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2 A= ] Bolg AR 3B dishwels sk o)2u) iR
AAES AIHo el Aok TEQE T WeAdol APIE] & 2 ekl
o] S5 ApEEEe] AN ol AR FASET = Aotk o] =gte) of
A7} ke s, W) A oR Aol 1344 4A5A 0] Rolslo] Az
Aok A AT S AR AR A1 WA 4 g1 EIRckD ol
o] ZZAoARE SiRA AR o] o]RoiA Qi 1 Tpgelue] Az
29 gle] o] FRsihs Znold sl Ape) o]de vjEe] Awe) ofE

Alslo] FHEA= 7188 Ak & 4 ek olzlst AN Tl WET A
52 ARHos BRt WolHe] ARe Sule] ARz HAasle Ho] wgol
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Persons and their Families Act 1989), o]}, 1989%2), & AARste] 712 H3]2]
(Family Group Conference)& axdrele] Azjofl ol 7HY o] shtz =efshd

A AESRE I S A FEHES] A HEed B0l S w2 e

1) Zzhollxe] 3152 APHe] o' T AR ele] AlFAd LAe B3-S 7HAaL k. oent
3 5A ATt & ¢ e AT 9L FE A I7HES SR AHEH &
Ho| Abdoltt. JugA| H71Ee] A9 HAFHoR AHA ZHe AFHe] Fo=le] glojA,
AA=GA 352 APJEAE AR clx e thelH A Aftsle kel ettt v, e
A FVEe] B3 AP FABEUE /A Q) o) RRANN 52 ApEe FHsH
gloll= A3 dA7F S S50l gltk(Clairmont D & Kim E., “Getting past gatekeepers: The
reception of restorative justice in the Nova Scotia criminal justice system”, The Dalhousie Law
Journal 36(2), 2013, pp.359-391). & 7 TSN 584 AReFol)n & & Yt 2k
Eo] EAlE e AN, vl I7FEC vlste] It 2 HAE AlgHA oot dr]ele] Allel
&A= Gerwinde Vynckier(1¢}: 718, “Z} =2 (Flanders) <] &¢] takst 31822 2 olx 7
Zho] oAdte] A% Wl uF”, 3EH FAEE, AASEIE, 2016.

2) o]%F NAHE 1989 oz Aslr|& 3t}
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U= A, A= 53] nheals 230 wMEE B il ARt sEolRke
ol 2ekste] 71E2) AGARIAARE 7HET 2 *éol k= wigstel A=A 3
Alo] EAPHAIAIS wAIRE 1987d Halx= o] Holuide A54oR S8k
oAl Az 9 7as doskan o Aat 7§*§(rehabllltat10n)°la’r% uftg sl Anlgk
HE7A] o] 2] dvdol Hol ARlEArge] BHdEe EAE AIskaL A
olefgt BAIS sjdsly] glslol tloluA, Ael(accountability), TlafAle] Fio), 712:9]
Bol2 BPo® Sl 1989 o] AHAT: = UL A AMAES 15
alo] wigle] ARle Sk il tlolHAS 28l Tefdl, 71, x|, 7))
wokd e 4EES TSR 2 T8 g0 s gk 53] 19890 A
APER) kel Qlof BEA Apgiel] 7 HAES AYSHES OB A7)
Z|z2] dHolel= HoflA & YulE 7A]AL Urkd o]F FHL 20103} 2017379
hE FjAo] o]FolFEd], 2017 AL Ea] 1 WXo] Toks W Hade] Eajo)
3t HE(Children’s and Young People’s Well-being Act 1989), & tH7x]o,
201945E] AlE]T ek

