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FOREWORD 

Historically, women who come into conflict with the 
criminal law have had to take a back seat to male offenders in both 

research and -orrectional treatment priorities. The under­
representation of women in the criminal justice system"has been 

interpreted as an indication that female offenders don't pose as 
great a threat to society as the more violent and more numerous 
male offenders, and thus don't merit special, if any, attention. 
Over the years, studies of patterns, causes and correlates of 

criminality have focused primarily on male offenders. Interest in 
women's involvement in crime has been minimal by comparison, but 
the newly raised consciousness of Canadians to areas of general 
concern to women has effectively stimulated interest in the status 
of women as offenders. 

Economic and social profiles that might help to explain 
how and why women come into conflict with the law, and the services 
and treatment appropriate for them, are hindered in part by the 
lack of consistent data collection procedures at various stages of 
the criminal justice system. The purpose of this report is to 
present what is known about female offenders through available 
statistical data, and by identifying some of the gaps in 
information, to stimulate ideas for research. This report is 

intended solely as a compendium of the statistical information 
currently available from official sources, with discussions of the 

quality and limitations of the data to assist researchers in making 
accurate interpretations of the information. 
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This report is divided into five main sections, followed 
by an Appendix containing all tables. Aside from the Canadian 
Urban Victimization Survey data, all tables are based on 
publications or internal reports produced by Statistics Canada or 
the Correctional Service of Canada. The sections are as follows: 

I Law Enforcement Statistics 
II Canadian Urban Victimization Survey 

III Provincial Corrections Information 
IV Federal Corrections, Information 
V Implications. 

Conspicuous by its absence from this list is court or 
sentencing data on female offenders. Criminal courts and the 
sentences they impose are the most visible components of the 
criminal justice system, and yet there is at present no national 
program to collect criminal court statistics. The former Adult 
Court Program administered by the Justice Statistics Division of 
Statistics Canada was fraught with reporting problems (data from 
British Columbia, Alberta and Ontario were frequently excluded) and 
was terminated in 1980. Plans by the Canadian Centre for Justice 
Statistics to implement a new national adult court statistics 
program will not be realized for some years to come. 

According to the Report of the Implementation Working 
Group on Justice Statistics, 1981, most provinces did not have a 
comprehensive system at that time which could routinely generate 
complete and comparable offender-related statistics for all the 
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courts having criminal jurisdiction. Some jurisdictions are 
planning.to install computer-based information systems over the 
next several years which will eventually provide a base for 
information on court caseloads. 

In October 1983, the Justice Department published a 
report prepared under contract by The Research Group which 
describes some of the sentencing trends observed in cases from 
seven court groups and ten correctional jurisdictions. The data 
wer~ not ordered by sex, so sentencing trends for female offenders 
are not available from this study. The Department of Justice also 
recently completed studies of sentencing trends in Winnipeg and 

Prince Edward Island. Information on type of offence and type and 
length of sentence was collected for males and females. Analyses 
of both studies are to be released in late 1984. 

The Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics and the 
Department of Justice have recently embarked on separate feasibi­
lity studies to determine if the Fingerprint System (FPS) and 
Canadian Police Information Centre (CPIC) data systems can be used 
as a source of information on criminal court activity in Canada. 
FPS/CPIC are data files maintained by the RCMP and contain 
demographic information on persons charges and court dispositions 
for indictable offences. 

The data presented in this report allow for fairly 
complete descriptions of persons who are charged by police and 
those who are sentenced to federal terms of incarceration. Because 
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record-keeping procedures have not been standardized among the 
provinces, compatible aggregated data on persons admitted to 
provincial institutions are not presently available. Data of 
varying levels of complexity are available upon request from 
the agencies responsiblE! for corrections in each province, 
however. Plans for the future involve updating this report as the 
information becomes available and compiling separately retrievable 
data on admissions to provincial institutions. This measure would 
also serve to address more fully the issue of native women who come 
into conflict with the law. Reasonable national estimates of the 
number of women admitted to provincial institutions under sentence 
or on remand are readily accessible and have been included in this 

report. The lack of information at some intervening stages is 
problematic since questions of relative leniency in court decisions 
or factors which may influence the dispositions given are, for the 
moment, unanswerable. 



SECTION I. LAW ENFORCEMENT STATISTICS 

The Uniform Crime Report (UCR) Program was introduced in 

1962 to improve the quality of information on crime and traffic 
enforcement activity in Canada. This data collection program is 

now administered by the Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics. 
Each police department across the country submits monthly 
statistics on the number of offences recorded under the Criminal 
Code, Federal Statute~, Provincial Statutes and Municipal By-Laws. 

The statistics include the number of crimes reported or known to 
the police and the number of crimes that police later deemed to be 

"unfounded ". The remaining number of "actual" crimes is further 
broken down to show the number which have been cleared by charge or 
cleared otherwise, the number of adults charged (male and female), 
and the number of juvenile offenders dealt with by the police. The 

UCR information provided by police departments is published 
annually by Statistics Canada in Crime and Traffic Enforcement 

Statistics (Catalogue #85-205). 

The complexity of the UCR data requires that it be 
interpreted carefully. This data set is designed as an indicator 
of incidents that become known to the police which they then record 
by the most serious offence in the incident. It does not reflect 

individual offences. Moreover, the charge(s) subsequently laid may 
be quite different than the most serious offence recorded but 

persons subsequently charged are recorded by the original offence 
category. For example, police investigating an altercation in a 

public tavern may initially record an incident as attempted murder 
but later lay a charge of assault causing bodily harm. The charge 

is recorded against the original offence recorded (i.e. attempted 
murder) . 
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Because each incident is recorded only once by the most 
serious offence, many offences that become known to the police and 
many charges laid against an accused in multiple offence incidents 
will not be recorded. The scoring rules also differ by crime type 
such that one incident is counted for each victim in violent 

crimes, and each incident ;s counted once regardless of the number 
of victims involved in incidents where the most serious offence is 
a property crime. One incident may result in any number of persons 
subsequently being charged. 

UCR data are further influenced by a variety of other 

factors apart from the actual incidence of criminal behaviour. As 
a measure of the level of crime, the most obvious limitation of 
these data is that they include only those incidents which are 
recorded as crimes by police. While these figures may adequately 
reflect the reporting of crime and the level of police recording or 
wOl'kload, they are not an accurate measurement of criminal 

behaviour per~. Those incidents which are unreported or once 
detected are diverted from official sanctions are, t·~(. definition, 

missing from the Uniform Crime Reports. 

UCR data are also directly affected by changing police 
enforcement practices and priorities and the way in which police 
report and record crimes that become known to them. A common 
observation is that police officers are generally more lenient in 
using official sanctions against female offenders than when men are 
involved. Recent changes in this practice may be partly 

responsible for apparent increases in the criminal activity of 
women relative to men as indicated by police statistics. In the 
absence of quality control or audit procedures, the effect of 
differences in recording practices from one jurisdiction to 
another o~ from one period of time to another cannot be determined. 
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As the only source of national information available on 
criminal activity which has come to the attention of police, and 
which has subsequently been officially recorded as "known" crime, 
UCR data are widely used to describe crime trends. Analysis of 
these data, however, must proceed with cautious regard for the 
limitations specified. The following section describes trends in 
the criminal activity of females and males for the years 1975 to 
1981(1) as reflected by the Uniform Crime Report statistics. 

The following issues in particular are addressed: 

1. Are the rates of change over the 1975-81 period similar 
for women and men who are charged in criminal incidents? 

2. In what categories of incidents are women most often 
charged? 

3. Has there been a sUbstantial increase in the numb~r of 
women charged in violent incidents? 

Criminal Charges Against Women and Men 

Table 1 lists the number of persons charged in offences 
under the Criminal Code, Federal Statutes, Provincial Statutes,and 
Municipal By-Laws. There have been marked increases in the number 
of women charged in all four offence categories recorded by the UCR 

(1) See The Female Offender: A Statistical Perspective, 
Solicitor General Canada, 1978, for an analysis of arrest, 
court and corrections data from 1965 to 1975. 
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program, and the percentage change was higher for women than men in 
every category and in total. Between 1975 and 1981, the total 
number of males charged increased by one-third while the number of 
females charged increased by more than one-half; charges under the 
Criminal Code increased by 42% for men and 56% for women. In terms 
of actual numbers, however, men were charged in 99,000 more 
Criminal Code incidents in 1981 than in. 1975, compared to an 
increase of 21,000 for women. The overall increase for both males 
and females has been substantial but men charged in Criminal Code 
incidents outnumber women six to one. When all legislative 
categories are combined, the picture is essentially unchanged. 
Females accounted for 10.3% of all persons charged in 1975 and 
11.7% in 1981, an increase of only 1.4 percentage points. 

Tables 2 and 3 highlight some obvious differences in the 
types of Criminal Code and Narcotic Control Act incidents in which 
men and women are charged. Between 1975 and 1981 there was a 60% 
increase in the number of females charged in incidents involving 
the offences selected for this comparison, and a 41% increase in 

the number of males charged. The only offence categories in which 
males show a higher rate of increase than females are attempted 
murder and wounding, and offences under the Narcotic Control Act. 
The largest percentage increases for females were for fraud and 
break and enter offences. Again, despite the large percentage 
increase in the number of women charged between 1975 and 1981, the 
actual proportion who were women increased less than 2%. 
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Over the five year period, nearly 60% of the Criminal 
Code charges laid against women were for theft, primarily 
shoplifting. The next most common charges were for fraud (15%) and 

violations of the Narcotic Control Act (12%). Charges against men 
were heavily concentrated in a few categories. Theft was also the 

most common charge laid against men (25.8%) followed by Narcotic 
Control Act offences (21.2%), break and enter (17.5%) and assault 
(15%). 

The majority of fraud charges against women were related 
to cheques or credit cards, but approximately 25% were in the 
category of "otherll. Further study is required to deter-mine how 
many of these charges were laid for defrauding the conditions of 
welfare or family benefits assistance .. 

Concern about changing populations and low base numbers 
are eliminated through the use of rates based on the number of 
charges laid by police per 100,000 males and females (Table 4). 
Charging rates for females increased fairly consistently during 

this time for such offences as assault, robbery, break and enter, 
theft and fraud. In 1981 the theft rate was more than three times 
the rate for fraud, seven times the rate for assault, almost 
fifteen times the rate for break and enter, and five times the rate 
for narcotic offences. 

Crimes of Violence 

To test the contention that violent crimes by t'/omen are 
on the increase, these selected offences were grouped into 
categories of violent, property and narcotics offences. Table 5 
shows that the number of charges in all three offence categories 
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against both sexes did increase between 1975 and 1981, but that 
charges for crimes of violence as a proportion of the total charges 
actually declined over this period of time. The decrease was 
slightly more pronounced for male offenders than female offenders. 
In addition, violent crime accounted for a smaller proportion of 
all charges against females (10.2%) in 1981 than against males 
(19.1%). 

Women made up 8.1% of all violent offenders charged by 
police in 1975 and 9.5% in 1981 (Table 6). The average over this 
period was 8.8%. Women were charged in 20.1% of the property 
incidents and 9.7% of violations of the Narcotic Control Act over 
the same seven years. 

Charging rates per 100,000 men and women also increased 
between 1975 and 1981 when the offences are categorized as violent, 
property and drug offences (Table 7). In 1975 males were more than 
11 times as likely to be charged in a violent incident as women; by 
1981 the rate for men was about 10 times the rate for women. The 
rate at which men were charged in property crimes remained at about 
4 times the rate for women over the seven year period. 

Charges laid against the Narcotic Control Act show a 
great deal of variation between 1975 and 1981, probably due more to 

changes in enforcement policies than to actual drug-related 
criminal activity. Despite the fluctuations, the charging rates 
for men remained at between nine and ten times the charging t~ate 

for women. 
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SUll11lary 

Over this seven year period there has been an increase in 
the number of both males and females charged in all categories of 
Criminal Code offences, and in the majority of crimes, the 
percentage increase over the period has been greater for females 
than for males. As a, result, women made up an increasing 
proportion of all persons charged by police each year. The 
offences which increased most for women were fraud and break and 
enter. Theft incidents account for more than one-half of all 
charges against females between 1975 and 1981. 

Total charges for violent and property crime increased at 
a faster pace for females than for males, and females formed a 
larger proportion of all persons charged in violent incidents in 
1981 than in 1975. App~oximately 9.5% of Criminal Code charges 
against women in 1981 were for crimes of violence, up from 8.1% in 
1975. However, the rate at which males were charged with crimes of 
violence per 100,000 population was ten times the rate for females 
in 1981. 

The shortcomings of the UCR dat~ do not allow inter­
pretation of these trends as indicating increasing participation of 
women in crime. A changed willingness on the part of police 
officers to charge women with certain offences, local enforcement 
priorities and recording practices all affect how crime is reported 
to the UCR program and should be considered in analysis of the 
data. 
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Traffic Offences 

Traffic offences are recorded separately from other 
crimes in the annual Crime and Traffic Enforcement Statistics 
published by Statistics Canada, and are seldom mentioned in 
discussions about crime, even though some traffic offences fall 
under the Criminal Code and many, such as impaired driving, 
criminal negligence and dangerous driving, are potentially 
life-threatening. 

Tables 8 and 9 give the number of men and women charged 
with selected traffic offences between 1975 and 1981 and the rate 
per 100,000 population. The largest proportion of traffic offences 
charged against women was for impaired driving. The number of 
charges for impaired driving in 1981 far exceeded the number of 
charges for crimes of violence under the Criminal Code, and may be 
an indicator of the growing number of Canadian women with 
alcohol-related problems. There can be little doubt about the 
dangerousness of drinking/driving offences, both to the offender 
and the public, and yet analyses of dangerousness typically fail to 
address this particular area. 

Prostitution 

There is a longstanding debate in Canada as elsewhere 
about the proper function of the law in relation to prostitution -
whether tile law should aim to eliminate, suppress or simply 

regulate prostitution. This debate has recently become closely 
identified with a more general awareness of the overall status of 
women in our society although to date few attempts have been made 
to explore the correlation between prostitution and the social and 
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economic position of women in Canadian society. Recent inquiries 

undertaken by the Department of Justice on pornography and 
prostitution and the Badgley Commission on Sexual Offences Against 

Children may mark the beginning of a re-orientaticn in the accepted 
approach toward prostitutiotl. 

Poli~e statistics on prostitution provide an excellent 

example of the sensitivity of certain data to prevailing social and 
legal definitions of behaviour. Table 10 shows that charges 

against women of keeping a bawdy-house, procuring and soliciting 
have dropped considerably over the seven year period from 1975 to, 
1981, and while these trends may reflect police activity with 
respect to these offences, they certainly do not reflect the actual 

level of prostitution in Canada. Court level decisions on how the 
criminal law is to be applied ha\le altered the legal definition of 
these offences tremendously since 1977. For example, the offence 
of IIsoliciting for the purpose of prostitution ll was severely 

limited in scope by a Supreme Court of Canada decision in 1978 that 
soliciting is only illegal when IIpressing or persistent ll

• In the 

same case it was decided that a private car on a public 
thoroughfare did not constitute a IIpublic place ll

• The number of 
women charged with soliciting in 1978 dropped off dramatically, no 
doubt partly as a function of a reappraisal by police of how 

successfully a case would be prosecuted. 
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The sudden increase in the number of males charged with 
soliciting in 1978 can be attributed to a ruling that male 
customers could be convicted of soliciting, though the number of 
males charged in the following years is very small. 

