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~CUTIVE ~~MMARY 

Studies in comparative rates of inca~'ceration have 

generated much interest in the criminal justice community during the 

last decade. In 1967, John Hogarth completed such a study and claimed 

that Canada incarcerated more persons per 100,000 population than the 

United States and other developed countries. In 1974, a study 

conducted by Irvin Waller and Janet Chan took exception to the 

methodology used by Hogarth and placed Canada in a more comfortable 

iii. 

middle position in the international ranking of the use of incarceration, 

well behind the U.S., Poland and Australia. 

This paper points out some of the methodological 

discrepancies of the two previously-mentioned studies and proposes to 

calculate incarceration rates using flow statistics, while restricting 

the population at risk to those persons found guilty by the courts. It also 

introduces the idea of an offence-specific rate so that the incarceration 

rate is calculated as the proportion of those convicted of a particular 

offence who were sentenced to a term of incarceration. Thus, 

Rate of incarceration _ number sentenced to term of incarceration 
- number of convictions --

The incarceration rates of the following specific offences for the years 

1964 to 1973 inclusive are examined: Robbery, Theft) Assault Causing Bodily 

Harm, Breaking and Entering, and offences against the Narcotic Control Act. 

These offences were selected on the basis of their frequency of occurrence 

and consequently, it was felt that, due to the large numbers involved, 

any change that occurred in judicial response would be less likely to be 

randomly determined. In addition, the study examines the prominence of 

incarceration as a sentenci ng' ,di spos ition rel at; ve to such other dis pos iti ons 

as suspended sentence with probation, suspended sentence without probation 
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and fines. Changes in lengths of sentences handed down by the courts, for 

the~o five offences, are also studied for the years 1970 to 1973 inclusive. 

Alonq with sentence length, the study examines the change in rates of those 

convictions sentenced to a term of incarceration in a provincial penal instit­

ution and those in a federal penitentiary. At the time the study was 

conducted,1973 was the most current, available data. 

During the period studied, it was found that the incarceration 

rate varied according to the offence. Specifically, the incarceration rate 

for Robbery remained stable, but high, with little use made of alternative 

sentences, whereas the rate for violation of the Narcotic Control Act and 

Theft decreased significantlYJ with fines increasing steadily and dramatically 

as the alternative sentence. Assaults showed a low, stable rate of incar~ 

ceration and Breaking and Entering showed a moderate decrease in rate over 

the years studied. Both of these offences demonstrated a sUbstantial 

increase in the use of suspended sentence with probation by the courts. 

In terms of lengths of sentences rendered by the judiciary, 

there was an overall decline in the percentage of convictions that 

received penitentiary terms for the offences of Robbery, Theft, and 

Breaking and Ente~ing, while the percentage for Assaults and convictions 

under the Narcotic Control Act rose from 1970 to 1973. The same trend 

occurred in convictions that received provincial penal terms of 

incarceration. 
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INCARCERATION AS A SENTENCING DISPOSITION 
------~ .. ~ ............... ~'" 

CHAPTER I 

1 NTRODUCTI ON 

A current view of incarcpration is that it has little 

or no rehab; 1 itative effect. The earli eY' optimi sti c vi ew of incarceration 

as a chance for the law-breaking individual to mend his ways under 

the kind tutelage of socia-psychological professionals has been replaced 

by a position that sees involuntary confinement as a necessary evil 

to be used only as a last resort for the protection of the citizenry 

and the assertion of basic societal values. Sentencing dispositions 

alternative to imprisonment such as fines and probation are being 

promoted as responses to offences of a non~violent ~ind. There are 

also some economic considerations in the use of alternatives to 

incarceration. The cost of keeping persons behind bars ;s escalating. 

Consequently, government officials are seeking less expensive 

alternatives that will continue to satisfy society's need to punish 

offenders for their wrong4 doings. Moratorium groups on prison 

construction are reflective of the growing preference for increased 

community tolerance of delinquency over incarceration. The treatment 

model is ~erceived as having failed. 

In 1967, John Hogarth in his article "Towards the 

Improvement of Sentencing in Canada, II suggested that Canada makes 

greater use of "imprisonment than do other developed countries, including 

the United States. In the light of the growing awareness of the cost-

ineffiency - both human and otherwise - of incarceration, this comparison 

was perceived invidiously. Reluctantly, it became part of our 

conventional criminal justice wisdom that Canada looks less benevolently 

on its marginal members than do other countries. 
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Hogarth's data are remarkable. They reveal that in 

1960~ the rate of corrrnittal to penal institutions by population 16 

years of age and over was 240 per 100,000 population for Canada, in 

contrast, for example, to the British experience of 59 per 100,000 

population. His figures are presented in Table 1.1 below. 

TABLE 1 .1 

RATE OF COMMITTAL TO PENAL INSTITUTIONS BY POPULATION 16 YEARS OF. 

OF AGE AND OVER, 1960 

COUNTRY RATE PER iOO,OOO I 

canada 240 

U,S.A. 200 
Finland 153 

Denmark 73 
Sweden 63 

Uni ted Ki ngdom 59 
Norway 44 

Taken from "Towards the Improvement of Sentencing in 
Canada" by John Hogarth published in Canadian Journal 
of Corrections, Vol. 9, No.2, April 1967. 

On examination, these data prove to be quite misleading, 

and it is amazing how unti 1 recently, they appear to have been uncri ti ca lly 

accepted by many authors who have included them in their writings with 

the status of established fact. What is questionable about them is 
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that as a measure, the Canadian rate is incompatible with the rates tor 

other countries. Hogarth's Canadian figure describes the number of 

persons sentenced to prison throughout the period of a year, as a 

proportion of the population 16 years of age and over. It is a flow 

statistic. This figure has been inexcusably pasted on to a set of 

data generated by Christie (1963) which Hogarth found in Wilkins (1964). 

Christie's figures are static in nature: that is, they describe in snapshot 

fashion the number of persons actually in prison on one particular day, 

-Moreover, the Christie rates have been calculated as proportions of 

entire populations. Hogarth's methodological behaviour is comparable 

to putting an apple in a box of oranges and deciding that it doesn't 

rate very highly as an orange. 

In 1974, Waller and Chan produced a paper entitled 

"Prison Use: A Canadian and International Comparison," in which they 

took issue with the Hogarth study. Accordingly, in their paper the 

authors were at pains to point out that incarceration rate figures 

depend to a s i gni fi cant extent on how some centrally defi ned parameters, 

such as person and prison are handled, and also on the dynamic or 

static nature of the counting process. Then, having warned the reader 

of these necessary qualifications, Waller & Chan proceeded to define 

incarceration s tati cally: that is, the number of persons i ncay'cerated on 

a given day (Decen'ber 1st), Similar to the method used by Christie and 

in contrast to the dynamic or flow type statistics employed by Hogarth 
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to arrive at his figure for Canada. Again, like Christie, they included 

the entire population as the persons at risk in contrast to the lower 

bound imposed by Hogarth. Conveniently, this methodologica1 position 

was simi 1 ar to that adopted by the United Nations in 1972 for thei r 

International Study on Prison Populations which Waller and Chan used 

for their comparisons. At least partly as a result of these definitional 

modifications, the authors contrived to place Canada in a more comfortable 

middle position in the international ranking of imprisonment USe. Waller 

and Chan's data are reproduced ;n Table 1.2 below: 

TABLE 1.2 ---
SELECTED COUNTRIES RANKSQ...IN ORDER OF THE NUMBER OF 
~.-<-.--. 

PERSONS IN PRISON PER 100,000 PERSONS IN THE POPULATION 
...-,- --

-
COUNTRY YEAR RATE PER 100,000 

U.S.A. 1970 200.0 
Poland 1972 189.7 
Australia 1972 128.2 
Finland 1972 106.8 
New Zealand 1972 92.7 
Canada 1972 90.0 
England-Wales 1971 81.3 
Denmark 1971 69.3 
Sweden 1971 61.4 
France 1972 61.1 

Italy , 1972 51.2 

Japan 1972 46.5 
Spain 1972 39.9 

Norway 1971 37.1 
Netherl ands 1971 22.4 

Adopted from "Prison Use: A Canadian and International 
Comparison" by Irvin Waller and Janet Chan published in 
Criminal Law Quarterly, December, 1974. 
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This set of dats,too, has a methodological discrepancy 

in that the quoted Canadian figure which was furnished to the United 

Nations by Statisti'cs Canada through this Ministry does not include 

the number of persons in training schoo1s; a necessary component in 

view of having chosen the entire population for the calculation of an 

incarceration rate. Whether or not the same omission exists for the 

rates describing incarceration use for other countries is a matter for 

conjecture. 

The Waller and Chan paper received some press covt?t'a9P 

and its data have viti ated Hogarth IS cl aims. I t has not, however) 

fu1ly healed the national and political wounds, since the issue of 

comparative incarceration rates ranks prominent1y among the 

list of myths which concern this Ministrv. With reqard :to what 

additional further studies on comparative incarceration should be 

undertaken, two considerations should be borne in mind. The first 

'J; as in the pattern of change in Canadian i ncarcerati On rates, defined 

statically per 100,000 of total population, witnessed between 1970 and 

1974, for which the latest data exist. This pattern is shown in 

Table 1.3 below: 
.' 

!ABLE 1.3 
CANADIAN IMPRISONMENT RATE, PER 100,000 OF TOTAL POPULATION -

YEAR 

1970 
1971 
1972 

1973 

1974 

J 970-1974 

RATE 

101 

93 

92 

95 

91 
~----------~--------------.-

Computed from Catalogue No.85-207; Correctional Institution Statistics; Statistics Canada: 
1974 
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The picture appears stable but whether or not this 

stability is characteristic of patterns of incarceration in other 

countries is not known. However, using the Canadian figures, it 

seems reasonable to suggest that further studies on incarceration should 

not be less than 5 years apart. Accordingly, based on the evidence 

presented, the earliest date for another study on incarceration rates 

would be at that time whEfn the 1979 data become available. 

The second consideration governing the decision as to 

when another study on international comparative incarceration rates should be 

conducted is the future plans of the United Nations to repeat the 1972 

study on which data Haller and Chan ~ased their paper. Communication 

\'lith Dr. Mueller'S office in Washington indicates that such a fol1ow~up 

will be undertaken in 1981. 

It seems clear then, that 1981 should be the next date 

for a further study on incarceration r-ates since patterns of (Canadian) 

change and costs of generating data by ourselves discourage an earlier 

effort, 

CHAPTER 2 
---~ 

INCARCERATION RATE DEFINED 

Of the studies previously mentioned, some have employed 

static methodo10gy while others have relied on flow statistics to 
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calculate the rate of incarceration. Wh'!le static counts of nuntHH'S 

of persons incarcerated on a particular day have some value as a 

national social ,indicator amenab1e to international comparison, an 

incarceration rate methodology that employs a flow approach of numbers 

sentenced s committed or admitted to an institution over some fixed prriod 

of time is more useful ;n that it can be more readily integrated within 

the context of penal practice. 

The study which follows adopts the flow approach to 

incarceration rate methodology and restricts the population at Y'isk 

to those persons found gui 1 ty by the courts. Furthermot's, it; ntroducC~J 

the idea of offence-specific rats. Thus the incarceration rate tor' 

a particular offence is defined as the proportion or percentage of 
'-~-"l''''~-'''' -,,,,",,,,_, ... ,,",,""-'4'-''', ~ .". ",",'" _""""~, .. , ,_",",,'.' 

those found guil ty of a parti cular offence who were sentenced to a term 
"'~''W, ___ ~,,,,''''' __ ''''''~_~"'''' ____ • __ ''''-__ ''''~''''_--'''''--'''''.W_,-~_'''''' __ '''*"",,,,,, ,""""L<~''"-'''W'''''-'''','''''*' 0)' ~o,_ . ,,', " ."''''" ....... ''',,'"''''n<'''' '""", .. 4 .... ;,-'" ""., _"",~'" tc, C'_ 

9f:jA~c:..c:!~~at~.£n. The definition describes incarceration as a penal 

sanction handed down by the Court, a sentencing disposition relative U 

other possible dispositions provided for in the Criminal Code. Changes 

;n this newly .. defined incarceration rate will, it is hOPed, reflect 

changes in contemporary penal practice and will clarify, in terms of 

the employment of other dispositions, the meaning of tht:~se changes. 

A time series study uSing this approach would monitor quite well the 

pattern, changing or unchanging, of penal attitudes towards confincment. 

THE PRESENT STUDY 
__ "--' ___ ""~_·"'1.""_·."""'·""' __ '.·~ 

The present study is an exploratory attempt to apply 

this new definition of incarceration rate~ the proportion of those 

:' 

~ .;j 
I. 
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found guil ty \<Jho were sentenced to a term of incarcerati on, to 

available criminal justice data, It examines the prominence of incar-

ceration as a sentencing disposition relative to three alternative 

di spas; ti ons: IISuspended Sentence without Probation, \I "Suspended 

.Sentence with Probation)u and IIFines,,1 The study addresses the incar-

ceration rate of four selected Criminal Code Indictable Offences. 

They are: IIRobbery,1I "Theft," IIAssault Causing Bodily Harm," and 

IIBreaking and Entering. II It also considers one Federal Statute, 

the Narcotic Control Act. The behaviour of the incarceration rate 

for each offence is followed over the period 1964 to 1973, and 

regional differences are explored. 

A further aspect of incarceration rate is also considered. 

While actual incarceration rates may "remain invariant over time, changes 

in the use of incarceration as a penal disposition may be occurring, being 

reflected in changes 'tn lengths of sentences handed dm<Jn. Consequently, this 

study examlnes, for the period 1970 to 1973 inclusive, changes in 

s.entence 1 ength for the five offences lAnder investi gation. In addition to 

sentence length, the study examines the percentage of those who were 

sentenced to a provincial penal institution or a federal penitentiary. In 

this respect~ provincia1 penal institution refers to gaols~ reformatories, 

industrial farms, and training schools. Penitentiary refers here to a 

federal penal institution housing persons sentenced for a period of two 

years or more. 

INFORMATION SOURCE 

statistics Canada publicat'lon, Statistics Gf CrimHlrJ'( apc Ocher Offences. ...... -''"'--' .. ~,.. .. ,.----... -~ .... --.. ;.--... ~- -~- ... *.,----

-II 
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At the time of carrying out the study) 1973 was, lamentably, the latest 

period for which data were availabl.e. Understandably, the findings a1'e 

considerablY out of date and may not be indicative of what is happening 

in 1978. 

Not only are the available data out of date but they are 

also incomplete. For the years considered, data for Quebec, Alberta, the 

Yukon and the Northwest Territories are not consistently available. As a 

resul t, these two prov; nces and tet'ritori es are not i ncl uded in the 

study and the meaning of the Canadian IInationa 1" data presented and the 

implications for regional compartsons have to be borne in mind accordingly. (1) 

Sentence length was only examined for the years 1970 to 1973 

incl usive, precisely becaUse detal1s on sentence length of those sentenced 

to terms of incarceration were simply not available before then. 

It is for these reasons - lack of timeliness and imcompleteness 

of information - that the study is described as exploratory. It is 

unfortunate that this paper demands less interest for its conclusions t~an 

it does for its. methodo logy and ana 1ys is. 

THE OFFENCES SELECTED 

The offences examined were selected, for the most part, on 

the basis of their frequency of occurrence. With one exception, they are 

IIpopularll offences in that they are frequently violated. It was felt 

that, because of the large numbers invol ved, any change that occurred 

in judicial response to these offences would be less likely to be 

1. By this is meant the Canadian Incarceration Rates for each· offence excludes 
consideration of sentencing practices in Alberta, Quebec, the Yukon and the 
Northwest Territories. Furthermore, Quebec as a region is not compared 
with other regions, and the Prairie Region contains, for the purposes of 
the study, only two provinces. 
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randomly determinf~d. The Nartbtic Control Act was appended to the other 

four offences not because of -its frequency of occurrence but because 

of its perceived susceptibility to likely changes if! Penal attitudes 

and penal philosophy. 

Not every year during the period 1964-1973 was consiDered. 

At the time that information was initially gathered for this study~ the 

most recent data available were for 1972. It was deemed sufficient 

to consider the even years only, in order to be able to monitor any 

discernib1e trend over the study period. Since this time, and after 

data had been gathered for the above-mentioned years, the 1973 data 

were published. In order to accommodate this newly released information, 

tables and analysis have been accordingly updated. 

CHAPTER 3 

THE RESULTS 

The following sections detail the findings ~n imprisonment 

for each of the five offences. Each section contains two headings -

one covering imprisonment rate and the other, sentence length. Data are 

presented for illustrative purposes; the complete results of this study 
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are presented in tabular form, both numbers and pel~centagesJ in the Appendix. 

The tables in the Appendix are arranged by Offence and aY'e combined to f(H'm 

the following groups: 

1: Robbery: Sentencing Dispositions of Total Persons 
Convicted and Sentenced by Type of Penal Institution and 
Length of Sentence Imposed; 
II: Theft: Sentencing Dispositions of Total Persons 
Convicted and Sentenced by Type of Penal Institution and 
Length of Sentence Imposed; 
III: Breaking and Entering: Sentencing Dispositions of Tolal 
Persons Convicted and Sentenced by Type of Penal Institution 
and Length of Sentence Imposed: 
IV: Assault Causing Dodily Harm: Sentencing Dispositions 
of Total Persons Convicted and Sentenced by Type of Penal 
Institution and Length of Sentence Imposed: 
V: Narcotic Control Act: Sentencing Dispositions of 
Total Persons Convicted and Sentenced by Type of Penal 
Institution and Length of Sentence Imposed, 

In perusing these results the reader ;s reminded of the 

footnote on page 9 which explains the restricted meaning of the terms 

"Canadian" and "Prairie Region. II 

In the tables presented within the paper) the percentages 

will not always total 100% due to the rounding of figures. 

ROBBERY 

Inc,arceration Rate 

In Canada, the courts take a rather poor view of the 

behaviour of those who commit robbery. In 1973, 87% of the 857 convicted 

ot this offence were incarcerated, Little use was made of alternative 

dispositions. Over the period studied, the incarceration rate for robbery 

L ________ ~~ 
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has remained relatively stable. To the extent that it does fluctuate, 

it does so, as Table 3.1 below shows, inversely with "suspended sentence 

with probation. II 

.. '--

YEAR 

1973 
1972 
1970 

1968 
1966 
1964 

TABLE 3.1 

ROB8ERY: INCARCERATION RATE AND PERCENTAGE EMPLOYMENT OF 

OTHER SENTENCING DISPOS ITIONS) CANADA, 1964-1973 

---.-----
I NCARC ERA TI ON SUSPENDED SENTENCE --

RATE FINES WITHOUT PROBATION WITH PROBATION - -'..- .... 

87 1 1 11 
88 1 2 10 

90 1 2 8 

90 1 1 8 

85 1 1 13 

89 1 2 8 

This high rate of incarceration is fairly uniformly reflected 

across the regions. Table 3.2 on the next page reveals that while there 

are inter-regional differences, these differences are neither systematic 

nor sufficiently large to warrant commentary. 
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TABLE 3.2 

ROBBERy:INCARCERATION RATES BY REGION, 1964-1973 

INCARCERATION RATES 

REGION 

YEAR PACIFIC PRAIRIE ONTARIO ATLANTIC 

1973 82 88 R9 90 
1972 87 85 88 95 
1970 92 91 88 91 
1968 99 91 86 90 
1966 84 71 88 91 
1964 87 86 91 86 

In summary then, a high incarceration rate is associated 

with Robbery. Little use ;s made of other sentencing dispositions and 

no marked reqiona1 differences are apparent for the period examined. 

Sentence Length 

In Canada, during 1973, 42% of those convicted of 

Robbery who received ;ncarcerative sentences were sent to penitentiary. 

The average length of 'these penitentiary sentences imposed was 5,6 Years. 

While these figures represent a slight decline since 1971 and 1972, 

they have remained relatively stable to those reported in 1970, as 

Table 3.3 indicates. 
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TABLE 3.3 

ROBBERY: PERCENTAGE OF THOSE CONVICTED AND SENTENCED TO 

INCARCERATION WHO WERE SENT TO PENITENTIARY AND AVERAGE 

LENGTH OF PENITENTIARY SENTENCE, CANADA t 1970-1973 

I 

PERCENTAGE SENTENCED AVERAGE LENGTH OF 
YEAR TO PENITENTIARY PENITENTIARY SENTENCE 

., 

1973 42 5,6 years 
1972 49 5.9 
1971 49 5.9 
1970 46 5.4 

When the regions are examined individuallY, as in Table 3.3a, 

this slight decrease from 1972 to 1973 of the percentage sentenced to 

penitentiary is apparent. Also apparent is the tendency for the Atlantic 

Region to send a higher percentage of those convicted of Robbery to 

penitentiary than is the case for the other regions. Table 3.3b suggests 

that the slightly shorter sentences imposed in 1973 are reflected equally 

across the regions, with the exception of Ontario, which remained stable. 

Taking the years 1970 to 1973 as a single period, the Atlantic Region hands 

down the lowest average sentence length while the Pacific Region hands 

dO'tm the highest. 
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TABLE 3.3a 

ROBBERY: PERCENTAGE OF THOSE CONVICTED AND SENTENCED TO INCARCERAT~Or( 

WHO WERE SENT TO PENITENTIARY~ BY REGION, 1970-1973 ... 

PERCENTAGE SENT TO PENITENTIARY 
YEAR REGION 

PACIFIC PRAIRIE ONTARIO ATLANTIC 

1973 47 42 39 55 
1972 52 53 44 59 
1971 46 44 48 67 
1970 42 50 47 46 

TABLE 3.3b 

ROBBERY: AVERAGE LENGTH OF PENITENTIARY SENTENCE, 

BY REGION, 1970-1973 

AVERAGE PENITENTIARY SENTENCE (YEARS) 
YEAR REGION 

PACIFIC J PRAIRIE ONTARIO ATLANTIC 

1973 6.6 5.1 5.6 4.3 
1972 7.2 5.6 5.6 5.5 
1971 7,.1 5.6 5.9 4.4 
197() 5.9 4.8 5.6 4.4 
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Approximately 3 out of every 5 persons incarcerated for 

Hobbery in 1973 were committed to provincial institutions. As Table 3.4 

reveals~ 79% of these persons were given sentences of six months or 

more while only 4% received terms of less than one month. Over the 

four years examined, there appears to be a slight trend towards imposing 

longer provincial terms: 

TABLE 3.4 

~.9j3BERY: PERCENTAGE OF THOSE CONVICTED AND SENTENCED TO 

INCARCERATION WHO WERE SENTENCED TO PROVINCIAL INSTITUTIor~S 

AND. THEIR LENGTH OF SENTENCE, CANADA, 1970-197,?,. 

,......-. __ . 
"'-,- PERCENTAGE OF THOSE SENTENCED 

TO A PROVINCIAL INSTIIUJION 
PERCENTAGE SENTEN- WHO WERE SENTENCED TO 1 

YEAR CED TO A PROVINCIAL LESS THAN SIX MONTHS 
INSTITUTION ONE MONTH OR MORE 

1973 58 4 79 
1972 51 6 80 
1971 51 5 75 
1970 54 7 73 

Regional differences in this regard are not particuiarly 

noteworthy. The Atlantic Re~;on did, however, in 1970 and 1971, 

tend to sentence a greater percentage than any other region, to less than 

one month and a smaller percentage to six months or more. 

(1) Only 2 sentence brea~d()\oms were examined. l'he breakdown of 
sentences of more than one month and less than three was 
not considered. Consequently, the two columns will not total 100. 

--c=rr1B,-' ____ _ 
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THEFT 

Incarceration is not Canada's most characteristic 

sentencing response to conviction for theft. In 1973, more than half 

of the 16,589 Canadians convicted of Theft were fined, while 21% were 

incarcerated. OVer the period studied, as Table 3,5 shows, there has been 

a steady decrease in the incarceration rate with a corresponding increase in 

the use of fines as a penal sanction. There has been a steady decrease 

in the employment of suspended sentence without probation and a relatively 

stable rate of suspended sentence with probation during the years studied. 

TABLE 3. 5~ 

THEFT: INCARCERATION RATE AND PERCENTAGE EMPLOYMENT 

OF OTHER SENTENCING DISPOSITIONS, CANADA, 1964-197~ 

SUSPENDED SENTENCE 
INCARCERATION WITHOUT WITH 

YEAR RATE FINES PROBATION PROBATION 

1973 21 52 7 20 

1972 21 49 9 21 

1970 23 44 9 23 

1968 29 38 15 18 

1966 29 35 13 23 

1964 33 30 12 24 
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Ih Table 3.6, the overall national decline in incarceration 

rate is shown with the Pacific and Ontario regions showing a consistent 

decline, and the Prairie and Atlantic regions showing a rather fluctuating 

rate of decline during the years studied. 

TABLE 3.6 

THEFT: INCARCERATION RATES BY REGION, 1964-1973 

INCARCERATION RATES 

YEAR REGION 
PACI FIC PRAIRIE ONTARIO ATLANTIC 

1973 25 31 18 24 
1972 25 23 19 17 
1970 28 27 21 20 
1968 35 31 26 27 
1966 34 26 28 29 
1964 37 34 33 27 

SentEmce length 

A very high percentage of persons sentenced to incarceration 

for theft in 1973 were given a term in a provincial institution. Table 3.7 
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suggests that the small number sentenced to penitentiary over the 1·)()t'i(1d 

1970~ 1973 is stable. The average sentence length of those scmt to 

penitentiary also appears stable at a little over three and a half YPtH'S, 

l~JFT: PERCENTAGE OF TH_OSE ~~Vlw~1§'~~Q.._~~~!iI~N,"S"~9.,J.Q. 

INCARCERATION WHO WERE SENT_.TO_ PENIl~N"fI~~Y_~ND AVER_~ 

LENGTH OF PENITENTIARY SENTENCE, CANAuA, 197 ... 1~r~ 

------........... 
PERCENTAGE 
SENTENCED TO 

YEAR PENITENTIARY 

1973 3 

1972 3 

1971 4 

1970 4 

-
AVERAG 
OF PEN 
SENTEN 

.. l>m',.._.,..... .. 

3.7 
3.6 
3.8 
3.6 

E LENGTH 
ITENTIARY 
CE 

years 

When the regions are examined individually as in Tab1e 3.7a~ 

the Atlantic Region stands out as tending to send more convicted persons 

to penitentiary than do the other regions. As can be seen from Table 3. 7b, 

no real inter-regional differences exist for average length of penitentiarY 

sentence. 

... 
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TABLE 3.7a 

I~YIL.,.Elli~NTAGE OF THOSE CONVICTED}ND SENTENCED TO 

l~c~gCERATION WHOWERE .? .. ,E;;;;..N;..:...T-.:T..::..O_P.;;:.;.EN.:..:.I...;.;;TE::.:..:N...:..:TI~~.:.;..RY_B __ Y_R:..:.:;E:..:..GI:...:O.:..:..N!..-t ..:.;19:...:..7..:...0-....;,1.;:.,.;97 __ 3 

"'-,-,."..",. .... _, 
PERCENTAGE SENT TO PENITENTIARY 

YEAR REGION "'--- - ---
PACIFIC PRAIRIE ONTARIO ATLANTIC ,---""",, --_., .... _ ... 

1973 3 3 1 5 
1972 2 5 3 10 
1971 3 4 3 10 
1970 3 3 4 13 

:maLE 3.7b 

THEFT: AVERAGE LENGTH OF PENITENTIARY SENTENCE BY 

REGION, 1970-1973 

AVERAGE PENITENTIARY SENTENCE (YEARS) 
YEAR REGION 

PACIFIC PRAIRIE ONTARIO ATLANTIC 

1973 3.8 3.5 4.0 3.5 
1972 3.7 3.6 3.7 3.5 

1971 3.7 3.7 4.0 3.5 

1970 3.5 3.5 3.6 3.6 
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Table 3.8 describes the sentence lengths of those who WfH'E~ 

committed to provincial institutions. Of the 98% who were sentencrd 

to such an institution in 1973~ 36~~ were given tar'nls of less than on~ 

month while 28% were sentenced to six months or more. Over the four 

years examined, there appears a slightly increasing tendency to hand 

out longer terms to provincial 'institutions. 

THEFT: PERCENTAGE OF THOSt: CONVICTED .~ND SENTENCED TO -----.------.""" ..... '"-.... , .... , .......... """" .. "'-~,,.- ..... ,.,"'.,,~-,.-~~ 

INCARCERATION WHO WERE SENT TO PROVINCIAL INSTITUTIONS . _ ____ ___ """-_""" ."""'_ .• __ """w"".,....- _<o~..-__ 

AND THEIR LENGTH OF SENTENCE!.._CANADA,J979~19(3 e. 

PERCENTAGE 
YEAR SENTENCED TO 

A PROVINCIAL 
INSTITUTION 

1973 98 

1972 97 
1971 96 
1970 96 

e __ ~_'_' ______ ~ __ I 
I PERCENTAGt OF THOSE SENTENCED 

VINCIAL INSTITUTION 
.§...ENTENCED -.lQ. __ "e_~--~'-'"l' 

TO A PRO 
WHO WERE 
LESS THA N SIX MONTHS 
ONE MONT H OR MORE 
----"-,.,,, ...... ~-«"'------, .... "-" .. " ,.""' .. ". 

36 
43 

44 

40 -

28 
26 
24 
23 

Inter-reg'jonally, the Pacific and Ontario reqions appear 

to hand down a proportionately higher number of sentences of 1ess than 

one month·s duration, than do the other two regions; and the Prairie 

Region appears to commit a higher percentage of convicted persons to 

terms of six months or more. 

I 
1 
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BREAKING AND ENTERING 

Incarceration Rate 

r~ore than one-half of the 5 ,543 pel~sons conv; cted of 

Breaking and Entering in Canada during 1973 were sentenced to incarceration. 

The most frequently em played alternative sentence ,was "!:luspended sentence 

with Probation tl • As Table 3.9 demonstrates, over the period investigated 

an inverse trend is evident in the use of these two dispositions. The 

imprisonment rate for Breaking and Entering is declining while "Suspended 

SentenCE with Probation" is on the proportionate increase. Little use 

-~, 

is made of the other two sentencing dispositions - "Suspended Sentence 

Without Probation ll and "Fines." 

TABLE 3.9 

BREAKING AND ENTERING: INCARCERATION RATE AND PERCENTAGE 

EMPLOYMENT OF OTHER SENTENCING DISPOSITIONS, CANADA, 1964-1973 

SUSPENDED SENTENCE 
INCARCERATIOI WITHOUT WITH 

YEAR RATE FINES PROBATION PROBATION 

1973 54 2 6 38 

1972 53 2 6 40 
1970 54 2 6 39 
1968 56 2 9 33 

1966 57 2 8 33 
1964 63 1 7 29 

----------------------------------
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Table 3.9a shows the genera1 decline in the U5e of 

incarceration by region. The overall rate of decline in incarceration 

for the Atlantic and Pacific regions has been somewhat slo\'~er than that 

for the remaining two regions during the years studied. 