Aol A8H sl ARIAESS 1990dho] SolAwA Al digt
AR Bhej AL] AFelAk 19959 ARBEAL, WEAL A,
AL 71EF A 9ALE] BARIER PAE FREE 220] 3184 AP WAl Te Oritenga
7h SREIGT, SRRl S el S W g B sate] Uz

of eiet Thlo] HHSpeke UE Atab) slol Zjelrte] gk Tl e
£ 41 301 295k Hlgiek Te Oritenga o] 207 o}ge] ey} Mg=iol
| AR PR Slotd A APHE STEH S AVl g5t
thd) 1% AHLde AR 2002 Tof3o]| 3t HE(Sentencing Act 2002);, 2002
d T7paMpo]| Tt WE(Parole Act 2002);, 2002y Twjsfjxlge](Victims® Rights
Act 2002); 0] A=A A9lo] Tigt BAARY AEslolAE SIRA ARHAE L
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3) Emily Watt, A History of Youth Justice in New Zealand, Department for Courts, 2003, pp.24-25.

4) Andrew Becroft, Youth Justice—The New Zealand Experience Past Lessons and Future
Challenges, 2003, p.11.

5) Helen Bowen & Jim Boyackpp, Adult Restorative Justice in New Zealand/Aotearova, Restorative
Justice Trust Auckland, 2003, pp.120-121.
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o Qs Sk WA Z7E nHE I ol MES A APEAR] T 2 14
o Ade Fofeilal, A A oA Hals SR EEelkes A
W, 2154 Hapt I B9 4%, 7R Sl I A Wi o Q=5 Sl
ShEA A ‘ﬂéﬂ ke 28 FAREIEARIA Bt FEi2 2FEAL el 2ol = A
HhHolwl T4zl Aol tho]ujd AE(Police Adult Diversion Scheme); o] w2 k&4
slojz 9] H‘%ﬂ FEZE 71 wol Z-8EAL QIS

l‘&iloﬂ/ﬂ% A=) HAAQ] APHAILE £ojlx] B2 APHo] AA[Sh= 915
52 AMe] 2 S TR aEsP] ffsio] thaatt o] =9
ek 1A, adARE SHeR AXEhs 7IEER|ele] 29 &%
o1, AUFACIAS] BEA] Apo] Hit A RS HATK ).
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AR 49 7EGIoNE FA0R T SN AR Zege] H(R) AR
o] A7 9P FEED ok s MAARIAAE A110) BAKERle) o
27 219] o) S BHOE SR Zlo] ek vl W 5| /1%, Sfsi, A
o], S 9 Aol the 219k Pk Thgel AlgJshs stolnelex
21 AP *li%“iﬂ FES A QIekT) Y] S 2 A Z1E
slofol] Helstd] gk ofsigAIRISe] Hefste] AR FlEATslole] ANE Mok
of AR Ak Gleky

6) Ministry of Justice, Restorative Justice: Best Practice in New Zealand, 2004, p.7.
7) G. Maxwell & A. Morris, “Youth Justice in New Zealand: Restorative Justice in Practice?”,
Journal of Social Issues 62(2), 2006, pp.239-358.

8) Stephen J. O’Driscoll, “Youth Justice in New Zealand: A Restorative Justice Approach to Reduce
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559 S EIRE FF9 olY, Hsire o, ofy E= Hade| A
(accountability)2] 4714 A QAE TEslo] AE AAS dlojof S B3] sl
UHAKRAZ). Uo7} ol2fet 4714 3] 845 Jl2fsio] thao] Yake Adskar 3
CHARO8Z AR23Y. A, tiAletto] Qi Z1zlo] 552 ool HIsHA] ¢h= 3 oks
oL} oA FAREAE TABloIAE ot S F a%). EE ofgolLt
a4, E= 50 715, whanau, hapu, iwi, 7]E} 715 eHels] 715 99 BRI
SAAZIE o ER3t Aoy AHIAE AlFs] $fste] ofsolut Aade] disted
PSS A7IstodAE ofEti(b®).?) ]l ofgout Aade] MFE HEe K
© THES 7IE 52 AERL B £AIE FEthe s Hithe dloll Adsks
5 FEoof RItHc®). ofgolut Fade: 3359 QPdS HAE Dol wet A3y
7FsRt B A GAE]o]| = WEE 4 Qlofof H(d), ofFolu Ao g
APRE A5k dloll 3lof A8 84z A-8510ioF hile). ol APfe 715 52
ol obs = Al A= AL SKIsks HACR o]fofAof slal, T12fgt
A Be Hxgtol] Aok Sh(fR), ofF Bl Aol WA UL TR dof
At ALAR) Stolofof S, MAEAE 24 wolis Tsike] Holne
BASN 5 Slae] ol ololo] Wi 4 QlES Slolof s, 1eiet i)
=) SRt olelolut WaIo] ofatel Halat 4ptolofok Fieke®). miEto 4
W] FopgS Zhelele] 4Ab Bt HEEAS W WPt 9hee waska lrkh
). o3 19890 S AlipEAlme] Bajo] 2e] Aol 9| kS HHs) o
o TolHHe $41 TefsteEs gt BAlo] A U 35 7 5o ofel, w3
Ape] olel gl TSk 2= el olde AwiaoR NIt gk

