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Hello,
Please see attached written submission from the Alberta College of Social Workers on the review of
the Child and Youth Advocate Act.
Please feel free to contact me if we can be of further assistance.

Julie Mann-Johnson, MSW, RSW
Professional Practice Support Team Lead
Alberta College of Social Workers
(780)421-1167
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Child and Youth Advocate Act
Legislative review
Response submitted by the Alberta College of Social Workers (ACSW)

The Alberta College of Social Workers is both the regulatory body and professional association for
Social Workers in the province of Alberta. This submission is provided on the understanding that
Social Workers are committed to advocacy and social justice and are particularly impacted by the
Child and Youth Advocate Act. Many of the professionals carrying out the duties and responsibilities
of the Child and Youth Advocate Act as well as other related pieces of legislations are Registered
Social Workers. As a result, the ACSW should be considered a stakeholder in this review.
Question
1.1. Are these age limits
appropriate?

2.1. Does the Act permit the
Advocate to provide
appropriate services to
children and youth?

2.2. Should the Advocate
provide services to children
and youth who are receiving
other government services?

3.1. What the Advocate can
do is made possible by the
Child and Youth Advocate
Act. In your opinion, should
the role of the Advocate stay
the same?

3.2. Is the Advocate able to
do enough, or should the
Advocate be able to do
more?
3.2. Please discuss your
answer and provide a
suggestion

ACSW response
The ACSW recommends the limits be consistent with the Child,
Youth and Family Enhancement Act. This would ensure that
young adults receiving services under a Support and Financial
Assistance Agreement would also be able to access the services
from the OCYA up to the age of 24. This would apply to services
from Legal Representation for Children and Youth (LRCY) services
as well.
The provision of individual and systemic advocacy as well as legal
services through LRCY is appropriate.

Advocacy services are required in the areas of mental health,
health and education. However resources would have to be
provided accordingly.
Maintaining current services for individual advocacy for
vulnerable children receiving services under the Child Youth and
Family Enhancement Act is crucial. This population often have
few resources and often their relationship with guardians has
been altered by the state through the legislation. They are a very
vulnerable and unique population requiring individual advocacy.
The Advocate should keep a focus on systemic issues and
changes. Investigative powers should be extended to mental
health or education systems, however resources are required to
ensure current service and advocacy provision is not
compromised.
It should be noted, the legislation is still relatively new and roles
and responsibilities are still being learned overall by various
systems. This is the case in the Youth Criminal Justice system in
particular.
Aligning and collaborating with the services provided through
legal aide for the youth criminal justice system is recommended.
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4.1 Does the Act provide the
Advocate with sufficient
powers to conduct the roles
and functions as stated in the
Act?

4.2. Are other powers
necessary?
5.1. Is the information
provided by a child to an
advocate sufficiently
protected?
5.2. Is the information
provided for an investigation
sufficiently protected?
6.1. What the Advocate can
investigate is made possible
by the Act. Should the
Advocate be able to
investigate the same, more,
less or different issues?

Ensuring transparency from all partnering systems continues to
be a barrier. This is particularly the case with accessing required
files in the youth criminal justice system. This is likely due to the
relatively new role for the Advocate within this system.

Generally, this information is adequately protected. In the case
of very young children or those children who cannot give
informed consent to share information it is recommended to give
Advocates discretion to share where appropriate. Parameters and
guidelines for practice would need to be developed in
consideration of other privacy legislation and the ACSW
Standards of Practice.
If the Child and Youth Advocate were resourced appropriately,
we recommend some discretion in the issues they were able to
investigate. For example, some children face obstacles in the
area of immigration law and refugee status, however are without
an avenue for advocacy. The ACSW suggests a clause allowing a
degree of discretion be added to current legislation.

6.3. Do you agree with how
the Act enable the Advocate
to conduct investigations?
6.4. Please discuss you
answer and provide
suggestions,
7.1. What the advocate can
report after an investigation
is set by the Act. Do these
reports contain enough
information? Should these
reports contain the same,
more or different
information?
7.3. Please discuss your
answer and provide
suggestion.
8.1. Do you have any other
suggestions or comments
about the Child and Youth
Advocate Act?

The ACSW recommends the Child and Youth Advocate respect
family and child privacy when requested by the family. Because
the reviews should be used to improve the system, individual
workers should not be named in these investigative reports.

Recommendations should be included and tracked in these
reports and all systems identified in the reports should be
accountable to responding to the report and recommendations.

The ACSW supports the Child and Youth Advocate continuing as
an independent office. Setting up term limits for the Advocate
would ensure fresh perspectives and views.

The importance of individual advocacy for children and youth
must remain a priority for the office and not be lost in the
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8.2. Please comment on any
topic related to the Act not
addressed by this discussion
guide.

publicity of Investigative Reports. Individual advocacy is unique
to Alberta and vulnerable children need someone to provide this
important individual service.

Systemically, there should be accountability to ensure
recommendations yield results and required changes.