TABLE 3.9a 

BREAKING AND ENTERING: r~cARCERATrON RATES BY REGION, 1964-1973 

INCARCERATION ~ RATES 

YEAR REGION 
PACIFIC PRAIRIE I ONTARIO ATLANTIC 

1973 59 52 51 62 
1972 63 49 I 

49 58 
I 

1970 68 55 49 56 
1968 72 59 52 59 
1966 61 53 57 57 
1964 62 65 62 64 

Sentence Length ... -

! , 
I 
I 

\ 

In 1973~ in Canada, of those who were sentenced to a term of 

incarceratiol'for Breaking and Entering, about 13% were sent to penitentiary. 

This represents, as Table 3.10 i nd; cates, a decrease from the per'centage 
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reported in 1970. However, the average length of penitentiary sentence 

has remained constant at close to four years OVer the period studied. 

TABLE 3.10 ----...-.--

BREAKING AND ENTERING: PERCENTAGE OF THOSE CONVICTED AND ""/0._._..-_. __ , ______ ,.-_____ _ 

SENT~CE£~Iq. !t{CARCERATION WHO WERE SENT TO PENITENTIARY 

AND AVERAGE LENGUI OF PENITENTIARY SENTENCE. CANADA. 1970-1973 
------~~~~---. . --

- -
PERCENTAGE AVERAGE LENGTH 
SENTENCED TO OF PENITENTIARY 

YEAR PENITENTIARY SENTENCE 
I 

1973 13 3.7 years 
1972 14 3.8 
1971 13 3.7 
1970 16 3.8 

The Atlantic Region tends to commit to penitentiary a 

higher percentage of those convicted of Breaking and Entering, than do 

the other regions, as Table 3.10a indicates. 

Table 3.10b reflects, by region, the relatively constant 

average length of penitentiary sentence handed down by the courts. 
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TABLE _~.J.Q! 

BREAKING AND ENTERING: PERCENTAGE OF THOSE CONVICTED AND SENTtNCED -.-.. ----.""-.-~-... -----,.".- ....... --
TO INCl.\RCERATION WHO WERE SENT TO PENITENTIARY BY REGION, 1979-1973 .. ~---- -*" ..... -

----..... --------'''"' 
PERCENTAGE SENT TO PENITENTIARY 

~-... -""--«I--
YEAR REGION -, 

PACI FIC PRAIRIE ONTARIO ATLANTIC 
----

( 

1973 11 11 11 26 
1972 13 17 10 22 
1971 11 13 12 21 
1970 12 17 14 23 

-

TABLE 3. lOb 

BREAKING AND ENTERING: AVERAGE LENGTH OF PENITENTIARY 

SENTENCE BY REGION, 1970-1973 

AVERAGE PENITENTIARY SENTENCE (YEARS) 

YEAR REGION 

PACI FIC PRAIRIE ONTARIO ATLANTIC 

1973 3.8 3.9 3.8 3.5 

1972 4.3 3.8 3.8 3.7 

1971 4.0 3.8 3.8 3.6 

1970 3.9 3.9 3.8 3.6 
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Eighty-seven percent of those incarcerated for Breaking and 

Entering in 1973, in Canada, were committed to a provincial institution, 

Of these~ some 16% received sentences of less than one monthJs duration 

\'Jhile 56/: were given terms of six months or more. There is an indication 

from the figures in Table.3.11 that the percentage of sentences of more 

than S1X months is on une increase. 

TABLE 3.11 

BREAKING AND ENTERING: PERCENTAGE OF THOSE CONVICTED AND 

SeNTENCED TO INCARCERATION WHO WERE SENT TO PROVINCIAL INSTITUTIONS 

AND THEIR LeNGTH OF SENTENCE, CANADA, 1970-1973 

.-- PERCENTAGE OF THOSE SENTENCED 
PERCENTAGE TO A PROVINCIAL INSTITUTION 

YEAR SENTENCED TO WHO WERE SENTENCED TO 
A PROVINCIAL LESS THAN SIX MONTHS 

INSTITUTION ONE MONTH OR MORE 

1973 87 16 56 

1972 87 17 55 
1971 87 18 51 

1970 84 17 49 
J -

L ______ _ 
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ASSAULT CAUSING BODILY HARM .. .. ---"" 

Incarceration Rate 

In Canada 1 during 1973, 41% of the 1,412 persons convictpd 

of assault causing bodily harm were sentenced to incarceration and 3~~ 01 

these violators were fined. As Table 3.12 illustrates~ the rate of 

incarceration remained relatively stab1e during the period of study. n.B 
use of fines rose during 1964 to 1970, then dropped s;qnificantly fran 

1970 to 1973. The use of suspended sentence without probation decreased 

while the employment by the courts of suspended sentence with probati nr1 

more than doubled. 

TABLE 3.1£ 

ASSAULT CAUSING BODILY HARM: INCARCERATION RATE AND PERCENTAGE 

. EMPLOYMENT OF OTHER SENTENCING DISPOSITIONS, 

CANADA, 1964-1973 

. ..~ .. 
SUSPtNDED SENTENCE 

INCARCERATION WI THOIJT WITH 
t YEAR RATE FINES PROBATlON PROBATION 
-<--'""-----

\ 
1973 41 32 7 21 . 37 32 8 23 1972 , 

! 1970 36 40 9 16 
I 1968 36 40 14 11 

1966 37 42 11 10 

1964 41 36 13 10 -

, ' 

'.~ 
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Table 3.13 illustrates, by region, the rate of incarceration 

during the time period studied. Overall, the Atlantic region shows an 

increase in the rate of incarceration while the Pacific and Prairie 

regions show an overal1 decrease. The rate for Ontario has remained 

relatively stable over the years. 

TABLE 3.13 

A?SAU_~T CAUSING BODILY HARM: INCARCERATION RATES BY REGION, 

1964-1973 

AR 

--
19 

19 

19 

19 

l ___ ~ 

73 
72 

70 
68 

66 

64 

-- " l 

PACIFIC 

! 35 

38 
41 
38 

40 

I 41 

INCARCERATION RATES 
REGION 

PRAIRIE ONTARIO ATLANTIC 
I 

39 43 42 
39 35 42 
47 29 34 
43 32 37 
44 35 33 
46 41 34 

~_entence Length 

Only 6% of those convicted of assault causing bodily harm who 

received an incarcerative disposition were sentenced to a penitentiary in Canada 

during 1973. Table 3.14 below indicates that this represents a small increase 

brz r_ ..... 
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frC/1n 1970. The average length of penitentiary term imposed had remained 

stable at about 3.5 years until 1973, when the averaqe sentence length increased 

to 4.4 years. 

TABLE 3.14 

ASSAU~T CAUSING BODILY HARM: PERCENTAGE OF THOSE CONVICTED AND 

SENTENCED TO INCARCERATION WHO WERE SENT TO PEiHTENTIARY AND AVERi,GE 

LENGTH OF PENITENTIARY SENTENCE, CANADA, 1970-1973 

PERCENTAGE AVERAGE LENGTH 
SENTENCED TO OF PEN ITENT IARY 

YEAR PENITENTIARY SENTENCE 
r-' 

1973 6 4.4 years 

1972 5 3.5 

J 1971 4 3.6 
1970 3 3.5 , , ----

The increase in penitentiary committals and sentences ;s 

apparent upon regional examination of the data. Tables 3.14a and 3.14b 

show that the Prairie and Ontario regions reported a marked increase 

in the rate of incarceration of those persons convicted of assault 

causing bodily harm and a corresponding increase in the averaQe penitentiary 

sentence! particularly in Ontario. In addition, the Atlantic region demonstratpd 

a dramatic decline in the rate of incarceration and a stable average 

penitentiary sentence of 3.5 years until 1973, when the sole person 

incarcerated for assault received a sentence of 7.5 years. The rate of 

incarceration in the Pacific region increased over the years, while the 

average length of sentence remained stable at 3,5 years, 

., 
, . 

to,) 
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TABLE 3, 14a 

ASSAULT CAUSING BODILY HARM: PERCENTAGE OF THO~E CONVICTED A~D 

SE~TENCED TO INCARCERATION WHO WERE SENT TO ~ENrTENTIARY. 

BY REGION 1970-1973 , -[ ----_._--_'-
PERCENTAGE SENT TO PENITENTIARY 

, 
1 YEAR REG10N 

PACIFIC PRAI RI E ONTARIO ATLANTIC , 
--

4 10 6 2 r- 1973 

I 1972 3 6 3 11 

! 1971 1 4 3 16 

1- :~!_~ 2 3 2 10 

TABLE 3.14b 

ASSAULT CAUSING BODILY HARM: AVERAGE LENGTH OF PENITENTIARY 

SENTENCE BY REGION. 1970-1973 

AVERAGE PENITENTIARY SENTENCE (YEARS) 

YEAR REGION 

PACIFIC PRAIRIE ONTARIO ATLANTIC 

1973 3.5 3.8 4.7 7,5* 
1972 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 

1971 3.5 3.5 4.0 3.5 

1970 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 

* Only one person was sentenced to a penitentiary 
in the Atlantic Region during 1973 
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Table 3.15 shows that 94% of those who received an incarcerative 

disposition for assault in 1973 were sentenced to a provincial institution. 

This is a slight decrease over the three previous years. Approximat~1y 

nne-quarter received terms of less than one month in length while slightly 

more than one-quarter rece; ved sentences of six months or more, Over the 

study peri od. 

TABLE 3.15 

ASSAULT CAUSING BODILY HARM: PERCENTAGE OF THOSE CONVICTED 

AND SENTENCED TO INCARCERATION WHO WERE SENT TO PROVINCIAL 

INSTITUTIONS AND THEIR LENGTH OF SE~TENCE, CANADA. 1970~1973 

PERCENTAGE OF THOSE SENTENCED --"- .. , ... -' -_ ........... - TO A PROVINCIAL INSTITUTION 
'AR PERCENTAGE WHO WERE SENTENCED TO SENTENCED TO 

A PROVINCIAL LESS THAN SIX ~ONTHS 
INSTITUTION ONE MONTH OR MORE 

-
973 94 26 29 

72 95 29 34 

971 96 25 28 

970 97 26 30 

I 

I 

. .' 
-----~...-~------
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TI~E NARCOTIC CONTROL ACT 
--.~- .... -----------... -...-

Incarceration Rate 

In Canada in 1973, 43% of the 2,122 persons convicted of 

an indictable offence under the Narcotic Control Act, were sentenced to incarceratio~ 

1n;s tigure represents, as Table 3.16 dramat.ically reveals, a considerable 

overall decline in the incarceration rate since 1964. The increased use of fines 

as an alternative disposition accounts for the greater part of this ,declining 

trend in incarceration rate. Of particular interest ;s the substantial 

increase in the imprisonment rate in 1973 over 1972, and the corresponding 

decrease in the use of fines for the same period. Also interesting to note 

is the substantial increase in the use of suspended sentences with and without 

probation for the years 1964 to 1968, and the significant decline in the 

use of these sentencing alternatives since 1968. 

--.-... ~ 

TABLE 3.16 

NARCOTIC CONTROL ACT: INCARCERATION RATE AND PERCENTAGE EMPLOYMENT 

OF OTHER SENTENCING DISPOSITIONS, CANADA, 1964-1973 

SUSPENDED SENTENCE 
INCARCERATION WITIlOUT WITH 

YEAR RATE FINES PROBATION PROBATION 

1973 43 46 2 9 
1972 34 50 2 15 
1970 37 44 3 17 
1968 62 1 12 24 

1966 76 2 7 15 

1964 90 0 3 7 
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This national picture of general decline in the incarceration 

rate masks an unyielding opposite trend in all the Regions. Table 3.17 

shows that sinca 1970 there has been a reverse upwards in the incarcerative 

rate for the Pacific and Prairie Regions while 1972 marked the beginning 

of the same trend in Ontario and the Maritimes. 

TABLE 3.17 

NARCOTIC CONTROL ACT: INCARCERA TIO!'\RATES BY RE~10N, 1.2J~4-1973. 

_.,.....-
INCARCERATION RATES 

YEAR REGION 
PACIFIC PRAIRIE ONTARIO ATLANTIC 

1973 52 28 36 69 
1972 44 40 25 43 

I 
1970 37 25 43 49 
1968 85 40 46 39 

l. _ 1966 84 78 64 80 

1964 90 83 90 0 
-

Sentence Lengt!1 

In 1973, 24% of those imprisoned for violating the 

Canadian Narcotic Control Act were sent to penitentiary. Their prison 

term averaged almost six years. Since 1970 ,there appears to have been 

a large increase in the proportion pf incarcerated persons $entenced to 

penitentiary terms. The.averase sentence lenQth imposed is also 

shown to be on the increase. (See Table 3.18). 

., J 

F~ 
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Mt~ ~EHTENCEO TO INCARCERATION WHO HERE SENT TO PENITENTIARY AND AVERAGE 
__ "'- _ .... _.,~_'''~''' •. ~"'¥,...",'''.,...-.'''''' . ...,. '_"""r"._'''''W''_1<W_~_'' •. ",~", __ "-''l<~ __ noo''''''',""",,,'''' """',,,..,,,,_-"" .... _~'~_""""""""""''''_'''''''~_''''~-.J'i>'''''~~ __ '''_'_~''''''_''_ 

LENGTH OF PENITENTIARY SENTENCE, CANADA, 1970~ 1973 
~,O<"''''.'''<Wi.l'~_ ______ ~ ~ ... __ ~_"">_'""'_""""' ... ~"'_.,.,:.,'_'...u::;: ... ,,..::.\ __ ._,,~''''.Si'' 

- P£RCENrAGE-----.--A'VERAGELENGTH~ '1 
SENTENCED TO OF PEN lTENTIARY 

YEAR PENITENTIARY SENTENCE 

1973 24 

1972 20 

1971 16 

1970 17 

, 
~_~~-"""'''''.''~''';'''·''''h'''''''''''''.~4 

5.9 years 
5.7 
5.0 

Ho!;t of ttlf: nationil1 increa~(! in the proportion !iontcmc(~(j 

to rm(jit(~ntiary 15 il(;C()unted for by thn Ontario and Pacific regions (sew 

Table! :3, lHa). Taking the four YCiarr; totwtrl!:r, the Pacific Rfl9ion app(l[lt'~; 

to commit a higher pert;(wtagrl to pr:nitl?ntiary than do the oth(~r thTl{'!e 

r(:gions .• It is interestinq to note that the Atlantic region Y'epot'ted a substantial 

decrease in the perc(mtaqr: sentenced to a penitentiary tc·rm in 1973, compared to 

the three! previous year/i. 

t ' 
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NARCOTIC CONTROL ACT: PERCENTAGE OF THOSE CONVICTED AND 
·~~·'''~·''~·''<''''_1<,,,,,,,'''M~'oJl\·''''''''''''"'· •• ;'''"''''_· ___ '_''''''''_'-', .. '\$n .... ...,_"'#~ ........ ", x< .. "",~Jo '''r,''''" ~ , , '-"lJ.", .. -,,,, ,.~, 

SENTENCED TO INCARCERATION WHO WE.... f.\ENT TO PENITENTIARY, BY REGlON ~ 19:'{'~ hL 
_~,-,~>"""""~,,_'C' __ ,,~ ___ ,,,,_,""j'l';:<''''~'~'<'f.P''''''''''''''_~''''''~''~> __ ''_-.""' ___ -.... ";,.,,. . .,.. ><, """,~",,,,,-,,., _"._, ",,,; ,;;. .... ".. """~'d,C~ , 

t' _. ~ " .~~-M·"-I-~'~·-·p·E'RCENTAGE-·SE·NT'· TO"#pEM"IT'ENT"i'AIW . .~. . .~ 

I HAil" .. ~~~;~I~--i~::p~~~r~Nr~ ONTA~IO:" . AT:LAN"T:IC'j 
197:l 31 1:1 \ 19 9 I 
1972 24 1 ~} I 17 :~O 

I 1971 22 1 3 I 9 ~t1 
1.'970.... .. 2~ 12.1 10 :'J 

Tnllln 3.1Ah shows thdt tlw national inCt'fW,(1 in tilt' ilVl'I\,.,t' 

l(lnnth of sent.etl(:n imposnd is evid(,~nt tht'OUgtlOut tlw t~£\fl;ons. with tht' 

r~xcoption of the Mv"'itillltlS, which fluctudtod t'dtHlomly, 1(lkinu the f(){w 

'/(!llrs as one pM'iod, the PY'air"le r~({Hion imposed ttw lOIl!1(ISt spnt£lrlCPS 

whilf! the! Atluntic: Ht~nion imposfld UHl stHH'tm;t St'nttlllCNi. 

~.< ""S" ''*".., .... ~\ .... i'¢'. ":;'·-"~;y."'C'f;fn.-".·'l' "'''''''''··"1;"t'·O"",-=· '" -.!<'. 1" ,. ',1(.,,'lII'",,""" ~~C' , - :." 

AVERAGE PENITENTIARY SENTENCE (YEARS) 

YEAR 

PACIFIC 

REtUON 

PRAIRIE ONTARIO 

5.7 

5.7 
4.6 
5.1 

ATLANTIC 

5.1 
3.A 
4.~ 

. , 
• 
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In 1973, 76% of those imprisoned for violating the Narcotic 

Control Act were sentenced to a provincial institution. Tab1e 3.19 points 

to a slightly decreasing trend from previous years ;n this regard. Some 

15% of those sentenced to a provincial institution were given sentences 

of 1 ess than one month IS durati on whereas 507~ were gi ven terms of six 

months or more. The table reveals a slight decrease ;n the nulTber at sentences 

of less than one month and a correspondlng increase in trle (lumbet' ::.entenced tv 

more than six months. 
TABLE 3.19 

NARCOTIC CONTROL ACT: PERCENTAGE OF THOSE CONVICTED 

AND SENTENCED TO INCAnCERATION WHO WERE SENT TO PROVINCIAL INSTITUTIONS 

AND THEIR LENGTH OF SENTENCE, CANADA, 1970-1973 

PERCENTAGE OF THOSE SENTENCED 
~---

~R-- PE.RCENTAGE TO A PROVINCIAL INSTITUTION 
SENTENCED TO WHO WERE SENTENCED TO .. -

! A PROVINC IAL LESS THAN SIX MONTHS 
i INSTITUTION ONE rttONTH OR MORE 

r- 1973 76 15 50 
r 1972 80 17 50 I 

1971 84 12 53 
I 
i 

1970 83 18 47 I . J 

I 
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CHAPTER 4 

DISCUSSlON 

The present study has primarily a methodological orientation. 

It stems from a consideration of the concept of uIncarceration Rate ll and 

its utility as an indicator of the functioning of the criminal justice p)·ocess. 

The particular definition of incarceration rate adopted in this study has 

a greater degree of connectedness than do definitions employed in previous 

studies: it is more closely tuned to penal sanctioning behavior. 

The study also introduces the idea of an. offence-specific 

incarceration rate. Such a rate is likely to be better able to monitor 

changes underlying sentencing behaviour than would an overall rate. This 

is because, for the most part, changes in penal attitudes occur at the 

margin: that is, they occur gradually and with tegard to specific offences. 

If the data presented here do little else, they point to the value of an 

offence-specific incarceration rate. 

Over the period studied, the incarceration rate for the 

offence of Robbery remained stable~ \'1hile that for Theft and violation of 

the Narcotic Control Act changed significantly. An incarceration rate 

defined to embrace all offences would be insensitive to these kinds of 

changes in sentencing practices. 
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Regrettably, the data are out of date, thereby rendering 
! 

rates, trends and comparisons of dubious applicabi'lity to present day 

penal policy. As far as their content is concerned, the most that can 

be said for them ;s that they are of historical interest. Moreover, data 

for Quebec, Alberta, the Yukon and Northwest Territories are missing. As 

a result, the true "national" incarceration rates for particular offences 

are unknown even for the period studied. Furthermore, inter-regional 

comparisons are rendered invalid by the absence of data for the Quebec region. 

In view of these considerations of timeliness and completeness, 

the present fi ndi ngs wi 11 be comnented upon bri efly. Incarcerati on rates 

do vary depending on the offence. Their degree of stability over the 

period studied also varies as does the aJternat;ve sentencing dispositions 

employed when change does occur. Thus, on the national level, during the 

years 1964 to 1973 inclusive, Robbery showed a high, stable incarceration 

rate. Theft showed a low,steadily decreasing rate with Fines increasing 

as the alternative sentence. Breaking and Entering showed a moderate 

decrease in incarceration rate with Susp~~ded Sentence with Probation more 

frequently employed. Assault is an offence that has a low, stable rate 

with the sentencing alternative of Suspended Sentence with Probation more 

than doubling during the time period stUdied. The Narcotic Control Act 

had an incarceration rate which showed a dramatic decline since 1964. 

Fines were increasingly used to replace incarceration for the violation 

of this Statute. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



-------

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

- 39 -

Looked at regiona1ly during the same time period, no significant 

inter-regional differences in incarceration rates were observed for convictions 

of Robbery, The declining trend in the rate for Theft ;s faithfully 

reflected across the regions. The Pacific and Atlantic regions maintained 

a stable incarceration rate for Breaking and Entering in the face of a 

declining one in the other two regions. The Atlantic region showed an 

increase in rate while the Pacific and Prairie regions showed an overall 

decrease in the rate of incarceration for convictions for Assault Causing 

Bodily· Harm. In the case of the Narcoti c Control Act, the Prai ri e and Paci fi c 

regions, from 1970 to 1973, exhibited a trend in the opposite direction to 

the national rate's tendency to decline, while 1972 marked the same trend 

in the Atlantic region. Ontario consistently showed a lower rate of 

incarceration than the national rate during the period examined. 

In terms of lengths of sentences rendered by the courts, 

there was a slight, overall decline in the percentage of convictions that 

received penitentiary sentences for the offence of Robbery during 1970 

to 1973. In addition, there was a slight, overall increase in sentence 

length that averaged 5.6 years in 1973. The rate of convictions that 

received provincial penal sentences for this offence increased over the 

years to 58% in 1973, with a corresponding trend toward sentences of 

longer than six months. 
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For Theft offences, the rate of penitentiary terms 

decreased from 4)": to 3~h over the years, with a stable, average 1 ength 

of sentence of 3.7 years. Of those given imprisonment terms, the percentage 

sent to provincial institutions increased from 965~ to 98~~, with a 

corresponding increase in sentences of more than six months. 

The convictions for Breaking and Entering witnessed a 

decrease ;n the rate of those given a term of imprisonment and sentenced 

to penitentiary, from 16% to 13%, while the average sentence length 

remained stable at close to 4 years, Those convictions that received 

prison sentences rose from 84% to 87% during the period e.xamined along 

with the average sentence of six months or more, which increased from 

49~; to 56~L 

In cases involving Assaults Causing Bodily Harm~ the rate 

of those convictions that received penitentiary sentences rose from 3~& to 

6%. The average length of sentence increased from 3.5 to 4.4 years. 

Of those convictions sentenced to incarceration and given prison terms, 

there was a slight decrease in the rate from 97% to 94% while the sentence 

length of one month and less than six averaged 42% over the years. 

For offences against the Narcotic Control Act, the rate 

of convictions sentenced to incarceration and given penitentiary sentences 

showed a significant, steady inct'ease since 1970 from 17% to 24%, with a 

corresponding increase in average sentence length from 4.8 to 5.9 years, 

during the same period. The rate of convictions that received a prison 

sentence steadily decreased from 83% to 76%, with a trend, from 47% to 50%, 

upward in sentences of longer than six months. 
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CONCLUSION --
The data presented in this study and the results sumli1aJ~;:zed 

above would be more interesting if they were complete. The application 

of an incarceration rate methodology, which places incarceration within the 

context of sentencing practice, to data which describe the more recent 

past would undoubtedlY aid in the administration of justice in Canada, 

in the progress of penal reform, and in the implementation of the 

recommendati ons of the Law Reform Comm; ssi on. Such informati on describes 

what is happening in the courts and identifies inter~regional discrepancies 

in dispositional choice. Without such information~ the operation of 

the criminal justice system is necessarily unfocussed and unsystematic. 

Upon resolution of the data inadequacies, or rather at 

least some, and completion of the proposed U.N. study on comparative 

prison counts in 1981, a more in-depth study would be beneficial. 

-~-~-~-~---------
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APPENDIX 

INCARCErATION AS A SENTENCING DISPOSITION 

DETAILED RESULTS 
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TABLE 1.0 

ROBBlRY: SENTENCING DISPOSITIONS OF TOTAL PERSONS CONVICnO AND ~tNTENCED, 
....... _-".-."""'.-<--. • ' ............ -.. ~ .. .--,-- .... --- - - . .. .... - ,.-...... /, .. " .-< 

.. --,-"'-...-......--.... 

YEAR AND AREA(l) 
OF 

SENTENCING 

NUMBER 
OF 

pgRSONS 
CONVICTED 

(1'1) k9~'~ -~~N-:~A - -I-' 

I PACIFIC 
PRAIRH: I 

1972 : 

19bfi: 

19hh: 

19M: 

ONTARIO 
ATLANTIC ,I 

CANADA 
PACIFIC 
PRAIRU: 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIC 

CANADA 
PACIFIC 
PRAIRIE 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIC 

I 
I 

CANADA 
PACIFIC 
PRAIRIE 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIC 'I 

t 
I 
! , 
I 

I 
CANADA 

PACIFIC 
PRAIRIE 
ONTAR 10 
ATLANTIC J 

CANADA 
PACIFIC 
PRAIRH: 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIC 

857 
199 
103 
493 

62 

763 
164 
150 
385 

64 

793 
177 
154 
407 

55 

704 
154 
140 
351 
59 

567 
118 

8'3 
298 
68 

599 
147 

97 
299 

56 

CANADA AND REGIONS t 1964 TO 1973 
-~- ,., .... ..-~-. 

,.-_. - . __ ."" ..... _- ..... --. '->--- .. ,. ... ---- ., .... ~ ... ~" 

DISPO!HTlON 
r--' ----.----- .. , ~.--.... ,-,- ........ --' ..... _/ 

SUSPENmm 
SEm·ENe!:: 

(2) HITHOUT 
INCARCERATION FINE PROBATION 
-

NO. 1 % NO. J % NO. I % 

748 87.3 8 0.9 5 0.6 
163 81.9 5 2.5 1 0.5 

91 88.3 1 1.0 ') 

1.9 ... 
438 88.8 2 0.4 2 0.4 

56 90.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 

671 87.9 6 0.8 13 1.7 
143 87.2 2 1.2 1 0.6 
127 84.7 2 1.3 8 5.3 
340 88.3 2 0.5 /., 1.0 

61 95.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 

710 89.5 5 0.6 13 1.6 
162 91.5 2 1.1 2 1.1 
140 90.9 0 0.0 /'1 3.9 
358 88.0 3 0.7 5 1.2 

50 90.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 

635 90.2 6 O.Q 9 1.3 
152 98.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 
127 90.7 3 2.1 6 4.3 
303 86.3 3 0.9 2 0.6 

53 89.8 a 0.0 1 1.7 

481 84.8 6 1.1 8 1.4 
99 83.9 1 0.8 2 1.7 
59 71.1 3 3.6 3 3.6 

261 87.6 2 0.7 2 0.7 
62 91.2 0 0.0 1 }.5 

530 88.5 5 0.8 14 2.3 
128 87.1 2 1.4 4 2.7 

83 85.6 0 0.0 l~ 4.1 
271 90.6 1 0.3 3 1.0 
48 85.7 2 3.6 3 5.4 

__ ~.o» 

* 

T"SUS'p'ENlJr.1\ 

SF:NH:t.;n 
HIll! 

l)ROBATIOt~ 

~ii~~_ J. . ~c;7_ 
0' c' t· n. 

I 
I 

I 

30 1 : . ) . 
9 8 . 

;}l 10.3 
6 9. :,' 

73 9.6 
18 11.0 
13 8.7 
39 10.1 

3 tl .7 

65 H. ,) 
11 6.2 

8 :J.2 
41 10.1 

:1 9.1 

I '1" ., ~ .... I • i 

2 1.3 
4 2.9 

43 12.3 
:> 8.5 

n 12.7 
16 13.6 
18 21. 7 
33 11.1 

.5 7,/f 

,SO 8.3 
13 8.8 
10 10.3 
2lf 8.0 I 

3 S.l. 
~,.~_'""'_. __ ... " ... ~_._l 

~(}Tl.: Dl'I': TO ROUNDING PROCEDURE PERCENTAGES MAY NOT AGGREGATE TO 100.0%. 

(1) 
(2) 

SOURCE: 

------------------......... __ ..,-m==mr"E"!'7'i' ~,. ,,,,.~ . ff' ••• .<..,,:\,.J. 

B 
o 
o 
o 
G 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
[J 

o 
o 
o 
n .. ··., U 
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TABLE lJ 

ROBBERY: PERSONS SENTENCED TO INCARCERATION BY TYPE OF INSTITUTION 

SENTENCED TO, CANADA A~D REGIONS, 1970 TO 19~~ 

YEAR AND AREA (1) 
NUMBER OF PROVINCIAL(2) 
PERSONS PENITENTIARY INSTITUTION 

OF SENTENCED TO 
SENTENCING INCARCERATION NO. % NO. % 

(N) 

1973: CANADA 748 315 42.1 433 57.9 
PACIFIC 163 76 46.6 87 53.4 

I PRAIRIE 91 38 41.8 .53 58.2 

I 
ONTARIO 438 170 38.8 268 61.2 
ATLANTIC 56 31 55.4 25 44.6 

) 
t 

i 
1972 : I CANADA 671 327 48.7 344 51.3 

I PACIFIC 143 74 51. 7 69 48.3 

I 
PRAIRIE 127 67 52.8 60 47.2 

I ONTARIO 340 150 44.1 190 55.9 
ATLANTIC 61 36 59.0 25 41.0 

, 
I 
! 1971 : CANADA 733 358 48.8 375 51.2 
I PACIFIC 180 83 46.1 97 53.9 1 

I 
PRAIRIE 48 44.4 60 55.6 108 
ONTARIO 379 183 48.3 196 51. 7 
ATLANTIC 66 44 66.7 22 33.3 

19 7() : CANADA 710 329 46.3 381 53.7 
PACIFIC 162 68 42.0 94 58.0 
PRAIRIE 140 70 50.0 70 50.0 
ONTARIO 358 168 46.9 190 53.1 
ATLANTIC 50 23 46.0 27 54.0 

... -~-

(1) f~CLUDES QUEBEC, ALBERTA, YUKON AND NORTHWEST TERRITORIES 

(2) INCLUDES GAOLS, REFORMATQRIES, INDUSTRIAL FARMS AND TRAINING SCHOOLS 

SOURCE: STATISTICS CANADA, 
STATISTICS OF CRIMINAL AND OTHER OFFENCES, 
ANNUAL (CAT. #85-201). 

--,. 
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Tf\U1LL.f. 
ROBBr HY: PFRSONS SENTENCED TO PENITENTIARY INCMC[RATlO~t OY LCNGTH OF SENTENCl nlPo~I:.:\. 

" '0-,.. ~ _ ..... ,.. .. _" .... __ .... ',.. ." ........ , "''''.' ~. ",.... .... ~. ..~.. .. w b ......... • ... ,~ .. , 

~, ....... _"'- , . 