Youth Offending”, Resource Material Series No.75. 2007, p.56.
9) e glEeA sk ide® 1 ovlE o2¥) 2th whanau: 748 71, hapu: A& T

=Y Bz jgne B 32
S H=, iwis F
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2. ARAR2IER}

ARl o]2olx ThExIaslol] tis ARl o] oby AdAREAE
7shH ot Zy WA, FARAAES] sikke 1040]H, 10~134k= ofF
(children), 14~1741= A4 (young persons)o|t}10) 1989 THLE JHE]= 7152 o

T H =2
e 5 7h4 el thste] TRkl ik okFol @ wWue] ASu W9l &
ufelis Y2 7FYRe(Family Court)o] Algte] thigo] H|7, 14~1781) Hade: 4
dH(Youth Court)ofd] HRch!D 7oA ofge] Exlof e ARles

AESRe ol Hhslod, Aol s Ad el el weld s 7RItk 104] o]
& 14A4| vkl obg2 4RIt YA (manslaughter) 2]9] HEZ AFwA] oo,
obe YAV 7PNl At ol 12~1341¢] ofFo] Frfjsial HHEE W
£ AAE b, S 0] 149 o] 7718 T 1800 sigehe HAE AR
7d A3t Qe 12~13A419] oFgt2o] 10~14d9] sifsh= HAE AAIE dolk=
AN AHT 4= QTH1989EH A272%). o= AL sk o

o BAR(ARS2E), HEHRARSR)E T 4 qlom, WAkl Bastrh A=
S FHI F77} U dols TEUAHigh Cour) o= of 4+ gIek1d

S, olefel APAAE] P 1989 AL Tlol S 23408 BIEs 45
3 glom, tlolmojolta AHE AMAPIAIES] SE ol Uxloleln & 4

QUThI AnkAOE HE oulolo] Tl ARIANAS] AEHEE Ofulshz

10) 9% 7Ee Flelth. Fa 174= D] Asttiide] ofyslent, 2017 7iA HEl
w2t SWHEE AAE A7 opd g 1741R] A= AdH A 4] dide] it

11) FAH= Hae 2 d(District Court), 35 H ¥ (High Court), 2 $1(Court of Appeal),
HA(Supreme Court) 02 TREH, AHAL A, FHXAL aguiebizE A2l A
< AT 2ds 7PN ee A el Aol SuRdelel Btk

12) THlF7E QlE Ay g, o)del 7] e 109 ot ol g == HHE Ady 1o dane]
UE oFFo 2 JIFEHIA, oAl ARl FAXAL, 77 s 14 o Foll sdehs HAR
FHBAL We A VA,

13) Stephen J. O’Driscoll, “Youth Justice in New Zealand: A Restorative Justice Approach to
Reduce Youth Offending”, pp.57-58.