Similarly, the definition of the word "keeper" was 
limited by a 1977 decision that "keeps" a common bawdy-house 
requires proof of provision of accommodation by the accused. In a 
separate decision in 1977, "h,?ving charge or control" was deemed to 
be directed toward an owner or landlord who had the right to 
intervene, and excluded those who relinquished control through 

leasing of the premises (i.e. only the leasee c?uld be charged). 
Police laid fewer charges in the following years. 

Homicide Statistics 

The information provided by police departments to the UCR 
Program on deaths believed to be homicides is the basis of a 
separate data system known as the Homicide Program. Police 

complete an additional questionnaire for each homicide incident 
giving detailed information on all victims and accused persons when 
known. The Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics then gathers a 
file on each individual homicide incident containing information 
on: (1) the nature and consequences of the alleged homicide; (2) 
the characteristics of the victim(s) and the suspect(s); and (3) 
the type of charge laid, legal decisions taken prior to and during 
trial, the court disposition and sentence, and probation and parole 

status where applicable. 
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The Homicide Program is the most comprehensive national 

crime data source in Canada. First, because murder, manslaughter 
and infanticide are among those offences that are least likely to 

go unreported, the data are assumed to be more complete than police 
reports of most other offences. Second, the progress and legal 
status of each case is continuously updated using information 
provided by the Correctional Service of Canada and a press clipping 
service. Thus, annual data may vary from year to year and cannot 
be directly compared to homicide data published by the UCR program. 

The' data contained in individual files is published 
annually by Statistics Canada in the publication Homicide 
Statistics (Catalogue #85-209) along with updates of the previous 
four years. Unlike the UCR Program, the Homicide Program provides 
general information on a number of characteristics related to the 
victim, the offender and the offence such as the age, sex and 
marital status of both victim and offender, the relationship 

between the two, the method of committing the homicide, and the. 
geographic region. Tables 11 and 12 demonstrate the type of ~ 

analysis possible from the homicide statistics. Table 11 shows 
that 59.4% of all females charged with a homicide offence between 
1977 and 1981 were domestically relat~d to the victim. Over the 
same period, males charged with homicide were more likely to have 

had a social or business relationship with the victim (42.8%). As 
shown in Table 12, females most often committed homicides by 

stabbing (38.1%) while males most often used firearms (34.7%) or 
beating (26.6%). 
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The data available about women who commit homicide are 

much more complete than the offence information collected by UCR, 
and they raise some important questions. Studies in family 

violence have identified. women as the primary victims in 
interspousal violence and men the aggressors, and yet these data 

show that when women kill, the victim is most often someone in a 
domestic relationship to them. Further study into the personal 
histories of women convicted of murder is needed in order to 
explore more fully the occurrence of violence in the lives of the 
women who kill domestic partners. 
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SECTION II. THE CANADIAN URBAN VICTIMIZATION SURVEY (C.U.V.S.) 
... aa=::c_= 

One of the major limitations of official crime data is 
the exclusion of the "d~rk figure" of crime - those acts which are 
recognized as criminal but are not reported to police, or if they 
are reported, are diverted from official processing. It has been 
suggested that vwmen. are "screened out" of offici al criminal 
justice processing more often than males because of an alleged 
paternalistic attitude that male officials assume toward women who 
come into confli~t the law. If this is true, the number of female 
offenders who are excluded from offici al crime data could be 
substantial. 

Crime victimization surveys explore crime from the 
victim's perspective and complement official crime statistics by 
addressing directly the issue of unreported crime. Respondents are 
asked to describe both reported and unreported incidents in which 
they have been victimized, and to give their reasons for 

non-reporting. This information offers a better explanation of 
variations in reporting rates, distribution of certain crimes, the 
risk and impact of criminal victimization, public perceptions of 
crime and the criminal justice system, and victims' perceptions and 
needs. It does not, however, attempt to measure diversion from the 
criminal justice system by officials of that system. 

Early in 1982, the Ministry of the Solicitor General with 
the assistance of Statistics Canada conducted a victimization 
survey in seven major urban centres: Greater Vancouver, Edmonton, 
Winnipeg, Toronto, Montreal, Halifax-Dartmouth and St. John's. 
More than 61,000 residents of these cities aged 16 years and older 
were interviewed by telephone. Extensive pretests had established 
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that data collected over the telephone were comparable to data 
obtained by the far more costly method of in-person interviews. 
The survey includes crimes committed against residents of the seven 
cities wherever these crimes may have occurred, but do not include 
crimes agai nst non-res idents (tourists or 'commuters) \t/h il e they 
were in the city. Residents without telephones were excluded from 
the survey as were residents living in institutions. 

Eight major crime categories were addressed in the 
survey: sexual assault, robbery, assault, break and enter, motor 
vehicle theft, theft of personal property, theft of household 
property and vandalism. The capabilities of victimization surveys 
are limited to certain types of crimes. For instance, murder, 
kidnapping and "victimless" crimes such as drug offences and 
prostitution cannot be counted using survey techniques and were 
therefore excluded. Crimes against commercial businesses and 
public property were also excluded from this particular survey. 

The C.U.V.S. provides us with an excellent opportunity to 
study female criminality from the victim's point of view. Victims 
of face-to-face confrontations with an offender were asked to state 
how many offenders were involved and whether they were male or 
female. Sexual assaults have been excluded from this analysis 

because the offenders 'were almost always male. Although females 
were involved in robberies, the number of incidents was so small 
that detailed analyses within this offence category was not 
feasible. In what follows, responses of the victims of robbery and 
assault have therefore been combined and counted jointly as "cr imes 
of violence". 
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The C.U.V.S. findings describe characteristics of female 
offenders that have been unavailable through traditional sources, 
such as: the sex and age of victims, the apparent age of offenders, 
where the incident occurred, the relationship of the offender to 
the victim, the degree of injury to the victim, the use of weapons 
by offenders, the use of drugs and alcohol, the proportion of 
offences that failed to come to the attention of polices reasons 
for not reporting to the police, and victims' perceptions of the 
seriousness of crime involving women. 

These findings are based on those cases in which 
respondents were able to state the sex of the offender(s) who 
assaulted(l) or robbed(2) them. 

(1) 5% of the estimated 321,200 robbery and assault incidents 
were committed by females acting alone or with other 
females (Table 13). The large majority (91%) involved 
males acting alone or with other males, and the remaining 
4% were committed by mixed sex groups of two or more 

"' offenders; 

(2) 90% of the violent incidents committed by females 
involved a single offender; 

(1) Assault incidents may range from face-to-face verbal 
threats to an attack with extensive injuries. Approximately 
one-half of all assaults reported to the survey involved 
threats of violence and one-half involved actual attacks. 

(2) Robbery occurs if something is taken and the offender has a 
weapon or there is a threat or attack. 
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(3) 78% of the victims of female offenders were other 
females, while 65% of the victims of male offenders were 
other males (Table 14). In most cases both victims and 
their assailants were under 25 years of age (Tables 15 
and 16); 

(4) 65% of female offenders were known to their victims, 15% 
were related or married to them (Table 17). Male 
offenders were known in only 30% of the viol(!ilt 
incidents; 

(5) Female offenders actually attacked victims in 63% of all 
violent incidents, and male offenders in 44% (Table 18). 
Attacks by females were more likely to result in injury 
to their victims (64%) than attacks by males (48%) (Table 
19) ; 

(6) Weapons were used by 23% of female offenders and 34% of 
males (Table 20). Few females were in possession of a. 
gun; 

(7) 36% of female offenders and 39% of males were under the 
influence of alcohol during the commission of the offence 
(Table 21); 

(8) Violent incidents least likely to be reported to police 

were those involving single female offenders (29%) 

(Table 22). Reporting rates increased to 47% when more 
than one female was involved and 58% when females were 
involved in groups with males; 
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(9) Reasons most commonly given by victims for not reporting 
violent incidents committed by males or females were that 
the incident was "too minor" to report, that the police 

could not do anything about it, and that the .incident, was 
a personal matter and of no concern to the police (Table-
23). Victims of female offenders were more likely than 
victims of male offenders not to report the incident 
because it was a personal matter, or out of a wish to 
protect the offender. 

The descriptions of violent incidents involving women 
differ from violence involving men in many respects. The majoiity 
of the women assaulted or robbed individuals known to them while 
most of the men were involved in encounters with strangers. Women 
were more likely than men to actually assault their victims but not 
as likely to use a weapon. Attacks by wom~n more often resulted in 
injury. 

These apparent difference~ in the violent behaviour of 
males and females may be due to an unmeasurable bias in the 
perception of respondents about what constitutes a criminal act 
worthy of mention to a crime victimization survey. Assaults by 
women could be viewed less seriously than similar acts by men, 
reported less frequently to police, and more quickly forgotten. It 
could be that when females are the aggressors anything less than an 
actual attack is dismissed or forgotten by victims and not deemed 
relevant to a survey about crime. The level of violence in 

incidents involving female offenders may then be over-represented 
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relative to the criminal behaviour of men. Respondents who have 
been primed in the initial stages of the survey to think about 
crime are unlikely to report any acts they do not consider to fit 
the definition of a crime, and the violent behaviour of men and 

. women may be defined quite differently in the minds of individual 
respondents. 
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SECTION III. PROVINCIAL CORRECTIONS INFORMATION 
===-- --

Responsibility for the administration of adult correc-
. tional facilities in Canada is shared between two levels of 

government. Persons serving sentences of two years or more are the 
responsibility of the federal government, while those sentenced to 
less than two years come under the jurisdiction of the province 
(and in Nova Scotia, the municipality) in which they are 
sentenced. The lower age limit for adults is presently 17 in 
Newfo~ndland and British Columbia, 18 in Manitoba and Quebec, and 

16 in all other provinces. The implementation of the Young 
Offenders Act in 1985 will standardize the lower age limit to 18 
across the country. 

The main source of information about fema1es under. 
provincial correctional jurisdiction is the Statistics Canada 

publication, Correctional Service in Canada (Annual Catalogue 
#82-211E). The information is gathered from all provinces and 
territories by way of questionnaires and remitted in aggregate 
form; however, data collection is subject to information systems 
and definitions established locally to serve local needs and even 
basic data elements such as admissions can have a variety of 

meanings. The extent to which provincial correctional facilities 
are used to detain persons remanded to custody or temporary 

detention also varies across systems. Exchange-of-service 
agreements among jurisdictions increase the risk of duplication 

when figures are aggregated at the national level. The current 
extent of duplication has not been fully assessed. 
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Until further refinements are made, this statistical data 
should be viewed as a set of indicators on the state of correctional 
services in the provinces, and should not be taken as a compatible 
set of statistics. Data available for the years 1978/79 to 1980/81 
are presented here for illustrative purpos"es only. Information is 
available from Statistics Canada on caseloads handled and resources 
expended in provincial, territorial and federal sectors on both 
custodial and community supervision, but descriptive data about 
offender and offence characteristics (including sex) are restricted 
to numbers admitted. 

A separate study of the records of individual provinci al 
agencies responsible for the administration of corrections is 
essential for a comprehensive picture of the thousands of women who 
come under provincial jurisdiction each year. In 1980/81, )1,253 

women were admitted on remand or- under sentence to provinci al 
faci"l ities and 9,457 were s~ntenced to a period of probation but 
national demographic data abOut those admitted is scarce. Without 
special inquiries to the provinces we have no measure of the type of 
offence thr.tt lead to incarceration, the length or type of sentence, 
what proporti on are admitted fo'f' default of fine payment, what 
proportion are native,who is being held on remand and why, or any 
regional disparities. Complete provincia~ admissions information 
would also contribute considerably to filling some of the gaps in 
sentencing and diversion data that exist presently. 

Admissions to Institutions 

It appears from the available statistics that admissions 
to provincial institutions increased substantially between 1978/79 

and 1980/81, particularly sentenced admissions (Tables 24 and 25). 
Females account for approximately 6% of sentenced admissions and 9% 
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for admissions on remand over this time period. There were marked 
differences, however, among the provinces in the number of persons 
admitted to provincial institutions and the proportion who were 
female. Females ranged from 9.0% of all sentenced admissionsin 
Manitoba to 2.4% of the total in Prince Edward Island. Admissions 
on remand were 15.2% female in Ontario and 2.0% in the Northwest 
Territories. 

Probation Orders 

The provincial probation data should also be approached 
with a great deal of caution. Data on probation admissions were 
not forthcoming from Manitoba or the Northwest Territories, and the 
independence allowed each individual province in recording 
practices restricts the comparabi~ity of the information (Table 
26). The data show that women comprise a larger percentage of 
persons sentenced to probation than sentenced to either federal or 
provincial institutions. 

Sumnary 

The following must be considered in light of the 
aforementioned cautions: 

(1) on average, female offenders comprise 5.8% of all 
sentenced admissions to provincial institutions and 8.8% 
of all admissions on remand; 

(2) the percentage of females receiving sentences of 
probation in 1981/82 was considerably higher (15.6%) than 
females receiving provincial prison sentences. 
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Other Provincial Information: 

National Survey Concerning Female Inmates in Provinci al and 

Territorial Institutions 

In 1982 the Canadian Association of Elizabeth Fry 
Societies (CAEFS) undertook a survey of women incarcerated in 
provincial and territorial institutions. A questionnaire was sent 
to every province and both territories requesting information from 
each institution which houses women. The findings, in table 
format, include information about age and marital status of female 
offenders, employment status, number of native and non-native 
offenders, most serious offence, length of sentence, number held on 
remand, sentenced, or imprisoned for non-payment of fine, security 
cl ass ifi cati on ,. and instituti on facil ity for fami ly contact and 
visits with children. A description of programs at each 
institution was also requested. 

Every jurisdiction responded to the questionnaire, 
however, a number of limitations in the data were noted by the 
authors. Some provinces provided information through a different 
format than what was requested, impairing the comparability of the 
data and some questions were not answered at all. Some 
jurisdictions provided data only on the main women's facility to 
the exclusion of women serving sentences in other institutions in 
the province. The women in this report are therefore only a sample 
of the female provincial inmate population; how representative they 
are of the total is not clear. Nevertheless, the data contained in 
this report adds significantly to what little is known about the 
provincial female offender, who she is, where she is, and what 
programs and facilities are available to her. 

Inquiries about this report should be directed to the 
Canadian Association of Elizabeth Fry Societies. 
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SECTION IV. FEDERAL CORRECTIONS INfORMATION 

The Correctional Service of Canada (C.S.C.) holds 
responsibility for all persons sentenced to prison terms of two 
years or longer. Whereas there are 40 institutions in Canada of 
differing security levels for men serving federal sentences, the 
Prison for Women is the only institution maintained by C.S.C. for 
female offenders. The inmate population of the Prison for Women 
does not describe the entire population of women under federal 
jurisdiction, however. Between 1973 and 1975 all provinces except 
Ontario and Prince Edward Island formed exchange-of-service 
agreements with the federal government allowing federal inmates to 
be kept in provincial institutions, and provincial inmates to be 
sent to federal institutions. The population of women serving 

J 

federal sentences in the provinces increased gradually and by 1984 
when there were 83 women serving sentences of two years or longer 
outside the Prison for Women (Table 27). 