SENTENCl~ I .ENCTII 

----.- ~ .. .. ' Yrj\H AND t\I' I:A ( 1 ) 

OF 
S ENTENG [Nt; 

'Ol:fI S 1'(, t:N 
10 VF.A ItS 

10 YEARS &(2) 
OVER 

AVERAGE 
SENTENCE 

LENGTH 

n~~s(J) 

.... ~--..- .. ---.-- --
1973 : CANADA 315 182 57.8 

PACIFIC 76 33 43.4 
PRAIRIE 38 24 63.2 
ONTARIO 170 98 57.6 
ATLANTIC 31 27 87.1 

1972 : CANADA 127 178 54.4 
PACIFIC 74 26 35.1 
PRAIRIE 67 '.0 59.7 
ONTARIO 150 88 58.7 
ATLANTIC 16 24 66.7 

1971 : CANADA 358 190 53.1 
PACIFIC 83 34 41.0 
PRAIRIE 48 26 54.2 
ONTARIO 183 96 52.5 
ATLANTIG 4'. 3f, 77 .3 

1970: CANADA 329 200 60.8 
PACIFIC 68 38 55.9 
PRAIRIE 70 SO 71.4 
ONTARIO 168 94 56.0 
ATLANTIC 23 18 78.1 

... - .. _-_._ .... " 

101 
29 
13 
57 
2 

104 
30 
20 
l,7 

7 

105 
21 
18 
61 

5 

---~-- . 
·f 

" 

32.1 
38.2 
34.2 
33.5 
6.5 

31.8 
i,0.5 
29.9 
n.3 
19.4 

)/L4 

31.3 
39.6 
37.2 
22.7 

31.9 
30.9 
25.7 
36.3 
21. 7 
---

NO. I 
32 
14 

1 
15 

2 

4S 
10 

7 
15 

5 

45 
23 

3 
19 

0 

24 
9 
2 

13 
0 

~-.. ~ 
;.: 

10.2 
18.4 

2.6 
8.8 
6.5 

13.8 
24.3 
liL4 
10.0 
13.9 

12.6 
27.7 
6.3 

10.4 
0.0 

7.3 
13.2 

2.9 
7.7 
0.0 

.-.--

5.6 
6.6 
5.1 
5.6 
4.3 

5.9 
7.2 
5.6 
5.6 
5.5 

5.9 
7.1 
5.6 
5.9 
4.4 

5.4 
5.9 
4.8 
5.6 
4.4 

NOTE: DUE TO THE ROUNDING PROCEDURE PERCENTAGES MAY NOT AGGREGATE TO lOO.O~ 

(1) EXCLUDES QUEBEC, ALBERTA, YUKON 8. NOR111\lEST TERRI1C)RIES 

(2) INCLUDES PERSONS SENTENCED TO LIPE & PREVENTIV~ DETI:NTlON 

(1) AN UPPER LIMIT OF II, YEARS \-lAS USED FOR TilE "10 YMHS ANIJ 
OVEl{" CATEGORY IN OnDER TO FACILITATE TilE CALCUl.ATION Ot' 
"AVFRMa~ SFN'\'FNn~ I FNCTlI". 

SOURCE: STATISTICS CANADA 
STATISTICS OF Cit INlNAI. & 
---- oTliEirln'hNcrs~" -". 
ANNUAr'-(CAT. ·'H(f-.I{ll) 

---------------



------------------­TABLE 1. 3 

ROIlBL:RY; PERSONS SENTENCED TO PROVINCIAL INCARCERATION BY TYPE OF INSTITUTION SHOWIHG 
• .... W .. _ .. _ ..... , ....... , ... ___ ....... ,,. _ ... ~_.too ... _~ _ .• _, __ ............ ___ .. ~ , ...... -.. ... __ , ..... _ ..... ~ _____ u ..... __ ..... " " _ 

• .JH .... "_. ~'_~""'_ ."",~ ... '" ~ ~." _.- --.~. -r~···· . -- -. -,~ .. _ .... _ .... _."""'-" ........ _._------,,,. __ .-
-.--~--.. -- --- --'-- .. _ ... _--_ ... -

NUHllER OF TYPE OF INSTITUTION LENGTH OF SENTENCE IMPOSED ON rHOS I:: 

YEAR ANU AREA (1) 
PBRSnNS TYPE OF INSTITUTION PERSONS SENTENCE TO GAOLS 

SENTENCED ~. 

I OF TO PRO- TRAIN- INDUSTRI- LESS THAN 
SENTENCING VINCIAL ING AL FARM 1 MONTH 

INCARCERA- SCHOOL OR REFOR- GAOLS r -nON ( 2) MATORY(3) (N) NO. % J------,--. __ w.. _____ 1-----,-- - ""._."",-
1973 : CANADA 1.33 1 87 345 15 4.3 

PACInc 87 0 - 87 7 8.0 
PRAIRIE S3 0 - 5:i 1 1.9 
ONTARIO 268 1 87 180 6 3.3 
ATLANTIC 25 0 0 25 1 4.0 

1972 : CANADA 344 0 52 292 17 5.8 
PACIFIC 69 0 .. 69 2 2.9 
PRAIRIE 60 0 . - 60 1 1.7 
ONTARIO 190 0 52 138 13 9.4 
ATLANTIC 25 0 0 25 1 4.0 

1971: CANADA 375 0 84 291 15 5.2 
PACIFIC 97 0 - 97 3 3.1 
PRAIRIE 60 0 - 60 0 0.0 
ONTARIO 196 0 83 113 7 6.2 
ATLANTIC 22 0 1 21 5 23.8 

1970 : CANADA 381 2 115 264 18 6.8 
PACIFIC 94 0 - 94 8 8.5 
PRAIRIE 70 0 - 70 2 2.9 
ONTARIO 190 2 us 73 5 6.8 
ATLANTIC 27 0 0 27 3 11.1 

- NOT APPLICABLE 
NOTE: DUE TO THE ROUNDING PROCEDURE PERCENTAGES MAY NOT AGGREGATE TO 100.0% 

1 TO UNDER 
6 MONTHS 

NO. I 1-
.... -

57 16.5 
8 9.2 
9 17.0 

35 19.4 
5 20.0 

41 14.0 
8 11.6 
7 11. 7 

18 13.0 
8 32.0 

58 19.9 
17 17.5 
12 20.0 
23 20.4 

6 28.6 

53 20.1 
20 21.3 
8 11.4 

22 30.1 
3 11.1 -

I 

-
6 TO UNDER 

MONTHS 24 

NO . -_ ..... ' .. 

',-
.. ~_t .. :._ 

27 3 79.1 
7 2 82.B 
4 3 Bl.1 

13 9 77.2 
1 9 76.0 

23 4 80.1 
5 9 85.5 
5 2 86.7 

10 7 77.5 
1 6 64.0 

21 8 74.9 
7 7 79.4 
4 8 80.0 
8 3 73.5 
1 o 47.6 

19 3 n.1 
6 6 70.2 
6 o 85.7 
4 6 63.0 

. 2 1 ,_.-11_ 

(1) EXCLUDES QUEBEC. ALBERTA. YUKON & NORTHWEST TERRITORIES SOURCE: STATISTICS CANADA. 
STATISTICS OF CRIMINAL & 

OTHER OFFENCES­
ANNUAL (CAT. 1185-201) 

(2) NO DATA ON SENTENCE LENGTH TO TIBS TYPE OF PROVINCIAL 
INSTITUTION WAS AVAILABLE 

(3) SINCE THERE ARE NO REFORMATORIES OR INDUSTRIAL FARMS IN TWO 
OF TIlE REGIONS, FOR COMPARATIVE PURPOSES, 'nIE l'rmCENT 
DISTRIBUTION OF "SENTENCE LENGTH" WAS BASED ON THE NUMBER OF 
PERSONS SENTENCED TO GAOLS,ONLY. 

..... 
>< . 

-------------~---------------~---------"""""'......,. 
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TABLE 11.0 .. 
THEFT: SENTENCING DISPOSITIONS OF TOTAL PERSONS CONVICTED AND SENTENCED, 
~-'--'--'~ -_._'"'--- - ' .. __ .. -

~~NADA AND REGIONS, 1964 TO J97} 

. . - -_. "--"" ..,.- .. -" .-- ....... -------.'-.-- --..... -.... - .~ 

DISPOSlTION 
I-- -' -.-.-~ 

YEAR AND AREA (1) 
SUSPENDED SUSPENDED 

NUMBER SENTENCE SENTENCE 
OF OF (2) lHTHOUT WITH 

SENTENCING PERSONS INCARCERATION FINE PROBATION PROBATION 
CONVICTED 

I I 
c I NO. I (N) NO. % NO. % NO. % % 

------

19 73: CANADA 16)589 3,542 21.4 8,601 51.8 1,100 6.6 3,346 20.2 
PACIFIC 3,660 898 24.5 1,819 49.7 250 6.8 693 18.9 
PRAIRIE 1,571 492 31.3 466 29.7 211 13.4 402 25.6 
ONTARIO 9,921 1,805 18.2 5,540 55.8 560 5.6 2,016 20.3 
ATLANTIC 1,437 347 14.1 776 54.0 79 5.5 235 16.4 

19 7) • 
L. • CANADA 18,181 3,751 20.6 8,882 48.9 1,715 9.4 3,833 21.1 

PACIFIC 3,827 960 25.1 1,887 49.3 209 5.5 771 20.1 
PRAIRIE 2,615 593 22.7 793 30.3 609 23.3 620 23.7 
ONTARIO 9,789 1,873 19.1 5,145 52.6 755 7.7 2,016 20.6 
ATLANTIC 1,950 325 16.7 1,057 54.2 142 7.3 426 21.8 

70 : CA~ADA 19,030 4,434 23.3 8,448 44.ll 1,763 9.3 4,385 23.0 
PACIFIC I 3,862 1,088 28.2 1,359 35.2 267 6.9 1,148 29.7 
PRAIRIE 2,618 718 27.4 852 32.5 554 21.2 494 18.9 

19 

ONTARIO 10,273 2,180 21. 2 5,058 49.2- 830 8.1 2,205 21.5 
ATLANTIC 2,277 448 19.7 1,179 51.8 112 4.9 538 23.6 

6B: CA~ADA 12,840 3,679 28.6 4,876 38.0 1,952 15.2 2,333 18.2 
PACIFIC 2,495 861 34.5 756 30.3 716 28.7 162 6.5 

19 

PRAIRIE 1,904 596 31.3 553 29.1 454 23.8 301 15.8 
ONTARIO 7,041 1,846 26.2 3,020 42.9 646 9.2 1,529 21. 7 
ATLANTIC 1,400 376 26.9 547 39.1 136 9.7 341 24.4 I 

6£1 : CANADA I 12,357 3,600 29.1 4,277 34.6 1,644 13.3 2,836 23.0 I 
PACIFIC . 2,642 885 33.5 766 29.0 499 18.9 492 18.6 

19 

PRAIRIE 1,714 448 26.1 5'27 30.7 450 26.3 289 16.9 
ONTARIO 6,012 1,859 28.1 2,481 37.5 502 7.6 1,770 26.8 
ATLANTIC 1,389 408 29.4 503 36.2 193 1.3.9 285 20.5 

64 : CANADA 11,204 3,735 33.3 3,387 30.2 1,386 12.4 2,696 24.1 
PACIFIC 2,337 855 36.6 633 27.1 327 14.0 522 22.3 
PRAIRIE 1,892 646 34.1 464 24.5 387 20.5 395 20.9 
ONTARIO 5,748 1,904 33.1 1,837 32.0 513 8.9 1,494 26.0 
ATLANTIC 1,227 330 26.9 453 37.0 159 13.0 285 20.5 .--. ""._--

I 19 

L 
NOTE: DUE TO ROUNDING PROCEDURE PERCENTAGES MAY NOT AGGREGATE TO 100.0%. 

(1) EXCLUDI~S QUEBEC, ALBERTA, YUKON AND NORTHWES'f TERRITORIES 
(2) INCLUDES GAOLS, REFORMATORIES, INDUSTRIAL FARMS, TRAINING SCHOOLS AND PENITENTIARIES 

I ~ 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I ~~ 

I 
I 
I 
11 

! 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

SOURCE: STATISTICS CANADA, STATISTICS OF CRtMINAL & OTHER OFFENCES I 
ANNUAL (CAT. #85-201). . 
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XI. 

TABLE II .1 

THEFT: PERSON?_...5JNTENCED TO INCARCERATION BY T~PE_OJ_I~'?J.I.~~JION 

SENTl~f.fJ)_ TO, CANADA AND REGIONS ,127°_ J.9_1i73 

-- - ._-r-'- - . --
AND AREA (1) 

NUMBER OF PROVINCIAL(2) 
PERSONS PENITENTIARY INSTl TUTION YEAR 

OF SENTENCED TO 
S ENTENCING INCARCERA TroN NO. % NO. % 

-. (N) 

1973: C ANADA 3,542 88 2.5 3,454 97.5 
PACIFIC 898 30 3.3 868 96.7 
PRAIRIE 492 14 2.8 478 97.~ 
ONTARIO 1,805 26 1.4 1,779 98.6 
ATLANTIC 347 18 5.2 329 94.8 

ANADA I 3,751 129 3.4 3,620 96.6 
PACIFIC I 960 21 2.2 939 97.8 
PRAIRIE I 593 29 4.9 564 95.1 

1972: C 

ONTARIO I 1,873 49 2.6 1,824 97.4 I 
ATLANTIC 325 31 9.5 294 91.5 

1971: C ANADA 4,265 161 3.8 4,104 96.2 
PACIFIC 1,103 35 3.2 1,068 96.8 
PRAIRIE I 623 23 3.7 600 96.3 
ONTARIO I 2,142 62 2.9 2,080 97.1 
ATLANTIC 

, 
397 41 10.3 356 89.7 

1470: C ANADA 4,434 190 4.3 4,244 95,7 
PACIFIC 1,088 27 2.5 1,061 97.5 
PRAIRIE 718 23 3.2 695 96.8 
ONTARIO 2,180 82 3.8 2,098 96.2 
ATLANTIC 448 58 12.9 390 87.1 

L •.• ~ __ _ -

( ) ) EXCLUOr:S QURB EC, ALB ERTA, YUKON AND NORTH\>JEST TERRITORIES 

(2) INCLUDES GAOLS, REFORMATORIES, INDUSTRIAL FARMS AND TRAINING SCHOOLS 

SOURCE: STATISTICS CANADA, 
STATIStICS OF CRIMINAL AND OTHER OFFENCES, 
ANNUAL (CAT. #85-201). 

" 
~ ',' 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
i 
I 
I 
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TABU 11.2 

TIIEFT~ PERSONS SENTENCED TO PENITENTIARY INCAI~CE~ATlO~! BY LfNGTH Of SENTENCE ntPUSED, ..... ,. __ ... _, ... ,. ____ ~ .... ~.,._~_ ~ >', ." ... -. .... _ .... ___ ..... ____ .. _._ .. __ ~ ... __ ,. ..... __ 4_~ ••• , ___ ... _ _ ___ .. ,_" ~ , 

-- - -- ------ -------[ ~~:~iNif-- -- --- ----:':'T:"~:: ,.-E"G111 -------- ---- ---A:~=--
YI:AR AND Ar.I:A (1) I' SENTENCED SENTENCE 

OF TO PENl- LESS TItAN •. "_._- -'''-;-~G \.:l\ocr -~~ YEARS (.(2) -- LENG'fIl 
SEN1'ENC1:-:(; I TENTLARY 5 YEARS 10 HAltS OVF.R IN (3) 

! INCARCEHA- YEARS 

f----~----__ ._,_, ___ -+:_.l_.l_~_~ __ } __ :-N-o-.-'--.... I. -, -x----f --;;.-T __ -_":_, -'~-N-O-. _~ 1_% ___ "_ _'" _ _ _ __j 

,- ~-

1973 : CANADA 
PACIFIc 
PRAIRIE 
ONTARlO 
ATLANTIC 

1972: CANADA 
PACIFIC 
PRAIRIE 
ONTARIO 
."'TLANTIC 

1971 : CANADA 
PAcIFIC 
PRAIRIE 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIC 

1970: CANADA 
PACIFIC 
PRAIRIE 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIC 

88 
30 
14 
26 
18 

130 
21 
29 
49 
31 

161 
35 
23 
62 
41 

190 
27 
23 
82 
58 

84 
28 
II. 
24 
18 

125 
20 
28 
46 I 

31 

152 
33 
22 
56 
41 

185 
27 
23 
79 
56 

95.5 
93.3 

100.0 
92.3 

100.0 

96.9 
100.0 
96.6 
93.9 

100.0 

94.4 
94.3 
95.7 
90.3 

JOO.O 

97.4 
100.0 
100.0 

96.3 
96.6 

3 
2 
o 
1 
o 

It 

1 
1 
3 
o 

8 
2 
1 
5 
o 

5 
o 
o 
3 
2 

3.4 
6.7 
0.0 
3.8 
0.0 

3.1 
0.0 
3.4 
6.1 
0.0 

5.0 
5.7 
4.3 
8.1 
0.0 

2.6 
0.0 
0.0 
3.7 
3.,4 

1 
a 
o 
1 
o 

a 
a 
a 
o 
a 

1 
a 
o 
1 
o 

a 
a 
a 
o 
o 

1.1 
0.0 
0.0 
3.8 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.6 
0.0 
0.0 
1.6 
0,0 

0.0 
0.0 i 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

3.7 
3.8 
3.5 
4.0 
3.5 

3.6 
3.7 
3.6 
3.7 
3.5 

3.8 
3.7 
3.7 
4.0 
3.5 

3.6 
3.5 
3.5 
3.6 
3.6 

L-________ ~ ____________ ~ ________ ~ ____ • ________ ~ ____________ ~ ____________ ~ ________ ~ 

NOTE: DUE TO THE ROUNDING PROCEDURE PERCENTAGES MAY NOT AGGHEGATF. TO 100.0% 

(1) EXCLUDES QUEBEC. ALBERTA, YUKON I!. NORllI\.IEST TERRITI)P.IES 

(2) INCLUDES PERSONS SENTENCED TO I.IFE I\. PREVENTIVE DETI:NTION 
en AN UPPER LIMIT OF 14 YEARS \.lAS USED FOR THE "10 YEARS ANlJ 

OVER,I CATEGORY IN ORDER TO FACIJ,lTATE 'l1IE CAt.Clrr.ATION OF 
"AVFHM~F SHITENCF J,FNI:T}t". 

SOl1HC£: STATISTICS CANADA 
S'fATISTlCS OF CRIMINAL I\. 

OTItER OFFENCES;-- _.-
ANNUAL (CAT .-nsf-20l) 

---~---------------



.......... _ ................... all .... .. 

TABLE II.3 

THEFT: PERSONS SENTENCED TO PROVINCIAL INCARCERATION BY TYPE OF INSTITUTION SHOWING 
--,..,....~ - .. -.-...--.----~,- ..... _- ... ' ..... -_._._ ... ---_ .... _ .... -----' .... .,. .. ---.-....... _---_ .... - -- .. ,. ..... --- .. ---

SENTENCE LENGTH IMPOSED, CANADA AND REGIONS, 1970 TO 1973 . -~ ... --_.- - -"-- ............. - .... -..... _-"---_._----- -~ .. --- ._._--_ .. _-_. ----
---_ .. _--. -.- '-r----'- ---- .... - --_. ""-, ... -

NUMBER OF TYPE OF INSTITUTION LENGTIl OF SENTENCE IMPOSED ON THOSE 

YEAR AND AREA (I) 
PERSONS TYPE OF INSTITUTlON PERSONS SENTENCE TO GAOLS 

SENTENCED 
I Of TO PRO- TRAIN- INDUSTRI- LESS THAN 1 TO UNDER 6 TO UNDER 

SENTENCING VINCIAL J~G AL FARM 1 MONTH 6 MONTHS 24 MONTIIS 
INCARCERA- SCHOOL OR REFOR- GAOLS -
TION (2) MATORY(3) (N) NO. I % NO. I % .--~~%.--

1973 : CANADA 3,454 0 179 3,275 1,161 35.5 1,206 36.8 908 27.7 
PACIFIC 868 0 - 868 332 38.2 272 31.3 I 264 30.4 
PRAIRIE 478 0 - 478 96 20.1 220 46.0 162 33.9 
ONTARIO 1,779 0 179 1,600 626 39.1 553 34.6 421 26.3 
ATLANTlC 329 0 0 329 107 32.5 161 48.9 61 18.5 

1972: CANADA 3,620 3 165 3,452 1,477 42.8 1,083 31.4 892 25.8 
PACIFIC 939 0 - 939 il27 45.5 278 29.6 234 24.9 
PRAIRIE I 564 0 - 564 189 33.5 200 35.5 175 31.0 
ONTARIO 1,824 3 165 1.656 748 45.2 500 30.2 408 24.6 
ATLANTIC 29il 0 0 294 113 38.4 106 36.1 75 25.5 

1971 : CANADA 4,104 0 267 3,837 1,699 44.3 1,231 32.1 907 23.6 
PACIFIC 1,068 0 - 1,068 458 42.9 337 31.6 273 25.6 
PRAIRIE 600 0 - 6.00 205 34.2 215 35.8 180 30.0 
ONTARIO 2,080 0 263 1,817 900 49.5 532 29.3 385 21. 2 
ATLANTIC 356 0 4 352 136 38.6 147 41.8 69. 19 .. 6 

1970 : CANADA 4,244 2' 494 3,748 1,496 39.9 1.374 36.7 878 23.4 
PACIFIC 1,061 0 - 1,061 456 43.0 329 31.0 276 26.0 
PRAIRIE 695 0 - 695 217 31.2 268 38.6 no 30.2 
ONTARIO 2,098 2 492 1,604 694 43.3 599 37.3 311 19.4 
ATLANTIC 390 0 2 388 129 33.2 178 45.9 J!.l __ . ____ 20 !2._ •. . -

- NOT APPL ICABLE . 
NOTE: DUE TO THE ROUNDING PROCEDURE PERCE~TAGES MAY NOT AGGREGATE TO 100.0~ 

(1) EXCLUDES QUEBEC, ALBERTA. YUKON & NORTHWEST TERRITORIES 
(2) NO DATA ON SENTENCE LENGTH TO 1~IS TYPE OF PROVINCIAL 

INSTITUTION t>h.S AVAILABLE 
(3) SINCE THERE ARE NO REF'ORMATORIES OR INDUSTRIAL FARMS IN TWO 

OF THE REGIONS, FOR COMPARATIVE PURPOSES, THE PERCENT 
DISTRIBUTION OF "SENTENCE LENGTH" WAS BASED ON THE NUMBER OF 
PERSONS SE:;TENCED TO GAOLS .ONLY . 

SOURCE: STATISTICS CANADA, 
STATISTICS OF CRUIINAL ~ 

OTIlER OFfENCES 
ANNUAL (CAT. #85-201) 
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XIV. 
TABLt~ II 1. 0 

REA:GtIG S· ENTE~ING: SENTENCING DISPOSiTIONS OF TOTAL PERSONS CONVICT..ED AND SENTENCED. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
II '-. 

I 

I 

CANADA AND R~~ION$t 1964 TO 19J3 

DISPOSITION 

YEAH AND AREA(1) 
SUSPENDED SUSPENDED 

NUMBER SEm'ENCE SENtENCE 
OF OF (2) aI'l'HOUT HI'l'H 

SENTENctNG PERSONS INCARCERATION fINE PaQBATION PROBATION 
CO~"V!C'l'ED 

NO. J 1 I NO. I (N) % NO. % NO. % % 

1973: CANADA 5,543 2,985 53.9 129 2.3 304 5.5 2,125 38.3 
PACIFIC 918 542 59.0 48 5.2 26 2.8 302 32.9 
PRAIRIE 758 396 52.2 18 2.4 114 15.0 230 30.3 
ONTARIO 3,252 1,664 51.1 49 1.5 133 4.1 1,406 43.2 
ATLANTIC 615 383 62.3 14 2.3 31 5.0 187 30.4 

1972 : CANADA 5,914 3,102 52.5 92 1.6 365 6.2 2,355 39.B 
PACIFIC 981 618 63.0 18 1.8 36 3.7 309 31.5 
PRAIRIE 936 458 48.9 20 2.1 169 18.1 289 30.9 
ONTARIO 3,122 1,521 48.7 40 1.3 122 3.9 1,439 46.1 
ATLANTIC 875 505 57.7 14 1.6 38 4.3 318 36.3 

1970 : CANADA 6,339 3,402 53.7 102 1.6 368 5.8 2,467 38.9 
PACIFIC 829 565 68.2 15 1.8 21 2.5 228 27.5 
PRAIRlE 1,06 2 587 55.3 18 1.7 173 16.3 284 26.7 
ONTARIO 3,338 1,632 48.9 45 1.3 129 3.9 1,532 45.9 
ATLANTIC 1,110 618 55.7 24 2.1 45 4.1 423 38.1 

1968: CANADA 5,227 2,949 56.4 80 1.5 464 8.9 1,734 33.2 
PACIFIC 672 483 71.9 18 2.7 79 11. 8 92 13.7 
PRAIRIE 761 449 59.0 21 2.8 152 20.0 139 18.3 
ONTARIO 2,984 1,539 51.6 25 0.8 160 5.4 1,260 42.2 
ATLANTIC 810 478 59.0 16 2.0 73 9.0 243 30.0 

1966: CANADA 4,692 2,678 57.1 90 1.9 395 8.4 1,529 32.6 
PACIFIC 949 577 60.8 20 2.1 72 7.6 280 29.5 
PRAIRIE 831 444 53.4 24 2.9 136 16.4 227 27.3 
ONTARIO 2,134 1,215 56.9 19 0.8 96 4.5 804 37.7 
ATLANTIC 778 442 56.8 27 3.5 91 11. 7 218 28.0 

1964 : CANADA 4,952 3,109 62.8 71 1.4 356 7.1 1,416 28.6 
PACIFIC 945 586 62.0 21 2.2 57 6.0 281 29.7 
PRAIRIE 866 559 64.5 15 1.7 102 11.8 190 21.9 
ONTARIO 2,374 1,476 62.2 23 1.0 109 4.6 766 32.3 
ATLANTIC 767 488 63.6 12 1.6 88 11.5 179 23.3 

NOTE: DUE TO ROUNDING PROCEDURE PERCENTAGES MAY NOT AGGREGAtE TO 100.0%. 

(1) EXCLUDES QUEBEC, ALBERTA, YUKON AND NORTHWEST TERRITORIES I I 

(2) INCLUDT:S GAOLS, REFORMATORIES, INDUSTRIAL FARMS, TRAINING SCHOOLS AND PENITENTIARIES 

SOURCE: STATISTICS CANADA, STATISTICS OF CRIMINAL & OTHER OFFENCES I I 

ANNUAL (CAT. #85-20~ 
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TABLE III. 1 

B~EAKING & ENTERING: PERSONS SENTENCED TO INCARCERATION BY TYPE OF INST1JUT19~ 

SENTENCED TO~ CANADA AND REGIONS~ 1970 TO 19.73 

YEAR AND AREA (1) 
NUMBER OF PROVINCIAL 
PERSONS PENITENTIARY INSTlTUTION(2) 

OF SENTENCED TO 
SENTENCING INCARCERATION NO. % NO. % 

(N) 

1973 : CANADA 2,895 393 13.2 2,592 86.8 
PACIFIC 542 61 11.3 481 88.7 

[ PRAIRIE 396 42 10.6 35tl 89.4 
ONTARIO 1,664 189 11.4 1,475 88.6 

I ATLANTIC 383 101 26.4 282 "l3.6 

I 1972 : CANADA 3,102 420 13.5 2,682 86.5 
I PACIFIC 618 79 12.8 539 87.2 
I PRAIRIE 458 79 17.2 379 82.8 

I ONTARIO 1,521 153 10.1 1,368 89.9 
ATLANTIC 505 109 21.6 396 78.4 

I 1971 : CANADA 3,552 473 13.3 3,079 86.7 
t PACIFIC 606 , 68 11.2 538 88.8 
I PRAIRIE 534 68 12.7 466 87.3 
j ONTARIO 1,801 209 11.6 1,592 88.4 

I 
ATLANTIC 611 128 20.9 483 79.1 

1970 : CANADA 3,402 545 16.0 2,857 84.0 
PACIFIC 565 69 12.2 496 87.8 
PRAIRIE 587 99 16.9 488 83.1 
ONTARIO 1,632 234 14.3 1,398 85.7 

L. __ . ATLANTIC 618 143 23.1 475 76.9 

(1) EXCLUDES QUEBEC, ALBERTA, YUKON AND NORTHWEST TERRITORIES 

(2) INCLUDES GAOLS, REFORMATORIES, INDUSTRIAL FARMS AND TRAINING SCHOOLS 

SOURCE: STATISTICS CANADA, 
STATISTICS OF CRIMINAL AND OTHER OFFENCES, 
ANNUAL (CAT. #85-201). 

xv. 
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TABLE II 1.2 

UR£AKING & £NTIJUN(:: PERSONS SENTENCED TO PENITENTIARY INCAl<Cf.RATW~1 BY LENGTH OF SENTENCE IMPOSED, ....... _""; .... ~".>', ...• , ..... , _____ .W>' .. -...._ .. ,. ____ ...... _ ... __ "...,<~ __ ~' ______ • ___ " " ... __ , ___________ ...... _ _ __ y.~,,~.~ ... , ... ' ......... 