14) M. Doolan, “The Youth Justice — Legislation and Practice” in B.J. Brown and F.W.M. McElrea
(eds), The Youth Court in New Zealand: A New Model of Justice, 1993.
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Aoz ofsfiE|al QIR ofslollA SaEle tolHile: FAAAE thilshks d2le] A
e oufshs ZlomA, FEME AUARHAA A O] tholAd e AEARRE o]
2k 7IEdglojet Aokt FEjle A oM e EeEEs st} Qlrk WA,
Ao W] FoPt QlHal AlREh= ol Ee e AT welks A
(Warning), 241 Fo]x]E(Formal Police Caution)!)2 E35}o] AL 48 4= Qa1
(AR209z W] AR213x), At e oles AxXT sk tiAR14x WA] A220
2). AT AR oo wet i ofs E= Aades AGdEEE(Police
Youth Aid)of|A| 951 o= Qlat, A@HGEZTS: 2PHe ZJRAE FIgE Foll HL
F= TR AR FAT 4 vk & BERs AL FoRkE 1 aHgellA
o] tiAE 7, 7Rl 91, AR So] AR Atk Bals T 3 AR
of Fafsial, o]fof AWHEEe =EE e Aus A= WOz o]Rofil
TF 34 FAAEL 57 AEAolA Adilsergeant) o o] BT Aol (=
78 787d{(senior constable) F- APl 2lsto] FETHARIZ). ol AdxdH
TS A, VS BARE S W R sl Ve AAIE e Sk RS AL
T FOHECR AE FTHSH o= dells TAE aFl & 7S
(‘Intention to Charge’ FGC)of| 2j=[gl = Qlr). aTHAA 9] tholde: 1w
= 2% aadg el ok et AuderdEeke wEo] Ak A2, |
3y % Hi, ofs E= o] B4 B 7PEH, vlsiale] ot 5= TEReR a1
sto] 7] A= B e PARE HIME Aslal ol EdiR ARE IR F
Askx] ~dAP Zoylo]e](Youth Justice Co-ordinator)of#| $JElIAE 245101
TRIO) o]gi ARE HHI 2R vigOR ST FES AT

71 F SR $8% Ae el il AddEEke 28olo] vjsielEat

pacs

15) caution: 71frel, £ 5] ST VT 4+ glork, $-2le] Alwst Fos] AAHA el
A ejn] aoj Feldrow welshia gt

16) Stephen J. O’Driscoll, “Youth Justice in New Zealand: A Restorative Justice Approach to
Reduce Youth Offending”, p.60.
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Ot % (Oranga Tamariki-
Ministry for Children)

O 2SS (Ministry of Justice)

ZX{: Ministry of Justice, Youth Justice Indicators Summary Report August 2019, p.29.
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3. 7IEZIEtElol| Q5T S

) %

7R R 7PdHU(Family Court)old HAJSh= ofs HERte] He
9 Hj2E g 3]9|(Child Offender Care and Protection Conference), 7|AS A5
of & 3]9](‘Intention to Charge’ FGC), G2 3]¢|(Custody FGC), ¥ ek 359
(Court Directed FGC: “not denied”), A~dHY(Youth Court)e] o] wE 3]9]
(FGC on the Orders of the Youth Court), AFAHYUS] AFo]| oI5t 3]o|(FGC at
Youth Court Discretion)?] 67)] =& L8 4= Qloml?), A= 7|F&or JLES}
7|84, 71as AR, PR F 37K FEIE WeelE 4 Utk
@ A, ofF HEAe] HE Bl 2 fiRt Sjejolnt. e HMFE ARIE oksel
Al B3] Fasdo] IETAL AREE molls ol EAPH SHy|olElofA
wslofof sl 4AR Tridlolelel ARE Holg AH F2o] ofolo] Wa
slchan QIR wolis 71ERElolE Asiolo} JAII8% A3F. F1ER]
aslofola 2o] ol o, WAzt 2R} 5o Helslo] 7Pguelol AlEs)
Slo} SHARS8Z, A259Z).
@ theom 7)4E v & EARsielold. Ao] 7|48
3|olE o5} moll= AEFARH F|y|o]g|(Youth Justice Co-ordinatior)o]|A] A}
Slo] SIEtEICHAI2452). AVARNAAL Uollx] AXEL gl F1Esiole] o
ok 1304 12457} 55 o] wet AREa glom 28R we Gao] i
SHk18) Akp sElolElelA) Apde] SehEo] Tk Rslols Eat] Alto]
nhelEl, s Hdudo] o] the-2 Bolash gk B o] 714E Fgh
o2 ARlo] FAHE: ZIEFd|eloA FH ARl Felrt o FoARIA] ¢