Through the Offender Information System (O.I.S.), the 
Correctional Service of Canada traces the inmate history of every 
individual from the time of admission into federal jurisdiction to 
warrant expiry date. Thirteen data bases in the O.I.S. contain 237 
data elements including such variables as age and marital status of 
offenders on admission, major offence category, sentence length, 
race, language spoken, type of release and time served upon 
release. 
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The Federal Female Offender 

O.I.S. prepares quarterly reports of the federal inmate 
population on register and will release information on special 
request on annual counts and admissions into federal"responsibi­
lity. Combining the penitentiary population and the population 
housed in the provinces gives a total picture of women sentenced to 
two years or more, and comparing the two groups will help to 
illustrate the differences, if any, between them. 

As Table 27 shows, Quebec women account for most of the 
women serving federal sentences in provincial institutions. In 
1984, 49 of the 83 women held in the provinces were in Quebec, 14 
were in Alberta and 13 were in British Columbia. Twenty-six of the 
29 francophone women serving federal sentences in 1984 were housed 
in provincial institutions (Table 29). 

Tables 28 and 29 also indicate a heavy over-representation 
of natives among federal female offenders. It is estimated that 
natives account for approximately 3% of the total population in 
Canada, but between 1980 and 1983 self-declared "natives" comprised 
from 14 and 23 percent of all admissions (Table 28), and from 14 and 
19 percent of all those on register over the same time period (Table 
29). These figures must be considered to be conservative since 
those who did not choose to identify themselves as native upon 
admission would not be counted in this category. 
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Seriousness of the offence and length of sentence may be 
important considerations in deciding to transfer women to the 
Prison for Women, but they do not appear to be the sole determining 
factors. A number of women convicted of murder and manslaughter 
are admitted to provincial ·institutions each year, and because of 
the lengthy sentences generally given for these offences, the total 
number on register is gradually increasing (Tables 30 and 31). In 
1984, 31 women were incarcerated in the Prison for Women for murder 
and 19 for manslaughter. Approximately half this number (26) were 
serving sentences in provincial institutions for the same 
offences. The number of women admitted to provincial inst.itutions 
between 1980 and 1983 for convictions under the Narcotic Control 
Act (61) far exceeded the number admitted to the Prison for Women 
(22), so that in 1984 there were 16 women serving federal sentences 
for narcotics offences in the provinces and 16 in the Prison for 
Women. 

Consequently, a substantial proportion of the federal 
female inmate population in provincial correctional institutions 
are serving sentences of more than 5 years. In 1984 there were 10 
women serving life sentences in the provinces and 33 in the Prison 
for Women (Tables 32 and 33). The implications for both 
institutional staff and inmates are worthy of consideration. The 
practice of "cascading" inmates for release programming from 
maximum to minimum security institutions applies only to males who 
have the option for transfer to a variety of institutions across 
the country. With only one federal institution in Canada for women 
and a few beds reserved in the provinces, transfer to a preferred 
geographic location is more difficult for women. In addition, 
despite sUbstantial improvements in programming since 1981, women 
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serving lengthy sentences do not have access to the same program 
opportunities as men. While women in the Prison for Women who are 
classified as needing minimum security do have extra program and 
recreational priviledges, they must remain in a maximum security 
facility with all the restrictions thereof. 

Male and Female Inmate Characteristics 

Table 34 gives the male and female inmate population in 
federal penitentiaries on December 31 of each year from 1975 to 
1982 inclusive. In 1976, the number of females at the Prison for 
Women jumped from 145 to 189 and has been declining since then 
largely due to exchange agreements with the provinces. There was a 
decline of 18% in the number of females incarcerated between 1975 
and 1982 and an increase of 24% in the number of males. Females as 
a proportion of the total persons incarcerated peaked in 1976 at 2% 
of the total, and decreased steadily to 1.1% in 1982. 

Tables 35 through 46 outline the activity of male and 
female inmates throughout the federal correctional system from 1975 
to 1982. These figures incorporate persons admitted to both 
federal and provincial correctional institutions, including those 
inmates who have been released on parole and who have a reporting 
relationship with a federal institution. In 1982, for instance, 
there were 110 women admitted under federal jurisdiction to 
correctional institutions and 10 female parolees admitted on a 
reporting basis to federal institutions (usually male). Because 
the same counting procedure applies to male offenders, the 
comparative value of the data has been retained. 
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Table 35 gives the number· of females who received federal 
sentences between 1975 and 1982. The number of admissions over the 
period ranged from a high of 137 in 1976 to a low of 92 in 1981. 
The overall increase in the number of females admitted between 1975 
and 1982 was 25% compared to 31% increase in the number of males. 
Females as a proportion of all admissions averaged 2.4% across the 
eight years. 

Rates of incarceration per 100,000 males and females are 
calculated in Table 36. The rate at which females were given 
federal sentences is a fraction of the rate of male incarceration, 
reaching a high of 1.2 per 100,000 population in 1976 and lows of 
0.8 per 100,000 in 1975 and 1981. Males, on the other hand, 
received federal prison terms at a high of 45.3 per 100,000 in 1982 
and a low of 37.3 in 1975. 

Table 37 shows that female federal inmates are somewhat 
older than their male counterparts on admission. Of all females 
admitted between 1975 and 1982, 12.1% where under 21 years old and 
39.2% were under 25. The figures for males stand at 18.7% and 
45.2% respectively. 

Fifty-five percent of males and 47.5% of fe.males admitted 
with federal sentences between 1975 and 1982 listed their marital 
status as single (Table 38). One-fifth of males were living in 
common-law arrangements upon admission while females were more 
likely to be married (18.3%). 

Table 39 provides data on the major offence categories 
fow which males and females were incarcerated each year. The most 
significant finding appears to be the large proportion of females 
admitted for violations under the Narcotic Control Act (27.6% of 
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females and 8.1% of males), representing the single largest 
proportion of admissions of either males or females between 1975 to 
1982. In relation to the proportion of charges laid by police 
against males (21,2%) and females (12.0%) for violations of the 
Narcotic Control Act, it would appear that when women are charged 
and convicted of drug offences they are proportionately more likely 
to be for the more serious drug offences which warrant federal 
sentences. 

Between 1975 and 1982, 75% of all women admitted with 
federal sentences for narcotics offences were listed as Canadian 
citizens. Six percent were citizens of the United States, 5% were 
from Europe, 4% from Great Britain, 2% from the West Indies, 4% 
from Africa, Asia and South America, and 4% were of unknown 
nationality. 

Higher proportions of females were admitted for murder 
and manslaughter (13.8%) and fraud (8.4%) than males (5.8% and 
4.0%) but comparable proportions were admitted for attempted 
murder, wounding and assault. Males, on the other hand, were 
incarcerated for robbery (23.4%) and break and enter and theft 
(24.4%) at rates proportionately higher than females (13.0% and 
8.4%). 

Table 40 shows a breakdown of the proportion of male and 
female admissions each year resulting from convictions for violent, 

property and narcotics offences. Descriptive analysis is compli­
cated by a change in the method of collection in 1980 which 
excludes parole and mandatory supervision revocation as a major 
offence type. Beginning in 1980, admissions on revocations were 

recorded under the new offence category or the original offence 

type in the event of a technical violation. The increases in the 
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proportion of arrests for violent and property offences between 
1979 and 1980 are probably artificial. Nevertheless, it seems 
certain that narcotics offences account for a considerably larger 
proportion of female admissions than male admissions any time 
between 1975 and 1982, and that the proportion of admissions for 

violent offences in 1982 were comparable for males and females. 

Length of major sentence is shown in Tables 41 and 42. 
When aggregated across·the eight year time period, the average 
sentences female admissions received were slightly longer than 
those given to males. Fifty-eight percent of males given federal 
penitentiary terms between 1975 and 1982 were sentenced to less 
than three years for the major offence in the sentence, compared to 
49.3% of females. Those sentenced to five years or more made up 
19.3% of female admissions and 15.6% of male 'admissions. 

The offences for which female admissions received longer 
sentences than males admissions were attempted murder/wounding/ 
assault, parole violations, convictions under the Narcotic Control 
Act, and the general offence category of other Criminal 
Code/Federal Statute offences (Table 42). Conversely, male 
admissions received longer sentences than females for robbery, 
break and enter, theft, fraud, and mandatory, supervision 
revocations. Murder/manslaughter stands out as one offence 
grouping for which males were given much longer terms of incarce­
ration than females. Almost one-half (47%) of males admitted for 
murder or manslaughter between 1975 and 1982 were serving the 

maximum penalty (life imprisonment) compared to 27% of females 
convicted of the same offences. It has been suggested that the 
level of violence evident in homicides involving male offenders and 
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the tendency for men to be involved in multiple slayings and women 
to be convicted as accessorie~ to murder, contribute to longer 
prison sentences for males offenders. These theories require 
further empirical study into the situational factors surrounding 
homicides by men and women before they can be verified. 

Seventy-three percent of the women who received federal 
penitentiary sentences between 1975 and 1982 had no prior 
committals to federal corrections, compared to 54.1% of the men 
admitted over the same period (Table 43). In addition, even though 
similar proportions of females (10.9%) and males (9.9%) had ten 
charges or more upon admission, females were more likely than males 
to be admitted with a single charge (Table 44). 

Type of Release 

Women released from serving federal sentences stood a 
greater chance of being granted parole (50.6%) than men who were 
more likely to be held until they must, by law, be released under 
mandatory supervision (58.7%) (Table 45). This trend is reflected 
in admissions in Table 39 which shows females re-admitted at a 
higher rate than males for parole revocations and males at a rate 
higher than females for revocations of mandatory supervision. Of 
those women released on full parole between 1975 and 1981, 48.8% 
had served one-third of their sentence, and 31.4% had served 
between 34 and 44 percent (Table 46). 

I 
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Males also show a slightly higher tendency than females 
to serve sentences in their entirety, although the proportion of 
both sexes who do so is low (5.3% of males; 3.3% of females). The 
net effect is that of reducing the disparity in sentence length: 
females are admitted with longer sentences originally, but are more 
often granted early release. Table 47 shows that the difference in 
time served by men and women before release is minimal. This can 
be explained in part by the type of offence for which inmates are 
admitted and the length of sentence imposed by the court. Tables 
39 and 42 indicate that males are incarcerated at a rate higher 
than females for such violent offences as rape and robbery, the 
elements of which may influence the length of sentence and the 
granting of parole. In addition, it should be noted that even 
though a higher proportion of females are admitted to penitentiary 
for murder and manslaughter, males are much more likely to receive 
life sentences with conditions for minimum time served before 
eligibility for parole. 

Sunmary 

The following summarizes some salient points about 
female offenders admitted to correctional institutions with 
federal sentences: 

1. 37% of women serving sentences of two years or more in 
1984 were incarcerated in provincial institutions, over 
half of whom were incarcerated in Quebec; 

2. 23% of women admitted in 1983 were of native origin, and 
in 1984, 18% of those on register were native; 



- 32 -

3. on average, female federal admissions accounted for 2.4% 
of the total admissions between 1975 Bnd 1982; 

4. In 1982, women were incarcerated at a rate of 0.9 per 
100,000 compared to a rate of 45.3 for men admitted to 
federal ~enitentiaries; 

5. 27.1% of female admissions were between 21 and 24 years 
of age, and 26.9% are between 25 and 29; 

6. 47.5% of female admissions were single; 

7. 27.6% of female adm'issions were for Narcotic Control Act 
offences, representing the single largest proportion of 
admissions for either males or females; 

8. the proportion of women incarcerated for murder and 
manslaughter (13.8%) was higher than the proportion of 
men incarcerated for the same offences (5.8%); 

9. 19.3% of the females admitted over the period received 
sentences of five yea~~ or more and a further 31.3% were 
sentenced to three to five years; 

10. forty-two women were given life sentences between 1975 
and 1982 to be served in their entirety at either the 
Prison for Women or a provincial institution; 

11. 73.4% of females and 54.1% of males were first-time 
federal admissions; 
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12. females (41.2%) were more likely than males to be 
admitted for. a single charge; 

13. females al"e more likely to be granted parole (50.6%) than 
men, who are more likely to be released on mandatory 
supervision (58.7%). 

The O.I.S. data base is not without certain 
limitations. The Correctional Service of Canada initially 
developed OIS to provide management information to C.S.C. officials 
and not to provide a data base for research purposes. The 
information is submitted from the admitting institution which may 
cause variations in the coding quality. Systems such as O.I.S. 
which are constantly being updated are problematic in terms of 
comparability of data acquired at different points in time. 

Nevertheless, the O.I.S. does provide the best available data on 
federal offenders and allows the development of preliminary 

descriptive information with a reasonable degree of confidence. 
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SECTION V. IMPLICATIONS 

The intent of this report;Mas been to derive a statis­
tical profile of women who come into conflict with the law as far 
as is possible through the use of official crime data, and to 
identify some of the gaps and limitations to the available 
information. It seems that at the present time, the gaps in what 
is known about female offenders are vast. We know that 
approximately 60,000 women are charged by police with Criminal Code 
offences annually, and we know that approximately 100 women are 
incarcerated in the Prison for Women with an additional 80 serving 
federal sentences in provincial institutions. We have fairly 
reliable demogra~lic data on this small select group of women 
serving sentences of two years or more. Further, we have included 
annual estimates of the number of women admitted to provincial 
institutions under sentence and on remand and the number sentenced 
to a period of probation. National dalta about women at the level 
of the courts, those remanded and those sentenced to provincial 
terms of incarceration, and those diverted from official processing 
at all levels are presently lacking. 

The traditional lack of interest in women as an offender 
group is an area worthy of consideration ~nd study in its own 
right. A frequently quoted explanation is that the relatively 

sma 11 number of women who come into conn i ct with the 1 aw prec 1 udes 
worthwhile study. Women make up about 12,% of persons charged by 
police annually, 6% of persons sentenced to ~rovincial 
institutions, and 2% of persons who receive f\:deral penitentiary 
sentences each year. These figures have bl,:enused to justify the 
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almost' singular focus on the male offender, and the automatic 
application of knowledge about male criminality to females. The 
correctional treatment of women as though their needs were 
identical to the needs of men is only one inevitable consequence of 
this bi as. 

Another possible explanation involves the perceived 
nature of female criminality: it seems not to have attracted the 
concerned attention of correctional administrators or policy 
makers. Women who come into conflict with the law are rarely 
participants in the type of violence that attracts public notice 
and condemnation, or pressure for punitive sanctions. The small 
numbers of women who are charged with crimes of violence are often 
regarded as deviant women rejecting their IIfeminine" role, a 
position that suggests that criminal activity is a male prerogative 
and should be approached as essentially a male phenomenon. 
Nov-violent crimes such as theft and fraud which make up the bulk 
of all charges against women and those for which women account for 
the majority, such as prostitution, tend to be assigned low status 
when research needs are priorized. 