YEAH ANI) AH EA (1 ) 
OP 

S£N1'ENCIN(; 

1913 : CANADA 
PACH'IC 
{'HAIRIE 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIC 

1972: CANADA 
PACIFIC 
PMIRU 
ONTARIO 
A'rLAN'l'IC 

1971 : CANt'.DA 
PACInc 
PRAIRIE 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIC 

1970: CANADA 

PACIFIC 
PRAIInE 
ONTARIO 
ATLAN'1'lC 

c~~.p~~~"~ .REGIONS. 19711 TO 1973 

NUHI.IER Of' 
P[~IUiONS 

SENTENCIW 
'1'0 PENI­
TENTIARY 
INCARCIWA­
TlON 

(N) 

393 
61 
1,2 

189 
101 

420 
79 
79 

IS3 
109 

1,73 
68 
68 

209 
128 

51,S 
69 
99 

2:3/, 
111'1 

LESS 'l1{AN 
5 YEARS 

'373 
57 
39 

177 
100 

386 
6(J 

74 
1112 
104 

445 
S9 
63 

197 
126 

510 
64 
90 

218 
138 

94.9 
93.4 
92.9 
93.7 
99.0 

91,9 
83.) 
9:1. 7 
92.8 
95.11 

94.1 
86.8 
92.6 
9/1.3 
98.4 

93.6 
92.8 
90.9 
93.2 
96.S 

SENTENCE LI~NGTH 

5 '1'0 UNDCR 
10 n::.ARS 

18 
4 
2 

11 
1 

32 
11 

I) 

.ld 
5 

26 
9 
5 

10 
2 

'1.6 
6.6 
11 .8 
5.8 
LO 

7.6 
13.9 
6.3 
7.2 
',.6 
5.5 

1:3.2 
7.11 
4.8 
1.6 

31 6.1 
'I 5.8 
9 9.1 

15 6.4 
5 3.5 

--------_. 
10 YEARS &(2) 

OVER 

AVl::ltAGE 
SENTENCE 

LENGTU 
IN 

Y£ARS O } 

~---~= .. ~ . --_ .... -_ .. 
2 0.5 
o 0.0 
1 2.4 
1 0.5 
o 0.0 

2 
2 
o 
o 
o 

2 
o 
o 
2 
o 

O.S 
2.5 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.4 
0.0 
0.0 
1.0 
0.0 

~l. 7 
3.8 
3.9 
3.8 
3.S 

'LB 
4.3 
3.8 
3.B 
3.7 

3.8 
11.0 
3.B 
3,8 
3,6 

2 0.4 3.8 

1 1.
/
1 3.1) 1 o 0.0 3.9 

1 0.4 3.8 
o 0.0 :3.6 

~_~_ ........ ___ ......... ...-,_ """" ... _-_,;.. ",..~ 'U"'~ *..-;~ ~ 

No'rE: mm TO THE ROUNDING PROCEDURE PERCENTAGES MAY NOT A(WREGA'l'l~ TO 100.0% 

(1) EXCl,UDES QUlmIW. ALBERTA, YUKON & NOIt'l1IWES'r 'l'ERRI'1'OnIES 
(2) INCLUDES PERSONS sgNTENGED '1'0 J.IFE & PREVeNTIVE DETENTION 
('3) AN UPPER LIMIT 01:' 111 'Y~RS WAS USEO FOR 'I'IlJ~ "10 Ylo:ARSAN1J 

OVER" CATEGORY IN OI{[)ER TO l.'AC;lLl'l'A'I'g '1.'lm CAT.CUl.A'l'ION 01-' 
"AWIIMH-: HEN'I'VtWF 1.1_'1/(:'111" __________ .... ____ .IiIIIIIIIlIt ____ _ 

, 



---~~---~----------
T~A~I:.E IIi. 3 

BREAKING & ENTERING: PERSONS SENTENCED TO PROVINCIAL INCARCERATION BY TYPE OF INSTITUTION SHOWING 
----'" ~ •. ~ .• --..... ~ .......... _ ....... -""""'"' _.4>" -- ... ,. '" .. " ....... ~ ... ,.-~. __ ._ ...... _._.-. __ ..... ""' ___ ._ ... --... ... ~ ............ "" __ ._ ... "..,h-..... ~._ ...... ,<;",.. ~ ~ ....... " .• _ .. 

. ~~~I~~~~_b~~G.I~. ~~~Q~~Q~_ ~~NAOAl\~!L~~Glm§ L 19~Q.1:~!~11. 

r~ ......... -----···------~~ER ~ r----- "-' --. ...._-_._--.- ., . ., ..... 
TYPF. OF INSTITUTIO~ LENGTH OF SENTENCE IMPOSED ON THOSE , PERSONS n'PE OF INSTITUTION PERSONS SENTENCE TO GAOLS 

Yf.AR AND AREA (1) SENTENCED 
I 

---,-
Of' TO PRO- TRAIN- INDUSTRI- LESS TIlAN 1 TO UNDER 6 TO UNDER 

SENTENCING VINCIAL ING AL FARM 1 MONTH 6 MONTHS 24 MONTHS 
INCARCERA- SCHOOL' OR REFOR- GAOLS 
TION ( 2) MATORY(3) (N) NO~[! NO. I % NO. I % 

1973: CANADA 2,592 0 329 2,263 370 16.3 616 27.2 1.277 56.4 
PACIFIC 481 0 - 481 89 18.5 100 20.8 292 60.7 
PRAIRIE 354 0 - 354 32 9.0 104 29.4 218 61.6 
ONTARIO 1,475 0 327 1,148 189 16.5 306 26.7 653 56.9 
ATLANTIC 282 0 2 280 60 21.4 106 37.9 114 40.7 

1972: CANADA 2,682 0 352 2,330 394 16.9 660 28.3 1,276 54.8 
PACIFIC 539 0 - 539 100 18.6 134 2/,.9 305 5c.6 
PRAIRIE 379 0 - 379 39 10.3 115 30.3 225 59.4 
ON TA.R IO 1,368 0 3S2 1,016 166 16.3 287 28.2 563 55.4 
ATLANTIC 396 0 0 396 89 22.5 124 31. 3 183 46.2 

1971: CANADA 3,079 1 499 2,579 464 18.0 810 31.4 1,305 50.6 
PACIFIC 538 0 - 538 87 16.2 185 34.4 266 49.4 
PltAIRIE 466 0 .... 466 73 15.7 139 I 29.8 2S/, 54.5 
ONTARIO 1,592 0 499 1,093 221 20.2 298 27.3 574 52.5 
ATLANTIC 483 1 0 482 83 17.2 188 39.0 211 43.8 

1970 : CANADA 2,857 6 685 2,166 377 17.4 730 33.7 1,059 48.9 I PACIFIC 496 0 - 496 75 15.1 140 28.2 281 56.7 I PRAIRIE 1,88 0 - 488 S9 12.1 119 24.4 310 63.5 
ONTARIO 1,398 6 684 708 154 21.8 282 39.8 272 38.4~ 
ATLANTIC 475 0 1 414 89 18.8 189 . ...1i~ l-. 196_~, .. ~b!! --

- NOT APPLICABLE 
NOTE: DUE TO THE ROUNDING PROCEDURE PERCEN'l'AGES MAY NOT AGGREGATE TO 100.0% 

(1) EXCLUDES QUEBEC, ALBERTA, YUKON & NORTHWEST TERRITORIES SOURCE: 
(2) NO DATA ON SENTENCE LENGTH TO THIS TYPE OF PROVINCIAL 

INSTITUTION WAS AVAILABLE 
(3) SINCE TIIERE ARE NO REFORMATORIES OR INDUStRIAL FARMS IN TWO 

OF TIlE REGIONS, FOR COMPARATIVE PURPOSES, THE PltRCEN'l' 
DISTRIBUTION OF "SENTENCE LENGTH" WAS BASED ON THE NUMBER OF 
PERSONS SENTENCED TO GAOLS ONJ,Y • 

STATISTICS CANADA. 
SfATISTICS OF CRIMINAL & 

OTHER OFFENCES 
ANNUAL (CAT":fiB'S'::20 1) 



CANADA AND REGIONS, 1~64 TO 1973 

--
DISPOSITION 

YEAR AND AREA 0) 
SUSPENDED 

NUH13ER SENTENCE 
OF OF (2) WITHOUT 

SENtENCING PERSONS INCARCERATION FINE PROBATION 
ICONVICnn 

NO. I % NO. I % NO. 1 % (N) .,,--
19n~ CANADA 1,/112 577 40.9 445 31.5 99 7.0 

PACIFIC 208 n 35.1 73 35.1 14 6.7 
PRAIRIE 336 131 39.0 84 25.0 38 11.3 
ONTARIO 748 323 43.2 252 33.7 29 3.9 
ATLANTIC 120 50 41. 7 36 30.0 18 15.0 

1972: CANADA 1,582 587 37.1 513 32.4 121 7.6 
PACIFIC 211 80 37.9 60 28.4 9 4.3 
P}\AIRIE 347 135 38.9 86 24.8 44 12.7 
ONTARIO 834 292 35.0 302 36.2 51 6.1 
ATLANTIC 190 ao 42.1 65 34.2 17 8.9 

1970 : CANADA 1,811 643 35.5 718 39.6 164 9.1 
PAC!FlC 247 100 40.5 82 33.2 9 3.6 
PRAIRIE 464 216 46.6 115 24.8 78 16.8 
ONTARIO I 925 267 28.9 444 48.0 61+ 6.9 
ATLANTIC 175 60 34.3 77 4[1.0 13 7.4 

1968 : CANAOA 1,465 522 35.6 589 40.2 ZOO 13,7 
PACIFIC 255 96 37.6 107 42,0 41 16.1 
PRAIRIE 270 117 43.3 89 33.0 52 19.3 
ONTARIO I 754 240 31.8 325 43.1 82 10.9 
AtLANTIC 186 69 37.1 68 36.6 25 13.5 

1966 ~ CANADA I 1,682 628 37.3 701 41.7 186 11.1 ! 

PAcrnc t 305 122 40.0 123 40.3 30 9.8 
PRAIRIE 299 131 43.8 103 34.4 48 16.1 
ONtARIO 915 322 35.2 409 44.7 86 9.4 
ATLANTIC 163 53 32.5 66 40.5 22 13.5 -

1964: CANADA 1 t 566 643- 41.1 561 35.8 206 13.2 
PACIFIC 245 101 41.Z 82 33.5 43 17.6 
PRAIRIE 314 144 45.9 106 33.8 45 14.3 
ONTARIO 837 .341 40.7 307 36.7 94 11.2 
ATLANTIC 170 57 33 .. 5 66 38.8 24 14.1 L 

NOTE; DUE TO ROUNDING PROCEOURE PERCENTAGES MAY NOT AGGREGATE TO 100 .0%. 

(1) EXCLUDES QUEBEC, ALBERTA, YUKON AND NORTHWEST TERRITORIES 

XVIII. 

SUSPENDED 
SENTENCE 

'W!Tl:l 
PROBATION 

NO. I % 

291 20.6 
48 23.1 
83 24.7 

144 19.3 
16 13.3 

361 22.8 
62 29.4 
82 23.6 

189 22.7 
28 14.7 

286 15.8 
56 22.7 
55 11.9 

150 16.2 
25 14.3 

154 10.5 
11 4.3 
12 4,/. 

107 14.2 
24 12.9 

167 9.9 
30 9.8 
17 5.7 
98 10.7 
22 13.5 

156 10.0 
19 7.8 
19 6.1 
95 11.4 
23 13.5 

(2) INCLUD~S GAOLS, REFORMATORIES, INDUSTRIAL FARMS, TRAINING SCHOOLS AND PENITENTlAR!ES 

SOURCE: STATISTICS CANADA, STATISTICS OF CRIMINAL & OTHER'OFFENCES 
ANNUAL (CAT. #85-201). 
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XI X. 

ASSAULT CAUSING BODILY HARM: PERSONS SENTENCED TO INCARCERATION BY TYPE Of INSlITU'l WN 
__ ~ ...... __ .. .......... ... w~ __ ... ,_ .. " .""".,_,.,-",w~",.,.",~,·. 

SENTENCEO TO. CANADA AND REGIONS. 1970 TO 1973 
• - -, • ='01 *_. _____ 0. 

_'I __ ~ __ ~""'''' _...- __ a_,"" .... "... '"~,..,"".\ 

YEAR AND AREA (1) 
l:tUt<!BER OF PROVINC!Al.(2) 
PERSONS PENITENTIARY INSTtTU'l'lON 

OF SMENCEO TO --r-"-·M~~"_'''. 

SEN1'ENCI.NG INCARCERAtION NO. % NO. % 
....... ,-_ .. (N) _._-_.,-

1973: CANADA 577 37 6.4 540 93.11 
PACIFIC 73 3 4.1 70 9 r) ,9 
PRAT.RIE 131 13 9.9 118 gO .1 
ONTARIO 323 20 () .2 303 93.H 
ATLANT1C 50 1 2.0 49 . 98. (l 

, 1972! CANADA 587 28 4.8 559 9 r). 2 
PACIFIC 80 2 2.5 78 97. I) 

I PRAIRIE 135 8 5.9 127 94.1 
ONTARIO 292 9 3.1 283 96.9 
A't .. ANTIC 80 9 11.3- 71 811. 7 

1971 : CANADA 657 27 4.1 630 9.1.9 
'PACIFIC 104 . 1 1.0 103 99.0 
PRAIRIE 189 7 3.7 182 96.3 
ONTARIO 296 8 2.7 288 97.3 
ATLANTIC 68 11 16.2 57 83.8 

19 7lJ : CANADA 643 19 3.0 62 /1 97.0 
I PACIFIC 100 2 2.0 98 98.0 

I 
PRAIRIE 216 6 2.8 210 97.2 
ONTARIO 267 5 1.9 262 98.1 

L ____ ATLANTIC 60 6 10.0 54 90.0 

(1) EXCLUDES QUEBEC, ALBERTA, YUKON AND NORn~WEST TERRITORIES .' 
(2) INCLUDF.S GAOLS, REFORMATORIES, INDUSTRIAL FARMS AND TRAINING SCHOOtS 

SOURCE: STATISTICS CANADA. ----- STATISTICS OF CRIMINAL AND OTHER OFFENCES, 
ANNUAL (CAT. YS5-201). 
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I 

TAIlLE IV.2 --.. -
ASSAULT CAUS 1 NG (JOD Il Y HA~M: PERSONS _~~~~~CEO TO PEN1TEN~lJ\~."~~~~CE~~! !9~ _ ~:~~~~~~~~~ .. ~ ~~I~~~~ .. ! ~ros ED 1 

CMl~O!\ AND IREGIONS , l~.?~_!_O.]~J} 

r----.---......... ~,-- -----.--- -~--.--~--~---- .. -----,.-- ...... ~ 

NUHRER OF 

YEAR AND AREA(l) 
PERSONS SENTEN 

SENTENCED --- ---
CE LENGTH 

~- .• , .. _.-----_. 
OF TO PE:NI- LESS TItAN 5 T SENTENCING TENTIARY 5 YEARS }O 

INCARCERA-

o UNDER 10 YEARS &(2) 
v PARS OVRR 

.. "lOt, -, 
(N) NO. I % NO. 

. 
% ]----;.- NO . 

1973 : CANADA 37 29 78.11 8 21.6 0 0.0 
PACIFIC 3 3 100.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 
PRAIRIE 13 12 92.3 1 7.7 0 0.0 
ONTARIO 20 14 70.0 6 30.0 0 0.0 
ATLANTIC 1 0 0.0 1 10a.0 0 0.0 

1972 : CANADA 28 28 100.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 

PACIFIC 2 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

fRAIRIE 8 8 1UO.O a 0.0 0 0.0 
ONTARIO 9 9 100.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 

ATLANTIC 9 9 100.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 

1971 : CANADA 27 26 96.3 1 3.7 0 0.0 

PAcIFIC 1 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

PRAIRIE 7 7 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

ONTARIO 8 7 87.5 1 12.5 0 0.0 

ATLANTIC 11 11 100.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 

1970: CANADA 19 19 100.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 

l'ACIFlC 2 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
PRAIRIE 6 6 100.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 
ONTARIO 5 5 100.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 
ATLANTIC 6 6 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

~~ 

NOTE: DUE 1'0 TUE ROUNDING PROCEDURE PERGENTAGRS MAY NOT AGGREGA TE TO 100.07. 

AVERAGF. 
SENTENCE 

LENGTH 
IN 

YEARS() 

~--------

4.4 
3.') 
3.8 
1,.7 
7.5 

3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 

3.6 
3.5 
3.5 
4.0 
3.5 

3.5 
3.5 
1.5 
3.') 
1.5 

'--'-'~.'--' 

. (1) EXCLUDES QUEBEC, ALBERTA, YUKON & NORTIIWEST TERRJ10RIES 
(2) 'INCLUDES PERSONS SENTENCED TO LIFE lie PREVENnVE DETr.NTION 
(3) AN UPPER LIMIT OF H YF.ARS WMi USED FOR THE "It YEARS ANll 

§Q~~CE: StATISTICS CANADA 
S'fATlS!lCS (W CRIHINAL (, 

OlllER OJ.:FENCES. 

OVER" CATEGORY nt ORDER TO FACILITATE TIlE CALCULATION OF 
"AVERAGE SENTENCE LENGTH". 

ANNUAL (CAT":--7f85-20l) 

x 
>< 

alla .... _ .......................... .. 



---~--~--~---------TABLE IV.3 

ASSAULT CAU~INu BODILY HARM: PERSONS SENTENCED TO PROVINCIAL INCARCERATIUN BY TYPE OF INSTITUTIUN SHOWING ------- -.~------------.--- ._---_._---.-.. 
SENTENCE LENGTH 1 MPOSID • CANADA AND REGIONS. 1970 TO 1973 _ ......... .-.--._..- -------'--- ' .. 

,-----_._ .. _- -.---.----- --

. 

NUMBER OF TYPE OF INSTITUTION LENGTH OF SENTENCE IMPOSED ON mOSE 

YEAR AND AREA (l) 
PERSONS TYPE OF INSTITUTION PERSONS SENTENCE TO GAOLS 

SENTENCED 
OF TO PRO- TRAIN- INDUSTRI- LESS THAN 1 TO UNDER 6 TO UNDER 

SENTENCING VINCIAL ING AL FARM 1 MONTH 6 MONTHS 24 MONTHS 
INCARCERA- SCHOOL OR REFOR- GAOLS 

t 1 1 'fION (2) MATORY(3) (N) NO. % NO. X ~O. % 

1973 : CANADA 540 1 29 510 132 25.9 229 44.1 149 29.2 
PACIFIC 70 0 - 70 19 27.1 29 41.4 22 31.4 
PRAIRIE 118 0 - 118 19 16.1 50 42.4 49 41.5 
ONTARIO 303 1 29 273 91 33.3 118 43.2 64 23.4 
ATLANTIC 49 0 0 49 3 6.1 32 65.3 14 28.6 

1972 : CANADA 559 0 26 533 152 28.5 202 37.9 179 33.6 
PACIFIC 78 0 - 78 15 19.2 25 32.1 38 48.7 
PRAIRIE 127 0 - 127 18 14.2 50 39.4 59 46.5 
ONTARIO 283 0 26 257 102 39.7 89 34.6 66 25.7 
ATLANTIC 71 0 0 71 17 23.9 38 53.5 16 22.5 

1971: CANADA 630 0 41 589 146 24.8 277 47.0 166 28.2 
PACIFIC 103 0 - 103 26 25.2 49 47.6 28 27.2 
PRAIRIE 182 0 - 182 20 11.0 106 58.2 56 30.8 
ONTARIO 288 0 41 247 8) 33.6 102 41. 3 62 25.1 
ATLANTIC 57 0 0 57 17 29.8 20 35.1 20 35.1 

1970 : CANADA 624 1 49 574 149 26.0 253 44.1 172 30.0 
PACIFIC 98 0 0 98 25 25.5 39 39.8 34 34.7 
PRAIRIE 210 0 0 210 36 n.l 88 41.9 86 41.0 
ONTARIO 262 1 47 214 73 34.1 99 46.3 42 19.6 
ATLANTIC 54 0 2 52 15 28.8 27 51.9 10 19.2 

- NOT APPLICABLE 
NOTE: DUE TO THE ROUNDING PROCEDURE PERCENTAGES MAY NOT AGGREGATE TO 100.0% 

(1) EXCLUDES QUEBEC, ALBERTA, YUKON & NORTHWEST TERRITORIES 
(2) NO DATA ON SENTENCE LENGTIl TO TIllS TYPE OF PROVINCIAL 

INSTITUTION WAS AVAILABLE 
(3) SINCE WERE ARE NO REFORMATORIES OR INDUSTRIAL FARMS IN TWO 

OF THE REGIONS, FOR COMPARATIVE PURPOSES, WE PERCENT 
DISTRIBUTION OF "SENTENCE LENGTH" WAS BASED ON THE NUMBER OF 
PERSONS SENTENCED TO CAOLS ONLY. 

SOURCE: STATISTICS CANADA, 
STATISTICS OF CRIMINAL & 

OTHER OFFENCES 
ANNUAL (CAT. n8S-20l) 

. 
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XXII. 

TABLE V.O 

NAl~CDTlC CONTROL ACT: SENTENCING DISPOSITIONS OF TOTAL PERSONS CONVICTED AND SENTENCED, ---------------------"--_.- ... _- ._....:.._--:. 

,_._---

AREA (1) 
, 

YEAR AND 
OF 

SENTENC ING 

1973: CAN ADA 
PACIFIC 
PRAIRIE 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIC 

1972: CAN ADA 
PAtaFle 
PRAIRIE 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIC 

1970: CAN ADA 
PACIFIC 
PRAIRIE 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIC 

'ADA 1968: CA~ 

PACIFIC 
PRAIRIE 
ONTARIO 
An.ANTIC 

ADA I 
PACIFIC I 
PRAIRIE 

1966: CAN 

ONTARIO 
ATLANTIC 

1964: CAN ADA 
PACIFIC 
PRAIRI!:: 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIC 
-

NUMBER 
OF 

PERSONS 
CONVICTED 

(N) 

2,122 
860 
327 
842 

93 

2,463 
828 
185 

1,298 
152 

1,712 
830 
345 
466 

71 

1,133 
486 

89 
545 
13 

328 
195 

9 
119 

5 

266 
193 

6 
67 
0 

CANADA AND REGIONS, 1964 TO 1973 

DISPOSITION 

SUSPEWED 
SENTENCE 

(2) WITHOUT 
INCARCERATION FINE PROBATION 

NO. 1 % NO. I % NO. 
J 

% 

907 42.7 977 46.0 39 1.8 
444 51.6 334 38.8 5 0.6 

93 28.4 186 56.9 24 7.3 
306 36.3 432 51.3 7 0.8 

64 68.8 25 26.9 3 3.2 

828 33.6 1,235 50.1 37 1.5 
366 44.2 297 35.9 8 1.0 

73 39.5 82 44.3 12 6.5 
323 24.9 788 60.7 15 1.2 

66 43.4 68 44.7 2 1.3 

628 36.7 750 43.8 42 2.5 
307 37.0 353 42.5 25 3.0 

85 24.6 207 60.0 0 0.0 
201 43.1 162 34.8 15 3.2 

35 49.3 28 39.4 2 2.8 

705 62.2 16 1.4 136 12.0 
413 85.0 11 2.3 35 7.2 

36 40.4 1 1.1 44 49.4 
251 46.1 3 0.6 55 10.1 

5 38.5 1 7.7 2 15.4 

250 76.2 .5 1.5 24 7.3 
163 83.6 1 0.5 17 8.7 

7 77.8 0 0.0 2 22.2 
76 63.9 3 2.5 5 4.2 
4 80.0 1 20.0 0 0.0 

239 89.8 0 0.0 8 3.0 
174 90.2 a 0.0 7 3.6 

5 83.3 0 0.0 1 16.7 
60 89.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 _. 

NOTE: DUE TO ROUNDING PROCEDURE PERCENTAGES MAY NOT AGGREGATE 'IO 100.0%. 

(1) EXCLUDES QUEBEC, ALBERTA, YUKON AND NORTHWEST TERRITORIES 

SUSPENDED 
SENTENCE 

~JITH 
PROBATION 

NO. I % 

199 9.4 
77 9.0 
24 7.3 
97 11.5 

1 1.1 

363 14.7 
157 19.0 
18 9.7 

172 13.3 
16 lO.5 

292 17.1 
145 17.5 
53 15.4 
88 1.8.9 

6 8.5 

276 24.4 
27 5.6 

8 9.0 
236 43.3 

5 38.5 

4'9 14.9 
14 7.2 
0 0.0 

35 29.4 
0 0.0 

19 7.1 
12 6.2 
0 0.0 
7 10.4 
a 0.0 

(2) INCLUDES GAOLS, REFORMATORIES, INDUSTRIAL FARMS, TRAINING SCHOOLS AND PENITENTIARIES 

L SOURCE: STATISTICS CANADA, STATISTICS OF.CRIMINAL Jlj)THER OFFENCES 
ANNUAL (CAT. #85-201), 
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XXII 1. 

TABLE VJ 

NARCOT1C CONTROL ACT: PERSONS SENTENCED TO INCARCERATION BY TYPE OF INSTITUTION 

SE~TENCED TOt CANADA AND REGIONS, 1970 TO 1972 

-... :~. 

YEAR AND AREA (1) 
NUMBER OF 
PERSONS PENITENTIARY 1~;R7)-;1 ~.Z;~~~~- .... 

INSTITI'T10N(2) 
OF SENTENCED TO -+-- .-- r--····· 

SENTENCING INCARCERATION NO. % 
(N) 

i NO. I I 
~_ _ __ _ J. _ .. ~ .. 

1973 : CANADA 907 216 23.8 691 76.2 
PACIFIC 444 139 31. 3 305 68.7 
PRAIRIE 93 12 12.9 81 87.1 
ONTARIO 306 59 19.3 247 80.7 
ATLANTIC 64 6 9.4 58 90.6 

1972 : CANADA 828 164 19.8 664 80.2 
PACIFIC 366 87 23.8 279 76.2 
PRAIRIE 73 9 12.3 64 87.7 
ONTARIO 323 55 17.0 268 83.0 
ATLANTIC 66 13 19.7 53 80.3 

1971 : CANADA 780 123 15.8 657 84.2 
PACIFIC 318 71 22.3 247 77.7 
PRAIRIE 107 

I 
14 13.1 

ONTARIO 294 26 8.8 
ATLANTIC 61 12 19.7 

93 86.9 
268 81.2 

49 80.3 

I 1970 : CANADA 628 104 16.6 I 524 83.4 
I PACIFIC 307 66 21.5 ! 
I PRAIRIE 85 10 11.8 

l ONTARIO 201 20 10.0 
ATLANTIC 35 8 22.9 

241 18.5 
75 18.2 

181 90.0 
27 77 .1 
~----.----- -- - ~,~ .. 

(1) EXCLUDES QUEBEC, ALBERTA, YUKON AND NORTHWEST TERRITORIES 

(2) INCLUDES GAOLS, REFORMATORIES, INDUSTRIAL FARMS AND TRAINING SCHl)nLS 

SOURCE: STATISTICS CANADA, 
STATISTICS OF CRIMINAL AND OTHER OFFENCES, 
ANNUAL (CAT. #85-201). . 
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"'~""EE .... ______ r= _____ ~_-__________ ~ ________________________ ~~ __________ -----------

fI\HLl V.l:: 

~~RCO~'!'~S.Q!nROL AC1.:. ~.~~qNS _~ £N.TJNCE~_ TO .~[N ITENTlARY I NCA;~~f~~j O~!"13'y_.~~~0£LP!_gNT.~ ~~[_ }!1.p.U') ~ D. 

[ - . " . .. -- . 

n:AR ,\SO AREA (1) 

OF 

I SENTENCl~m 

CAN~9.A . .I\~D R.EG.IO~12?0. 1.9 1'173 

. r !.;·t:~m F."I{' ~);-
... .... ,-" ..... --., ... _ .... ----+- ... - ... - ..... ..,- " ................. ----,---,--_. . - .. -

PERSONS S f,:-;TE}:Cr L ENGTII 
SENTENCED ---- .. - . , ~-" .. - ........ --~-. 
TO PENI- LESS TItAN 5 T(. ut-:n J:l-l 10 YtAlU; /'..(2) I TENTlARY 
INCARCERA-

5 YEARS 10 't'fARS oVF.~ 

: T10N 
i (N) NO. % NO. % 

. 

AVERAGE 
SENTENCE 

LENGTH 
IN 

YEARS(J) 

------.. --•... ~- --. 
I 

-- I ~-l--'-:~--
-'" _ ...... _ .... I 

1973! CANAnA 216 126 58.3 
PACIFIC 139 82 59.0 
PRAIRIE 12 4 33.3 
ONTARiO 59 35 59.3 
ATLANTIC 6 5 83.3 

1972 : CANADA 164 98 59.8 
PACIFiC 87 54 62.1 
PRAIRIE 'I) 3 33.3 
ONTARIO SS 31 56.4 
ATLANTIC 13 10 76.9 

1971 : CANADA 12'3 91 74.0 
PACIFIC 71 1.9 69.0 
PRAIRIE 14 10 71.4 
ONTARIO 26 21 80.8 
ATUNTIC 12 11 91. 7 

1970: CANADA 104 77 71. ,0 
PACIFIC 66 1.7 71.2 
PRAIRIE 10 10 100.0 
ONTARIO 20 1.3 65.0 
ATLANTIC 8 7 87.5 

"'----

55 25.5 
31 22.3 

7 58.3 
16 27.1 

1 16.7 

43 26.2 
19 21.8 

I~ l,ft.4 
19 3(, . .5 

1 7.7 

20 16.3 
15 21.1 

1 7.1 
3 U.S 
1. 8.3 

20 19.2 
1) 19.7 
0 0.0 
6 10.0 
1 .12.5 

3') 
26 

1 
8 
0 

23 
14 

2 
5 
2 

12 
7 
3 
2 
0 

7 
6 
0 
1 
0 

16.2 
18.7 
8.3 

13.6 
0.0 

14.0 
16.1 
22.2 
9.1 

15.4 

9.8 
9,9 

21.4 
7.7 
0.0 

6.7 
9.1 
0.0 
5.0 
0.0 -_. 

5.9 
6.0 
6.5 
5.7 
4.2 

5.7 
5.7 
1.2 
5.7 
5.1 

5.0 
5.2 
5.6 
" .6 
3.8 

II .8 
3.6 

__ U _J 
NOTE: DUE TO TIlE ROUNDING PROCEDURE PERCENTAGES MAY NOT AGGREGATE TO lOO.m: 

(1) EXCLUDES QUEBEC, ALBERTA, YUKON & NORnt\..lES1' TERRlTl)RIES 

(2) INCLUDES PERSONS SENTENCED TO LIFE & PREVENTIVE DETeNTION 

(3) AN UPPER LIMIT OF 14 YF,.ARS WAS USED FOR TilE "10 'i'F,ARS ANlJ 
OVER" CATEGORY IN ORDER TO FACILITATE TIlE CALCULATION OF 
"AVERAGF: SENTENCE LENGTII". 

S0URCE: STATISTICS r:ANA[)A 
S'CATlSTlCS OF CRHIINAI. & 

oniERomN"Cf.S·; . -'., 
ANNUi\i:·-(CAT.-lf8~·":iot ) 

~ .. ... 
<:: . 

~----------~-~-----
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TABLl V. 3 

NARCOllLCONTROL ACT: PERSONS SENTENCED TO PROVINCIAL INCARCERATION BY TYPE OF INSTITUTION'SHOWING 

\'1. .. \ R A'\;l) ,\ In~\ ( I ) 
O~· 

S 1-;:-';1 I:~C I N(; 

1972: CANADA 
PACIrlC 
PRAIRIE 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIC 

1971: CANADA 
PACIFIC 
PRAIRIE 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIC 

664 
279 

6ft 
268 

53 

657 
21ft 
93 

268 
49 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1 
1 
o 
o 
o 

45 

45 
o 

42 

o 68 
o 
o 
o 68 

619 
279 
64 

223 
53 

614 
246 
93 

226 
49 

456 
241 

-~-

LE~c:nl OF SENTENCf-. nlPOSED ON THOS!:. 
PERSO:-';S SENTENCE TO 

104 
46 

7 
43 

8 

76 
36 
2 

30 
8 

16.8 
16.5 
10.9 
19.3 
15.1 

12.11 
14.6 

2.2 
13.3 
16.3 

83 18.2 
40 16.6 
17 22.7 
20 17.7 

207 
79 
19 
95 
14 

215 
64 
35 

100 
16 

33.4 
28.3 
29.7 
42.6 
26.4 

35.0 
26.0 
37.6 
44.2 
32.7 

308 
154 

38 
85 
31 

323 
146 

56 
96 
25 

158 34.6 215 
77 32.0 124 
26 34.7 32 
50 44.2 43 

49.8 
55.2 
59.4 
38.1 
58.5 

52.6 
59.3 
60.2 
42.5 
51.0 

47.1 
51.4 
42.7 
38.1 

1970: CANADA 
PACIFIC 
PRAIRIE 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIC 

524 
241 

75 
181. 
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75 
113 
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- NOT APPLICABLE 
NOTE: DUE TO THE ROUNDING PROCEOllRE PERCENTAGES MAY NOT AGGREGATE TO 100.0% 

(1) EXCLUDES QUEBEC, ALBERTA, YUKON & NORTIMEST TERRITORIES 
(2) NO DATA ON SENTENCE LENGT'i TO THIS TYPE OF' PROVINCIAL 

INSTITUTION WAS AVAILABLE 
(3) SINCE THERE ARE NO REFORHATORIES OR INDUSTRIAL FARNS IN TWO 

OF THE REGIONS, FOR COMPARATIVE PURPOSES, TIm PERCENT 
DISTRIBUTION OF "SENTENCE LENGTH" WAS BASED ON THE Nor-mER uF 
PERSONS SEHTENCED '1'0 GAOLS ONLY. 