o, AU A & F=2HE P =k

ol & 7R

17) Stephen J. O’Driscoll, “Youth Justice in New Zealand: A Restorative Justice Approach to
Reduce Youth Offending”, pp.63-64.

18) Stephen J. O’Driscoll, “Youth Justice in New Zealand: A Restorative Justice Approach to
Reduce Youth Offending”, p.63.
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B Hado| BolS Heldt wlol AWML AEAK0] YSurA] HY E 4
2 72 Aol SuA 7EAREolS AkE 4 Qe (AR4T). T A 7}
LI ARk A T ALTA| B ARsIlok FhARSER).
| Aol Hojg RelsH] ok Aol wkeA] FlEgslols )
Zstofot FEHAR462). ofn] 215} u-;—t— 93k A310] 22 3| Qs
3 opjshx) gfon Polo] ARG QAsh el TkERlelE A
AT 7o) BRES HeIsH) ghe ARdoleka Sh19) ZlEasle] %
7¥g QAL el ERjo] weh A fgoln), ZlERREele)] of Ayt
Bz} olo] ik
) Aol HAAlo] FHET Al Aol M el 4SBT
7157 ol wels ZiERRslols Azistelof SitAR81).
© EFF AU Bagk A9 A 71EEE|ole] BlRat 4 QILHARSIB).
/él[ o)

S QI S gk Adude By

E
r{r _.~

71EA g ol= AlglE X< Department of Social Welfare) A<£50] AUEAPH FT]
dlolele] e JaiEnk adrp] Fojvjolel= 7zl wljgel B} Zagt ol
A - sl obsoll Rt ARRRS: Sie-SA AU (referral), ofF H= A4do]

lo

WS AXE A9 BAER olo] Y Sute] Bg AR S A Foloke
gk 19893 uE JlEeeiolE Pt oE J1E sl 2%, i A
3 52 /1SS AT ofsh PAE B G FASKe ol 5 ek
otk Blojole 247}, 4, 7%, W30l whanau, WAL o8 TR}, daiRt @ w4
A Mzme o Ak Rt Fia| wpgel wet chsle sl BE X8 7]

b5 sjol} AlZiEln], ATe] Al Tl 8-S 2 42l YEsith s

m1m
(o

19) 7129 AFAe] 98%7F FolE Rolehx] ¢ke Apzolglal dlok(Iwi Chairs Forum, “Rangatahi
Maori and Youth Justice — Oranga Rangatahi”, Henwood Trust, New Zealand Law Foundation,
and Todd Foundation, 2018, p.37).
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o a7} sleia} @ Hande] 7ol u]Rl el tislel oA Uik, Mg o
APAS B2 ofu) AL AGOIXS 7P ARAle] The A4 o] olst
ofof 5, ZIEREIolE Folo] mEuE A4 Welo] Akjel B4 diio] Hck Tia
A9 st AR ZREEsEiole] WK 4t Hheielo] ZAfsle] ofe Hi
siiu gy FdolEt Taie] WA Al o WaleR AaEls A9
oIk EFE AR TClolel S, olm, Bxlo] Bt AR} HINS A,
P} AL ARSI RS AR vlels A7E w2 7P o] of