With the assistance and encouragement of grass-roots 
level organizations, an awareness of women as a unique offender 
group with special needs and problems is slowly expanding. Women 
in conflict with the law will benefit from this new awareness 
through systematic changes in criminal justice research and 
administration,long-range re-priorization of research and program 
resources, and eventually in filling some of the existing gaps in 
the present state of the art. 
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TABLE 2 

FEMALES CHARGED WITH SELECTED OFFENCES, 1915-1981 

TOTAL 1975-81 1975-1981 
OFFENCE CATEGORIES 197 5 1 9 7 6 1 9 7 7 1 978 1 979 1 980 198 1 NUMBER PERCENT PERCENT CHANGE 

MURDER/MANSLAUGHTER 71 72 66 74 64 57 80 484 0.2 +13 

ATTEMPTED MURDER/WOUNDING 240 216 :~53 257 347 303 345 1,961 0.7 +42 , 

RAPE/OTHER SEXUAL OFFENCES 44 37 35 26 61 65 61 329 0.1 +39 I 

ASSAULT 2,702 3,001 3,147 3,325 3,519 3,955 4~ 107 23,756 8.3 +52 I 

I 

ROBBERY 398 409 401 '422 429 538 524 3,121 1.1 +32 

BREAK & ENTER 1,098 1,305 1,397 1,525 1,665 2,031 2,072 11,093 3.9 +89 

THEFT 18,373 20,826 19,747 23,389 25,588 26,772 28,736 163,431 57.4 +56 

FRAUD 3,954 4,727 5,481 6,3~0 6,632 7,426 8,101 42,671 15.0 +105 

NARCOTIC CONTROL ACT 3,829 4,939 5,095 4,783 4,708 5,449 5,259 34.062 12.0 +37 

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 458 466 570 531 610 681 659 3,975 1.4 +44 

TOTAL FEMALES CHARGED 31,161 35.998 36.192 40.682 43,623 47.277 49,944 284.883 100.0 +60 

ALL PERSONS CHARGED 21~.572 234,706 239,183 246,313 258,869 288.728 304,429 1,783,800 

PERCENT FEMALE 14.7 15.3 15.1 16.5 I 16.9 16.4 16.4 16.0 
.. -

Source: Statistics Canada, Crime and Traffic Enforcement Statistics, Annual Cataloque #85-205. 
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TABLE 3 

MALES CHARGED WITH SELECTED OFFENCES," 1975-1981 

TOTAL 1975-81 1975-1981 
OFFENCE CATEGORIES 1 9 7 5 1 9 7 6 1 977 1 9 7 8 1 979 1 9 8 0 1 9 8 1 NUMBER PERCENT PERCENT CHANGE 

MURDER/MANSLAUGHTER 450 459 492 513 483 426 458 3.281 0.2 +2 

ATTEMPTED MURDER/WOUNDING 1,220 1,281 1,328 1,403 1,447 1,536 1,855 10,070 0.7 +52 

RAPE/OTHER SEXUAL OFFENCES 3.467 3,469 3,606 3,958 4,110 4,146 4,361 27,117 1.8 +26 

ASSAULT 28,778 30,028 30,686 31,828 33,134 34,899 35,268 224,621 15.0 +23 

ROBBERY 5,549 5,402 5.6~4 5,800 5,524 6,837 6,748 41,524 2.8 +22 

BREAK & ENTER 30,381 32,796 33,638 35,993 37,145 44,557 47,206 261,716 17.5 +55 

THEFT 45,848 49,525 48,946 52,147 56,170 63,449 70,499 386,584 25.8 +54 

FRAUD 16,788 18,573 19,170 20,752 20,872 23,255 25,471 144,881 9.7 +52 

NARCOTIC CONTROL ACT 36,512 45,862 48,043 41,877 44,539 50,141 50,620 317,594 21.2 +39 

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 11,412 11,313 11,418 11,360 11,822 12,205 11,999 81,529 5.4 +5 

TOTAL MALES CHARGED 180,405 198,708 202,991 205.631 215,246 241,451 254,485 1,498.917 100.0 +41 

ALL PERSONS CHARGED 211,572 234,706 239,183 246,313 258.869 288,728 304,429 1,783,800 

PERCENT MALE 85.3 84.7 84.9 83.5 83.1 83.6 83.6 84.0 
- -

, 
Source: Statistics Canada, Crime and Traffic Enforcement Statistics, Annual Catalogue H85-205. 
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8reek & Enter 268.5 9.6 286.4 11.3 290.} 11.9 307.7 12.9 314.7 13.9 3n.} 16.8 391.2 16.9 I 

Iheft 405.2 161.4 4}2.6 180.4 422.4 168.8 445.8 197.6 475.9 213.9 531.5 220.9 584.2 234.1 i 
I 

fraud 148.4 34.7 162.2 41.0 165.4 46.8 177.4 53.6 176.8 55.4 194.8 61.3 211.1 66.0 

Narcotic Control Act • 322.7 33.6 400.6 42.8 414.6 43.5 }58.0 40.4 377.3 J9.4 420.0 45.0 419.5 42.8 

Hotor Vehicle Theft 100.9 4.0 98.8 4.0 98.5 4.9 97.1 4.5 100.2 5.1 102.2 5.6 99.4 5.4 I 

TOTAl 1,594.6 273.8 l,n5.5 '".9 1,751.6 309.3 1,757.9 343.7 l,a23.5 36/1.6 2,022.7 390.0 2,108.8 406.91 
- -- -

Source: Sletistics Canada, Crime and TraFfic EnForcement Statistics, Annual Catalogue 185-205. 



YEAR 

• 
1975 

Percen.t 

1976 
Percent 

1977 
Percent 

1978 
Percent 

1979 
Percent 

1980 
Percent 

1981 
Percent 

PERCENT 
INCREASE 
1975 TO 
1981 

_ .. _- -------

TABLE 5 

MALES AND FEMALES CHARGED WITH VIOLENT, PROPERTY AND NARCOTICS OFFENCES 
1975 TO 1981 

MALES FEMALES 

VIOLENT(l) PROPERTy(2) NARCOTICS TOTAL VIOLENT( 1) PROPERTy(2) NARCOTICS 

39,464 104,429 36,512 180,405 3,455 23,883 3,829 
21. 9 57.9 20.2 100.0 11.1 76.6 12.3 

40,639 112,207 45,862 198,708 3,735 27,324 4,939 
20.5 56.5 23.1 100.0 10.4 75.9 13.7 

41,776 113,172 48,043 202,991 3,902 27,195 5,095 
20.6 55.8 23.7 100.0 10.8 75.1 14.1 

43,502 120,252 41,877 205,631 4,104 31,795 4,783 
21.2 58.5 20.4 100.0 10.1 78.1 11. 7 

44,698 126,009 44,539 215,246 4,420 34,495 4,708 
20.8 58.5 20.7 100.0 10.1 79.1 10.8 

47,844 143,466 50,141 241,451 4,918 36,910 5,449 
19.8 59.4 20.8 100.0 10.4 78.1 11.5 

48,690 155,175 50,620 254,485 5,117 39,568 5,259 
19.1 61.0 19.9 100.0 10.2 79.2 10.5 

+23% +49% +39% +41% +48% +66% +37% 

TOTAL 

31,167 
100.0 

35,998 
100.0 

36,192 
100.0 

40,682 
100.0 

43,623 
100.0 

47,277 
100.0 

49,944 
100.0 

+60% 

(1) Violent offences include murder, manslaughter, attempted murder, wounding, rape, other sexual offences, 
assault and robbery. 

(2) Property offences include break and enter, theft over $200, theft under $200, fraud, and motor vehicle 
theft. 

Source: Statistics Canada, Crime and Traffic Enforcement Statistics, Annual 
Catalogue #85-205. 



TABLE 6 

FEMALES··AS A PROPORTION OF PERSONS CHARGED 
WITH VIOLENT, PROPERTY AND NARCOTICS OFFENCES 

1975 TO 1981 

YEAR VIOLENT(l) PROPERTy(2) NARCOTICS TOTAL 

1975 8.1 18.6 9.5 14.7 

1976 8.4 19.6 9.7 15.3 

1977 8.5 19.4 9.6 15.1 

1978 8.6 20.9 10.2 16.5 

1979 9.0 21.5 9.6 16.9 

1980 9.3 20.5 9.8 16.4 

1981 9.5 20.3 9.4 16.4 

AVERAGE 8.8 20.1 9.7 16.0 

(1) Violent offences include murder, manslaughter, attempted murder, 
wounding, rape, other sexual offences, assault and robbery. 

(2) Property offences include break and enter, theft over $200, theft 
under $200, fraud, and motor vehicle theft. 

Source: Statistics Canada, Crime and Traffic Enforcement Statistics, 
Annual Catalogue #85-205. 



TABLE 7 

CHARGING RATES FOR VIOLENT, PROPERTY AND NARCOTICS OFFENCES, 
1975 TO 1981 

Rates per 100,000 Male and Female Population 

MALES FEMALES 
YEAR 

VIOLENT1 PROPERTY2 NARCOTICS VIOLENT1 PROPERTY2 

1975 348.8 923.0 322.7 30.4 209.8 

1976 354.1 980.0 400.6 32.4 236.7 

1977 360.5 976.6 414.6 33.3 232.4 

1978 371. 9 1,028.0 358.0 34.7 268.6 

1979 378.7 1,067.5 377 .3 36.9 288.3 

1980 400.8 1,201. 9 420.0 40.6 304.5 

1981 403.5 1,285.9 419.5 41. 7 322.4 

NARCOTICS 

33.6 

42.8 

43.5 

40.4 

39.4 

45.0 

42.8 

1 Violent offences include murder, manslaughter, attempted murder, wounding, 
rape, other sexual offences, assault and robbery. 

2 Property offences include break and enter, theft over $200, theft under 
$200, fraud, motor vehicle theft. 

Source: Statistics Canada, Crime and Traffic Enforcement Statistics, Annual 
Catalogue #85-205. 

.. 
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TAiIE II 
PlRSCIIS awuu IIIIK SELECTED IUfflC 1!"f[IIt(S, U1S-1981 

1 9 1 5 1 q 1 6 1 9 7 7 I 9 7 8 1 9 7 9 1 980 

H r " f H f " f " r " f 
I 

CRIHlftAl CODE 
Criminal HeqUq!f1ce - c,us'nq death 221 1 IQl 12 211 26 191 • 2 261 8 296 16 

CrIP,lnal HeollQ,ncl - Clu,ln. bodily hi .. 108 5 109 • 141 5 111 3 141 5 168 4 

Criminal Heqllqence - operat Inq I IIOtor 'IImltle 640 I!) 618 In 611 26 621 20 816 36 854 21 

F.II 10 Slop or R .... ln( 11 IO,4A4 AAI 9,9011 885 10,098 I ,Oil 9,624 1,031 9,585 9'4 9,614 1,091 

Dano.rou, Orlvln.(2) 5,12J 171 5,515 JlI 6,I1l 185 5,354 151 6,464 115 6,512 1M, 

faJ' or refuse to provide bre.ath ,_pie II,AII 164 II,~OO 441 12,159 528 11,528 5911 It ,811 609 11,275 641 

Orlvln. o.!ofle Impalr.d 126,012 4.1ft4 125,665 5,lll 129,7/0 6,361 130,693 6,921 1l5,l96 7,444 Ill,I26 8,450 

Orlvlno "nil, dlsquillfl,rl - licence ,u,pend.~(3) 21l,9RI 109 23,611 un 24,653 491 2J,251 525 21,351 123 26,019 168 

SU8-TOf~l 116,057 6,49l 111 •• 11 l,lI4 IRl,AA2 8,641 IRI,319 9,251 191,'lIll 9,944 191,924 11,192 

PROVIHCI~l STATUTE 
fall to Slop or Renollu/II 9.303 010 _.Ill I.OS6 11,504 1.128 lI.alR 1,450 1l.669 1,653 1l.161 1.909 

Oanqerous fir Ivlnq or without due cue-e Z, 41,456 '.6Sl 4R.R711 4.9B l6.IRR l.Anl 35.115 J.n6' 46.940 5,592 45.857 S,~S2 

Orl.lnq ""110 dlsqu.II(1o~ - licence ,u,p.nde~(') 2,2ijS .3 1,070 67 4,778 95 2,6~1 13 2,620 69 2,7RO 84 

TOT~l m,096 ~-----lZ,I21 izi9;i!41i lim 235.802 1l,9lI 2l1,039 14.6]8 255,132 17,258 254,322 1',031 

PfRCEHT IE TOT~ ----1------ --- ;--
95.1 4.9 94.7 5.l 94.4 5.6 94.0 &.0 93.1 '.l 93.0 7.0 

--'---- '-----.'--_._- ---- .. - ------- ---- '------ -- --'-- '---

When "fall to Stop or RemafnD Is ch''''Jp.d unl1er the r.rt",ln,,1 r.1tI1~ inl""r m·t~1 'If' VII'Vr..'. (I, 
(2) OanqerouS Orlvlnq Is ch.rqp.d under lh~ CrI",ln4' r.odn fnr '1&011' lO"rlIIW. j,r~"-ol'" il1n... n.IUr)'lnu,1O .JdviOiI OJ" ,ldvJOr) wlthnut rtuP. care "''''''1' 

(31 

14) 

Provlndal Statutes Is charqed for len 5p.rJnu~ 'nf,."r:t illll~. 
The 'lJrqe Itp.cre.se recQrderJ In this ""p.ncp. helw~"n ,LIlli. ill·1 IQ!II 101.1 .. I',f> ...... 1"1 ." '.f"I·I~lnn II\' ItJr> S'lflf'e''Ir r.Ot ... t nl Co1"""o1 on fphrllt'll.t 
1981 that dechred this oHence (Section ZRfJ{J) of lhp Cdlftillc11 fll"'~} lin' tIIl\l 11111 i.Ift.II. 
'he hrqe increase repnrted In this offencp. hplw(>pf) lqllO "II" Iq!ll W.I<; I'll' "'"I,ft fl' 1'''' ',up"""" r.lI,,·1 of r"'MI'''' .fo,.larlnq S,'fllnn ?11l PI of the 
Crlalna. Code unconstltution.l. 

SouRet: SUllsllcs Canada, Crime Ind Tr."'c Enforcement Statistic'S, Ann,,'" Co)tatofllJ.;t '05·2115 

I ~ 8 I 1975-1981 rof~lS 

H F " r PERCENT f 
~ .... 
711~ 9 1,615 8D 4.6 

169 16 959 42 4.2 

982 35 S,JZ2 112 3.1 

9,180 959 68.485 6,818 9.1 

6,541 216 42,288 1,180 2.7 

H,Rn 122 82,222 3,901 4.1 

40.~40 9,254 924,962 4&,559 5.0 

S.ZIO 559 151.148 1.819 2.5 

14,444 11,170 I,Z17,061 64.511 4.8 

.'5,528 1,920 95,366 10,254 9.7 

46,Ifl4 6,213 307 ,I~R 34,968 \0.2 

16,5J5 492 34.1l5 918 2.6 

'6_~~2~1 ~~1~~~~::~JO 110.111 i.1 

97.8 7.2 
••••••• o. 