SOURCE: STATISTICS CANAIlA, 
STATISTICS OF CRl~IINA~_.~ 

OTHER OFFENCES 
ANNUAL (CAt. IIs5*-iC)l) 
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1973 
1972 
1970 
1968 
1966 
1964 
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RATE 0 F I ~C-'~B.9_~AJ I Q.~~_B.t~QJ1J.~q~_~, 

CAf'!.ADA (1 )~JP§_tJJL'}73. 

ASSAULT 
BREAKING CAUSING 

AND BODILY 
ROBBERY THEFT ENTERING HARt·' 

--~-.-, -"""--~""~~""' ... -~,~"" ''''''.' . ,~, '\-., ",~." ~ -.,~. 
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90 23 54 :,6 
90 29 56 36 
85 29 57 3'7 
89 33 63 41 
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37 
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90 

1. The data for Alberta, Quebec, Yukon and Northwest Territories is 
not included. 
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PERCENTAGE OF THOSE HHO \tERE J9N.vl~l~.I1 AND jJ~!~J£l!gm, 

IQ. INCARCERATION IN PENITENTIA~Y_ ~NQLillSQJiJ3J .. Jl.ffJNGI 

.. CANADA (1 ), ] ~70 T9 .. 1~1. 

ASSAULT 
BREAKING & C AUSING BODILY NARCOTIC 

ROBBERY THEFT ENTERING HARM CONTROL ACT 
YEAR PEN. PRISON PEN. P.RISON PEN. PRISON PEN. PRISON PEN. PRISON 

1973 42 58 3 
1972 49 51 3 
1971 49 51 4 
1970 46 54 4 

98 13 
97 14 
96 13 
96 16 

87 
87 
87 
84 

6 
5 
4 
3 

94 
95 
96 
97 

1. The data for Alberta, Quebec, Yukon and Northwest Territories is 
not available . 
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SOMMAIRE 

Au cours de 1a derniere decennia, les etudes comparatives 

sur les taux d';ncarceration ant suscite un vif inter~t dans les spheres 

de la ,justice penale. En 1967, John Hogarth a effectue une etude oD 

11 declarait que 1e Canada emprisonnait plus de personnes par 100,000 
J 

habitants que les Etats~Unis at les autres pays industrialises. En 1974, 

Irwin Waller at Janet Chan ont conteste 1a methodologie utilisee par 

Hogarth et situe 1e Canada dans une position plus moderee a l'echel1e 

internationale en ce qui a trait au taux d'incarceration, loin derriere 

les Etats-Un;s, 1a Pologne et l'Australie. 

La presente etude souligne les divergences mithodo1ogiques 

des deux etudes susmentionnees et propose de calculer 1e taux d'incarceration 

au moyen de la statist;que du flux, tout en reduisant 1a population exposee 

au risque aux personnes que les tribunaux ont jugees coupab1es. Elle 

introduit auss; 1e taux relatif a une infraction specifique, en sorte 

que 1e taux d'incarceration est calcule comme etant 1a proportion de 

personnes reconnues coupables d'une eertaine infraction, et qui ont ete 

eondamnees a une peine d'emprisonnement. Done, 

le taux d'inearceration : 

nombre des personnes condamnees A 
une peine d'emprisonnement 

nombre de personnes reconnues coupables 

Elle examine, pour 1a periode 1964-1973, les taux d'incarceration afferents 

aux infractions suivantes: vol qualifie, vol, introduction par effraction, 

voies de fait entratnant des lesions corporel1es et contraventions a 1a 

Loi sur les stupefiants. Ces infractions ant ete s~lect;onnees en 

raison de leur frequence et, par suite, on a pense que, vu 1e grand nombre 

~-~--------------------
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de personnes qu'elles impliquent~ tout changement ~ apporter dans la 

r~pression judiciaire risquerait mains d'@tre d6termin~ au hasard. 

i v. 

En outre, ,'atude examine 1 'importance de l'incarc~ration par rapport aUK 

autres sentences telles que: 1a sentence suspendue avec probation\ la 

sentence suspendue sans probation et les amendes. Elle etudie auss;, 

pour les ann~es 1970 a 1973 inc1us1vement, les changements intervenus 

dans 1a longueur des peines infligees par les tribunaux, dans 1e cas d0S 

cinq infractions, ainsi que ceux qui se sont produits dans les taux 

d'incarceration des personnes condamnSes a purger leurs peines dans un 

penitencier fed~ral ou dans un etablissement provincial. A 1 'epoque OU 

1 'etude a ete effectuee, les dernieres donnees disponibles etaient celles 

de 1973. 

Pour 1a periode studiee, on a constate que 1e taux 

d'incarc~ration a varie suivant l'infraction. Le taux d'incRrceration 

pour 1e vol qualifie est reste stable, mais eleve, avec un fa"ible recours 

aUx autres sentences, tandis que les taux d1 incarcSration pour les 

violations a 1a Loi sur les stupef~ants et 1e vol ont diminu@ notablement; 

par contre, les amendes n'ont cess@ d'augmenter de fagon impressionnante. 

Les voies de fait ont accuse un taux d'incarceration faible et stable 

et 1 'introduction par effraction, une diminution moderee. Pour ces deux 

dernieres infractions, les tribunaux ont recouru beaucoup plus souvent 

a 1a sentence suspendue avec probation. 
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v. 

En ce qui concerne 1a longueur des peines , on a 

en~egistrQ une diminution g~n~rale du pourcentage des condamnations aux 

pSnitcnciers pour les personnes reconnues coupab1es des infractions 

de vol qua1ifie, de vol, d'introduction par effraction. Par contre, 

1e pourcentage de condamnation au p@nitencier a et~ plus eleve, de 1970 

a 1973, pour les personnes inculpees de voies de fait et de violations 

a la Lai sur les stupefi ants. On retrouve 1a merne tendance pour 1es 

condamnations a 1 'incarceration dans un etablissernent provincial. 

I' h..-..~ ___ _ 
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CHAPITRE I 

I NTRODUCn ON 

Une opinion repandue au sujet de 1 'incarceration, c'est 

qu 'el1e a peu d'effet reeducatif, voire aUCun. La tendance anterieure, 

de caract~re optimiste, qui voyait en elle une chance pour le delinquant 

de s 'amender sous 'Ia'imable tutelle de professionnels socio-psychologues 

a ete remplacee par une autre qui voit, dans la reclusion involontaire, 

un mal necessaire a n'employer qulen dern;er ressort pour la protection 

des citoyens et 1 'affirmation des valeurs sociales fondamentales. Les 

sentences susceptibles de remplacer llemprisonnement, telles que les 

amendes et la probation) sont encouragees pour sanctionner les infractions 

de caract~re non v~olent. 11 y a aussi dans 1e recours a ces solutions 

de rechange certaines considerations economiques. 11 revient de plus en 

plus cher de garder des gens derriere les barreaux. En consequence, 

les pouvoirs publics cherchent des solutions mains onereuses qui 

continueront a satisfa;re le besoin quIa 1a societe de punir les delinquants 

pour leurs mefaits. Les groupes morat~lres sur 1a construction des 

prisons refl~tent 1a preference croissante de 1a societe pour une plus 

grande tolerance a ,legard de la delinquance, Le modele therapeutique 

est considere comme un echec. 

En 1967, John Hogarth~ dans son article IITowards the Improvement 

of Sentencing in Canadall~ declare que le Canada fait un plus grand usage 

de l'emprisonnement que les autres pays industnalises, y compris les 
/ 

Etats-Unis. Au fur et a mesure que 1 'on devient conscient du coOt et de 

. , 

1 
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"ineff;cacite (humaine at autre) de l';ncarceration, cette comparaison 

paratt d~sobl;geante. Et c'est avec reticence que naus avons admis, 

dans notre sagesse convent;onnelle en mat;~re de justice penale, que le 

Canada traite ses membres marginaux aVec mains de bienve,'llance que les 

autres pays. 

Les donnees de Hogarth sont remarquables. Elles rev~lent 

que au Canada, en 1960, le taux d'incarceration dans les etablissemerits 

carceraux de 1a population de 16 ans et plus a ete de 240 par 100,000 

habitants contre, par exemple, 59 par 100,000 habitants en Grande~Bretagne. 

Ces chiffres figurent dans le Tableau 1 : ci-dessous. 

TABLEAUJ.,j 
, I , 

TAUX 0' INCARCERATION DANS LES ETABLISSEMENTS CARCERAUX DE L8 

£QEULATION DE 16 ANS ET PLUS, 1960 

TAUX PAR 100,000 
PAYS HABITANTS 

Canada 240 
• Etats-Un'ls 200 
Finlande 153 
Danemark 73 

Suede 63 

Royaume Un; 59 
Norvege 44 

Empruntes a 'I 'etude de John Hogarth inti tulee 
"Towards the Improvement of Sentenci ng ; n Canada" 
et publiee dans Canadian Journal of Corrections, 
Volume 9, No.2, avril 1967. " 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I. 
.1 
1. ' 

.1 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I' 
II 

I 

I 
------------------------.--------------~~~ 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I, 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I' 
I 
I' 
I 

------~.---.------~---'---------------

.. 3 -

Or, apr~s examen, ces donnees slaverent trompeuses et 11 

est stupefiant de constater que jusqu'a tr~s rlkemment elles ant ~t~ 

admises sans discussion par beaucoup d'auteurs, qui les ont incluses dans 

leurs ecrits comme un fait etabli. Elles sont contestables parce qulen 

tant que mesure 1e taux canadien est incompatible avec ceux des autres 

pays. Le chi ffre canad; en de Hogarth represente 1e nOlhbre de personnes 

condamnees a des pei /les d I empri sonnement sur une pt'iri ode d I un an, con"me 

une proportion de la population agee de 16 ans et plus. Clest une 

statistique de fJux. Ce chiffre a ete aceole de fagon inexcusable a 

una s~rie de donnees produites par Christie (1963) que Hogarth a trouvees 

dans Wilkins (1964). Les chiffres de Christie ont un caracti:!re st9,.tique. 

c'est-n-dire qul;ls d~cr;vent a la man;ere d'un instantant'i 1e nombre de 

personnes qui se trouvaient en prison un certain jour. En outre, les taux 

de Christie ont ete calcules en tant que proportion de populations 

enti~res. Le comportement methodologique de Hogarth revient a mettre une 

porome dans une caisse d'oranges et a juger qu l el1e ne vaut pas grand-

chose en tant qulorange. 

En 1974, Waller et Chan ont redige un m~moire intitule: 

"Prison Use: A Canadian and International Comparison", 00 ils contestent 

lletude de Hogarth. En consequence, 11s s'attachent a souligner que 

les chiffres des taux d'incarceration dependent dans une grande mesure 

de 1a maniere dont on se sert de certains parametres centralement definis 

tels que: 1a personne et la prison, et auss; du caractere dynamique 

ou statique du mode de comptage. Puis, ayant formule ces reserves a 
1 'intention du 1ecteur, ;ls s'emp10ient a definir 1 'incarceration 

", 
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stati quement: c I es t-a-di re 1e norrbre depersonnes i ncarc~rt:!es 11 une 

certaine date (le ler d~cembre) en conformit~ avec 1a m~thode de Christie 

et a 1 'oppose des statistiques du type dynam;que ou de flux employees 

par Hogarth pour parvenir au chiffre quli' retient pour 1e Canada. L~ 

encore, comme Christie, ils incluent 1a population enti~re comme les 

personnes exposees au risque; contrairement 11 1a limite inferieure 

impos~e par Hogarth. Cette position methodologique est analogue a celle 

que les Nations Un;es ont adoptee en 1972 pour leur etude ;nternationale 

sur les populations carcera1es, dont Waller et Chan se sont servis pour 

leurs comparaisons. Au mains en partie, a 'a suite de ces modifications 

de definition, les auteurs ont rt:!ussi a placer le Canada, en ce qui 

concerne le recours a l'emprisonnement, dans une meilleure position sur 

le plan international. Leurs donn!es figurent dans le Tableau 1.2 ci-dessous: 

TABLEAU 1.2 

PAYS SELECTIONNES RANGES PAR DRDRE DU NOMBRE DE PERSONNES 

EN PRISON PAR 100,000 HABITANTS 

PAYS I TAUX PAR 100,000 
ANNEE HABITANTS 

I 

Etats-Uni s 1970 200.0 
Pologne 1972 189.7 
Australie 1972 128.2 
Finlande 1972 106.8 
Nouvel1e-Zelande 1972 92.7 
Canada 1972 90.0 
Ang1eterre - Pays de Galles 1971 81. 3 
Danemark 1971 69.3 
Su~de 1971 61.4 
France 1972 61.1 
Ital i e 1972 51.2 
Japon 1972 46.5 
Espagne 1972 39.9 
Norv~ge 1971 37.1 
Pays-Bas 1971 22.4 

Extrait.de "Prison Use: A Canadian and International Comparison", 
par Irwl n Waller et Janet Chan pub 1 it:! dans "Crimina 1 Law Quarterly", 
decerrbre 1974. 
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Cette s~r;e de donn~es a Bussi une divergence methodologique 

en ce que 1e chiffre cit~ pour 1e Canada, que Statistique Canada a fourni 

aux Nations Un;es par l'entremise du Ministere, n'inclut pas 1e nonbre de 

personnes qui se trouvent dans les ecoles de formation, element necessaire 

lorsqu'on choisit 18 population enti~re comme base pour 1e calcul du taux 

d'incarceration. Cette omission existe~t-elle ou non pour les autres pays? 

Nous en s~mmes reduits aux conjectures. 

Le memoire de Waller et de Chan a re~u une certaine audience 

aupr~s de 1a presse et ses donnees ont annu1e 1e bien fonde des assertions 

de Hogarth. Toutefois, 11 nla pas gueri compl~tement les blessures pol;tiq~es 

et nationales puisque les taux comparatifs dl;ncarceration occupant toujours 

une place predominante sur 1a liste des mythes qui preoccupent le Ministere. 

Quant aux futures etudes qui devront ~tre effectuees en 1a matiere, i1 

conviendra de tenir compte de deux considerations. La premiere reside dans 

le profil des changements intervenus dans les taux d'incarceration au Canada 

definis statiquement par 100,000 habitants de to us ages, entre 1970 et 1974, 

et pour lesque1s les derni~res donnees existent. Ce profil figure au 

Tableau 1.3 ci-dessous: 

TABLEAU 1.3 

TAUX CANADIEN D'EMPRISONNEMENT, PAR 100,000 HABITANTS 

DE TOUS AGES - 1970-1974 
I 

ANNEE TAUX 
1970 101 
1971 93 
1972 92 
1973 95 
1974 91 

Extrait du Catalogue No. 85-207; Statistique des etab1issements de 
correction; Statist;que Canada 1974 

, " 
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k'image paratt stable, mais que cette stabi1it~ soit ou non 

caract~rist;que des profils d'incarc~ration des autres pays, on nlen sait 

rien. Toutefo;s~ si on se r~f~re aux chiffres, canadiens, i1 sentle 

raisonnable de propOser que les ~tudes sur 1 I;ncarc~ration aient lieu au 

moins taus les cinq ans. En cons~quence, la prochains ~tude sur les taux 

d'incarceration devrait avoir lieu lorsque les donnees de 1979 Seront 

disponibles. 

La seconde consideration qui inf1ue sur la date ~ retenir 

pour la procha;ne etude sur les taux comparatifs d'incarceration a l'eche1le 

int~rnationa'e est 1e projet qu10nt les Nations Unies de repeter 1 'etude 

de 1972, dont les donnees ont serv; de base au memoire de Waller et de Chan. 

11 ressort dlune communication avec 1e bureau du Dr. Mueller a Washington 

qulil y sera donne suite en 1981. 

11 semble donc evident que 1981 devra etre la date de la 

procha;ne etude sur les taux d'incarceration puisque les profi1s de 

changement au Canada et le prix qu'il nous en coOterait de recueillir les 

donnees par nous-memes est de nature ~ decourager tout effort ant~rieur. 

CHAPITRE 2 

I I 
DEFINITION DU TAUX D'INCARCERATION 

Des ~tudes ;usmentionnees, certaines emplo;ent la ~thodologie 

statique tandis que d'autres comptent sur les statistiques de flux pour 

calcu1er le taux d'incarr;eration. Alor's que les comptes statiques du nombre 
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de personnes incarcerSes un jour donn~ ant une certains valeur en tont 

qu'indicateur social national soumis a une comparaison internationale, 

une methodologie de taux dJincarcet'ation qui amplo;e une methode de f1ux 

pour ca1culer 1e nonbre de personnes condamnees at admises dans un 

etablissement pour une periode determinee est plus utile, en Cf~ sens qll ' el1p 

slint~gre plus facilement dans 1e contexte penal. 

L'etude qui suit adopte, pour calculer 10 taux d'incarc~ration, 

1a methode du flux et limite 1a population exposee au risque nux personnes 

que les tribunaux jugent coupables. En outre, el'e introduit l'idie dlun 

taux relatif a des infractions specifiques. Done 1e taux d';ncarc~rat;on 

pour une i nfracti on donn~e est defi ni cormne lLQr .. QQQJ:::ttQn-_Q!Ll~p.Qur:.ce!ltJUJ.e. 

de l?erson!1!=_s~JLees coupab les de . .lCidi te...i.!lfratiQ.tL.€tL.sill.i_Q.r:!t_,il.,tg_c;.qrtdamn~f:~ 

~ une Rei~g dlemprisonQg~ La definition decrit 1'incarceration comme 

une sanction pen~le infl;gee par 1e tribunal, une sentence en relation avec 

les autres dispositions prevues dans 1e Code criminel. Les changements 

accuses par cette nouvelle definition du taux d'incarceration refleteront, 

esperons-le, les changements qui Se produ1sent dans les pratiques penales 

contemporaines et en clarifieront le sens en fonction de 1 'emplo; des autres 

sentences. Une ser;e d'~tudes basees sur cette methode et etalees sur un 

certain temps permettrait de bien surveiller 1e profil, changeant au 

immuable, des reactions penales envers ,lemprisonnement. 

I I 
PRESENTE ETUDE 

L'etude actuelle est une tentative pOur appliquer cette 

nouvelle definition du taux d'incarceration, c'est-8·dire la proportion 
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des personnas jug!es coupables qui sont condamn~es a una peine d'emprisonnement~ 

aux donn~es de justice penale dont on dispose. Elle examine 1 ';mportqnce de 

,'; ncarc~rati 011 conme sentence par rapport aux tro; s autres poss; bi 1; tes : 

IIsentence suspendue sans probati on II, IIsentence suspendue avec probati on II, 

at "amendes". L'etude indique 1e taux d'incaY'Ceration de quatre actes 

criminals prevu5 par 1e Code criminal: Jlv01 qualifH!", Jlvol", "voies de 

fait entratnant des lesions corporel1es lJ et lIintroduction par effraction ll
• 

Elle examine auss; una 10i federale: 1a Loi sur las stupefiants. Pour 

chacun d'entre eux, elle suit 1e taux d'incarceration pendant 1a periode 

1964-1973 et recherche les differences regionales. 

Elle examine auss; un autre aspect du taux d'incarceration. 

Alors que le taux d'incarceration peut rester invariable au cours des annees, 

des changements dans 1 'utilisation de 1 'incarceration comme sentence penale 

peuvent se produire et se refleter dans la longueur des peines infligees. 

En consequence, cetta etude examine pour la periode 1970-1973 les changements 

dans la longueur de la peine pour les cinq infractions considerees, ains; 

que 1e pourcentage des personnes condamnees a purger leur peine dans un 

etablissement penal provincial ou dans un penitencier federal. En 

1 'occurrence, par etab1issement penal provincial, on designe les prisons, 

les maisons de corrections, les fermes industrielles et les ecoles de 

formation, et, par penitencier, un etablissement penal federal qlli abrite 

des personnes condamnees a une peine de deux ans ou plus. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
,I, 
I 
I 
I 
'I 
'I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
,I 

I 
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t. tinf(wmation dont l'etude fait eta't provient de 1a 
I 

publication de Statistique Canada, Statistique de 1a criminalitQ. A 

l'f:!fJoqul..' 00 f:'i1f' a ete effectuee, malheureusement. les dernH!res donnees 

disponibles etc-l'ient celles de 1973. 11 est done normal que ces conclusions 

50ifmt n(~t:tement perimees et n'irldiquent pas ce qui se passe en 1978. 

l.es donnees disponibles, outre d'etre perimees, sont 

incomplp.tes. Pour las annees considerees, les donnees relatives au Quebec, 

a l'Alberta et aux Territoires du Yukon et du Nord-Ouest ne sont pas 

toujours disponibles. Pour cetta raison, 1 'etude ne comprend pas ces 

deux provinces et 1~s Territoires. 11 faut tenir compte de cette lacune 

lorsqu'on parle d€ donnees "nationales" canadiennes et des consequences 

qU'elle a pour les comparaisons reg;onales(1). 

La longueur des peines n'a ete examinee que pour la periode 

1970-1973~ paree que ce genre de donnees sur les personnes condamnees 

a des peines d'emprisonnement n'etait pas disponible avant. 

C'est pour ces raisons (le defaut de donnees a date et 

1e caractere incomplet de 1 'information) que lletude est dite exploratoire. 

I1 est regrettable que sa methodologie et son analyse presentent plus 

d'inter~t que ses conclusions. 

1. On veut d~re par la que 1e$ taux d'incarceration canadiens, pour chaque 
infraction, exc'juent l'examen de 1 I imposition des peines en Alberta, au 
Quebec et dans les Territoires du Nord-Ouest et du Yukon. En outre, 1e 
Quebec en tant que region n'est pas compare aux autres regions et, aux 
fins d'application de 1 'etude, la region des Prairies oe contient que 
deux provinces. 
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LES INFRACTIONS CHOISIES 

Les infractions examinees ant ete principalement choisies 

en raison de leur fr~quence. A une exception pr~s> el1es sont IIpopulaires" 

parce que fr'equell1l1ent perpetrees. On a pense quIa cause de leur haute 

frequence, tout thangement intervenant dans leur repression judiciaire 

risquait mains d'etre dQ au hasard. La Loi slIr les stupefiants a eti§ 

ajoutee aux quatre autres infractions non pas a cause de la frequence des 

violations qui sly rapportent, mais parce qu'elle est pergue comn~ 

susceptible d'avoir sub; des changements eu egard aux attitudes et a la 

philosophie penales. 

I I 

LES ANNEES EXAMINEES 

L'etude n'examine pas toutes les annees comprises entre 

1964 et 1973. A 1 lepoque 00 elle a recueil1i 1 'information, les donnees 

les plus recentes etaient celles de 1972. El1e se contente done d'examiner 

les annees paires, afin dl~tre en mesure de reperer toute tendance 

discernable au cours de cette periode. Ulterieurement, apres que les 

donnees concernees aient ete recueillies, les chiffres de 1973 ant ete 

publies. Afin d'accueillir cette information recemment diffusee, les 

tableaux et 1 'analyse ont ete mis a jour en consequence. 

1 
,,1 
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CHAPnRE 3 

Les sections suivantes donnent les d@tails sur 1 'emprisonnement 

pour chacune des cinq infractions. Ch~que section comporte deux rubr;ques: 

l'une relative au taux d'emprisonnement et l'autre a la longueur de la peine. 

Les donnees sont presentees a titre d'exemple; les resultats complets de 

cettc etude sont presentes sous forme de tableaux, qui figurent 8 l'Annexe 

et comportent des nor~res et des pourcentages. Les tableaux de "Annexe 

sont ranges par i nfracti on et combi nes de manH~re 11 former 1 es groupes 

suivants: 

I: Vol qualifie: Sentences infligees aux 
personnes reconnues coupables et condamnees 
selon 1e genre d'etablissement penal et la 
longueur de la peine imposee; 
II: Vol: Sentences infligees aux personnes 
reconnues coupables et condamnees selon 1e 
genre d'etablissement penal et la longueur 
de la peine imposee; 
III: Introduction par effraction: Sentences 
infligees aux personnes reconnues coupables 
et condamnees, selon le genre d'etablissement 
penal et la longueur de la peine imposee; 
IV: Voies de fait entra'i'nant des lesions 
corporelles: Sentences infligees aux personnes 
reconnues coupables et condamnnees selon le 
genre d' etablissement penal et la longueur 
de la peine imposee; 
V. Loi sur les stupefiants: Sentences 
infligees aux personnes reconnues coupables 
et condamnees, selon 1e genre d'etablissement 
penal et la longueur de la peine imposee. 

En prenant connaissance de ces resultats, 1e lecteur doit 

avoir present a 1 'esprit 1e renvoi de 1a page 9 , qui explique le sens 

restreint des termes "Canadien" et "Region des Prairies". 

Dans les tableaux qui figurent dans l'expose, les 

pourcentages ne s'el~vent pas toujours a 100% en raison de 1 'arrondissement 

des chi ffres. 
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Taux d'incarceration 

Au Canada~ les tribunaux ant une opinion plut5t piltre 

du comportement de ceux qui commettent cette infraction. En 1973, ilc:, 

ont condamne a ,lemprisonnement an. des 857 personnes reconnues coupilblo-. 

de cette infraction. I1s nlont gu~re recouru aux autres sentences. Au 

cours de la ~eriode etudiee, 1e taux d'incarceration pour vol qualifie est 

reste relativement stable. lJans la mesure 00 i1 varie, il 1e fait, COllllTlf? 

11indique 1e Tableau 3.1 ci-dessous, en raison inverse de 1a IIsen tence 
suc;pendue avec probation", 

TABLEAU 3,1 

I I 

VOL QUALIFIE: TAUX 01 INCARCERATION [T POURCE~I1lliE.JL:.faf:LQJ 

DES AUTRES SENTENCES. CANADA. 1964-1973 

TAUX SENTENCE SUSPENDU~ I 
SANS PROBATION AVECPBOBATi~N j I 

ANNEE D'INCARCERATION 
/-.-----1--

1973 a7 

1972 88 

1970 90 

1968 90 

AMENDES 

1 

1 

1 

1 

11 

10 

8 

8 I 
I , 

1966 85 1 

1964 89 1 

1 

2 

2 

1 

1 

2 
13 ! 

.. "~ 

Le taux eleve d'incarceration se retrouve assez uniformement 

dans toutes les regions. A la page suivante, 11 ressort du Tableau 3.2 

qu ' il existe des differences interregionales, mais qu ' elles ne sont ni 

systematiques n; suffisamment importantes pour justifier des commentaires. 

g' . '. > .... ' . 
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I 196G 
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""'C_~ •. __ ~_._.'_'_, _ ._._._. __ .•• _ .•• __ _ 

TAUX D'INCARCERATION . , ..... ,,,--.- ....... -, .. , .... , .... ~ .. - .. -.~-~ ... -.--.-- ----------4 

PACIFIQUE 

82 

87 

92 

REGI'ON 

PRAIRIES 

88 
85 

91 

ONTARIO ATLANTIQUE 

89' 90 
88 95 
88 91 

I 99 91 86 90 

L __ .~~_L __ ~_ .. _ ....-J". __ :_~ ___ l-.-__ :_~_-----" 
En resume, le taux d'incarceration afferent au vol 

qua1ifie est elevEL Les autres sentences ne sont gu~re appliquees et 

i1 nly a pas de differences regionales importantes pour la periode examinee. 

.~2.~Jt~eur de la peine 

Au Canada, en 1973, 42% des personnes reconnues coupables 

de vol qua1ifie et condamnees a une peine d'emprisonnement ont ete 

envoyees dans un penitenc;er. La longueur moyenne de ces peines etait 

de 5.6 ans. Ces chiffres accusent un certain declin depu;s 1971 et 1972 

et sont restes re1ativement stables par rapport a ceux de 1970, comme 

1e Tableau 3.3 l'indique. 

-----.---------------------
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I 

VOL QUAL! FIE: POURCENTAGE DES PERSONNtSw_RE.kQ}lN.l!£.LG.Q1!PAf:lll,s.., 
I I 

CONDAMNEES A DES PE I NE~~MPI~J SOMN.EJi~NLE.L.Elf\l!lLEES ,OMS 

DES PENITENCIERS ET LONGUEUR MOYENNE DJill2ITES .£.EINES. CANtJIA 

197Q-1lli 

LONGUEUR ~OYEN~I POURCENTAGE DES I 

PERSONNES CONDAMNEES 
ANNEE ENVOYEES DANS UN L~~Sp~~i~~~c~~~~ PENITENCI ER 

1973 42 5.6 ans 

1972 49 5.9 
1971 49 5.9 
1970 46 5.4 

--"""-

Lorsqu Ion exam; ne 1 es reg; om) une a une, comme dans 1 e 

Tableau 3.3a, on remarque, de 1972 a 1973, un leger declin dans le 

pourcentage des personnes condamn!es ~ purger leur peine dans un penitencier. 

On remarque aussi que la Region atlantique y envoie un plus grand pourcentage 

que les autres regions. 11 ressort du Tableau 3.3b que les peines leg?:rement 

plus courtes infligees en 1973 se retrouvent egalement dans toutes les 

regions, a l l exception de 1 l Ontario, on la longueur des peines est restee 

stable. S1 on reunit les annees 1970 a 1973 en une seule periode, on 

s'aper~oit que 1a Region atlantique accuse la plus faible moyenne de 

longueur des pe1nes et la Region pacifique, la plus elevee. 
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I 
Y9,LJl.W~hl£IE~.~_r:..QUR~~NTAG~ _D~S PERSQNNES RECONNUES COUPABLES, 

; • I 

CONDAMNEES A UNE PEINE D'EMPRISONNEMENT ET ENVOYEES DANS ___ ., .•• ~.,.. _____ .~",,.,,,,"" c~,_< >J __ ,. ___ "~ ... __ ~,.--,""",,,_, ___ ""_._ 

I I 

liliJ:~~lrr:.HCICjh.Y .. illL REr?lOJi=, =;':::::9=70::::-:::19=-.=7::::3_-r-___ _ 
r-"' ""~ .. ,.,,_." ·'F-j~QUR~[~fiGg-Q~(1l:~RSo]~,g,S ,ENVOYEES DANS UN iE~ITENCr 
, I REGION 

i_ ANNL~_ .••. • _~~5.;;_~Q~~==.~ p~~;'~S' _{-ONTARIO - ATLANTIQUE 

1973 47 42 3"9. " 55 

1972 52 53 44 59 

1971 46 44 48 67 

1970 42 50 47 46 

TABLEAU 3. 3b 

I I 

VOL QUALIFIE: LONGUEUR MOYENNE DES PEINES DANS LES PENITENCIERS. 

