justice” system? The factor is the state. 
 
The factor is: 

• removal as default intervention 
• residential care as punishment placement 
• policing as behaviour management 
• underfunding and outsourcing of care 
• cultural safety treated as optional 
• schooling disrupted, then blamed on the child 
• disability support denied, then used against the child 
• trauma created, then pathologised 
• criminalisation used as “structure” 

 
The Department cannot claim to be a parent while repeatedly delivering children into police 
hands. It cannot claim to protect children while delivering them into cells. 
 
What would a real corporate parent do? 
If the Department was genuinely a parent acting in a child’s best interests, it would: 

• stop removals as a first response and prioritise family preservation 
• fully resource Aboriginal community-controlled solutions 
• end reliance on residential care as a placement model 
• stop calling police as behaviour management for children 
• ensure children leaving prison have stable housing, connection, and support 
• guarantee education continuity and disability supports 
• treat trauma as a predictable outcome of state violence, not a child’s moral defect 
• stop blaming children for surviving what the state did to them 

 
A parent does not “manage risk.” A parent makes a child safe. 
 
Conclusion 
This inquiry must not become another performance where government departments admit 
“challenges,” promise “reforms,” and continue the same practices under new language. 
 
The Department is not an effective corporate parent. It is a dangerous one. 
 
The family policing is not separate from “youth justice.” It is one of the primary mechanisms 
through which Queensland produces criminalised children, especially Aboriginal children, and 
then punishes them for being harmed. 
 