2, 

0lSTAI8UTI0II 

" f 

0.09 0.07 

0.05 0.03 

0.3 0.1 

3.9 6.1 

2.4 1.0 

4.7 3.5 

53.9 U.8 

B.8 3.4 

74.5 58.3 

•• 5 9.2 

17.9 31.5 

1.9 0.8 

180.0 100.0 

- 'I 
I 
I 



fAIllE 9 
RATES rill PERSONS OIARCED IIIfH 5El.ECIID TRArnC ~rEro::S, 1915-1981 

191 5 1 976 1 977 1 9 7 8 1 9 7 9 198 0 1 9 8 I 

Ratee per 100,000 Hale and female Population 
H r H r H r H r H r H r H r 

CRIHINAl CODE 
Criminal Negligonce - causing death 2.0 0.1 1.7 0.1 1.'1 0.2 1.6 - 2.3 0.1 2.5 0.1 2.4 0.1 

Criminal Negligence - cauaing bodily harm 1.0 - 1.0 - 1.2 - 1.0 - 1.2 - 1.4 - 1.4 0.1 

Criminal N~gligence - operating e motor vehicle 5.7 0.1 5.9 0.2 5.B 0.2 5.' 0.2 7.4 0.3 7.2 0.2 B.l 0.3 

f ail to Stap or Remain( 1 ) 92.7 7.8 86.5 7.7 87.1 B.7 B2.3 8.7 Bl.2 7.'1 BO.5 '1.1 76.1 7.8 

Dangerous Drlving(2) 50.6 1.1 4B.2 1.2 5'.3 1.6 45.B 1.3 54.8 1.5 54.6 1.6 54.' I.B 

fail or refuas to provide breath esmple 104.4 3.2 10'.1 3.9 104.9 4.5 98.6 5.0 100.1 5.1 94.5 5.3 98.0 5.9 

Driving while iflllBlred 1114.3 42.0 1097.6 46.2 1119.8 54.4 1117.J 58.5 1147.1 62.2 1148.8 69.7 1162.1 75.4 

Driving while disqualified - licence euapended(') 185.4 2.7 206.' 3.8 212.7 4.2 198.8 4.4 2J1.8 6.0 218.5 6.' 43.2 4.6 
SUB-IOTAL 1556.1 57.0 1550.1 6'.0 158S.7 ".9 1550.6 78.2 1625.8 8J.1 1607.8 n.J '"5.6 95.9 

PROYlttciAl STATUTE 
fail to Stop or Remain(1) 83.2 B.2 84.9 9.1 .99.3 11.3 101.5 12.' 115.8 n.8 115.3 15.7 211.5 15.61 

Dangerol!a driving or without due csre(2) 419.5 40.9 426.5 42.7 "2.3 ".0 300.2 32.6 397.7 46.7 3B4.2 4B.3 387.7 50.61 

Driving while disqualified - licence sl!9pended(4) 20.2 0.4 26.4 0.5 %.5 . 0.8 22.8 0.6 22.2 0.6 23.3 0.7 137.0 4.01 

TOTAL 2078.0 106.5 2087.8 115 •• 2034.7 119.0 1975. I 12J.7 1.161 •• lU.2 2130.6 157.1 2181.8 166.2 
--------- --- --- --- - ---- - ----- -- -- -_. 

(1) IIhen "fail to Stop or Remain" 19 charged under the Criminal Cod" .• intent ust be proved. 
(2) DengerOlJa Driving is charged under the Criminal Code for more seriou9 infraction9. Oangerous driving 'or driving without due care under Provincial Statutes is 

charged for 10s9 serioua infractions. 
(3) The large decreaae recorded in this offence between 1900 and 1981 wea lhe result of H decision by the Supreme Court of Canoda on rebruary '. 1981 that declared 

offence (Section 238(3) of the Criminal Code) unconstitutional. 
(4) lhe large increase reported in this offence between 1980 and 1981 was the result of the Supreme Court of CanAda declaring Section 2lR(J) of the Criminal Code 

unconatitutional. 

Source: Statistic8 Csnada, Crime and Irarric Enforcement Statistics. Annual Catalogue 185-205 

i 



TABLE 10 

HUMBER OF PERSONS CHARGED NITH PROSTITUTION-RELATE~ OFFENCES, 1975 TO 1981 

1 9 7 5 1 9 7 6 1 9 7 7 1 978 1 979 1 980 

r~ F M F M F M F M F M F 

Bawdy House( 1) 378 620 544 543 526 639 265 478 209 428 247 421 

Procuring(2) 62 33 54 17 52 15 56 21 57 20 60 18 

So licit 1ng 256 1,719 303 1,478 380 1,273 644 368 125 473 262 521 

TOTALS 696 2.372 901 2,038 958 1,927 965 867 391 921 569 960 
-.~--.-

(1) Includes keeping. being an Inmate of, found In, allowing a place to be used for a common bawdy house. 
(2) Includes obtaining women for the purpose of prostitution. living off the avails of prostitution. 

SOURCE: Statistics Canada, Crime and Traffic Enforcement Statistics, Annual Catalogue #85-209 

1975-1981 
198 1 PERCENT CHANGE 

M F M F 

681 471 +80.2 -24.0 

32 _ 3 -48.4 -90.9 

270 377 +5.5 -78.1 I 

983 851 +41.2 . -64.1 I 
'----------~ 



TABLE 11 

HOMICIDE(!) SUSPECTS AND SUSPECT-VICTIM RELATIONSHIP, 1977-1981 

1 9 7 7 1 978 1 979 1 930 198 1 1977-1981 TOTALS 

M F M F M F M F M F M % F % 

Domestic 150 56 158 61 161 47 130 32 133 48 732 27.2 244 59.4 

Social or Business 257 11 288 16 226 22 173 17 209 29 1,153 42.8 95 23.1 

No Known Relationship 70 9 56 1 47 1 73 5 41 9 287 10.6 25 6.1 

During Commission of 
Another Offence 109 8 96 16 103 8 89 5 126 10 523 19.4 47 11.4· 

TOTALS 586 84 598 94 537 78 465 59 509 96 2,695 100.0 411 100.0 
~- - --- -- -~- ----- -~ ---- - -~ - -- --

(I) Includes murder, manslaughter and Infanticide 

SOURCE: Statistics Canada, Homicide Statistics, Annual Catalogue, 685-209. 
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TABLE 12 

HETHOD Of COMMITTING HOHICIDE(I) OFFENCES, 1977 TO 1981 

1 9 7 7 1 978 1 979 1 980 198 1 1977-19B1 TOTALS 

M F M F M F M F M F M % F % 

Shooting 221 14 227 IB 168 17 164 10 156 17 936 34.7 76 18.4 

Stabbing 137 2B 114 39 124 31 126 20 140 39 641 23.7 157 3B.l I 

Beat Ing 142 16 166 12 156 10 lIB 15 135 15 717 26.6 68 16.5 I 
I 

Strangl fng 40 6 53 10 33 2 21 3 41 10 188 6.9 31 7.5 i 

Suff.ocation B B 9 6 7 6 10 2 7 1 41 1.5 23 5.5 

Drowning 10 2 7 1 7 6 3 3 6 2 33 1.2 14 3.4 

Arson 8 1 1 - 6 1 5 - 4 2 24 O.B 4 0.9 

Other/Unknown 20 9 21 B 36 5 IB 6 20 10 115 4.2 38 9.2 

TOTALS 586 84 598 94 537 78 465 59 509 96 2.695 100.0 411 100.0 
- --- ----

(I) Includes murder, manslaughter and infanticide 

SOURCE: Statistics Canada, Homicide Statistics, Annual Catalogue #85-209 
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TABLE 13 

TYPE OF VIOLENT OFFENCE AND SEX OF OFFENDER(S) 

ROBBERY 
SEX OF OFFENDER(S) 

ESTIMATED! 
t INCIDENT$ I PERCENT 

Females Alone or with 
Other Femal es . 1,300 3 

Males Alone or with 
Other Mal es 44,300 93 

J 

Femal es and Mal es 
together in Groups 2,200 5 

TOTAL 47,800 100 

Figures may not add to 100 due to rounding. 

Source: Ministry of the Solicitor General, 
Canadian Urban Victimization Survey, 1982. 

ASSAULT 

ESTIMATED 
INCIDENTS PERCENT 

14,400 5 

249,000 91 

10,000 4 

273,400 100 
--- ----- -----

ROBBERY AND ASSAULT 
COMBINED 

! 

ESTIMATED 
INCIDENTS PERCENT 

I 

15,700 5 ! 
I 

I 

293,300 91 

12,200 4 

321,200 100 
----

-'I 



TABLE 14 

SEX OF VIOLENT OFFENDER(S) AND SEX OF VICTIM 
(ROBBERY AND ASSAULT COMBINED) 

OFFENDER(S) 

VICTIM FEMALES ALONE OR MALES ALONE OR 
WITH OTHER FEMALES WITH OTHER MALES 

PERCENT PERCENT 

Femal e 78 35 

Mal e 22 65 

TOTAL 100 100 

Source: Ministry of the Solicitor General, 
Canadian Urban Victimization Survey, 1982. 

FEMALES AND MALES 
TOGETHER IN GROUPS 

PERCENT 

28 

72 

100 

.. 



TABLE 15 

AGE OF VICTIM AND SEX OF VIOLENT OFFENDER(S) 
(ROBBERY AND ASSAULT COMBINED) 

OFFENDER(S) 

AGE OF FEMALES ALONE OR MALES ALONE OR FEMALES AND MALES 
VICTIM WITH OTHER FEMALES WITH OTHER MALES TOGETHER IN GROUPS 

PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT 

16 to 24 61 52 43 

25 to 39 32 35 33 

40 to 64 4* 11 19 

65 and over ** 1 ** 

TOTAL 100 100 100 

Figures may not add to 100 due to rounding. 

* The actual count was low (11 to 20), therefore caution should be 
exercised when interpreting this rate. 

** The actual count was too low to make statistically reliable 
population estimates. 

Source: Ministry of the Solicitor General, 
Canadian Urban Victimization Survey, 1982. 



AGE 

17 and under 

18 to 24 

25 to 39 

40 and over 

TOTAL 

TABLE 16 

AGE AND SEX OF VIOLENT OFFENDER(S) 
(ROBBERY AND ASSAULT COMBINED) 

========================== 

SEX OF OFFENDER(S) 

FEMALES ALONE OR MALES ALONE OR 
WITH OTHER FEMALES WITH OTHER MALES 

PERCENT PERCENT 

10 10 

41 42 

34 37 

15 10 

100 100 

Fi gures may not add to 100 due to roundi ng. 

Source: Ministry of the Solicitor General, 
Canadian Urban Victimization Survey, 1982. 

FEMALES AND MALES 
TOGETHER IN GROUPS 

PERCENT 

20 

40 

28 

13 

100 



TABLE 17 

VICTIM-OFFENDER RELATIONSHIP AND SEX OF VIOLENT OFFENDER(S} 
(ROBBERY AND ASSAULT COMBINED) 

OFFENDER(S) 

FEMALES ALONE OR MALES ALONE OR FEMALES AND MALES 
RELATIONSHIP WITH OTHER FEMALES WITH OTHER MALES TOGETHER IN GROUPS 

PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT 

Stranger 35 69 66 

Acquai ntance 50 25 34 

Rel ative 15 5 ** 
TOTAL 100 100 100 

Figures m~y not add to 100 due to rour.ding. 

* The actual count was low (11 to 20), therefore caution should be 
exercised when interpreting this rate. 

** The actual count was too low to make statistically reliable 
popu 1 at i on est imates. 

Source: Ministry of the Solicitor General, 
Canadian Urban Victimization Survey, 1982. 



TABLE 18 
SEX OF OFFENDER(S) AND CHARACTERISTICS OF VIOLENT OFFENCES 

OFFENDER(S) 

FEMALES ALONE OR MALES ALONE OR FEMALES AND MALES ALL VIOLENT 
OFFENCE WITH OTHER FEMALES WITH OTHER MALES TOGETHER IN GROUPS INCIDENTS 

PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT 

ROBBERY 5%* 7% 14 7 

Weapon Present ** 3 ** 

No Weapon 5* 4 8* 

ATTEMPTED ROBBERY 3* 8 4* 8 

Weapon Present ** 4 ** 

No W.eapon ** 4· ** 

ASSAULT 63 44 36 45 

Weapon Present 13 11 17 

No ~Jeapon 50 33 19 

THREAT OF ASSAULT 29 41 46 40 

Weapon Present 8 16 21 

No Weapon 21 24 25 

TOTAL 100 100 100 100 100 100 
-----

Figures may not add to 100 due to rounding. 
* The actual count was low (11 to 20), therefore caution should be exercised when 

interpreting this rate. 
** The actual count was too low to make statistically reliable population estimates 

Source: Ministry of the Solicitor General, Canadian Urban Victimization Survey, 1982. 

------ -



TABLE 19 

PROPORTION OF ATTACKED VICTIMS WHO WERE INJURED, AND SEX OF OFFENDER(S} 
(ROBBERY AND ASSAULT COMBINED) 

OFFENDER(S) 

VICTIMS FEMALES ALONE OR MALES ALONE OR FEMALES AND MALES 
WITH OTHER FEMALES WITH OTHER MALES TOGETHER IN GROUPS 

PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT 

Injured 64 48 59 

Not injured 36 52 41 

TOTAL 100 100 100 
-~~-------- ------- ----- -~~ 

Source: Ministry of the Solicitor General, 
Canadian Urban Victimization Survey, 1982. 

ALL VIOLENT 
INC IDENTS 

PERCENT 

49 

51 

100 
I 



WEAPON 
USE 

WEAPONS 

No 

Yes 

Don't know 

TOTAL 

TYPE OF WEAPON 

Gun 

Knife 

Bottle 

Blunt Instrument 

Other 

Don't know 

TOTAL 

TABLE 20 
USE OF WEAPONS BY VIOLENT OFFENDER(S) 

(ROBBERY AND ASSAULT COMBINED) 

OFFENDER(S) 

FEMALES ALONE OR MALES ALONE OR FEMALES AND MALES 
WITH OTHER FEMALES WITH OTHER MALES TOGETHER IN GROUPS 

PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT 

76 61 46 
.: 

23 34 46 

1 4 8 

100 100 100 

** 14 ** 

14* 25 ** 

17* 13 22* 

** 18 30 

48 24 31 

** 6 ** 

100 100 100 
----~L.._ --------

Fiqures many not add to 100 due to rounding. 

ALL VIOLENT 
INCIDENTS 

PERCENT 

61 

34 

4 

100 

13 

24 

14 

18 

26 

6 

100 

* The actual count was low (11 to 20), therefore caution should be exercised when 
interpreting this rate. 

** The actual count was too low to make statistically reliable population estimates. 

Source: Ministry of the Solicitor General, 
Canadian Urban Victimization Survey, 1982. 



TABLE 21 

PROPORTION OF VIOLENT OFFENDERS BELIEVED TO BE UNDER THE INFLUENCE 
OF ALCOHOL OR DRUGS AND SEX OF OFFENDER(S) 

(ROBBERY AND ASSAULT COMBINED) 

SEX OF OFFENDER(S) 
-ALCOHOL/ FEMALES ALONE OR MALES ALONE OR FEMALES AND MALES ALL VIOLENT 

DRUG USE WITH OTHER FEMALES WITH OTHER MALES TOGETHER IN GROUPS INCIDENTS 

PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT 

Don't Know 7 14 , 11 14 

No 46 34 26 34 

Alcohol 36 39 48 40 

Drugs 8* 9 11* 9 

Don't know 
which ** 4 ** 4 

TOTAL 100 100 100 100 
~- -----~-------

Figures may not add to 100 due to rounding. 

* The actual count was low (11 to 20), therefore caution should be exercised when 
interpreting this rate. 

** The actual count was too low tU,make statistically reliable population estimates. 

Source: Ministry of the Solicitor General, 
Canadian Urban Victimization Survey,. 1982. 



TABLE 22 

PROPORTION OF PERSONAL VIOLENT OFFENCES REPORTED TO POLICE 
ANO' NUMBER AND SEX OF OFFENOER(S) 

(ROBBERY AND ASSAULT COMBINED) 

SEX OF OFFENDERS 

NUMBER OF FEMALES ALONE OR MALES ALONE OR WITH 
OFFENDERS WITH OTHER FEMALES OTHER MALES 

PERCENT PERCENT 

Single 29 33 

Multiple 47 41 

All 31 35 

Source: Ministry of the Solicitor General, 
Canadian Urban Victimization Survey, 1982. 