PAR REGION, 1970-1973 

-_ .. _-, 
I 

MOYENNE DES PEINES DANS LES PENITENCIERS (ANNEES) 
I 

I REGION ANNEE --
PACIFIQUE PRAIRIES ONTARIO ATLANTIQUE 

1973 6.6 5.1 '5.6" 4.3 , 
1972 7.2 5.6 5.6 5.5 

1971 7.1 5.6 5.9 4.4 

1970 5.9 4.8 5.6 4.4 
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Environ trois personnes sur cinq candamn~e" en 1973 

a une peine d1emprisonnement pour vol qualifie ant ete incarct'k~Qs dam, 

un etablissement provincial. Comme "indique 1e Tableau 3.4, 79~, d'entrf> 

elles ont re~u des peines de six mois ou plus et seulement 4~::. ant reGu 

des peines inferieures a un mo;s. Pour les qlJatre annEles examinEh~s, 

Dn note une legare tendance a infliger des peines plus longues dans 

ce type d'etablissement. 

/ 

VOL QUAL! FIE: PQ~Ef.~_~IA§I_ .p.E.S,P'J~R~.Q~Nrj __ ~E.C.QN~ll£~_c.mJJ~A[~tr:"~~ 

£T CO~W.AJ1NE ES AJ:UBSiE~fl.Qt:.s PEJ~i_S __ Q~IMP'JU S.Q~NIJ1~ln:JU\K$J)[0 .. 
I 

ETABLISSEMENTS PROVINCIAUX ET LONGUEUR DESDITES PEINES CANADA ~==.. .---_._--_ .. __ .. _----_ ....... _ .... _ .. __ ... _,._ .. _ ... _ .. ,),." ....... _ ... ,-... -
.JJ10-1973 

i-POURCENTAGE DES POURCENTAGE DES PERSONNES CONDAMNEFS 
I PERSONNES CONDAMNEES A PURGER LEUR PEINE DAN"S I UN ETABLI.sSE~lENT 

ANNEE A PURGER ,LEUR PEINE PROVINCIAL ET QUI .. ONT ETE CONDAMNEES )d l)~1 
~~~~ ~~o~r~~~i~SE- _ MOINS_._ 40 

I UN MO~-VIxMOis7-g'·Ou-~~~!.~~=1 
1973 58 I 
1972 51 6 I 80 ; 

~:;~ _-4-___ ~_: ____ -L ____ ~ ___ L __ .. __ ~: ---' 
----------------------------"~,----

(1) On a examine seulement deux categories de peines; celles de plus dlun 
mois et de moins de trois mois n10nt pas ~te considerees. En 
consequence, les deux colonnes n'arrivent pas a un total de 100. 

0 
" 

f3 
tJ 

I. 

[1 
r ;( 

~ " ' 

[1 

0 
(1 ' .,' 

Ll 

0 
D 
D 
fJ 
8 
l~ 

8 
rJ 
[J 

A .0 

fJ 
§ .. 



I 
I 
'I 

tl 
to 

n 
{j 

Z 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

- 17 -

A cet ~gard, les differences regionales ne valent 

particu11brement pas 1a peine d'!tre notees. Toutefois, 1a Region 

atlantique, en 1970 et 1971, accuse un pourcentage plus ~leve que toute 

autre rdqion de sentences inferieures a un mois et un plus faible 

pourcentage de sentences de six mo;s au plUS. 

VOL 

Taux d';ncarc~ration 
"'''- ..,.. '" """ ",.'~"'"""-'I'~-'---'''''-''~'""-.... --,~,,,,-.,,. 

Au Canada, 1 'incarceration nlest pas la sentence la plus 

frequemment infligee pour vol. En 1973, plus de la moitie des 16,589 Canadiens 

reconnus coupables de volant €ite candamnes a une amende alars que 21% 

ont ete i ncarceres. Au cours de 1 a peri ode etudi ee, comme 11 il'ldique 

le Tableau 3.5, 11 Y a eu un decl;n regulier du taux d'incarceration et 

une augmentation correspondante du recours a 1 I amende comme sanction 

penale. 11 y a eu aussi un leger declin dans "emploi des sentences 

suspendues sans probation et un taux relativemennt stable de sentences 

suspendues avec probation. 
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TABLEAU 3.5 
~--.... ~ 

.Y..oL~ __ 181!X . ..Q.:~fe.B"~~88T Ul~,J~L~P,Q!JRCf,NrA~if."Jt!lMPl.Ql 
DES AUT RES SENTENCES, CANADA" 1964 ... 19n ... """",~_~. ____ ""._ .. ~ __ ,""",..\,~",,,<_.~.,....~, ".,., A',,"'~~A •• " , ____ ''''' .. '''-'"'~ .. '<~.._._,.,....~ 

SEN'TENCE SlJSPE:N[JlH 

_AN_N_E_E _4--_D ~.:~~~~~ rl O~ _ _ !.~~~~E~ ,~_._ ~~<~~~~i~j.!~'~'~'~'Nl~'~'Y~·C· I;H,nBA'! ION 

1973 21 52 7 20 
1972 21 49 ,9 21 
1970 23 44 ~ 23 
1968 29 38 15 1 g, 

~;~ __ !: __ c ___ ~L- __ -_~l __ .. _.c_.. ~~_._ .• J 
Dans 1e Tableau 3.6, pour 1a periode etudiee$ 1e declin 

national global du taux d'incarceration se retrouve de fa~on constante 

dans les regions du Pacifique et de llOntario et avec certaines 

fluctuations dans les regions des Prairies et de 1 'Atlantique. 

!8..BLEAU 3.6 

( I 

VOL: rAUX 0' INCAR~ERATION PAR REGI.ON. 1964..::197~ 
,-"" --- ..... .-"-

TAUX D'INCARCERATION ..... .....-, 
, REGION ANNEE 

PAC! FIQUE PRAIRIES ONTARIO ATLANTIQUE 

. 
1973 25 31 18' 24 

1972 25 23 19 17 

1970 28 27 21 20 

1968 35 31 26 2.7 

1966 34 26 28 29 

1964 37 34 33 27 
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f:n 197:1, un pourcentaqp tres (ilevp des personnes condamnf.e':, 

:t I'ifltilrr('yat.iofl pour vol ont t1te (mvoyres dans un etablissement 

provi riC; a 1 . 1'1 rur,s ort du Tab 1 pa u 3. 7 que 1 e petit nombr(~ de ce 11 ec; 

flrwoy{:or> daw, un pPtlitpnC'i£~r est rpsttl stab'(~ de 1970 tl 1973, ainsi que 

1~ lnnqurur de leurs peines, qui est ~valu@e a un peu plus de trois ans 

yO~J~"9W~~ENJ l\{il...P [~. e[l§j)J:m~~J3EJmW_I)J:5_COlJ.P At~l rs,., 
, I 

C.JJNDAWiLL.SA PES PC IN[$ ... 0,' n:p,RL~OIXNtMLNT_£I.-EN.VOIEr.s....DMiS 

D!~(, P{til nNe HRS ET LONGII[UR MOYENNE DESOITES f~EINES~~~DA ,,' .• "" .. ,>." . ",-_ .•.. ~"-,_.,,. '., -O='_-"--~' ';" ,... .... _"'''-',''<' •• ..,~,_·'''..,.~~.~ ___ ........... _d ........... _~_ ""_.'" .... .., __ , ... __ ,_ 

POURCE'N"rA~GE~Drs--:+--- r 

PERSONNES CONDAMNEES LONGUEUR MOYENNE I 
ENVOY~~S DANS UN DES ~EINES DANS I 

PENITENCIER LES PENITENCIERS I 

I 

ANNEE 

---.----~ ~"----.-. --, 
1973 

1972 

3 

3 

4 

4 L;971 

1970 __ c, ............ __________ · _-L 

3.7 ans 
3.6 

3.8 
3.6 

Lorsqu I on exam; ne 1 es regi ons une a une, conmle dans 1 e 

Tableau 3.7a, on remarque que la Region atlantique a tendance a condamner 

davantage de personnes au penitencier que ne le font les autres regions. 
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Comme on peut le canstater dans le Tab1eau 3,7b, i1 n'existe aucum! t'(lplll' 

difference; nter-regi ana le pour 1 a longueur moyenne des peines dans les 

peni tenc; ers. 

VOL: PQ~.B~~NIP&L",Q,~S __ ,PJB,~QNN.r,:,SJ1gkQNtll,lf:~ ,_GPIIPN~L"k ~~,) 
, . , 

CONDAMNEES A UNE PEINE O'EMPRISONNEMENT ET ENVOYEES DANS __ _ .--.._ ,_'"' ..... "''''''~'<~~ ""_~ ...... _. ___ ... ,_. __ c....... _d .~ ..... , q.,.. ""_ ,-,- -.-<'~'*' ',,- _".~ ...... '"'""_ <,._~.~. ""-><",,, '. -, u-.,~ .• , .. _ ...... ; ~.i"~"'''''· -.',~ ..... ""'~ 

, 
ANNEE 

PACIFIQUE PRAIRIES ONTARIO ATLANTIQUE 
f--."--,,o ---f--,--~--+-~.-,_, .... _." ~."_""'" ',. _ ' .. _" _. ,_,~'~' .'_ 

1973 

1972 

1971 

1970 

3 

2 

3 

3 

. 
3 1 . 5 
5 3 

10 J 10 
13 

--~ ... ~,--~., .... ~",.-.-~ ....... "" ...... ~-"-

TABLEAU 3.7b 

. . 
V_O_L_: _LO_N_GU_E_UR_~_.::...OY...::.E.:..;.:NN...::.E_D....:E:.::..S_PE1NES DANS LES PENITENgJl§.~ 

PAR REGION. 1970-1973 

-- -_ ... - -, .. "'..-..... ----..~-...... - ~ --~''''<, ........ "...,-..... -

MOYENNE DES PEINES DANS LES 
I 

PENITENCIERS (ANNEES) 
-T ---' .----:-~ 

I REGION ANNEE --- ---,-,--- --'~"'---

PACIFIQUE PRAIRIES ONTARIO ATLANTIQUE 

1973 3,8 3.5 . '4:0 . 3.5 
1972 3.7 3.6 3.7 3.5 
1971 3.7 3.7 4.0 3.5 
1970 3.5 3.5 3.6 3.6 - - .-... 
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Le Tableau 3.8 d~crit 1a longueur des sentences des 

Ijf.'t'~;omw'l !:\rivoyr:f'~; dans dns etabHssements provinc;aux. En 1973, des 

9H dp'; jmr:,ormpc, condamnees 11 purqer 1eur peinf.' dans un tel etabl;ssement 

36 O(lt rm;;u U(i<; pf.!'infl5 ;nf'f'rieurss II un mois t.andis que 28~~ ant ete 
tOndi\l1Inp(f(, l! c,;x mcri:. ou plus. Pour les quatre annr.e'5 examinees, on 

notf: uri(! 1f;~1i'Y't' t(mdiHl(:f! vers des rmimls d'ernprisonnement plus longues 

dall" Cf: typP d' (>tablissement. 

VOL: POUHCENTAGI.: DES PERSONNE.S BE.~.om:ill~~ .. _CQW,P"A81.E.S. 

f.T CONn/\WH~Et:; Ix PURGU~ DES PUNES .Q.'n\PRIS.o.m±[t;1~NL]8H.u]:2.. 

(:r.ABLISSf:}~nns PfWV I NCII\UX n, lON.GULLH~,)~[~~QIIs?'J?I;) N,EhJ~l~.1JillA. 

J.9?O.:-1911 

Sur le plan inter-regional ~ les r~gions du Pacifique et de 

'·Ontario semblent accuser un pourcentage proportionnellement plus eleve 

de sentences inferieures ~ un mois tandis que la region des Prairies 

semble afficher un pourcentage plus eleve de personnes condamnees a six 

mOl s ou pl us. 
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Taux d~incarc@ration 
.-" I , .... """' .... ""¥," ~"'.,,...... ...... ~ ..... _"""'. _,,11>.'__'_ .... ".'*" .... "'~ 

En 1973, plus de 1a moiti6 des 5,543 pprsonnes r9CDn"U0~ 

coupables au Canada d';ntroduction par efft'tlctiof) ont rtf> (;ond\\ll1n(;\\~. 

(j l';ncarceratioTl. Parmi les autres !;ontm,cf:s, lil plw; mnploy(;p P',t 

1a Ilsentence suspendue avec probation". Comme l'indiqwI 1p l(lhlp,w .1.ti, 

Stl)l' 1a periode consideree t on note un(c~ tendanGI? invnr~H' dalls hI t'f!t.OIIl'" 

a ces deux sentE?nces. Le taux d'emprir;onnernent diminup, (l1m", quI' Iii 

IIsentence suspendue avec probation" aU91110nte prOpllttionno'llmll€mt. 

Les tr-ibunaux ne recourent gu~re aux deux autres stmtencP5: "~,pntpmt' 

suspendue sans probation ll et "amendes ll
• 

I 

INTROQ.UCTI9N.!AR UlBACTIOt!..:~_.-I8..LL~ 0 I INC8R~Ef{.AT1Q~.II~J~)J,mC~l'n8(l1,n,'J)'WL.QX 

O~S ,AUTRt;.$~~,~.NI~!i4~5_,~.r:.f\Ji81JLIQ.Q4-:.1Ql) 

I TAUX 
ANNEE D I INCARCERATION AMENDES ----------+-------~. 
1973 54 2 

1972 53 2 

1970 54 

1968 56 

1966 57 

1964 63 

~ 
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Le Tableau 3.ga indique un d~clin gen~ral dans 1e recours 

a 1 'incarceration par region. La taux global de dpclin par les regions 

de 1 'At1antique et du Pacifique a et~) pour les annees considerees, 

un peu plus faible que pour les deux autres regions. 

TABLEAU 3.9a 

I I 

INTRODUCTION PAR EFFRACTION: TAUX 0 I lfi€;.ARC.ERATJON P8R REGION, 1964-1973 ----

TAUX D'INCARC~RATION 
I 

.- REGION ANNEE 

I PACIFIQUE PRAIRIES ONTARIO ATLANTIQUE 
I 
I 

1973 59 52 ! 51 62 
1972 63 49 49 58 
1970 68 55 49 56 
1968 72 59 52 59 
196 t; 61 53 57 57 
1964 62 65 62 64 

Longueur de la peine 

En 1973~ au Canada, 13% des personnes condamnees ~ une 

pei ne d I empr; sonnement pour i ntroducti on par effract; on ont ete envoyees 

dans un penitencier. Cela rapresente, comme "indique leTableau 3.10, 

une diminution du pourcentage rapporte en 1970. Toutefois, 1a longueur 

moyenne des sentences penitentiaires est restee constante pendant les 

quatre annees de 1a periode consideree. 

1 

~==a_. _________ w ________________ -..-. ______________ _ 
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INTRODUCTI ON PAR EFFRACTION: POURC,ENJA'§L9_~_.e.~B.SONI'!(U~,~.Q,ttNill~;;,J~,QW:.t)illJ,~~"" 
I I 

CONDAM~ DEVJll'!~~.j1,~JMeBlSp.NN.EJ1~fiT_J:::r,J}i'lQlrIS .. ,Mli5 

DES PEN I TENe I ERS ET LONGUEUR ~lOY EN,tl,lJ2.E'§.QII~J11Nt$'.L-GN1t\DA 

197Q .. 1973 

I 

ANNEE 

1973 
1972 

1971 
1970 

.--."--~, --,-.-.. ".-~-,.""., "'··""~'-·-l 
POURCENTAGE DES' I 

PERSONNES CONOAMNEES LONGUEUR MOYENNE 
ENVOYEES DANS UN DES PEINES DANS 

P~NITENCIER LES P~NITENCIERS I 

13 

14 

13 
16 

3.7 ans 

3.8 
3.7 

3.8 

La Region atlantique a tendance a envoyer plus de personnes 

condamnees dans un penitencier pour introduction par effraction que ne 1e 

font les autres regions, comme l'indique le Tableau 3.l0a. 

Le Tableau 3.10b ;ndique, par region, la longueur moyenne 

re1ativement constante des sentences penitentiaires infligees par les 

tribunaux. 
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TABLEAU 3. lOb 

I 

INTRODUCTION PAR EFFRACTION: LONGUEUR MOYENNE DES PEINES DANS LES PENITENCIERS, -----, ... 

I 
PAR REGION, 1970-1973 

-"_.' -, , 
MOYENNE DES PEINES DANS LES PENITENCIERS (ANNEES) - , 

, REGION ANNEE -
PACIFIQUE PRAIRIES ONTARIO ATLANTIQUE 

1973 3.8 3.9 . 3.8 3.5 
1972 4.3 3.8 3,8 3.7 
1971 4.0 3.8 3.8 3.6 
1970 3.9 3.9 3.8 3.6 -

.~-----.----



- 26 -

Quatre .. vingt sept pour cent des per-sonnes incarcf:lrl}es 

en 1973 au Canada pour tt;ntroduction par effraction" ont t!tti envoyces. dan~; 

un etablissement provincial. Sur ce nombre~ 167., ont requ des sentences 

;nf~rieures ~ un mo;s et 56% des sentences de six mois ou plus. 11 

ressort du Tableau 3.11 que le pourcentage des peines de six mo;s at plus 

a augmente. 

TABLEAU 3.11 
--~-- ..... " ... ,--,~,."....-. 

I NTRODUCTI ON PAR EFFRACTI ON: . POURCIIiI~GCPE? _F.~RSO!itis.~-B~fONNU~.~_GQ~PABL ES 

£T COND.AMNEES ~ .. fUgGEf\J2~S P~I~lS_Q:JJ1~BlS_0NN~f1~1;I.1J)~li~_j)li. 

ETABLlSSEMENTS PROYJJiCIA1tK.J_UQ~.GUEllKJ!~S_DlTES PEINlli-Cf\NAmL 

1970-1973 

- . ~-
_ ..... - --_ .•. _-_._- , 

POUR ~OURCE.NTAGE DES I 

, PERSONNES CONDAMNEES 
ANNEE A PURGER,LEUR PEINE 

A PlI 
CENTAGE DES PERSONNES CONPAMNEES 
RGER LEUR PEINE OA~S/UN ETABLI?SE~ENi 
INCIAL ET QUI aNT ETE CONDAMNEES A PROV 

DANS UN ETABLISSE- MaIN MENT PROVINCIAL 

1973 87 

1972 87 

1971 87 

1970 84 

.:.---r'-----... T~-...... '~-·-· ----I 

~ 0 'UN MOrS 

16 

17 
18 

17 

SIX MaIS au PLUS 

56 

55 
51 

49 

--I 

--------'---------_. 
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,... , 
VOlES DE fAIT ENTRAINANT DES LESIONS CORPORELLES 

En 1973, au Canada~ 41% des 1,412 personnes reconnues 

coupables de voies de fait entratnant des l~sions corporel1es ont ~t~ 

condamnees 11 , 'incarceration et 32%9 a des amendes. Comme "indique 

le Tableau 3.12, 1e taux d'incarceration est reste relativement stable 

pendant 1a periode qui fait 1 'objet de "etude. Le recours a des amendes 

a 8ugrnente de 1964 ~ 1970, puis a notablement diminue de 1970 11 1973. 

Las tribunaux ont proc~de a moins de sentences suspendues sans pronation 

at a plus du double de sentences suspendues avec probation. 

TABLEAU 3 \ 12 

~~~EAIJ ENTRAtNANT DES LESIONS CORPORELLES: rAUX D'INCARCERATION ET POURCENTAGE 

D'EHPLOI DES AUTRES SENTENCES. CANAD,I.\. 1964-1973 

r--'" ~ ... --.,-- . 

TAUX I 
SENTENCE SUSPENDUE 

I 

AMENDES SANS PROBATION ANNEE o 'INCARCERATION AVEC PROBATION 
f-

1973 41 32 7 21 
1972 37 32 8 23 
1970 36 40 9 16 
1968 36 40 14 11 
1966 37 42 11 10 
1964 41 36 13 10 

--=~------------------------
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Le Tableau 3.13 mantre. par r§gion, le taux d'incarc~tation 

pendant 1a periode ~tudiee. La r!l!gion atlantique accuse une auglrentation 

et les regions du Pacifique et des Prairies, une diminution g~n@rale. Le 

taux de 1 'Ontario est reste relativement stable au cours des annles. 

TABL~.8U 3.13 

A ~ ~ I I 

VOlES DE FAIT ENTRAINANT DES LESIONS CORPORELLES: TAUX D'INCARCERATlON PAR ~EGrON ______ H_...-. • .., .. · ____ ,· ___ ""'_~_4~ .. ~"'''''''_ .. _>*_"J'__· __ w·.',,',*~ ___ .,.,,·,"'_-wl,_ 

1964-]973 

~ ----.- - ,--------.-"---~ 
TAUX D'INCARC~RATION ---- -.. -~-... --

; 

/ REGION _____ ._,_ 
ANNEE 

PACIFIQUE PRAIRIES ONTARIO ATLANTIQU~ 

. 
1973 35 39 43 42 

1972 38 39 35 42 
I 41 47 29 34 1970 

1968 38 43 32 37 

1966 40 44 35 33 

1964 41 46 41 34 

Longueur de 1a peine 

En 1973, au Canada, seu1es 6% des personnes reconnues 

coupab1es de voies de fait entraTnant des lesions corporel1es et ayant ete 

condamnees a une peine d'emprisonnement ont ete envoyees dans un penitencier. 

11 ressort du Tableau 3.14 que ce pourcentage represente une petite 

augmentation sur 1970. La longueur moyenne des peines au penitencier 

est rest§e stable autour de 3.5 ans jusqu'en 1973, oD 1a longueur moyenne 

des peines est passee A 4.4 ans. 

o 
8 
P I..;} 
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TABLEffiL~ 

I \ • I 

RECONNUES GOUPABLES, CONDAMNEES A DES PEINES D'EMPRISONNEMENT ET ENVOYEES 
""~" "", , .... ,.,." .. " .-_'"""c<,"~~_"'" _*"+~.",.,, """"" __ "+'~"""""'~ ___ .""_".~.""'____ --..,. 

DANS DES P~NITENCIERS ET LONGUEUR MOYENNE DESDITES PEINES. CANADA 
_~."",.""."",,,,,,,,,,.",_¥ •. ,>+,,·...,,,,",'r",_·"_"'~"""''''~''''''''''_-''''''' ______ ~.; ___ 

12JJkJ973 

r ~.-.. ,~~~-.~,.,~".,,, .. ,-."",,~-, .. ,,,-.. -~.--~ 
POURCENTAGE DES .. 

I 

ANNEE. 

1973 
1972 

r L 1971 
1970 

-------~ .. 

PERSONNES CONDAMNEES 
ENVOYEES DANS Un 

PENlTENCIER 

6 

5 
4 
3 

.... -~"" ..... ,,-..,-~ ... ----

LONGUEUR MOYENNE 
DES ~EINES DANS 

LES PENITENCIERS 

4.4 ans 
3.5 
3,6 

3.5 

L'examen des donnees regionales laisse apparattre une 

augmentation des incarcerations dans les penitenc;ers. 11 ressort des 

Tableaux 3.14a et 3.14b que les regions de 1 'Ontario et des Prairies 

accusent une nette augmentation du taux d'incarceration des personnes 

reconnues coupables de voies de fait entratnant des lesions corporelles 

et une augmentation correspondante de la longueur moyenne des sentences 

au penitencier, specialement en Ontario. En outre~ la Region atlantique 

accuse un declin impressionnant dans le taux d'incarceration et 

jusqu1en 1973, une longueur de sentence au penitencier stable de 3.5 ans; 

seule une personne incarceree pour voies de fait a re~u une sentence 

de 7.5 ans. Dans la Region pacifique, le taux d'incarceration a augmente 

au cours des annees tandis que la longueur moyenne des peines slest 

maintenue a 3.5 ans. 

~. .41k(~:aauac: M:sa;a.~.111""'''''' _______ _ 

--l 
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TABLEAU 3.1..49. 

II I 

Val ES DE FAIT EN~RAINANT DES_ LESIQ.r§_CORe..QR~L~E,S,.!.,,"£QJJRG~HI8uLn~S_e.E.R!lQ.Nlil:!i 
• - I " t 

RECONNUES GOUPABL~S, CONDAMNEsLtL~NE._~.~J!iLJ~:Jl1.P_Rl$,Ql\mnlfNJ,J:TJ~jlQXEr~ 

( 

ANNEE 

1973 

1972 

1971 
1970 

I I 

DAN S UtUIliL.1:EN C I E!L .. .J.A~.J&Jl19li;'fJ2l:9=1~J,A,",." . __ .. ~~. _.,,", "'"u,,-. 

POURCENTAGE DE PER~ONNq_~NYf1YE~~,,,J!AN,~.,ll.riJ:~~Jr.J;N(:lI:R ... ,.+ 
REGION 

PACIFIQUE 

4 
3 
1 
2 

PRAIRIES 

10 

6 

4 

TABLEAU 3.14Q 

ONTARIO ATLANTIQUE: 

A' • 

VOlES DE FAIT ENTRAINANT DES LESIONS CORPORELLES: LONGUEUR MOYFN.~ __ QF~eE1NL)_ 
> 

I. , 

DANS LES PENITENCIERS. PAR REGION n 1970-1971L-

--I 

MOYENNE DES PEINES DANS LES PENITENCIERS 
-, 

I 

ANNEE REGION 

1973 
1972 
1971 
1970 

--r----,'----
PACIFIQUE PRAIRIES ONTARIO 

3.5 3.8 4.7 
3.5 3.5 3,5 
3.5 3.5 4.0 
3.5 3.5 3.5 

- -
* En 1973, dans la R~gion atlantique, une. seule 

personne a ~t~ envoy~e dans un p~nitencier. 

-------
(ANNEES) 

------
ATLANTIQUE 

7.5* 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 

B 
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iJ 
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11 ressort du Tableau 3.15 qulen 1973 94% des personnes 

qui ont te~u una peine d'empl"isonnement pour vo"es de faa ont ete 

envoyl'(I!, dans un ~tf.lblissemerlt provincial. On note une le9~re 

diminution par rapport aux trois ann~es prec~dentes. Environ un quart 

ont n?t;u des peines inferieures fl un mois at un peu p1us dlun quart, 

des peines de six mais ou plus. 

A ' 
VOIE~) DE FAIT ENTRAINANT DES LESIONS CORPORELLES: POURCENTAGE DES PERSONNES RECONNUES 
.. • .: <' _~ __ ,,"4.''''-_ ,"""~"""""_-__ ~c"",_"~,,,,,,,,",", •. ,-....,_~~,,.,...~,~.-.-,,.-~·~.,,,,,·. ,.~ ___ ,,-, ... ". _'~'--"'_" __ ""_"_"_""''''_'"'_" __ 'r ___ '''''--

J 4 
COUPABLES ET COMDAMNEES A PURGER DES DEINES D'EMPRISONNEMENT DANS DES 

_ •• ~,_,)-~·",.,-_H ."," • ,~_ ..--.,~,,,,,- .............. ---.... ,,"-">.-,...-. ,"" ..... ..".~--,-.... -

tTABLISSEMENTS PROVINCIAUX ET LONGUEUR DESDITES PEINES. CANADA. 
~~_>_, ... ,._. _ _ _, ... ,_.~ .... _"r_~._ .. >-~._.,' ...• ~~~~ • ....",._"~ .... ~~,--.-->~_'".~c~· ___ ,~~_._·. .. 

I-'-"----l--POlJRCE'NTAGE ~D'ES- I 

I I I PERSONNES CONDAMNEES 

\

1 ANNEC I A PURGER ,LEUR PE INE 

r 
POURCENTAGE DES PERSONNES CONDAMNEES 
A PURGER LEUR PEl N£ DAN .. S I UN ETABU,sSEt1ENi 
PROVINCIAL £T QUI ONT ETE CONDAMNEES A --.... -.,....~ --... -~---
MOINS D'UN Mors SIX MOIS OU PLUS ! DANS UN ETABLISSE­

! MENT PROVINCIAL 1--1-973»' --r-" M_ ---"94 ._- ------ 26 29 

I 1972 I 95 29 34 

I ~:~~ _L_-. _ :~___ __~_! ____ ---t. ___ ._~~ ___ _ 



Taux dlincarc~ration ------
En 1973, au Canada, 43% des 2,122 persannes reconnues 

coupables dlun acte criminel en vertu de 1a La; sur les stupefiants 

ont ete condamnees II une peine d'e:mprisonnement. Ce chiffre represHntp, 

conune 1e Tableau 3.16 le revele de fa~on impressionnante, une diminution 

considerable du taux d'incarceration depuis 1964. Le recours plus 

frequent aux amendes comme sentence alternative explique 1a plus grande 

partie de ladite diminution. 11 est particulierement interessant 

de noter, une nette augmentation en 1973, du taux dlemprisonnement, 

par rapport a 1972, et une diminution correspondante du recours aux 

amendes, ains; que 1a nette augrrentation des sentences suspendues avec 

ou sans probation pendant 1a periode 1964-1968 su;vie dlun important 

declin depuis 1968. 

TABLEAU 3.16 

I , 

LOI SUR LES STUPEFIANTS: TAUX 0 I INCARCERATION ET POURCENTAGE D I EMPL,Q1 

DES AUTRES SENTENCES. CANADA. 1964-1973 

TAUX, SENTENCE SUSPENOUE 
I 

AMENDES SANS PROBATION AVEC PROBATIO~ ___ ANNEE o I INCARCERATION 

1973 43 46 2 9 
1972 34 50 . 2 . 15 .. 
1970 37 44 3' 17 
1968 62 1 12 24 
1966 76 2 7 15 

1964 90 0 3 7 
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Cette image nationole d'un d~clin g~nlral du taux 

d' 1 flCilY'U;rtlti on masque un~ ferlTll: tendance contraire dans toutes les 

y·f'i(ji(Jfit.. i.e Tdb1eau 3.1/ montre que 1 depuis 1970. les regions du 

Pdrifiqup et des Prairies ant accusl une hausse du taux d'incarc~ration 

at, depui~ 1972, on note 10 meme tendance en Ontario et dans les 

Ma ri t i n)f~S • 

->.,,-~>.r=- -_ .. _--:-.=-IAl!1Lg~ ~i;~ATIoN ..... ,-~---,-"'-"-

ANNEE _<","m ___ ~_~ ~~'_'_" ____ '_'_r-__ ' ___ " ___ '_-

1973 

1972 

1970 

LlliL
1968 

1966 

1964 

PRAIRIES ONTARIO ATLANTIQUE PACI FIQUE _"'''''''''" __ -+, _____ --+ _____ -+,_-___ -1 

52 
44 
37 

85 

84 
90 

28 

40 
25 
40 

78 
83 

36 
25 
43 

46 
64 

90 

69 
43 

49 

39 

80 
o 

En 1973, 24% des personnes emprisonnees pour avoir enfreint 

1 a Loi sur 1 es 5 tupefiants ont ~te envoyees dans un peni tenci er. La 

moyenne de leurs peines d'emprisonnement se situe A environ six ans. 

