


 
 

 

Please provide data and any other relevant information on the current case backlog for the 
Burnie Court. 

Supreme Court – Criminal Backlog 

Burnie reported a criminal backlog of 193 matters in 2022–23, 206 matters in 2023–24, and 235 
matters in 2024–25. This represents a continuing upward trend. 

In comparison, Hobart experienced only a marginal increase (to 420 matters from 419), and 
Launceston recorded a slight reduction (to 257 matters from 260). The overall statewide increase in 
criminal backlog in the most recent reporting period was largely driven by the rise in Burnie’s pending 
matters. 

Magistrates Court 

Magistrates Court workload at Burnie has increased over the past five years, reflected in both rising 
lodgements and the growing number of matters pending before the Court. Annual lodgements 
increased from 2,491 matters in 2021 to 3,079 matters in 2025, while pending matters increased from 
3,295 to 4,828 over the same period. 

The difference between annual lodgements and the total number of matters pending at the end of 
each year provides an indication of the volume of matters carried forward within the court system. This 
gap increased from 804 matters in 2021 to 1,749 matters in 2025, demonstrating a growing 
accumulation of matters awaiting finalisation. 

Taken together, the data indicates increasing demand for Magistrates Court services at Burnie and a 
corresponding rise in matters remaining before the Court, which can be considered indicative of 
growing backlog pressures over the period. 

Annual totals do not capture courtroom utilisation, listing pressures, adjournments or matter duration. 
However, sustained increases in lodgements are a key driver of registry and courtroom workload. 

Please confirm whether there has been consultation with Aboriginal legal services on the 
design for the new Burnie Court Complex. 

The Burnie Court Complex Relocation Project has included comprehensive stakeholder engagement 
throughout planning and design, including an extensive consultation program during the Detailed 
Design phase. This engagement involved multiple structured meetings and workshops with a broad 
cross-section of end users and justice sector stakeholders, including consultation with Justice Support 
Services, Tasmania Legal Aid, the Tasmanian Bar, and the Law Society of Tasmania, in addition to 
regular engagement with court users and operational staff. The Project Team has also maintained a 
public facing website to provide updates on the progress of the Burnie Court project.  

Upon review of consultation records, there was no specific invitation provided to the Tasmanian 
Aboriginal Legal Service to seek specific input, however, in my role as  Deputy Secretary, Justice and 
Reform, I have provided Burnie Court project updates to Law Link Tasmania: The Tasmanian Legal 
Assistance Collaborative Service Planning Forum (LLT), at which the Tasmanian Aboriginal Legal 
Service is represented, as well as the community legal sector, Law Society and other stakeholders.  

Through the overall structured and sector-wide consultation process it has undertaken, the 
Department is reassured that the perspectives of legal assistance providers including court users have 
been considered in the development of the new Burnie Court Complex. However, I acknowledge that 
for future infrastructure projects managed by the Department of Justice, direct engagement, in addition 
to other mechanisms of consultation, with the Tasmanian Aboriginal Legal Service is desirable and 
necessary.  