FEMALES AND MALES 
TOGETHER IN GROUPS 

PERCENT 

58 



TABLE 23 

REASONS GIVEN FOR NOT REPORTING PERSONAL VIOLENT OFFENCES 
AND SEX OF OFFENDER(S) 

SEX OF OFFENDERS 

REASONS FOR FEMALES ALONE OR MALES ALONE OR WITH FEMALES AND MALES 
NOT REPORTING WITH OTHER FEMALES OTHER MALES TOGETHER IN GROUPS 

PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT 

Incident too minor 
or not important 
enough 57 62 71 

Police couldn't do 
anything about it 48 51 59 

Offence was a 
personal matter 39 28 15* 

Wi sh to protect 
offender 26 15 ** 

Nothing was taken 25 30 39 

* The actual count was low (11 to 20), therefore caution should be exercised 
when interpreting this rate. 

** The actual count was too low to make statistically reliable population 
estimates. 

Percentages do not add to 100 as respondents were permitted to give multiple 
reasons for not reporting. 

Source: Ministry of the Solicitor General, 
Canadian Urban Victimization Survey, 1982. 



TABLE 24 
SENTENCED ADMISSIONS TO PROVINCIAL INSTITUTIONS AND 

FEMALES AS A PROPORTION OF ALL AOH!SSIONS(I) 

1978/79 1979/80 1980/81 TOTALS 

M F M F M F TOTAL MALES 

Newfoundland 1,518 63 1,487 57 1,559 65 4,749 4,564 

Prince Edward Island(2) 824 15 883 18 847 29 2,616 2,554 

Nova Scotia(2) 2,733 130 2,828 106 2,569 135 8,501 8,130 

New Brunswick(2)(3) 3,089 133 3,603 155 3,695 136 10,811 10,387 

Quebec(3) 13,807 785 14,321 834 15,336 967 46,050 43,464 

Ontario(4) 47,857 2,732 49,359 2,718 54,797 4,015 161,478 152,013 

Manitoba(2) - - - - 3,545 353 3,898 3,545 

Saskatchewan(4) 6,004 473 5,981 484 . 6,421 509 19,872 18,406 

Alberta(4) - - 10,084 612 12,395 790 23,881 22,479 

British Columbia 5,282 422 5,329 237 6,268 33B 17,926 16,B79 

Yukon Territories 370 16 335 34 407 39 1,201 1,112 

Northwest Territories 620 52 567 39 654 40 1,972 1,841 

TOTAL 82,104 4,821 94,777 5,294 108,493 7,466 302,955 285,374 

COMBINED TOTALS 86,925 IOG,07l 115,959 
, - -- _._. -------------- -- -- --

(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 

Includes Inmates servln~ federal sentences in provincial institutions. 
Four provinces report on a calennar year basif - P.E.I., Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Manitoba. 
Excludes remand admissions subsequently sentenced. 
Includes all admissions subsequently sentenced before year end. 

Source: Statistics Canada, Correctional Services in Canada, Annual Catalogue HB5-211E. 
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TABLE 25 
REMAND ADMISSIONS TO PROVINCIAL INSTITUTIONS AND FEMALES AS A PROPORTION OF AlL ADMISSIONS 

1978/79 1979/80 1980/81 TOTALS 

M F M F M F TOTAL MALES FEMALES % 

Newfoundland 82 3 151 8 168 14 426 401 25 5.8 

Prince Edward Island 162 7 175 9 123 4 480 460 20 4.2 

Nova Scotia 1,587 65 1,721 61 1,787 68 5,289 5,095 194 3.7 

New Brunsw1ck(1) 1,049 41 933 50 951 57 3,OBI 2,933 148 4.8 

Quebec(l) 1l3.02B 817 13,048 806 14,469 96B 43,136 40,545 2,591 6.0 

Ontario( 2) 9,745 1,500 6,B47 1,777 6,172 792 26,833 22,764 4,069 15.2 

Manitoba - - - - 7,387 7B6 B.173 7.387 786 9.6 

Sask atchewan 1,510 131 1,621 142 1,657 137 5,19B 4,788 410 7.9 
, 

Alberta - - 5.257 570 6.828 698 13,353 12,085 1,26B 9.5 , 

British Columbia 3,943 372 4,066 344 4,190 251 13.166 12,199 967 7.3 I 

Yukon Territories 130 10 78 14 71 8 311 279 32 10.3 . 
Northwest Territories - - 151 2 152 4 309 303 6 2.0 

TOTAL 31,236 2,946 34,048 3,783 .!13.955 3,787 119,755 109,239 10,516 8.8 
I 

COHBINED TOTALS 34.182 37,831 47.742 
----

(1) Includes all remand admissions regardless of subsequent status. 
(2) Includes all admission types other than those subsequently sentenced. 

Source: Statistics Canada, Correctional Services in Canada, Annual Catalogue H8S-2IIE. 

j 



TABLE 26 
PERSONS RECEIVING PROBATION ORDERS BY PROViNCE 

1978/79 1979/80 1980/81 1981/82 

~1 F M F M F M F TOTAL 

Newfoundland 423 41 502 55 984 184 1,125 183 3,497 

Prince Edward Island 300 37 303 37 475 53 501 50 1,756 

Nova Scotia 1,883(e) 209(e) 2,092(e) 285(e) 2;183(e) 243(e) 2,399 267 9,561 

New Brunswick 1,281 142 1,183 131 1,346 149 1,553 172 5,957 

Quebec 2,599 202 2,337 200 . 2,630 198 3,139 236 11,541 

Ontario 23,649 4,173 25,011 4,764 26,129 4,977 26,274 5,381 120,358 

Manitoba - - - - - - - - -

Sask atchewan 1,919 339 2,083 397 1,738 382 1,875 411 9,144 

Alberta 5,278(e) l,005(e) 5,488(e) 1,045(e} 5,880(e) l,120(e) 6,857 1,306 27,979 

British Columbia 8,130 1,548 7,932 1,511 9,222 2,024 9,653 1,839 41,859 

Yukon Territories 587 72 637 113 665 127 662 136 2,999 

Northwest Territories - - - - - - - - -
, 

TOTAL 46.049 7,768 47,568 8,538 51,252 9.457 54.038 9.981 234,651 

I PERCENT MALE AND 
FEMALE I 85.6 14.4 B4.8 15.2 84.4 15.6 84.4 15.6 

(el Estimates based on total admissions and percent distribution of males and females from the previous year. 

Source: Statistics Canada, Adult Correctional Services in Canada, Annual Catalogue 685-211. 

... 

TOTALS I 
I 

PERCENT PERCENT I 
MALES FEMPHS . 

I 

86.8 13.2 

89.9 10.1 

89.5 10.5 

90.0 10.0 

92.8 7.2 

84.0 16.0 

- -
83.3 16.7 

84.0 16.0 

83.5 16.5 

85.1 14.9 

- -
84.8 15.2 I 

84.8 15.2 , 



TABLE 27 

WOMEN SERVING FEDERAL SENTENCES IN PROVINCIAL INSTITUTIONS, 1975-1984 

1975-1984 
1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 

TOTALS PERCENT 

Newfoundland - - - - 1 1 - - - - 2 0.4 

Prince Edward Island - - - - - - - - - - - -
Nova Scoti a - - - - - 2 1 - - - 3 0.6 

New Brunswick - - - - - . -' .... - - - - - -
Quebec 1 4 7 12 32 51 45 49 49 49 299 59.8 

Ontario - - - - - - - - - - - -
Manitoba - - - 1 1 4 3 3 4 4 20 4.0 

Saskatchewan - - - - 2 - 3 2 2 2 11 2.2 
';~. Alberta - - - 2 4 13 12 17 13 14 75 15.0 

British Columbia - - 1 3 10 11 19 16 15 13 88 17.6 

Yukon - - - - - - - - 1 - 1 0.2 

Northwest Territories - - - - - - - - - 1 1 0.2 

TOTAL 1 4 8 18 50 82 83 87 84 83 500 100.0 _'----_I ______ L- ~ __ - -- l.--

Total on register June 30th each year. 

Source: Solicitor General Canada, Correctional Services Canada, Offender Information System. 



llUlL 28 

NlMISSllIfj TO filE PRISON rOR W(fl:"'"" NIl PilIIVII£IM. INSIIfUlIllNS - RAC[ Nil lAM:IMG:. 1900-t98J 

=========~~==================::===--========~~========================~===================== 

i 
198 ° 1 9 8 1 1 9 8 2 1 9 8 J 

TOTAL PRISON rOR PROVIM:IAl TOTAL PRISON rOR PROVIM:IAl TOIAl PRISON FOR PROVIM:IAl TOIAl PRISON rllR PROVIM:IAL 
RACE AOHISSlooS liMN INSIlIUIIONS AIlI-IISSIO'lS 1I0l-£N INS TlIUII OOS AOHISSI0'I5 II~"'EN INS IIIUTI [Uj ADHlS511lNS IIIMN INSfllUTiONS 

Caucasian 79 " 46 70 " 39 82 46 36 80 41 ~9 I 

Native 19 I!I 9 12 7 5 19 12 7 25 12 n 

Other/Nol Stated 6 2 4 2 1 1 9 3 6 6 5 1 

104 45 59 04 39 45 110 61 49 111 58 53 

1 980 1 9 8 1 1 9 8 2 I 9 8 , 

JorAl PRISON rOR PROVIM:IAL TOTAL PRISON rOR PROVIM:IAl TOTAL PRISON FOR PROVIM: IAl TOTAL PRISON rOR PROVIM:Ml 
lANGUAGE AOHISSlooS IIOH(N INS II lUll ONS ADHISSIONS liMN INSTlIUTiONS ADHISSIOOS IIIMN INS TIIUTI ONS ADHISSIONS liMN INS TlIUTi ONS 

English 78 41 J7 61 34 27 81 59 29 79 52 27 

French 7 - 7 1J , 10 B - 8 19 2 17 

Both 17 4 13 10 2 8 13 2 11 8 J 5 

Other/Not Stated 2 - 2 - - - 2 - 2 5 I 4 

104 45 59 84 39 45 110 61 49 111 58 53 
- -- -- - ---- --_.-

Source, Solicitor General Canada, Correctional ServIces Conada, Orrender Inrormation System. 



TIIBlE 29 
RAIE l1li) IN£1JM;£ IF IIIKN s.:RVIN; rEOCRAl SENT£1It[S IN nlE PIlISON rill IIIKJI. I\fI) PROVltCiAl. II6TJJUHIJ6. 19m-19M 

:z:x:====================================================================================--===========--=============== 

198 0 198 I 1 9 8 2 I 9 8 J I 9 8 4 

RACE TOTAL PRISON rOR PROVIM:IAl lOlAl PRISON roR PROVIOCIAl lOlAl PRISON rOR PROVIM:IAL TOIAL PRISON rOR PROVIM:IAl TO.lAl PRISON rOR PROVIM:IAL . COUNT liMN INS fI lUll 0N5 roUNJ liMN INS II IUTi 0N5 COUNT IIIHN INSTlIUTlONS COUNt liMN INS TI lUll ONS COUNT liMN INS TlIUTI ONS 

Caucasian 152 86 66 144 77 67 159 87 72 162 ioo 62 172 105 67 

Native " 21 10 JI 19 12 27 17 10 40 24 16 40 28 12 

Olher /Not St oted 2J 17 6 13 9 1\ 10 5 5 11 5 6 14 10 q 

206 124 82 IBB 105 OJ 196 109 87 2" 129 84 226 143 83 

I 
1980 19BI 1982 1983 1984 I 

• I 
LANGUAGE JOTAL PRISON rOR PROVIM:IAL TOIAl PRISON rOR PROVIM:IAL TOTAL PRISON roR PROVIM:IAL lOTAL PRISON rOR PROYIPl:IAL TOTAL PRISON FOR PROVIM:IAL I 

COUNT )!()H[N INSIlIUTlONS COUNT 1IIlH(N INSIiIUTlONS COUNT IIOHEN INSIlIUTlONS CfltlNT IIOHEN INSIlIUTIONS COUNT liMN INSTltUTlONSi 

English 154 113 41 141 96 45 139 97 42 159 116 43 163 127 36 I 

rrench 14 - 14 15 2 " 20 4 16 22 4 18 29 J 26 

80th 35 II 24 JO 7 23 J2 8 24 29 9 20 30 1iI 20. ! 

Olher/Not Steted 3 - J 2 . - 2 5 - 5 ) - ) 4 J 1 

I 206 I 124 i 82 i_18~_L 105_1 _8J I 1:6 I 109 1 _ 8~ _1_21' .. 1 129 I 84 I 226 I 14J I 8J 

Total number on register June JO each yesr. 

Source, Solicitor General Csnada, Correctional Services Cenado, Offender Information System. 



IIU1.£ 3iJ 

NlttISSllWS iO TIlE PRISIIII fOR IItI£N NIJ PROYIM:IAL INSTlruUIJIS - Ho\.lJII IFF£NCE. 1911O-19ID 

=================================================================~~===========~========== 

1 9 B 0 1 9 0 1 1 9 B 2 1 9 B , 

TOTAL PRISON FOR PROVIM:IlIl TOIAl PRISON rOR PROVIM:IAl IOTAl PRISON fOR PROVINCIAL IOrAl PRISON fOR PROVIM:IAl 
ADHISSIIl'lS 1I0000N INSfilUTIONS ADHISSIIl'lS liMN INSTI IUTlONS ilDHlSS1I1NS liMN INSlIlUTlONS ADHISSIONS liMN INSH fUTIONS 

, 

Hurder - firot Degree 1 - 1 - - - 1 1 - 4 3 1 
Second Degree 2 2 - 5 4 1 4 , 1 5 4 1 

Honalaughter 16 7 9 B .6 2 19 U 6 19 5 14 
I 

Atte""t Murder/ 
I Wounding/AssBult 8 5 , B 6 2 5 1 4 9 5 4 

Robbery U 5 B II 4 7 18 11 7 18 12 6 

Break lie Enter 5 2 , 4 2 2 7 6 1 , I 2 

Thert 4 2 2 2 - 2 2 - 2 , 1 2 

fraud/forgery 9 4 5 10 5 5 7 3 4 7 7 -
Narcotic Control Act 23 9 14 14 - 14 22 , 19 24 10 !4 

Other Ctlroinal Code lie 
federal Statute 2' 9 14 22 12 10 25 20 5 19 10 9 

JU'I I 45 59 84 39 45 II!! I 61 49 111 59 53 

Source: Solicitor General Canado, Correctional Servicea Canada, Orrender Information System. 



, 980 

TOTAL PRISON roo PROVH£IAl 

TABU: }t. 