Depuis 1970,\ i1 serrole qu'il y ait eu une grande augmentation du 

powrcentage des oorsonnes incarc~r~es dans un.p~nitencier. La lOQ9ueur 

moyenne de 1(\ peine impos~e est aussi en hausse. (Voir le Tableau 3.18). 

--=~-.----------------~ 
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I 

LO! .~UR, LES STUPEFIANTS: PQ~RCEtlJA~L~9I~J:g,RSO~N~"J~!I&.QNHUES .• C.Ql!e~1ll .. I:S", 
I # 

CONO.AMR~~~_f\ *DE,S.JEt~.f~.,.]!JMeJn$mm.E.Mf.lfLfI .. EN\!QYlli.JJllliS 

~, p~g~~~~r~~~~~~~ ~"~:~:t:~ MOYENNL" "I 
ANNEE ENVOY~ES DANS UN DES PEINES DANS j 

PENITENCIER LES PENlTENCI EI~S I------f----___ ~h.~."-'.,"'" ~". ._.~., •• , .... _". 

1973 24 5.9 ans . 

1972 20 5.7 1 
1971 16 5.0 
1970 17 4.8 

'-------'--------.-.~--- -~-,-,,----~-~-.. ----

Les r~gions de 1 'Ontario et du Pacifique sont responsables 

de 1a plus grande partie de l l augmentation du nombre de personnes envoyem; 

dans un penitencier. (Voir Tableau 3.18a), Pour les quatr€ annees 

considerees, 1a Region du Pacifique a envoye dans les penitenciers un 

pourcentage plus eleve de personnes condamnees que les trois Butres regions. 

I1 est interessant de noter que 1a Region atlantique accuse a cet @gard 

une plus grande diminution en 1973 que pendant les trois autres anne!s. 
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ANNLt 

1973 

19J2 

1971 

1970 

... 35 -

'n ~" -.... ~-"-,- " ,.""'" ", *,"",~ ..... -""~,..:..,,,, 

'T t1(;~ENNF DES PEINES DANS LES P£:r.UTENCIERS (ANNEES) 
I 

REI3ION 

<1 PAClrIQUE PRAIRIES ONTARIO ATLANTIQUE 
"":-,",,, 

31 13 19 . 
9 

24 12 I 17 20 

22 13 9 20 

22 12 10 23 
. " .... -.,. -. -, ~, 

, .... ~ ,'h"''''' __ '''"''04<-__ 

11 ressot't du Tableau 3.18b que 1 'augmentation '1ationale de 

longueur n~yenne de 1a peine imposes est manifeste dan5 tout~s les reqions) a 
l'uxception des Maritimes, oD 11 y a eu des fluctuations. S1 on considere 

globalement les quatre annees, on constate que 1a Region des Prairies a 

impose les plus longues sentences et 1a Region atlantique, les p1us courtes. 

TABLEAU 3.18b 

LOI SUR LES STUPEFIANTS: POURCENTAGE DE~ PERSONNES RECONNUES COUPABLE~ 
, . ( 

~ONDAMNE~S A UNE PEINE D'EMPRISONNEMENT ET ENVOYEES DANS 

s ~ -
I , 

UN PENITENQIER PAR REGION 1970 1973 
POURCENTAGE DES PERSONNES ENVOYEES DANS UN PENITENCIER 

/ 

I 
REGION 

ANNEE 
PACIFIQUE PRAIRIES ONTARIO ATLANTIQUE 

. 
1973 6.0 6.5 5.7 4.2 
1972 5.7 7.2 5.7 5. 1 
1971 5.2 5.6 4.6 3.8 
1970 3.6 3.5 5. 1 4.2 

------------- ~--~~~ ~~-
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En 1973, 76~, des personnes empl'isonn()('s ill'll!' iwail' 

provirrt:ial. Le Taoleau 3.19 indiquc €I cet egard un leQN' d(\('lin d'UlII" 

annee a 1 I autre. Env; ron 15% des personnes envoyvl\:; d,1ng un (it'1h 11 t. '.~\Ill! '111 

ptov;ncial ont re~u des peines ;nferieures a un TOoh t pt 60, dp six 

010;5 ou plus. Lc tableau indique un leqef' declin fill l1oll1by'p d('~\ pPiWH, 

de mo; n5 d I un moi s et une auglTh.~ntat;on correspondante du nomin'f' dl'l; 

peines de plus de six TOois. 

I 

LOr _SU~_ LE~ STUPEFIANTS : ___ E9.YB~~~I,l\~E DES P[~S"Q~NES .J~ECONNlJ[S .. COUPJ\HL f'! 

~J._ CQ~.DAMN(E~JLP,U.B§ERQES."P.EJNES [) '.EM~)RISONHfJ~r.NT, ,DANS lH 

ET~~Jt~~ E~EN1S .•.. PXQYI ~CJA~t. ,EJ_ .. kmiGUEUR. [)r~;nUE~ ... PF I NF~; " .. CANAllA .. 

l~ZO-.l~)l 

.;: .,. " " ~'. ,." ~- .... ,.~: '. ", .. '~~ ,,,' ,.".~.~ ,:"""'"~ 
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La pr~sente ~tude est principalement ax~e sur la 

nf1thndolog"ie. Elle est jssue de l l examen de 1a notion "taux dlincarc~rat;onll 

(~t ne SOn util He en tant qu I i ndi cateur du foncti onnement du processus 

de :jw;ticn penale-. La d~fini t'ion part;culi~re de taux d'incarcerat;on 

adopt@e iei fait preuve de plus d'esprit de suite que les definitions 

elHplo'y6(~s dans les etudes precedentes: elle est plus etroitement en 

harmonie avec 1e comportement de 1a repression penale. 

L'etude introduit allssi l'idee dlun taux d'incarceration 

relat;f a une infraction specifique. Un tel taux est vraisemblablement 

plus apte ~ dec~ler les changements sous-jacents aux pratiques sentencie11es 

que ne 1e ferait un taux global. En ce, paree que, dans l lensemble, les 

changements dans les pratiques Denales sont marginales, c'est-a-dire qulils 

se produisent progressivement et a propos d'infractions specifiques. Si 

1es donnees presentees iei ne font guere d'autre chose, elles soulignent 

la valeur d'un taux d'incarceration relatif a une infraction specifique. 

Pour 1a periode consideree, 1e taux d'incarceration pour 

vol qualifie est reste stable, tandis que ceux afferents au vol et a 

1a violation de la Loi sur les stupefiants ont notablement change. Un 

taux d'incarceration qui, par definition, engloberait toutes les infractions 

serait insensible a tous ces genres de changements dans le processus 

sentenciel. 
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Nalheureusement, les donnees sont pt"rim('ps J c~ qui V't'mi 

pJutat douteuse 1 'application des taux, des tendanc{?s fit des (;ompdt'nlsow. 

a 1a politique penale actuelle. En ce qui CDncerne leur contenu, lr plus 

que 1 'on peut dire clest qu l il a un intlrRt historique. De plus, les donnPp~ 

pour le Qu@bec, l'Alberta, les Territoires du Nord-Ouest et du Yukon 

manquent. Par suite, 1e v§ritable taux d'incarc~ration "national" pour 

telle ou tells infraction est inconnu, meme pour 1a piSriode com;'idi'Y'{~!'. 

Quant aux comparaisons interr~gionales, 1 'absence da donn~es pour la 

region du Quebec 1eur enl~ve toute va1eur. 

En raison des consid~rations prlc@dentes, ncus commenteron~ 

brievement les pr@sentes observations. Les taux d'incarc~ration varient 

suivant 1 'infraction. Leur degr~ de stabilit~ au cours de 1a p6riode 

studiee varie aussi comme le font les sentences alternatives employees 

lorsque 1e changement se produ1t. Ainsi, au niveau national, pendant la 

periode 1964-1973, le vol qualifie a accus~ un taux d'incarc@ration ~lev~ 

et stable; 1e vol, un taux faible qui nla cess~ de diminuer tandis 

qu'augmentait le recours aux amendes comme sentence de rechange; l'introduction 

par effraction, une diminution moderee du taux d'incarceration avec un 

recours plus frequent a 1a sentence suspendue avec probation; les voies 

de fait, un taux faible et stable, avec comme solution alternative 1a 

sentence suspendue avec probation qui laquelle a plus que double pendant 

1a periode etudiee. Le taux d'incarceration relatif a 1a violation de 1a 

Loi sur les stupefiants a accuse une diminution impressionnante depu;s 1964; 

les amendes tendent de plus en plus a remplacer "emprisonnement. 
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$; on se place sur le plan r~g;onal, pendant la ~me 

p~riode, on n'observe, a propos des condamnations pour vol qualifiA, 

iW(;UrH:' diff~rence inter"r~gionale importante dans las taux d'incarc~ration. 

La diminution dans le taux d';ncarc~rat;on accusee pour 1e vol se refll:!te 

fidOlcment dans to utes las regions. La Region du Pacifique et 1a Region 

atlantique conservent un taux d'incarceration stable pour , 'introduction 

par effraction, face a una diminution dans les deux Qutres regions. La 

Rfq;on atlantique accuse une augmentation du taux d'incarceration pour les 

voies de fait entralnant des lesions corporelles, tandis que les Regions 

du Pacifique et des Prairies accusent une diminution generale a cet egard. 

Dans 1e cas de 1a Loi sur las stupefiants, les regions du Pacifique et 

des Prairies, de 1970 a 1973, ant accuse une tendance contraire a 1a 

tendance national!, du declin tandis que, en 1972, la R~gion atlantique 

a accuse cette meme tendance au dec1in. Pendant la peri ode examinee, 

1 'Ontario a constamment accus~ un taux d1incarceration inferieur au taux 

national. 

Quant a la longueur des pe;nes imposees par les tribunaux, 

11 y a eu une legere diminution globale pendant la peri ode 1970-1973 dans 

1e pourcentage des condamnations au p~nitenc;er pour vol qualifi~. En 

outre, i1 y a eu dans 1 'ensemble une legere augmentation de la longueur 

des peines, dont la moyenne slest situee en 1973 autour de 5.6 ans. Le 

taux de condamnations a un etablissement provincial pour cette infraction 

a augmente au cours des annees pour atteindre 58% en 1973, avec une 

tendance correspondante en faveur de pe;nes super;eures a six mois. 

---~ .... 
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Pour 1e vol, 1e taux de sentences a llincarc~ration dans 

un p~nitencier a dinrlnu~ de 4~ a 3% au cours des nnnees, avec una 

longueur de peine moyenne et stable de 3.7 nns. Sur CBS peines 

d'emprisonnement, le pourcentage des personnes envoyAes dans des 

etablissements provinciaux a augmente de 96;'[, a 98~;" avec una augment.ation 

correspondante des sentences de plus de six mois. 

Les condamnations pour introduction par effraction ant 

accuse une diminution du taux d'incarc@raticn dans les penitenciers, de 

16% a 13%, alors que 1a longueur moyenne des peines est restee stable n 

pr~s de quatre ans. Les condamnations a l'incarceration dans un 

etablissement provincial sont passees de 49% & 56%. 

Dans les cas comportant des voies de fait entratnant des 

lesions corporel1es, le taux d'incarceration dans les penitenciers est 

passe de 3% a 6%. La duree moyenne de la peine est passee de 3.5 a 4,4 

annees. 11 y a eu une legere diminution dans le taux d'incarceration a 
un etablissement provincial lequel est passe de 97% ~ 94%, tandis que les 

peines d'un mois et de moins de six mois ont atteint la moyenne de 42~;', au 

cours des quatre annees. 

Pour les infractions a la Lo; sur les stupefiants, le 

taux de condamnations a 1 'incarceration dans un penitencier a accuse depu;s 

1970 une augmentation nette et reguliere de 17% a 24% avec une augmentation 

correspondante de la moyenne de la longueur de 1a peine de 4.8 a 5.9 ans. 

Le taux des condamnations a 1 'incarceration dans un etablissement provincial 

a regul ierement diminue de 83% a 76% avec une tendance ascendante de 4n; 

a 50% pour les peines de plus de six mois. 
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O(HJX tableaux qui resument les resultats de , 'etude sont 

'incl ut) imrood'i atament arres 1 a conctusi on, 

L~s donnees pr~5entees dans cette etude et les resu1tats 

rrcdp'itules ci-dessus seraient plus interessants s'ils etaient complets. 

L'application d'une methodologie du tallx d'incarceration, qui place 

l'intarceration dans le contexte des pratiques de condamnation, aux 

donn@es qui d~Crivent le plus recent passe, contribuerait sans aucun 

doute a 1 'adnrlnistration de 1a justice au Canada, au progras de 1a 

reforme penale et a 1a mise en oeuvre des recommendations de 1a 

Commission de 1a reforme du droit, Cette information decrit ce qui se 

passe dans les tribunaux et identifie les divergences inter-regionales 

dans le CllOix des sentences. Sans ella, le fonct;onnement du systeme 

de la justice p£nale est necessa;rement deregle et non systematique. 

Lorsqu'on aura remedie a l l insuffisance des donnees, OU 

tout au mains a certaines d'entre elles, at effectue 1 'etude que les 

Nations Unies proposent sur la comparaison des denombrements de prisonniers 

en 1981, i1 sera utile de proceder ~ une etude plus approfondie. 

1l._il!I'._.~i!I~:"E"-' ____________ ~_~_ 
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VOL QUALIFIE: SENTENCES INFLIGEES AU TOTAL DES PERSONNES RECONNUES _"" .,'_w'_,,"'!<·,"',.,_,, ____ ,,_""_ . ",,' ._ 

, I • 

~.9.,UEf\.!~gs EtfSlli.Q.~M~EES~ S~!l;;.;,.A::.:.DA.:.....:::...ET:.....:.:.;Rt:.:G:.::...IO;:.;.,N;.:::.S..!.. • ...,:..1.::..;96:...,:4-.:A...:....:..;1 S:....:. 7-=:;.3 

-~ .. - -- ...... -
SENTENCE --

NOM13RE 
DE 

PBRSONN 

, (2) SEt-iTENCE SENTENCE 
I NCARCEM nON AMENDE SUSPENDUE SUSPENJ)t.:E 

C'c 'L SANS AVEC , 
CONDAMNE 

(N) 
ES PROBATION PROBATION 

1 9 71: LA ~: \~M 

1972: 

PAC I rJ fll'E 

l'RAlf\lLS 
0';'1 AI: 10 
ATLA~lIQUl:: 

l;A~;.1i l>t\ III 
I',\C1 nl)l'L ' 
f' IV'. H: lEl" \1 

I 

O~;TARJl1 1', 
ATLANTIQUE 1/ 

I 
I 

1 <n 0; eN :,\lJ,\ I 
h\C1 F1 \~n: I 

196E: 

196~1: 

11)6t : 

I' l~:\ I R 11:5 \ 
O;.;TARlO I 

ATLANTlQUE I 
CA','\D,\ 

I' A C I F1 (~l' E 
T>Pj\ I f.: 1 ES 
0:,TAR1 () 
ATLANTlQt.:E 

CA;\ADA 
I'M; I FlQL'£<: 
PRAIRIES 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIQUE 

PRAIRIES 
ONTARIO 

I 
I 
I 
I 

:1 
I 

CI\:II\DA J PACl FIQUE 

L..-_---.:A:..:..!~!::~ T !..<iU E 

857 
199 
103 
493 
62 

763 
164 
150 
385 

64 

793 
177 
154 
407 

55 

704 
154 
140 
351 
59 

567 
118 

83 
298 
68 

599 
147 

97 
299 
56 

.- NOHBRE I 
i--

748 
163 

91 
438 

56 

671 
143 
127 
340 

61 

710 
162 
140 
358 

50 

635 
152 
127 
303 

53 

481 
99 
59 

261 
62 

530 
128 

83 
271 
48 

% NOMBRE I % NOHBF,E I % ~OMBREI _ .. -
87.3 8 0.9 5 0.6 96 
81.9 5 2.5 1 0.5 30 
88.3 1 1.0 2 1.9 9 
88,8 2 0.4 2 0.4 51 
90.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 

87.9 6 0.8 13 1.7 73 
87.2 2 1.2 1 0.6 18 
84.7 2 1.3 8 5.3 13 
88.3 2 0.5 4 1.0 39 
95.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 

89.5 5 0.6 13 1.6 65 
91.5 2 1.1 2 1.1 11 
90.9 0 0.0 6 3.9 8 
88.0 3 0.7 5 1.2 41 
90.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 

90.2 6 0.9 9 1.3 54 
98.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 
90.7 3 2.1 6 4.3 4 
86.3 3 0.9 2 0.6 43 
89.8 0 0.0 1 1.7 5 

84.8 6 1.1 8 1.4 72 
83.9 1 0.8 2 1.7 16 
71.1 3 3.6 3 3.6 18 
87.6 2 0.7 2 0.7 33 
91.2 0 0.0 1 1.5 5 

88.5 5 0.8 14 2.3 50 
87.1 2 1.4 4 2.7 13 
85.6 a 0.0 4 4.1 10 
90.6 1 0.3 3 1.0 24 
85.7 2 3.6 3 5.4 3 

NOT!;: EN RAISON DE L 'ARRONDISSEMENT, LES POURCENTAGES PEtrVENT NE PAS S'ELEVER AU 
TOTAL DE 1007.. 

(1) EXCLUT LE QUEBEC, LtALBERTA, LES TERRIToIRr~ n{! NORD-OUEST ET DU YUKON 
(2) ~NCLUT LES PR1SONS. LES MAISqNS DE CORRECTION, LES FERMES INDUSTRIELLES LES 

ECOLES DE FORMATION ET LES PENITENCIERS. • 

% 

11.2 
15.1 

8.7 
10.3 
9.7 

9,6 
11.0 

8.7 i 
10.1 I 

4.7 I 
j 

I 
8.2 : 
6.2 ; 
5.2 I 

10.1 I 
9.1 I 
7.7 ' 
1.3 
2.9 

12.3 
8.5 

12.7 
13.6 
21. 7 
11.1 

7.4 

8.3 
8.8 

10.3 
8.0 
5.4 

.s.Dl]Rr.F,; 5TATISTlQUr. CANADA - :;TATIDJ.<l.U!LDF..l,bS.RPi:_NALITE, ANNLTEL (eN!. tk,. R5-20l) 

.~. 
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f I' \ 

D'ETABLISSEMENT, CANADA ET REGIONS~ 1970 A 1973 ... _ _ .. ....-~,_,_~ .. _" ... :~ __ ",,,,,, __ ,,,~,,,,,,-,~_,,,,,", ... ,.,.,,_,,·_.t 

1972: CANADA 
PACIFIQUE 
PRAIRIES 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIQUE 

1971: CAt-:ADA 
PAC1 FlQrE 
PRAIRIES 
O:\TARIO 
ATLANTIQUE 

1970: CA:--rADA 
PACIFIQUE 
PRAIRIES 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIQUE 

671 
143 
127 
340 

61 

733 
180 
108 
379 

66 

710 
162 
140 
358 

50 

327 
74 
67 

150 
36 

358 
83 
48 

183 
44 

329 
68 
70 

168 
23 

48,7 
51. 7 
52.8 
44.1 
59.0 

48.8 
46.1 
44.4 
48.3 
66.7 

46.3 
42.0 
50.0 
46.9 
46.0 

344 
69 
60 

190 
25 

375 
97 
60 

196 
22 

381 
94 
70 

190 
27 

VII. 

51.3 
48.3 
47.2 
55.9 
41.0 

51.2 

55.6 
51. 7 
33.3 

53.7 
58.0 
50.0 
53.1 
54.0 

I 

(1) EXCLUT LE QUEBEC, LrALBERTA, L£S TER~ITOIRES DU NORD-OUEST ET DU YUKON 

(2) INCLUT LES PRISONS, LES HAISONS DE CORRECTION, LES FERMES INDUSTRIELLES 
ET LES ECOLES DE FORMATION 

SOURCE: STATISTIQUE CANADA , 
STATISTIQUE DE LA CRIMINALITE 
ANNUEL (CAT. No. 85-201,) 
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Y9LqUALtf.IE: PERSONNES CONDAMNtES A L I INCARCERATION DANS UN PENITENCIER, SELON LA 
------J"QNGUEUR DE LA "PEINE: CANAQA ET RrGJ.QNS.......li7Q"JC-197l"-·-'-·-~·----~·~· -r---- ---~-----

.... ----.-- - ", .. ~",,-- .,-'-<-<-.- .... ,..-.. -'""-- ... -~-"'''''-. ' 0)1 
LONGUl.':UR Og LA PEnNE NOMBRt: DE LONGUEUR I 

(1) PERSON~ES MOYE.NNE , I 
'--'-r---'~------'--r----At-iNEE ET REmON CONDAHNI-:ES DE LA 

OU LA SENTEl-J.GE ' I 
, (2) PEINE F,N , A L INCAr.- MOINS DE 5 ANS DE 5 A HOINS 10 ANS ET PLUS ; , 

ANNEES EST PRONONCEE CERATION DE 10 ANS 
Df}NS UN 't--.-. 

PENI~iNCIER NOMB,RE I "-;.---- Nm·IBRE I % NmmRE J % (N 

I 
,,--_ .... 

1973: CANADA 315 182 57.8 101 32.1 32 10.2 5.6 PACIFIQUE 76 33 43.4 29 38.2 14 18.4 6.6 PRAIRIES 38 24 63.2 13 34.2 1 2.6 5.1 ONTARIO 170 98 57.6 57 33.5 15 8.8 5.6 ATLANTIQUE 31 27 87.1 2 6.5 2 6.5 4.3 
1972 : CANADA 327 178 54.4 104 31.8 45 13.8 5.9 PACIFIQUE 74 26 35.1 30 40.5 18 24.3 7.2 PRAIRIES 67 40 59.7 20 29.9 7 10.4 5.6 ONTARIO 150 88 58.7 47 31.3 15 10.0 5.6 ATLANTIQUE 36 24 66.7 7 19.4 5 13 .9 5.5 

1971 : CANADA 358 190 53.1 123 34.4 45 12.6 5.9 PACIFIQUE 83 34 41.0 26 31. 3 23 27.7 7.1 PRAIRIES 48 26 54.2 19 39.6 3 6.3 5.6 ONTARIO 183 96 52.5 68 37.2 19 10.4 5.9 ATLANTIQUE 44 34 77 .3 10 22.7 0 0.0 4.4 

1970 : CANADA 
PACIFIQUE 329 200 60.8 105 31.9 24 7.3 5,4 
PRAIRIES 68 38 55.9 21 30.9 9 13.2 5.9 
ONTARIO 70 50 71.4 18 25.7 2 2.9 4.8 
ATLANTIQUE 168 94 56.0 61 36.3 13 7.7 5.6 I 23 18 78.3 5 21.7 0 0.0 4.4 -

NOn:: : 
, 

EN RAISON DE L'ARRONDISSF.MENT. LES POURCENTAGES PEUVENT NE PAS S'ELEVER AU TOTAL DE 100% 
/ 

(1) EXCLUT LE QUEBEC, L'ALBERTA. ,LES\ TERRITOlttES DU ,NORD-OUEST "ET Dl1 YUKON 
(2) INCLUT LES PERSONNES CONDMlliEES A VIE ET A LA DETENTION PREVENT1VE 

SOURCE: -.----- STATISTIQt:E CANADA, 
STATISTIQUE DE LA 

(3) ON FIXE UNE LIMIT[~ SUPERIEURE DE 14 ANS POUR LA CATECORIF. "10 ANS ET PLtTS" 
-------..,. .. - ,-

CRIMINALITF 

<: ..... ...... 
>-I 

AFIN DE FACUlTER LE CALCUL DE LA "LONGUEUR MOYENNF. OF. LA PEINE" ANNl'EL (CA1~~·-N~). RS-201 

-------------------



------------------­TABLEAU 1.3 

,. _____ . ___ . __ •.. _____ ._w . __ .. __ . __ .. ~ ... -... ,.~ ,,",- ...... ,--." 
NOHBRl~ 01\ PF.;R- t 

SONNES CON DAM- GENRg D'ETAllLISSEMENT 

A~NEE ET REGION(l) N I , F'ERr-t(~c; (3)T-'-~'~" EES A L IN- (2) ,. 
OU LA SENTENCE CARCERATlON , 
EST PRONONCiE 

ECOLE tNDUSTRI-
DANS liN DE rLLi:S OU PRISONS 
eTABLISSEHENT Fmp·\A- }{AISON Dr: (N) 
PROVINCIAL TTn;~ J'~!rn:CTtQN ,. 

I 
'---.. ~ _.,',-

1973 : C/{NADA 433 1 87 345 
PACIFIQUE 87 0 - 87 
PRAIRIES 53 0 - 53 
ONTARIO 268 1 87 180 
ATLANTIQUE 25 0 0 25 

1972 : CANADA 344 0 52 292 
PACIFIQUE 69 0 - 69 
PRAIRIES 60 0 - 60 
ONTARIO 190 0 52 138 
ATLANTIQUE 25 0 0 25 

I 

1971 : CANADA I 375 0 84 291 
PACIFIQUE 

\ 

97 0 - 97 
PRAIRIES 60 0 - 60 
ONTARIO l 196 0 83 113 
ATLANTIQUE 22 0 1 21 

1970: CANADA 381 2 115 264 
PACIFIQUE 94 0 - 94 
PRAIRIES 70 0 - 70 
ONTARIO 190 2 115 73 
ATLANTIQUE 27 0 0 27 

'<-''''"" ., ,. ... ~-...... -,~ ,0<,.,...".'-4 ,"'-'''''''''''--~------
LO~~r:llIWR nES PEINES 

f I 

CONDAHNEtS A 
.... _,.""_ ..... __ . ___ .. -""'._H'·r"·. ~ ...... ,,"'-

HOINS D'UN OE 
Nnr~ 0 

AliX PER50~\!'lES 
( 

IHPOSFES 
LA PIUSON 

1 ~ HOrN 
E 6 MOIS 

S 

. __ ._- -_.,_._-----
..... 