=
=

5ol At WSS AEE AR dEsl] 44T AR £E F ol
5 2

sy

SH=S FHc20

ABhe BA BAL BARHE £ AR $Iet ol2nlol= Fow TAE, B
4, Amg ER o Bgol BAIS SEsk] S WESE i 4 Ak WS
ASke AR 5 A 9 4= AT TR wele S A Agstn
ofs) ofig Ry|AoR mE=TCL At golel vhgo] HTHoR olE, S

AR AR, T ARREE oM ke ol Aol 4] A2

1) TlExgslele] AR ¢ Aep
SIS FTEAAID)

16A9] 7Rz WE= TS nhhl Fof o7 Flo& AE AREAE 7S
ofollA wjsiate] 71EE(whanaw)ollA|] ArgsiRiet. Haf Foldl vjsirle= 10] 2o A

20) National Juvenile Justice Network, New Zealand’s Youth Justice Transformation: Lessons for
the United States, 2018, p.17.

21) National Juvenile Justice Network, New Zealand’s Youth Justice Transformation: Lessons for
the United States, p.18.

22) Stephen J. O’Driscoll, “Youth Justice in New Zealand: A Restorative Justice Approach to
Reduce Youth Offending”, pp.71-73.
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o] 1054 wjg] Jopr} @ollA Apgsiaitt: k= 2HE FHA] o 2387 Ha A
A ARrle] A ARt 5 Aple] ERO| Holuh tEHE Flrfal AZelal IR Ak
Alete] AAle) o= Foipitt Thsire HEAAAN R 7A=Y s dele
39 ofste] 49 i 4,500219] W, 674 o1l WP S WANTL
% AJofgo] HmEl St BT Jeel s Al F 55 Folw AgE9ic:
olo] AIaE 7MEZIHEIO Bl 7P Alolgla $8] o= AahHotd), W3
e e APUelE BTSkL 71o) o] BARES SR oAl Bhe 2GS
A AS 2T 1) FARe Al BN EalaL Tajre] wHle] r
MAES Tl G (whanau) Sl AT 71e) arle] 7IEe “a
ARlT A UL 24N opA ks wulo] Tt ulg 6,000deE X|E5l]
= stofelick. TaRle] §%S(whanau) e 7FsRte] 715 5(whanau) S wule] A2t
Yol ZoEIch Al AU 1980Wy AR83x bl wWE FAHE
(admonishment)} 127]€2] HEAHR| A LS Wit

A

4ro] Abolol HAWSL ofe] FAMES o= AN 423 W] 7ke
Fol= AmEAT FEAS) 5O B 7|2Ech B AR g HAUEe
S B 15| 1SSl AshE skt 7SRRIl Tkt 2 71Ss

A ko] Asiela, TeiRl @ 71EE(whanau), 718l FAEES] 71E, A

o
H

T

=
AR, WE0) AIEUAY S Slslo] AL Zulskick A AL Aol
LAy FAES otk TSo] P2 e tERololu), FKIE Aste] sls
B 71 S| A sight ES BHskh FAE: SahEgld], e B AR
So 7R Baase] o] gasion], il thel SO du T i G
AR A= SFSA THET 1 /1SS AtE WolST, B
272 g2, BARE ol WEE Stk W= S ge 9 ofaklplan)o]
nAE|ic

FlExigsiole] Aujol Tl Hadso] el mefsle] o2 ofaet 4% % 3wo|
it BARAAARS2)S Sk AP A2 1] e MEE Sl
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o] AEIYTE AXIE Zulslo] T B AL Amo} Rale} AHHoR Ha
Ao, 7t8) BadSelA 59 Fal] w2 A, 4F, AskE BEstel IS
o 5ol et FoIE BUHES PYoks HolA ol ghck