HAD! !FrEta !F lIMN SERVIN: FEOCRAI.. SEHTEHC[S IN nlE PRISON roo liMN 

NIl PROVIII:IAl. INSlIruJlIWS. 1911O-19Q!l 

=~==========================:zz: _____ == 
, 9 0 , , 9 8 2 

TOTAL PRISON rOR rROVIt£IAl TOTAL PRISON FOR PROVIt£IAl TOTAL 

, 90' I 9 0 4 

PRISON FOR PROYH£IAl TOTAL PRISON fOR PROYlt£lAL 
COUNT IIIlHEN INS H JUTI ONS COUNT. liMN !NSIlIUTlONS COUNT liMN INS IlIUTI!tiS COUNT III1lEN INSrI IUTlONS COUNT III1lEN INSTI TUTIONS 

Hurder 24 20 4 25 21 4 " 2' e 39 29 10 41 " '0 

Hanalaughter 26 '4 12 " 11 14 2J " '0 Jl 16 15 35 19 16 

Atterrpt Hurdar/ 
lIounding/Aasault 9 5 4 10 5 5 16 11 5 12 5 7 14 8 6 

Robbery 28 14 14 24 " U J7 20 11 J2 20 12 '9 25 14 

Break & Enter 10 7 , 0 6 2 7 2 5 12 7 5 10 7 3 

'heft , 2 1 2 - 2 , - 1 5 2 , 6 4 2 

fraud/Forgery 12 B 4 10 10 0 11 7 4 11 0 3 15 lJ 2 

Narcotic Control Act 63 J2 31 41 20 21 3D 9 21 J6 12 24 32 16 16 

Other Criminal Code & -
federal StatuteC'> JI 22 9 29 15 14 40 24 '6 35 3D 5 34 20 14 

206 124 HZ 18R 105 OJ 196 109 87 2" ~29 B4 226 14' I OJ 
----L-----___ ~_ L- __ L ____ ~ ---- ---~-- -- -- - - ---- - - --- - -- ------ -----

Totel number on regiater June JO each ye!!r. 
(1) Includes kjdn~ping and obduction, criminal negligence, offensive weapon., prossession of stolen goods, r~e and other sexual offences. prison breach, dangerous offeoo..r, hobitual 

criminal, dangerous aexual offender, other Criminal Code offences, other rederal Statute offences. 

Source: Solicitor General Canada, ClJrr.ectional Services Canada, Offender Information System. 

I 

I 
I 
I 
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1 980 

TOTAL PRISON FOR 
ADMISSIONS W(]HEN 

less than 2 yeara 16 11 

2 to less than , years J5 II 

J to leas than 5 years 32 12 

5 to less than 10 years 16 8 

10 to les9 than 20 years - -
Ufe(l) 5 J 

104 45 

TAIIl£ JZ 

ADHlSSllHi TO lIlE PRISON rill liMN,.,., PIlDVIN:IAl JIfjJlJUJlIJj5 -

lD«:1II or !tin orF£NCE. 19110-198' 

==============~================_~ ____ === ___ x:=================== 

1 9 8 1 1 98 2 

PROVINCIAL TOTAL PRISON rOR PROVINCIAL TOTAL PRISON rOR 
INSTllUTlONS ADMISSIONS W(J1[N I NS T1lUT/ DNS ADMISSIONS W(J1[N 

5 27 14 " J6 25 

24 18 6 12 27 15 

20 21 7 14 i4 8 

0 10 6 II " 6 

- 2 I 1 3 I 

2 6 5 I 7 6 

59 Oil '9 45 tlO 61 
--- --

(1) Includes sentences of 20 yearo or more, preventive detent ion nnd Indefinite sentences. 

Source: Solicitor General Canada, Correctional ServiceB Canada, Offendor )"formation System. 

I 

I 9 e ) I 
PROVINCIAL [0 TAL PRISON fOR PROVHCIAl 

INS II IUTIONS ADHISSIONS WMN I tG T1lUTlONS 

11 25 17 8 

12 20 10 10 

i 
16 3J 12 21 

I 

; 22 11 11 
I 
I 

2 I 1 - I 

I 10 7 3 

49 III 58 53 
-- -_ .. ---



TIIBlE " 

UNCJII or tllJOR SIJITENCE or IIIJI]f ,SERYUG FDlEIW. SIJIIENCES Uf TIlE PIIIStIN fOR liMN 
,.,., PIIOYIM:IM. IN5HmJIIWS, 1'11JO..1'1M 

========--============--====---===.-..... ========== 

198 0 1 9 8 I I '1 8 2 1 9 8 3 

TOTAL PRISON fOR PROVIM::IAl TOTAL PRISON fOR PROVIM:IAl TOrAl PRISON fIlR PROVIM:: IAl TIl TAL PRISON rOR 
COON' WillEN INS TI JUTlIlNS COUNT W[J.I[N I NS 11 TU T1IlNS C[JIJNT W[J.I[N INS r ITUTlIlNS COUNT W(J-l[N 

less than 2 years 12 6 6 14 7 7 7 , II 11 0 

2 to les9 than , years '9 24 15 32 15 17 44 19 25 45 27 

j to less than 5 yeara 54 30 24 4B 26 22 55 '0 25 4B 27 . 
5 te leas than 10 years 62 J7 25 57 30 27 45 25 20 50 25 

10 to le99 than 20 years B 2 6 7 J II 10 6 4 18 11 

Ufo(l) JI 25 6 30 24 6 J5 26 9 41 J1 
• 

206 124 82 180 105 OJ 196 109 87 213 129 

Total number on register June JO each year. 
(I) Includes sentences of 20 yeor& or more, preventive detention and indefinite sentence9. 

Source, Solicitor Genoral Canada, Correctional Services Canedo, Offender Information SY!ltef,l. 

1 9 8 4 

PROVIM:IAl TOTAL PRISON fOR PROVIM:IAl 
INSTITUiIONS COUNT WMN INSTI JUT IIlNS' 

, 19 " 6 

18 J8 25 1J 

21 68 JD 30 

25 48 27 21 

I 
7 10 7 3 ; 

10 43 " 10 

84 226 143 8J J 
----- ~-.~-
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TABLE 34-

CANADIAN PENITENTIARY POPULATION(1)9 1975-1982 

PERCENT 
YEAR TOTAL MALE FEMALE FEMALE 

1975 8,734 8,589 145 1.7 

1976 9,325 9,136 189 2.0 

1977 9,376 9,205 171 1.9 

1978 9,313 9,165 148 1.6 

1979 9,294 9,148 146 1.6 . 
1980 9,396 9,281 115 1.2 

1981 9,908 9,796 112 1.1 

1982 10,777 10,658 119 1.1 

RATE OF 
INCREASE +24% -18% 

(1) On register as of December 31 each year. 
Excludes persons in temporary detention. 

Source: (1) Statistics Canada, Correctional Institution Statistics, 
Annual Catalogue #85-207. 

(2) Solicitor General Canada, Correctional Services Canada, 
Offender Information System. 



TABLE 35 

MALES AND FEr~ALES RECEIVING FEDERAL SENTENCES(l), 1975-1982 

PERCENT 
YEAR TOTAL Mll.LE FEMALE FEMALE 

1975 4,317 4,221 96 2.3% 

1976 4,541 4,404 137 3.1 

1977 4,629 4,517 112 2.5 

1978 4,826 4,695 131 2.8 

1979 4,711 4,583 128 2.8 

1980 4,758 4,645 113 2.4 

1981 5,244 5,152 92 1.8 

1982 5,657 5,537 120 2.1 

TOTAL 38,683 37,754 929 2.4 

PERCENT 
INCREASE +31% +25% 
1975-1982 

(1) Includes admissions to federal and provincial institutions. In 
1982 there were 54 males and 87 females serving federal sentences 
in provincial institutions. Also includes persons reporting on 
parole to federal institutions. 

Source: (1) Statistics Canada, Correctional Institution Statistics, 
Annual Catalogue #85-207. 

(2) Solicitor General Canada, Correctional Services Canada, 
Offender Information System. 

I' 



TABLE 36 

RATES OF INCARCERATION UNDER FEDERAL JURISDICTION 

Rates per 100,000 Male and Female Population 

YEAR MALES FEMALES 

1975 37.3 0.8 

1976 38.5 1.2 

1977 39.0 1.0 

1978 40.1 1.1 

1979 38.8 1.1 

1980 38.9 0.9 

1981 42.7 O.~ 

1982 45.3 0.9 



\ 

TNILE n 

ACE IF fUl[RM. IWTES (If AIlI4ISSI(If('), 197~19B2 
======= 

1 9 7 5 1 9 7 6 197 7 1 9 7 8 1 9 7 9 i 9 8 0 198 1 

H f H r H r It r H r H f It f 

16 800 undar 28 - 17 - 21 - 16 - 11 - 14 - 21 -
17 yaara 00 1 76 I 78 - 00 I 70 - 71 2 94 1 

18-20 860 B 717 10 817 16 764 9 755 17 7" 16 800 11 

21-24 1,090 35 1,199 44 1,208 25 1,293 41 1,173 J1 1,242 )4 1,)54 16 

25-29 931 26 1,060 41 1,011 26 1,on J6 1,06) 40 1,091 24 1,260 22 

JO-39 796 16 905 n 948 34 1,009 )2 1,034 28 1,039 25 1,008 2) 

40-49 310 6 30B 6 317 0 J6J 7 J42 9 H2 7 )7J " 
50-59 91 4 101 2 97 J 10 Ii 118 2 109 , 125 3 

60 and over 19 - 21 1 20 - )4 1 17 1 34 2 37 J 

lOTAL ",221 96 ",404 1J7 ",517 l1Z .11,695 HI ",58} 'ZII .11,645 In 5, .5Z 9Z 
--

(1) Includes admiasions to federal and provincial inslitutions. Aloo includes persons reporting on parole to federal institut ions. 

Source: (1) Statistica Canada, Correctional Inatitution Statistics, Annual Catalogue '85-207. 
(2) Solicitor General Canoda, Correctional Servicea Canada, Offender Information System. 

I 9 8 2 197~ 1982 IOTALS 

It r It ~ r ~ 

20 - 148 0.4 - -

7J 4 6)0 1.7 10 1.1 

An 15 6,266 16.6 102 '11.0 

1,450 26 10,009 26.5 252 27.1 

1,304 '5 8,74) 23.2 250 26.9 

1,305 26 8,124 21.5 216 23.3 

J97 10 2,742 7.) 66 7.1 

128 II 002 2.3 25 2.7 

28 - 210 0.6 8 0.9 

5,5" .20 '7,75" 100.0 929 100.0 
----



TAIllt: JlI 

MARITAL STsrUS r.- flD[RAl IIHIlES III IIIlMISSIIJf('), 1975-1'1112 

============================================================== 

1 9 7 5 1 9 7 6 1 '1 7 7 1 9 7 8 1 9 7 !? I 9 8 0 I 9 8 1 

H r H r H r H r H r H r H r 

Single 2,427 46 2,}92 46 2,526 45 2,577 71 2,478 64 2,501 61 2,890 }6 

Harried 712 17 709 )1 667 24 654 21 607 25 597 14 513 18 

Common-law 660 11 861 25 BB6 B 1,005 12 955 11 1,052 H 1,167 II 

Widowed 5' 6 J2 , J6 4 42 7 28 " 44 5 37 II 

Separated 185 8 192 19 178 17 207 10 245 16 174 11 203 10 

Divorced 165 6 210 10 203 10 203 9 269 8 249 B 238 II 

Nol Staled 19 2 8 } 21 /I 7 1 1 - 28 1 44 2 

TDTAl 4,221 96 4,404 U7 4,517 112 4,6'15 HI .,511} .28 4,6.5 In 5,152 92 
.. _ .. 

(1) Includes admissions to federal and provincial institutions. Also includes persons reporting on parole Lo federal inslltutions. 

Source: (1) Slatiatica Canada, Correction!!! Institution Statistics, Annuol Catnlogue '85-207. 
(2) Solicitor Generel Canedo, Correctional Services Canada, Offender Information System. 

1 9 8 2 1975-1982 TOIAlS 

H r H Ii: f Ii: -
2,97.7 72 20,768 55.0 441 47.5 

670 20 5,189 13.7 170 18.) 

1,244 10 7,8}0 20.7 101 10.9 

47 1 '19 0.8 34 '.7 
225 11 1,609 II.} 102 11.0 

290 6 1,827 4.8 68 7.' 

84 - 212 0.6 lJ 1.4 i 

5,Sn 120 ",754 100.0 929 100.0 I 



TA.Ill£ )9 - MUIR orfl:Ntt: CAWDRY or FmERAI. IIfi\TES(l), 1975-1982 

I 975 I 9 7 6 1 9 7 7 I 978 I 9 7 9 198 0 I 9 8 I 1982 1975-1982 TOTALS 

H F H r H r H r H r H r H F H r H % r % 

Hurder/Hanalaughter 233 11 242 9 270 18 287 16 255 18 266 19 291 " 341 24 Z,190 5.8 128 13.8 

Att~~ted Murder/ 
Wounding/Aasault 171 6 199 7 203 2 183 8 102 " 229 7 lH 8 no 6 1,760 4.7 48 5.2 

Rape/Other Sexual Off. 228 - 245 2 227 - 27J - 276 - 354 - "0 1 437 2 2.no 6.3 5 0.5 

Robbery 982 11 971 H 1,018 12 1,124 2J 964 19 1,169 14 1,265 U l,n4 16 8,837 2J.4 121 13.0 

Break & Entor/Th3ft 1,102 8 1.020 8 I,OJ8 11 1,021 9 947 11 1,193 " 1,394 /; 1,488 14 9,203 24.4 78 8.4 

rraud 223 7 20B 21 172 11 178 10 162 5 lB2 8 200 9 191 7 1.516 4.0 7B B.4 

Parole Revocation(2) 123 4 114 5 12} 4 In , 197 6 n/a n/o n/o n/o n/a n/a 690 I.B 2Z 2.4 

Mandatory Superviaion 
Revocation(2) 275 , 475 11 530 9 547 10 696 4 n/a n/a nla nla nla nla 2,523 6.7 J7 4.0 

, 

Narcotic Control Act JOT JJ 4Z1 44 420 " 4}4 J9 405 44 B7 2J J79 17 350 25 ',047 8.1 256 27.6 

Other Criminal Codo & 
rederol Statute(J) 578 13 509 17 506 14 515 13 499 11 915 " 1,020 Z!i 1,076 26 5,618 14.9 156 16.9 

IOTAl _,ZZ1 96 _,404 U7 4.517 tl2 4,695 "1 4,58' 128 4,645 ,,, 5,152 92 5,5'7 1m ",754 loo.Cl 929 100.0 i 

---

(I) Includes admiasions to federal and provincial institutions. Also includos persons reporting on parole to federal institullons. 
(Z) Hethod of dot .. collection was revised in 1980, excluding porole and mandatory auperviaion revocations os a major offence type. Admissions on revocationo from 1980 to 1982 afe 

classified under new offence or original offence type in the event of technical violations. 
0) Includes kidnapping and abduction, criminal negligence, offensive weapons, possession of stolen goods, prison bresch, d~ngerous offenders, hobituol criminal, dangerous aexusl 

offender, other criminal code offenceo, othor federal stotute orrences. 
Source: (1) Statiotics Canada, Correctional Institution Statistics, Annual Catalogue IB5-207. 

(Z) Solicitor General Conada, Correctionol Services Canado, Offender Information System. 
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TABLE 40 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF ADMISSIONS FOR VIOLENT~ PROPERTY AND NARCOTICS OFFENCES(l) 

MALES FEMALES 
YEAR 

VIOLENT(2) PROPERTy(3) NARCOTICS OTHER(4) VIOLENT( 1) PROPERTy(3) NARCOTICS OTHER(4) 

1975 38.4 31.4 7.1 23.1 29.2 15.6 34.4 20.8 

1976 37.6 27.9 9.6 24.9 22.6 21.2 32.1 24.1 

1977 38.3 26.8 9.3 25.6 28.6 19.6 27.7 24.1 

1978 39.8 25.5 9.2 25.4 35.9 14.5 29.8 19.8 

1979 36.6 24.2 8.8 30.4 32.0 12.5 34.4 21.1 

1980 43.4 29.6 7.3 19.7(5) 35.4 16.8 20.4 27.4(5) 

1981 41. 9 30.9 7.4 19.8 38.0 16.3 18.5 27.2 

1982 43.9 30.3 6.3 19.4 40.0 17.5 20.8 21. 7 
------ ---_ .. _- --

(1) Includes admissions to federal and provincial institutions. Also includes persons reporting on parole 
to federal institutions. 

(2) Violent offences include murder, manslaughter, attempted murder, 'tJOunding, rape, other sexual offences, 
assault and robbery. 

(3) Property offences include break and enter, theft over $200, theft under $200, motor vehicle theft, 
and fraud. 

(4) "Other" includes parole and mandatory supervision revocation, other Criminal Code and Federal Statute 
offences 

(5) Admissions on revocations from 1980 to 1982 are classified under new offence or original offence type in 
the event of technical violations. 

Source: (1) Statistics Canada, Correctional Institution Statistics, Annual Catalogue #85-207. 
(2) Solicitor General Canada, Correctional Services Canada, Offender Information System 



TABU: 41 

llNCfH tr "'.DR S£NIENCE a- ffJJ£RAl IIHU£S III AIItUsSlm(l). 1915-1911!Z 

===:=============~=================----==--==----====================== 

, 9 1 S , 9 7 6 I 9 7 7 I 918 I '} 7 9 I '} B 0 190 I 
; 

II r H r H r H r H r H r H r 

Lesa than 2 yaaca 1,0U 17 1,181 56 1,918 '" 1,)00 24 1,180 18 1,461 18 1,619 29 

2 to L.T. ] yeacs I,JlIl. 27 1,0)2 J6 616 17 1,19) 29 1,)65 10 l,n) )8 1,465 19 

} to L. J. 5 yeoca 1,158 Jt 918 J2 1,)2~ 44 I,S)O 5) I,'" 44 1,076 }5 1,244 25 

.5 to l. T. 10 yeace 441 15 426 12 40R 8 102 15 460 26 551 17 526 10 

10 to L.T. 20 yeare 1J9 , 118 I 88 ) 112 4 lOB 1 71 - 07 , 
Ur.,(2) 124 ) 12) - 142 6 170 6 151 9 151 5 141 6 

-
lOrAL 4,211 96 ".404 U7 4,517 HZ 4,695 UI 4.51" 1211 .,645 IU 5.15% 9Z 

- - -

(I) Includes 8~iB9iona to federal and prOVincial inslitulions. Also includes persons reporting on parole to federal inslilulions. 
(2) Includes aentences of 20 y"ar& 'lJr more, death commuted. preventive delenllon and indefinite sentences. 

Source, (1) StatistiCS Canoda, Correctional Institution StBtis~!cs, Annual Catalogue 185-207. 
(2) Solicitor General Canedo, Correctional Services Canada, Offende~ Information System. 

" 

1 9 a 2 1975-19112 fOlALS 

H r H " r !i: 

1,751 )1 12,079 12.0 2J} 25.1 

1,548 29 9,898 26.2 225 24.2 

l,n, 27 9,9l} 26.J 291 )1.) 

571 16 ',765 10.0 119 12.8 

122 ,. 895 \ 2.4 19 2.0 

192 7 1,194 J.l 42 4.5 

5.537 120 n,n. 100.0 92' 100.0 
l..- ___ L- ___ 

---- ----



TABLE 42 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF SENTENCE LENGTH BY MAJOR OFFENCE(l). 1975 TO 1982 COMBINED 

TOTAL LESS THAN 2 YRS 2 TO LT 3 YRS 3 TO LT 5 YRS 5 TO LT 10 YRS 10 TO LT 20 YRS LIFE(3) 

M F M F M F M F 14 F M F M F 

Murder/Manslaughter 2,190 128 3 4 4 8 17 43 20 15 9 3 47 27 

Attempted Murder/ 
Wounding/Assault 1,760 48 35 28 22 26 23 30 12 13 5 2 2 -

Rape/Other Sexual Offences 2,370 5 12 17 20 - 43 33 20 17 4 33 1 -

Robbery 8,837 121 18 27 27 34 39 33 14 5 2 1 0.2 -
Break & Enter/Theft 9.20~ 78 47 57 36 21 16 15 2 2 0.1 - - -
Fraud 1,516 78 50 44 30 42 18 14 2 - 0.2 - - -
Parole RevDcation 690 22 31 27 21 18 26 36 14 9 5 9 3 -
Mandatory Supervision 

Revocation 2,523 37 43 45 23 22 26 22 7 2 0.2 - 0.1 -
Narcotic Control Act 3,047 256 18 8 24 23 34 41 20 25 5 2 0.4 -
Other Criminal Code, 

Federal St atute Offences ( 2) 5,618 156 46 34 25 24 20 25 6 11 2 2 1 3 

TOTAL 37.754 929 32 25 I 26 24 26 32 10 13 2 2 3 4 
1 ________ -

Includes admissions to federal and provincial institutions. Also includes persons reporting on parole to federal institutions. (1) 
(2) Includes kidnapping and abduction, criminal negligence, offensive weapons, possession of stolen goods, prison breach, dangerous offenders, 

habitual criminal, dangerous sexual offender, other criminal code offences, other federal statute offences. 
(3) Includes life, death commuted and preventive detention. 

Source: (1) Statistics Canada, Correctional Institution Statistics, Annual Catalogue #85-207. 
(2) Solicitor General Canada, Correctional Services Canada, Offender Information System. 

,/). 



TAIIlE 4} 

NlH![R IT PREVIIlIS IlHfITIAlS IT flll[RIIl IIHUES !If NMISSIIJfC'), 1975-1982 

=========------== :=======-=-:.--~~ =-==-=-;::::== 

1 9 7 5 1 9 7 6 1 9 7 7 1 '" 7 8 1 9 1 9 1 9 0 0 1 9 0 1 

H r H r H r H r • H f H r H r 

No Previou9 2,:J71 77 2,"1 95 2,500 02 2,631 101 2,'53 105 2,416 75 2,801 61 

1 Previous B57 10 BM 25 842 17 890 17 1,010 17 1,076 26 1,142 21 

2 Provious 464 6· 529 10 451 5 460 5 507 2 567 6 558 7 

, Previous 266 1 312 2 '29 2 270 5 272 1 295 4 '23 2 

4 Previous 119 1 169 J 174 - 189 2. 184 2 160 - 15' I 

5 Previous 70 - 92 2 95 - 107 1 120 1 7J - 95 -
6-10 Previous 66 I 73 - 103 5 139 - 125 - 50 2 70 -

11-15 Previous 8 - 15 - 15 1 9 - II - - - 2 -
,Drill ",221 96 ".404 In .. ,5t7 112 4,695 HI 4,581 128 4.6"5 113 5,152 92 

(1) Includes admissions to redsral and provincial institutions. Also includes pereons reporting on parole to relleral institutions. 

Source I (I) StaUotico Canada, Correctionsl Inatitution Stotiotics, Annual Catalogue 185-207. 
(2) Solicitor General Canado, Correctional Services Canada, Orrender Inrormation System. 

I 9 0 2 1975-1982 TOrAlS 

H r H ~ r ~ 

3,000 86 20,411 54.1 682 n.4 

1,182 20 7,891 '{0.9 153 16.5 

667 9 4,202 11.1 50 5.4 

327 14 2,'94 6.' 21 2.' 

174 - 1,'22 '.5 9 1.0 

96 - 748 2.0 II 0.4 

91 1 7H 1.9 9 1.0 

- - 53 0.1 I 0.1 

5,S:J7 120 '7,754 100.0 929 '00.0 
----- -,--- ~ -----.--~ ---



TAIII..[ .. 4 

N\HI[R Of 1l"RC(S FOR fl]J(RAl IWT[S (Jf NlHISSIIJl( 1). 1975-1919(2) 

==================================================================== 

1 975 J 9 7 6 1 9 7 7 1 '} 7 6 1 979 

H r H f H r H r H f H 

o Chorgos (3) 350 7 494 13 501 9 513 12 558 7 2,416 

1 Charge 1,214 46 1,279 49 1,38J 51 1,379 51 1,))9 52 6,594 

2 Charges 7J9 1J 723 20 726 14 769 21 769 2J 3,726 

J Chorgas 463 9 486 10 447 B 513 10 514 8 2,423 

4 Charges 294 4 )19 0 302 4 )54 10 3)0 1J 1,607 

5 Charges 235 J 227 5 227 - 247 5 223 5 1,159 

6 Chorges 160 2 162 ) 167 /I 155 2 152 , 196 

7 Charges 134 1 117 .2 146 J 129 2 108 J 634 

o Charges . 101 - 79 4 97 1 104 1 101 6 4B2 

9 Chorges 77 - 75 4 79 3 57 2 71 2 359 

10 Charges 454 11 443 19 442 15 475 15 410 6 2,224 

TOJAl 4,221 96 4,404 13r 4,517 112 4,695 Uf .,50} 128 22,1120 

(1) Includes admissions to federsl and provincial i .... titlllions. Also includes persons reporting on psrole to federal i .... titulio ..... 
(2) Number of charges within the sentence were not recorded after 1979. 
0) RevocsHone for other than criminal coda offences. 

Source: (1) StallsticB Canade, Correctional Institution statistics, Annual Catalogue '85-207. 

1975-1979 
TOTALS 

i:: r l: 

10.B 48 7.9 

29.4 249 41.2 

16.6 91 15.1 

10.8 45 7.5 

7.2 39 6.5 

5.2 18 3.0 

3.6 14 2.3 

2.8 11 1.8 

2.1 12 2.0 

1.6 11 I.B 

9.9 66 10.9 

100.0 604 100.0 



TIIB!.£ 4~ 

TYPE IT RElEASE BY f[1)[RAl 1"""[5. 1975-19BZ 

=================== 

197 5 1 9 7 6 I 9 7 7 I 978 1 9 7 9 

H f H f H r H r H 

E~pir8lion of 
Sentence 200 - 102 2 118 4 158 , 214 

Parole 1,089 50 1,00' 32 1,405 75 1,506 59 1,657 

HinilWm Parole '0 2 8 2 5 - 1 - -
CQurt Order 54 } '9 , 26 1 26 - 21 

Death '4 1 '7 - 36 - '6 2 J4 

Transfer to Provin-
cial Institution n 2 86 1 119 6 71 1 98 

Mandatory SupervIsion 2,'86 H 2,506 47 2,765 59 2,876 44 2,5)1 

Other( 1) 100 , 11 - 12 - 55 1 41 

'OTAl J.97. ,. J,7'12 !1 .,.06 145 4,7Z!J 110 4,596 

(tl Includes daportetion, trona fer to other country and executive clemency. 

Source, (1) Statistics Canada, Corrllclional Institution Statistics, Annual Cstalogue ,a5-207. 
(2) Solicitor General ConOOa, Correctional Services Canada, Offender Information Syslem. 

f 

, 
67 

-
1 

1 

II 

,a 

, 
115 

198 0 

H r 

'26 5 

1,356 61 

- -
22 2 

}7 , 

lOB 6 

2,621 55 

23 -
4,493 132 

1 9 8 1 1 9 8 2 1975-1982 TOTALS 

H r Ii r H % r ~ 

357 9 '67 } 1,670 5.' 29 '.J 
1,5'6 52 1,623 51 11,175 31.6 447 50.6 

- - - - 44 0.1 4 0.5 

19 1 48 3 255 0.7 14 1.6 

'6 - 43 1 29' o.B 8 0.9 

66 2 n 6 696 2.0 28 J.Z 

2,619 '6 2,474 '5 20,778 56.7 '47 39.' 

16 2 '0 - 268 0.6 7 0.8 

.,651 102 4,6711 '"' 35.'99 100.0 8M 100.0 



TABLE 46 

PROPORTION OF SENTENCE SERVED BEFORE RELEASE ON FULL PAROLE(1) 
BY FEMALE FEDERAL INMATES, 1975-1981 

PROPORTION OF 
SENTENCE SERVED 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981(2) TOTAL NO. 

33 percent 14 22 33 28 34 27 16 174 

34-44 percent 23 6 25 19 18 13 8 112 

45-55 percent 9 3 8 7 5 5 7 44 
! 

56-66 percent 1 1 2 - 1 5 4 14 

67-77 percent 1 1 - I, - - - - 2 

78 percent 
and over 3 1 4 2 - - - 10 

TOTAL 51 34 72 56 58 50 35 356 
---- --- ---_.-

(I) Excludes life and indefinite sentences as a percentage of time is not 
a relevant measure. 

(2) 1981 figures exclude parole for deportation and parole by exception. 

Source: Solicitor General Canada, 
Correctional Services Canada, 
Offender Information 

PERCENTi 
: 

48.8 
I 

31.4 I 

12,3 

3.9 ! 

0.5 

2.8 

100.0 
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fll£ SlERVOlI OY fllJ[1W. IIKUES, 197~ 1911Z 

====~==2====:2~~======::aS--==: 

I 9 7 5 I 9 16 I 9 7 7 I '1 1 8 I 9 7 9 I 9 8 0 I 9 8 I 

H r H r H r H r H r H r H r 

Leao than 6 ~onths 'n, 6 501 I 12 617 15 511 7 6)8 6 811 19 765 14 '7, 
I 

2! I ml 6 Lo L.r. 12 aontha 484 11 H9 11 669 16 I 612 I 21 641 ZZ 611 19 

12 to L.'. 10 !lontha 85~ 14 806 19 901 41 1,050 J7 1,020 44 I,Onl " 99} 24 

18 to t ••• 24 IIlOntho 520 21 482 10 6J8 10 656 15 621 12 634 16 649 12 

2 to L.'. , Y"lirB 945 22 7U 17 849 29 942 21 912 2J' 705 25 onn 2} 

J to L.r. I; ~"BrB }54 9 "7 (, }16 " '62 II '4' II 298 12 J52 6 

4 to L.1. 5 y .... rs 194 5 175 I! VO } 181 } 164 1 161 4 12l 2 

5 to l. Y. 10 yeora 205 6 196 2 22J J 262 6 236 4 199 , 219 I 

10 years or ""'fI' 21 - 4} - n - '6 I 50 - 4} - 59 I 

IDI/IL ',97. ". J,792 67 A,486 IU .,729 110 4.596 1IS A,49} HZ .,651 102 
l--- l---- I- - - -1---- -

Sourcel (I) ShUsHcs Canoda, Correctional Institution statistics, Annual Catalogue '05-207. 
(2) Solicitor Gonoral Canada, Corroctionol Servicea Conada, Offender InforMation SY9tem. 

'. 

.. 
t 98,2 191~1982 fOTALS 

H r H % r % 

760 15 5,006 14.1 94 10.6 

69} 15 A,912 14.0 142 16. I 

1,O}1! 31 7,665 21.7 243 27.5 

507 9 4,787 0.5 11) 12.8 

8}5 16 6,791 19.2 176 19.9 

'46 10 2,100 7.6 64 1.2 

ISO 2 1,'78 '.9 24 2.7 

209 - 1,749 4.9 25 2.0 

64 t ,5J 1.0 , II.J 

4,678 " ".J99 109.0 984 100.0 I 
---- ~-------~ 