B0 vk Esld BARYE 7heET, Al HA] A, wiY fﬂﬂ S, Hojg
TR} 4=3) Fo] ket AR §F9] A9ke wolsial Fagh Q) Sk viist
7] Sletel S B7HE skl 4 Aelsto] =
AUBHA] =tk & i) AR AL Es AEAETE R AYS
o, 7ol A ARRlelA sl |7t vl ekt ARetoll A-8=a gick.
AAR oF 75%9] AdEo] B il e *Lh?ﬂ%‘ A2 tholuizle| ofste] Az
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23) National Juvenile Justice Network, New Zealand’s Youth Justice Transformation: Lessons for
the United States, p.15.
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Z&7X{: National Juvenile Justice Network, New Zealand’s Youth Justice Transformation: Lessons for the United
States, p.15.
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2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
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HlE) 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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=X i el
= 51% 52% 49% 54% 55%
. 480 429 516 384 294
XME((283%)
28% 23% 29% 25% 21%
o 36 33 18 15 12
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2% 2% 1% 1% 1%
_ 312 384 333 279 288
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18% 21% 19% 18% 21%
AR Sx|THH 8 S 6 S 8
SrTEE e (1% (1% (1% (1% (1%
21 33 33 27 30
7|Et
1% 2% 2% 2% 2%

ZX: https://www.youthcourt.govt.nz/youth-justice/youth-justice-statistics/(20204 62 252! Z4AH)
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25) New Zealand Police, Police Adult Diversion Scheme, 2013(https://www.police.govt.nz/about-us/
programmes-and-initiatives/adult-diversion-scheme/about-adult-diversion-scheme, 2020\ 12€ 22

DR

=



olI

90 « SARERICIT MBIH MUS(ER AMi245, 2020 - 742)

HIRIE 5 wae] 5ol B4 cholue] thife] HX] gR=rh2o
tolujae 32| A7 1 SfsbAR SIS G wel Sl e FE
neEle] ARIEE CiRE YT WP olie] melE sek uel tol
BAe] 2% 9 F7h 2012 AR dlol] BRFE AR S L) HelE ela
% glek. clojufao] Rrishe e tolid e At wjejart del F A
2 PoE el Walom AgE], sy 27 2
o 3P E KAl B 5 o
S A S Ay
W, FEFEAE, et BRTE Zeaele] 9JE, DHART Fote] BARKE, 8=
IS G 8% 51 sl ol 9 JUBE S TR A ieg
2T 5 G, SYSRe B TS B8 AbY Bjol] E4sle] cloluie] 2
_(?_

_{

_&

u

AL Heojer 4 glon, sz A}‘%ﬂ slojoli] golel 2712 ATHOR ofshe
AR ZA EickD
s8] Ay Aula Kol ZNke £ o] ofslel LAR dg Bl

ol

WTRLO] AR Fo) AL SlEhlol Sojot], SO WRHENE HRAS
S B 2ol thet Aok S0 Wolok alek. Bl Apy Blofi 53

ShAIAe] Tole] gk AfgebA, Zhap ol Aakd 4 gli=ul, el Sl w

=

26) New Zealand Police, Police Adult Diversion Scheme.

27) New Zealand Police, Police Adult Diversion Scheme.

28) A HERA 5549 354 AP 29 ©Al=, Ashburton Safer Community Council, Auckland
Restorative Justice Trust, Community Law Wellington and Hutt Valley, Hawke's Bay
Restorative Justice Te Puna Wai Ora Inc, He Korowai Trust, Hoani Waititi Marae Trust — Te
Whanau Awhina, Komiti Marae Orakei Trust, Mana Social Services Trust, Manawatu
Restorative Justice Trust, Manukau Urban Maori Authority, Marlborough District Council, Nga
Kete Matauranga Pounamu Charitable Trust, Ngati Hine Health Trust, Presbyterian Support
Central, Project Restore NZ, Project Turnaround (Timaru District Council), Restorative Justice
Nelson, Restorative Justice Otago (Anglican Family Care Inc), Restorative Justice Services
Otautahi Christchurch, The Restorative Justice Trust, Taranaki Restorative Justice Trust, Te
Runanganui o Ngati Porou Trustee Ltd, Waitakere Restorative Justice Community Group Trust,
Waitaki Safer Community Trust, Wellbeing North Canterbury Trust, West Coast Restorative

Justice, Whanganui Restorative Justice Trusto]CHhttps:/www.justice.govt.nz, 20201d 69 25
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29) Gabrielle Maxwell, Venezia Kingi, Jeremy Robertson, Allison Morris, & Chris Cunningham,
Achieving Effective Outcomes in Youth Justice: Final Report, Ministry of Social Development,
2004, pp.290-91.
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30) The Pathways to Resilience Project, “Pathways to Youth Resilience: Youth Justice in New
Zealand”, New Zealand: Resilience Research Centre, Massey University, 2013, p.12.

30) 2R obF 2 e gaos @ S duslel) g et

32) Ministry of Justice, Restorative Justice Victim Satisfaction Survey, Research report, 2016. p.4.

33) Ministry of Justice, Restorative Justice Victim Satisfaction Survey, p.5.

34) Ministry of Justice, Restorative Justice Victim Satisfaction Survey, p.5.
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35) Ministry of Justice, Restorative Justice Victim Satisfaction Survey, p.5.

36) Ministry of Justice, Restorative Justice Victim Satisfaction Survey, p.5.

37) Ministry of Justice, Restorative Justice Victim Satisfaction Survey, p.S5.

38) Maxwell, et al., Achieving Effective Outcomes in Youth Justice: Final Repor, xix. &HH
ﬁ:r“’ﬂ*i iAo FHES iz 51% FolH, FAE st oF 80%= datell =
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*%ﬁl 7= ATkl gtkp.141).

39) Andrew Becroft, Youth Justice — The New Zealand Experience Past Lessons and Future
Challenges, pp.39-40.

40) Maxwell et al., Achieving Effective Outcomes in Youth Justice: Final Repor, p.141.
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41) Paora Crawford Moyle & Juan Marcellos Tauri, “Maori, Family Group Conferencing and the
Mystifications of Restorative Justice”, Victims and Offenders 11(1), 2016, pp.9-10.

42) Paora Crawford Moyle & Juan Marcellos Tauri, “Maori, Family Group Conferencing and the
Mystifications of Restorative Justice”, pp.15-16.

43) Paora Crawford Moyle & Juan Marcellos Tauri, “Maori, Family Group Conferencing and the
Mystifications of Restorative Justice”, pp.13-14.

44) Goerge Mousuorakis, Restorative Justice, “Indigeous Custom and Justice Reform in New
Zealand”, South Pacific Studies 36(1), 2015, pp.1-31.
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Recent Trends in Restorative Justice in New Zealand
and Its Implications

Kim, Hyeok*

With the implementation of the revised Criminal Procedure Act set to take effect,
it is time to seriously consider how to embody the ideology of the restorative justice
in the judicial process, including the police level. In the case of the countries rooted
in common law, police have traditionally been given wide discretion, which naturally
led to a tendency to combine restorative justice procedures with diversions at the
police level. In particular, it is known that New Zealand is the first country in the
world to institutionalize and operate a wide range of restorative justice. Therefore,
reviewing how the restorative justice system functions within the framework of New
Zealand’s criminal or juvenile law can provide great implications for Korea.

In this paper, the following discussions are held to comprehensively examine the
latest trends in the restorative justice, mindful of the status of the restorative justice
in New Zealand's overall judicial system. First, the basis and operational status of
the family group conference centered on the juvenile case are examined, and then
the achievements and tasks in the system operation process are reviewed by
introducing the latest situation of the restorative justice in the criminal justice
procedure. Based on this, it draws up implications for the establishment of a legal
basis for the use of restorative justice procedures, the design of efficient systems,

and the establishment of a feedback system through verification of effectiveness.

¢ key words: Restorative Justice, New Zealand, Restorative Policing, Family Group

Conference

* Pukyong National University, Professor.
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