DE 6 A MOINS 
DE 2{1 MOIS 

~~~;_'C;'-"-- -;~ 
~'" 

NOM;;; \ i. 1-. _' __ -""_''''''fi ,... ..... ~-

~;;;"l··-~ 
15 4.3 5 

7 8.0 

I 
6.5 I 273 79.1 
9.2 I 72 82.8 

7 1 
8 

1 1.9 9 1 1.0 43 81.1 
6 3.3 3 5 1 9.4 139 77 .2 
1 4.0 5 2 0.0 19 76.0 

17 5.8 4 1 1 4.0 234 80.1 
2 2.9 8 1 1.6 59 85.5 
1 1.7 7 1 1.7 52 86.7 

13 9.4 1 8 1 3.0 107 77 .5 
1 4.0 8 3 2.0 16 64.0 

15 5.2 5 8 1 9.9 218 74.9 
3 3.1 1 7 1 7.5 77 79.4 
0 0.0 1 2 2 0.0 48 80.0 
7 6.2 2 3 2 0.4 83 73.5 
5 23,8 6 28.6 10 47.6 

18 6.8 5 3 20.1 193 73.1 
8 8.S 2 o 21.3 66 70.2 
2 2.9 8 11.4 60 85.7 
5 6.8 2 2 30.1 46 63.0 
3 11.1 3 11.1 1,_ 77P. --

... NE s' APPLIQUE PAS. I 

I 

I NOTE: EN RAISON ~E L' ARRONDISSEMENT. LES POUPCEt1TAGES PEUVENT NE PAS Sf ELEVBR AU TOTAL DE 100%. 
(1) EXCLUT LE QUEBEC, L' ALBERTA, LES TERRITOTT{ES DU NORD-OUEST ET DU YUKON , 

f (' 

(2) AUCUNE OONNEE SUR J-A LONr.urWR DES PEINES DANS CE GENRE D' ETABLISSEHENT N 'l~TAIT DIsrONIBLE 
(3) VU QUE: DEUX DES REGIONS N'ONT PAS DE HAISONS DE CORRECTION NT DI~ FEIUtES tNntISTRTELl.ES, 

, I ) , 

SOllRCE: STATISTIQUE CANADA 
STATISTIQUE DE LA 
~-CR UlINALITE,-~ 

LA REPARTI TION nu POURCENTAGE DE LA LONGUEUR DES PEtNES A ETE FO~DEE SEULE~tENT SUR I.E AN:;rt;-ifI~Tc-AT-:--No • 
I \ 

NOMBRE DE PERSONNES CONDAHNEES A LA PRISON. R5-201 ) 
..... 
>< . 



x. 
TABLEAU 11.0 "'-_""_"'" ___ """"""'''1'' __ 

t 

VOl: SENTENCES INFLIGEES AU TOTAL DES PERSONNES RECONNUES COUPABLES 
, . ~,~ "". "'.'_~4_'~#''''''.~'' ,_,d"' ..... ' ... ' __ , .......... _, ... ___ "'u.:u-4"."...,,. __ .....,,~_._ .... "' .. ...,...,.- ... "'u_-,, .... ·-· ... - ""----....... ~".-, 

If' 
£T CONDAMNEl\St CANADA £T REGIONS~ 1964 A 1973 

"._",.'i9> '" ,"',ow;, .,.",,,. v--l~_I4>""'_-':""..u ~''''''''--,-''''---.--.. -,---.'''''''' ...... ,~ .' -_ .. 

...... ,;,~""'_"...--._~"'>I ___ .. _'" .... -fO'_ ..... . .~ , 

SENTENCE --
2) SENTENCE SENTENCE 
tON AMENDE SUSPENOUE SUSPENDUr; 

SANS AVEC 
PROBATION PROBATION 

, .. ~ -----'-""" 
~m1B.p.E 1 ~OMaRE I --

% NOMBRE % % !~ 
.... ,.---- L..~_ '---,-

1 q "l{; CA:~AP,\ 1.4 8,601 51.8 1,100 6.6 .3 , 346 20.2 

1 u 1:1 : 

1970: 

196fl: 

1966 : 

1961: : 

NOTE: 

J lie I l'!'.J.rL 
PI:A It.:! Hi 
11';'1 AI' III 
ATl.A~TIQi;E 

\ :A~~l\ llA j 
f'AUl-II,Wt ' 
f' Rt.lIU ES I 
ONTAlon 
ATLANTIQUE f 

CN:l\IM 
1'AC1 FIQn~ 
PM IR 11:5 
O:-;'TARIO 
ATLANTIQUE 

CA:\A!)A 
PAC! rIqt:f: 
T~PA IF-I ES 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIQCE 

CANADA 
PACIFIQUE 
PRAIRIl~S 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIQUE 

CAllADA 
PACIFIQUE 
PRAIRIES 
ONTARIO 
A!LAN!IQUE 

18,181 3,751 
3,827 960 
2,615 593 
9,789 1,873 
1,950 325 

19,030 4,434 
3,862 1,088 
2,618 7lB 

10,273 2,180 
2,277 448 

12,840 3,679 
2,495 861 
1,904 596 
7,041 1,846 
1,400 376 

12,357 3,600 
2,642 885 
1,714 448 
6,612 1,859 
1,389 408 

11,204 3,735 
2,337 855 
1,892 646 
5,748 1,904 
1,227 330 

4. ,5 
1.3 
8.2 
4.1 

0.6 
p.l 

\). .7 

2 
2 
2 
1 
1 

2 
2 
2 
2 
1 

2 
3 
3 
2 
2 

2 
3 
2 
2 
2 

3 
3 
3 
3 
2 

9.1 
6.7 

3.3 
8.2 
7.4 
1.2 
9.7 

8.6 
4.5 
1.3 
6.2 
6.9 

9.1 
3.5 
6.1 
8.1 
9.4 

3.3 
6.6 
4.1 
3.1 
6.9 

1,819 49.7 
466 29.7 

5,540 55.8 
776 54.0 

8,882 48.9 
1,887 49.3 

793 30.3 
5,145 52.6 
1 ,057 54.2 

8,448 44.4 
1,359 35.2 

852 32.5 
5,058 49.2 
1,179 51.8 

4,876 38.0 
756 30.3 
553 29.1 

3,020 42.9 
547 39.1 

4,2"17 34.6 
766 29.0 
527 30.7 

2,481 37.5 
503 36 .2 

3,387 30.2 
633 27.1 
464 24.5 

1,831 32.0 
453 37.0 

250 6.8 693 
211 13.4 402 
560 5.6 2,016 

79 5.5 235 

1,715 9.4 3,833 
209 5.5 771 
609 23.3 620 
755 7.7 2,016 
142 7.3 426 

1,763 9.3 4,385 
267 6.9 1.148 
554 21.2 : 494 
830 8.1 2,205 
112 4.9 538 

1,952 15.2 2,333 
716 28.7 162 
454 23.8 301 
646 9.2 1,529 
136 9.7 341 

1,644 13.3 2,836 
499 18.9 492 
450 26.3 289 
502 7.6 1,770 
193 13.9 285 

1,386 12.4 2,696 
327 14.0 522 
387 20.5 395 
513 8.9 1. , 494 
159 13.0 285 

I 
EN RAISON DE L'ARRONDISSEMENT, LES POURCENTAGES PEUVENT NE PAS S'ELEVER AU 
TOTAL DE 1007.. 

, 
(1) EXCLUT LE QUEBEC, l' ALBERTA, LES TERRITOIRFc:' op NORD-OUEST ET DU YUKON 

18.9 
25.6 
20.3 
16.4 

21.1 
20.1 
23.7 
20.6 
21.8 

23.0 
29.7 
18.9 
21.5 
23.6 

18.2 
6.5 

15.8 
21. 7 
24.4 

23.0 
18.6 
16.9 
26.8 
20.5 

24.1 
22.3 
20.9 
26.0 
20.5 

(2) ;NCLUT LES PRISONS, LES MAIsqNS DE CORRECTION, LES FERMES INDUSTRIELLES, LES 
ECOLES DE FORMATION £T LES PENITENCIERS. 

~OtlrulE.: STATISTIQUF. CANADA - §IA.Tl~r!QYE.JlE 1,UdtHJJtlALITE\ ANt.HfEl. (eN!'. N<'l. f\'l-20l) 

I 

f 

, 

\ 
I , 
I 
I 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

--r;at ••• ;::e:c ... 

Xl. 

TABLEAU 11.1 
'"' ...... ,_~_""#'# ~ ./."'_ .... '....,<10-

; \ I I' 

VOL: PERSONNES CONDAMNEES A L'INCARCERATION PAR ·3ENRE D I ETABUSS£:M£Nl , ______ • • _ .... - ___ ... _"""""" ... ,"" ..... ,.. .... , ........ ,. , .. __ ""' ... '.!I.>,.,'10'_~"'*" ... """'.,11>:..,,.""" ' .. u,~ 'jO ",.,..)Ie 1 ... '" too";;;"'C '~''''~'''' • .".. • " 

, .' 
CANADA ET REGIONS, 1970 A ~973 __ ,-.,''''' ., .. .....-........,,~~,.c,_"' ....... _ ,,,",, '"-<1'''' .... ,"","'~ 0<, '<.t ••• """'''' "", __ ""q •• ","",",,,-

-, ..,......,-.. __ "'_'.' ......... , ..- ,,,,, __ ~-.;o, ~ .'""".~. I ..... "'" ~:>I>J"tt; .. ,~ ... " ___ ,. ..... ,_ ..... ,,."-l'._,_ ,,-."~-, .. ,- 'c.. .. '~l 

ANNEE E'I m[GION (1) 
NONl:HH': DE 

I ETABUSSEM.FN'l (I) 
PERSONNES PENITENCllm PROVINCIAL • 

OU LA S ENTlmCE I " ""~"'W"~'" "'~'~1 CONDAHNEES A 
C-~;;-~-;--. .. "' .... ""."""' __ ,_t),"',,!~. , 

L I INCARCERATlON ESt PRONONCEE 
NOMHf{E ., 

( N) I. 
t 

f--- --- _ ... -, ....... "--.... ,.,.-"" ... "'"'~ , ..... ,.- -_ ...... ,y",c~-=---+-

)973: CANADA 3,542 88 2.5 3,4')4 97. 'I 
PACIFIQUE 898 30 3.3 86H 9h .7 
PRAIRIES 492 14 2.8 478 97.'2 
ONTARIO 1,805 26 1.4 1.774 9f! • " 
ATLANTIQUE 347 18 5.2 329 94.H 

1972: CANADA 3,751 129 3,/l 3,b20 9 (! • f) 
PACIFIQUE 960 21 2.2 939 1.)7.H 
PRAIRIES 593 29 4.9 564 9 ii, 1 
ONTARIO 1,873 49 2.6 1,82/, 97.4 
ATLANTlQUE 325 3,1 9. :l 294 91. I) 

1971 : CANADA 4,265 161 3.8 4,104 %.:! 
PACIFIQUE 1,103 3S 3.2 1.068 %.H 
PRAIRIES 623 23 3.7 600 96. '~ 
ONTARIO 2,142 62 2.9 2,080 97,1 
ATLANTIQUE 397 41 10.3 356 89.7 

1970: CANADA 4}434 190 4.3 [, ,244 95.7 
PACIFIQUE 1,088 27 2.5 1.061 

91.', J PRAIRIES 718 23 3.2 695 %.11 
ONTARIO 2,180 82 3.B 2,098 96.2 
ATLANTIQUE 448 58 12.9 390 87.1 

~~~"""""-

I 

(1) EXCLUT LE QUEBEC, L' ALBERTA, LES tEIUUTOIRES DU NORlJ-QUEST Et DU YU}((W 

(2) INCLUT LES PRISONS, LES HAISONS DE CORRECTION, LES FERMES INDUSTRIELI.ES 
ET LES ECOLES DE FORMATION 

SOURCE: STATISTIQUE CANADA I 

STATISTIQUE Or: LA CRlmNALITE 
ANNUEL(CAT-:-No-:-BS-20T)-'-

, .. ~ 

J 
: . 



NOTE: 

(1) 
(2) 
(3) 

-- ._- _. __ .----.-.-----.-------.--~- --- -------,---

1973 : 

1972 : 

1971 : 

1970 : 

CANADA 
PACIFIQUE 
PRAIRIES 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIQUE 

CANADA 
PACIFIQUE 
PRAIRIES 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTl:QUE 

CANADA 
PACIFIQUE 
PRAIRIES 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIQUE 

CANADA 
PACIFIQUE 
PRAIRIES 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIQUE 

130 
21 
29 
49 
31 

161 
35 
23 
62 
4J. 

190 
27 
23 
82 
58 

--,--. 

TABLEAU fI.t 

125 96.9 4 3.1 
20 100.0 1 0.0 
28 96.6 1 3.4 
46 93.9 3 6.1 
31 100.0 0 0,0 

152 94.4 8 5.0 
33 94.3 2 5.7 
22 95.7 1 4.3 
56 90.3 5 8.1 
41 J 00.0 0 0.0 

185 97.il 5 2.6 
27 100.0 0 0.0 
23 100.0 0 0.0 
79 96.3 3 3.7 
56 96.6 2 3.4 

, 
EN RAISON DE L'ARRONDISSF:MENT, LES POURCENTAGES PEUVENT NE PAS S'ELEVER At! 

, 
EXCLUT LE QUEBEC, L'ALBERTA, LES TERRITOIRES DU NORD-OUEST ET DlJ YUKON ,to • I , 

INCLUT LES PERSONNES CONDAMNEES A VIE ET A LA DETENTION PREVENTIVE 
ON FIXE UNE LIMITE SUPr~RIEURE DE 14 ANS POUR LA CATI·;r;ORIl-: "10 ANS ET PLUS" 
AFIN DE FACILITER LI': CALCUL DE LA "LONGUEUR MOYENNE DE LA PEINE" 

0 
a 
0 
0 
a 

1 
0 
0 
1 
a 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.6 
0.0 
0.0 
1.6 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

I 

3.6 
3.7 

3.6 I', 3.7 
3.5 

3.8 
3.7 
3.7 
4.0 
3.5 

3.6 
3.5 
3.5 
3.6 
3.6 

TOTAL DE 100% 

SOURCE: STATISTIQUE CANADA, 
STATISTIQVE DF LA 
- r--

CR HI t :\:\L [TF 
hNNPF{,-(CAT ,- -~('I, 85-201) 

l1li __ ........ ___________ _ 

l 



--------~---------­TABLEAU 11.3 
" I ; VOL: PERSONNES CONDAMNEES A L'INCARCERATION DANS UN ETABLISSEMENT PROVINCIAL PAR 

--~-"·-'''''_''''_''''· ___ <_''''''.~_'''''''''''_''''·" __ ''>'''_r-' _-"'_._ , ... ,_>t ..... .- "" ~ ..... ~"; ........... *...-.-_ ....... ___.-_. ___ _ 

J I , 

GENRE D'ETABLISSEMENT AVEC LA LONGUEUR DE LA PEINE, CANADA ET R[GIONS, 1970 A 1973 ________ , ___ ... '_,_. __ ,.~"',... ........ _____ "'--<I"'_'''~' ..... _._.'""-" ........ _ .... _~ ~ . ...,,_, ... "' __ '~ "' ___ '""'_, ..... ""_ 

-- -,---.------.-----.--.-~--,~ .-. -, ... " 
I NOMBRE DE PER- f 

GENRE D'ETABL155EMENT L()~r:l1EUR nES PEl NES IHPOSEES AUX PER~()NNES 

SqNNES C~NDM1-
t \ 

A~NEE ET REGI0N(1) 
CONI1ANNEES A LA PRISON _. --_.- ,.--'-----NEES II. L IN-

(2) IF'ERMES(3) , 
DE 1 A HOINS OU LA SENTENCE CARCERAT!ON ECOLE [NDUSTRI- HOINS D'tlN 

Est PRONONCEE DANS UN DE LLLi~S au PRISONS }!01 S DE 6 MOIS 
BTABLISSEl'1ENT --

FORHA- HAl SON DE (N) 
_I NOMBRE I PROVINCIAL TTON r.Oll"ECTION NO~BRE % i. 

1 1973: CANADA 3,454 ° 179 3,275 1,Hl1 35.5 1,206 36.8 
I PACIFIQUE 868 ° ... 868 332 38.2 272 31.3 I 

PRAIRIES 478 0 ... 478 96 20.1 220 46.0 
ONTARIO 1,779 ° 179 1,600 626 39.1 553 34.6 
ATLANTIQUE 329 0 0 329 107 32.S 161 48.9 

1972: CANADA 3,620 :3 165 3,452 1,477 42.8 1,083 31.4 
PACIFIQUE 939 ° - 939 427 45.5 278 29.6 
PRAIRIES 564 ° - 564 189 33.5 200 35.5 
ONTARIO 1,824 3 165 1,656 748 45.2 500 30.2 
ATLANTIQUE 294 ° ° 294 113 38.4 106 36.1 

1971 : CANADA 4,104 0 267 3,837 1,699 44.3 1,231 32.1 
PACIFIQUE ! 

1,066 0 - 1,068 458 42.9 337 31.6 
PRAIRIES 600 0 - 600 2Q5 34.2 215 35.8 
ONTARIO I 2,080 0 263 1,817 900 49.5 532 29.3 
ATLANTIQUE 356 ° 4 352 136 38.6 147 41.8 

1970 : CANADA 4,244 2 494 3,748 1,496 39.9 1,374 36.7 
PACIFIQUE 1,061 0 - 1,061 456 43.0 329 31.0 <, 

PRAIRIES 695 0 - 695 217 31.2 268 38.6 
ONTARIO 2,098 2 492 1,604 6<)4 43.3 599 37.3 
ATLANTIQUE 390 .. 0 2 l 388 129 3).2 1I8 45.9 

- NE S' APPLIQUE PAS. I 

>iOTE: EN RAISO~ DE L'ARRONDISSEMENT, LES rouPCE~lTAGES PEtlVENT NE rAS S'El..EVfR AU TOTAl.. DE 1007.. 
(1) EXCLUT LE QI:I':SEC, V ALBERTA , LES TERRlTOIP.ES OU NORO-OUF.ST ET DU Yl'K<1N I' 

I ; 

(2) AUCUNE DON};Cr:: SUR j.A LONGUEUR DES PEINES DANS CE GENRE D'ETABLIfiSF.~1ENT N'ETAIT fHSP<1NTBLE 
(3) vu Q~E DEUX DES REGIONS N'ONT PAS DE HAISONS DE CORRECTION ,N~ DE FI;H~tES 1~llllSTRrELLES, 

LA REPARTI T lO~ ::)U POURCENTAGE DE LA LONGUEUR DES PEINJ~S A ETE F0;-.:nEE SEULFNENT SllR U: 
• I \ 

NOMERI' DE ; \r!SON~'ES CONDAHNEES A LA PRISON. 

SOl'RCE: 

... 
DE 6 A MaINS 

DE 24 ~10IS 

NOMBRE I % 
~-

908 27.1 
264 30.4 
162 33.9 
1.21 26.3 

61 18.5 

892 25.8 
234 24.9 
175 31.0 
408 24.6 

75 25.5 

907 23.6 
273 25.6 
180 30.0 
385 21.2 

69 19.6 

878 23.4 
276 26.0 
210 30.2 
311 19.4 

81 20.9 

STATISTIQUE CANAnA 
STATISTIQUE DE l..A 
-~I r ~AL T Tr,--
A:\:\l.'EL (Cxf".-No. 

~'-2(11) ~ 
...... 
...... 



""'.NFiIIIIII. __ ""' .... __ """" __ ---___________ . __________ ~ _____ . __ _ 

XIV. I 
TABLEAU II 1.0 
--~,~ 

I 

INTRODUCTION PAR EFFRACTION: SENTENCES INFLlGEES AU TOTAL DES PERSONNES 
1Pr«t:,-i(>t<"""'-t';I;"~,.t'.;4_~~~"',...,#>'.~ .. ,~~-,~~_~"' ... ,j u ,...,... ~ __ 

COUPABLES ET CONOAMNEES, CANADA E1 REGIONS, 1964 A 1973 
-.~~.---~".~--.... -.-~-......--..- . - ---.......--

~'atJ4f1t<f1...-,_~, __ ~_"",~~~~ .... ,....,.--.-..... -,~ - . - ~ -
SENTENCE 

~--~ 

~ ,(1 
NOM13RE (2) ,SENTENCE SENTENCE M!Nt,T P,T Rl-;G ION I 

Olf LA S ~:N1'E:NCE DE: INCARCERATION AMENDE SUSPE1'l,DUE SUS?ENTlUE 
I 

PERSONNt:S SANS AVEC HS'l' PRONONCl~l:: 
CONDAMNl~ES PROBATION PROBAT10~ 

(N) 
NOl1BRE I % ~EI % NOHBRE r % 1N0t-roRE I 7-

.J.....-.,..--.,".,,.~.--... -.''"'~~ ... ,_t~ - ""-----,- !.--. - --

1973: CA!,-;AlJA 5,543 2,985 53.9 129 2.3 304 5.5 2,125 38.3 
PACIFIQUE 918 542 59.0 48 5.2 26 2.8 302 32.9 
PRAIRH:S 758 396 52.2 18 2.4 114 15.0 230 30.3 
ONTARIO 3,252 1,664 51.1 49 1.5 133 4.1 1,406 43.2 
ATLANTIQUE 61.5 383 62.3 14 2.3 31 5.0 187 30.4 

1972 : ~ANADA 5,914 3,102 52.S 92 1.6 365 6.2 2,355 39.8 
PACIFIQUE 981 618 63.0 18 1.8 36 3.7 309 31.5 
PRf.IRIES 936 458 48.9 20 2.1 169 18.1 289 30.9 
ONTARIO 3.122 1,521 48.7 40 1.3 122 3.9 1,439 46.1 
ATLANTIQUE 875 505 57.7 14 1.6 38 4.3 318 36.3 

1970: CANtIDA 6,339 3,402 53.7 102 1.6 368 5.8 2,467 38.9 
PACI nQUE 829 565 68.2 15 1.8 21 2.5 228 27.5 
PRAIRI ES 1,062 587 55.3 18 1.7 173 16.3 284 26.7 
ONTARIO 3,338 1,632 48.9 45 1.3 129 3.9 1,53? 45.9 
ATLANTIQUE 1,110 618 55.7 24 2.1 45 4.1 423 38.1 

lq()f~: (',\ : t\ll i\ 5,227 2,949 56.4 80 1.5 464 8.9 1,734 33.2 
)lAC I FIQUE 672 483 71.9 18 2.7 79 11. 8 92 13.7 
l'P.AIRIES 761 449 59.0 21 2.8 152 20.0 13(1 18.3 
ONTARIO 2,984 1,539 51.6 25 0.8 160 5.4 1,260 42.2 
ATLANTIQUE 810 478 59.0 16 2.0 73 9.0 243 30.0 

1966: CANADA 4,692 2,678 57.1 90 1.9 395 8.4 1,529 3.2.6 
PACIFIQUE 949 577 60.8 20 2.1 72 7.6 280 29.5 
PRAIRIES 831 444 53.4 24 2.9 136 16.4 227 27.3 
ONTARIO 2,134 1,215 56.9 19 0.8 96 4.5 804 37.7 
ATLANTIQUE 778 442 56.8 27 3.5 91 11. 7 218 28.0 

196L: : CAHADA 4,952 3,109 62.8 71 1.4 356 7.1 1,416 28.6 
PACIFIQUE 945 586 62.0 21 2.2 57 6.0 281 29.7 
PRAIRIES 866 559 64.5 15 1.7 102 11.8 190 21.9 
ONTARIO 2,374 1,476 62.2 23 1.0 109 4.6 766 32.3 
ATLANTIQUE 767 488 63.6 12 1.6 88 11.5 179 23.3 

NOTE: EN RAISON DE L'ARRONDISSEMENT, LES POURCENTAGES PEUVENT NE PAS S'ELEVER AU 
TOTAL DE 100%. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I' . 
I' 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

(1) EXCLUT LE QUEBEC, L'ALBERTA, LES TERRITOIRft: nll NORD-OUEST ET DU YUKON I 
(2) ~NCLUT LES PRISONS, LES MAISqNS DE CORRECTION, LBS FERMES INDUSTRIELLES, LES 

ECOLES DE FORMATION ET LES PENITENCIERS. 

SO\.!lllill..; STATISTlQUF. CANAnA - STATlfiTIQlI.13.J!F. l.A •. .f.JIUH..NALTTE. ANNl1EL (CAT. No. A5-201) I 
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I, 
I 
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I 
I 
I 
I 
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xv. 
TABLEAU 111.1 
_~"_,-.. .... __ " .. ~-.t\' 

--"-~,--,,,,-,~ ,->!----,.-~ ~---->~~·-l , 

A~Klrr: ET RI(cnoN (1) 
NOHBRt DE I ETABLISSEMENT '1 

PERSONNES PENITENt! ER PROVINCIAL ( .. ) 
0\' LA SENTENCE 

r , 

CONDAMNEES A t--- --~ I 

EST PRONONCE1:: 

--,--,-
f~'INC~R~~~TlO~ ~~El--=.._ ~~S.Rt._. ~_~ 

i 
I 
I 
I 
I 

1973 : CANADA 2,895 393 13.2 2,592 86.R , , 
PACI FlQUE 542 61 11. '3 481 8t1.? ) 

PRAIRIES 396 42 10.6 354 89.4 
ONTARIO 1,664 189 11.4 I! il7 5 88.6 I 
ATLANTIQUE 383 101 26.4 282 73.6 , 

1972 : CANADA 3,102 420 13.5 2,682 86.1 i 

1'ACI FlQUE 618 79 12.8 539 87.2 I 
PRAIRIES 458 79 17.2 379 82.8 I 

ONTARIO 1,521 153 10.1 1,368 89.9 
I 

'I , 
ATLANTIQUE 505 109 21.6 396 78.4 ! 

1971 : CANADA 3,552 473 13.3 3,079 86.7 I 

PAC IF'! QU E 606 68 11.2 538 88.8 
, 

i 

I%\ IR lES 534 68 12.7 466 87.3 ! 

ONTAR 10 1,801 209 11.6 1,592 88.4 I 

ATLANTIQUE 611 128 20.9 483 79.1 I 

I 
l 

1970: CANADA 3,402 545 16.0 2,857 84.0 
PACl FIQl'E 565 69 12.2 496 87.8 
PRAI RIES 587 99 16.9 488 83.1 
ONTARIO 1,632 234 14.3 1,398 85.7 
ATLANTIQUE 618 143 23.1 475 76.9 

I 
(1) EXCLUT LE QUEBEC, L' ALBERTA, LES TERRITOIRES DU NORD-OUEST ET DU YUKO~ 

(2) INCLUT LES PRISONS, LES HAISONS DE CORRECTION, LES FERMES INDUSTRIELLES 
ET LES ECOLES DE FORMATION 

SOURCE: STATISTIQUE CANADA I 

STATISTIQUE DE LA CRIHINALITE 
ANNUEL (CAT. No. 85-t01) 



NOTE: 

(1) 
(2) 
(3) 

TABLEAU 111.2 

INTROOUCT10N PAR EFFRACTION: PERSONNES CONOAMNEES A L I INCARCERATION DANS UN PENITENCIER) 
SELON DX LONGUEUR DE tA PEINE, CANADA ET R~GIONS', 1970Jti973 " ~ - ~--.-- ---~>---" 0)1 --r-------- ----

-_ .... .--- . .-. "~ ..... , -. ... ~."'-- .... _---
NOMBRE DE LONGUEUR OF: LA PEINE LONGtiEL'R I 

(1) PERSONtjES l'10YENNF. , ~ - --,.-----ANNEE ET REntON CONoAMNEES (2) DE LA , 
\ O~ LA SENTEl'}CE Pf;INE EN A LtINCAP.- MaINS DE .5 ANS DE 5 A N01i:NS 10 ANS ET PLUS , • ANNEES EST PRONONCEE CERATION DE 10 ANS 

DANS UN -( 

NOMBRE\ NO?·lB~E I NOMBRE I PENI~rNCIER 7- 7- 7-(N -
1973: CANADA 393 373 94.9 18 4 .. 6 2 0.5 3.7 

PACIFIQUE 61 57 93.4 4 6.6 0 0.0 3.8 
42 39 92.9 2 4 . .8 1 2.4 3.9 PRAIRIES 189 177 93.7 11 S.t3 1 0.5 3.8 ONTARIO 

ATLANTIQUE 101 100 99.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 3.5 

1972 : CANADA 
420 386 91.9 32 7.61 2 0.5 3.8 

79 66 83.5 11 13.9 2 2.5 4.3 PACIFIQUE 79 74 93.7 5 6.3 0 0.0 3.8 PRAIRIES 153 142 92.8 11 7.2 0 0.0 3.8 ONTARIO 109 104 95.4 5 4.6 0 0.0 3.7 ATLANTIQUE 

1,971! CANADA 473 445 94.1 26 5.5 2 0.4 3.8 
68 59 86.8 9 13.2 0 0.0 4.0 PAClFIQUE 68 63 92.6 5 7.4 0 0.0 3.8 PRAIRIES 209 197 94.3 10 4.8 2 1.0 3.8 ONTARIO 128 126 98.4 2 1.6 0 0.0 I 3.6 ATI../illTIQUE 

1970 : CANADA 545 
j 

PACIFIQUE 510 93.6 33 6.1 2 0.4 3.8 
69 64 92.8 4 5.8 1 1.4 3.9 PRAIRIES 99 90 90.9 9 9.1 a 0.0 3.9 ONTARIO 234 218 93.2 15 6.4 1 0.4 3.8 ATLANTIQUE 143 138 96.S 5 3.5 0 0.0 3.6 

I -, 
EN RAISON DE L'ARRONDISSEMENT, LES POURCENTAGES PEUVENT NE PAS S'ELEVER AU TOTAL DE 1007. 

/ 

EXCLUT LE·QUEBEC, L'ALBERTA, LES TERRITOIRES DU NORD-OUEST ET DU YUKON SOURCE: " ~, , STATISTIQtlE CANADA, 
STATISTIQVE DE LA INCLUT LES PERSONNES CONDANNEES A VIE ET A LA DETf:NTION PREVENTIVE ----........ ·-r---

x 
< .... . 

ON FIXE UNE LIMITE SUPERIEURE DE 14 ANS POUR LA CATEGORIE "10 ANS ET PUIS" 
AFIN DE FACILITER LE CALCUL DE LA "LONGUEUR MOYENNE DE LA PEINE" 

CR rHINAL I TF 
ANNCFL (l::\T.·-~(l. 85-201 

-------------------



TABLEAU I 11.3 
.~--- ..... _., .............. -"" .. .- ... -

INTRODUCTION PAR EFFRACTION: 
I \ I J 

PERSONNES CONDAMNEES A L'INCARCERATION DANS UN ETABlISSEMENT PROVINCIAL --------_._--,,------------- "'-"- ..... --- ----- ._-- ~ .... -- ,.. ....... --..... -.~ ... ,- .... --.... --... -~ ,--.-~ ..... "'--
I .' , PAR GENRE D'ETABLISSEMENT AVEC LA LONGUEUR DE LA PEINE, CANADA ET REGIONS, 1970 A 1973 

.--.---,,-----~ ... -.- -_ ..... _---.,.' .. -------- - ... -~, ........ - _ .... "._- .... ~- - .... ,.., ... "' ... " .. - .... _.", ---... __ .-._.-. 

- ..... - .... -. --.--~'--~.--'-'-"-- " 

INOr-mRE DE PER-
I 

I LONCl!EUR DES l'EINr:S WPOSEES AUX PERSONNES 
GENRE D'ETABLISSEHENT , , 

A~NEE BT REGION(l) 
SqNNES CON DAM- Cn:-lDM1:-:r:FS A LA PRISON r---- ---,,,,,,,.---.. .' . -,,~... .. _ -_.,,"-.. -.... --. 
NEES A L'IN- (2) FERMES (3) '\ " , 

ECOLE !tNDUSTRI-
OU LA SENTENCE CARCERATION }IOINS D' ttN DE 1 A HOINS DE 6 A MOINS 
EST PRONONCEE DANS UN HOTS DE 6 MOIS DE 24 ~IOIS 

ETABLISSEHENT 
DE ELLi:S OU PRISONS 

N~;~ ~-;l-"-- 7- "~ FORNA- liAISON DE (N) I PROVINCIAL TlON C<)'RnECTION NO~BRE 7- NOMBRE % 

1973: CANADA 2,592 0 329 2,263 370 16.3 616 27.2 1.277 56.4 
PACIFIQUE 481 0 - 481 89 18.5 100 20.8 292 60.7 
PRAIRIES 354 0 - 354 32 9.0 104 29.4 21.8 61.6 
ONTARIO 1,475 0 327 1 t 148 189 16.5 306 26.7 653 56.9 
ATLANTIQUE 282 0 2 280 60 21.4 106 37.9 114 40.7 

1972: CANADA 2,682 0 352 2,330 394 16.9 660 28.3 1,276 54.8 
PACIFIQUE 539 0 - 539 100 18.6 134 24.9 305 56.6 
PRAIRIES 379 0 - 379 39 10.3 115 30.3 225 59.4 
ONTARIO 1,368 0 352 1,016 166 16.3 287 28.2 563 55.1, 

ATLANTIQUE 396 0 0 396 89 22.5 124 31.3 183 46.2 

1971 : CANADA 3,079 1 499 2,579 464 18.0 810 31.4 1,305 50.6 
PACIFIQUE I 

538 0 - 538 87 16.2 185 34.4 266 49.4 
PRAIRIES 466 0 - 466 73 15.7 139 29.a 254 54.5 
ONTARIO I 1,592 0 499 1,093 221 20.2 298 27.3 574 52.5 
ATLANTIQUE 483 1 0 482 83 17.2 188 39.0 211 43.8 

1970 : CANADA 2,857 6 685 2,166 377 17.4 730 33.7 1,059 48.9 
PACIFIQUE 496 0 - 496 75 15.1 140 28.2 281 56.7 
PRAIRIES 488 0 - 488 59 12.1 119 24.4 310 63.5 
ONTARIO 1,398 6 684 708 154 21.8 282 39.8 272 38.4 
ATLANTIQUE 475 0 1 474 89 18.8 189 39.9 196 41.4 

- NE S' APPLIQUE PAS. , 
:\OTE: EN RAISON DE L'ARRONDISSEHENT, LES POUPCE~lTAGES PElIVENT NE PAS S'ELEVER At! TOTAL DE 1007.. 
(l) EXCLUT LE Ql/BEC, L' AL)ERTA, LES TERRITOIT{ES DU NORD-OUEST, ET DU YUKON " SOURCE: 
(2) AUCUNE DONNEE SUR j..A LONGUEUR DES PEINES DANS CE GENRE D'ETABLISSEHENT N'ETAIT DIS!'ONIRLE 

STATISTIQUE CANADA 
STATISTIQUE DE LA 

CR nil NAL ITF.. (3) VU QUE DEUX DES REGIONS N'ONT PAS DE HAISONS DE CORRECTION NT DE FER~fES n:nllSTRTELLES, , , "> , 
LA REPARTl TION ::>U POURCENTAGE DE LA LONGUF,UR DES PEINES A ETE FO~DEE SEULDICNT SUR LE , , 
NOMBRE DE pt:nSONNES CONDAHNEES A LA PRISON. 

A~~H'EL ('(:AT.-No. ~ 
~~-201) ~ 

= 



XVIlL I TABLEAU IV.O 
~~-~ 

VOlES DE FAIT ENTRAiNANT DES LESIONS CORPORElLES! SENTENCES INFLIGEES II 
AU TOT~~'~-;;;~~~~;N"~S~ RE~rmUES COUPA~LES E-;" CONOAr~~EES» CANADA £1 REGIONS) 1964 A 1973 
rt"Joi/ '" ~~U";'FI$~~ '" , __ -~~>~-*''''''''''~....... Ii" uI " ~ t """"""" ... • .i. r' ~.,. - -- """. ~..-~,. -- .... "' .... 

't~.-"'_I$>i"r.'03\'.'--""-.1'fli<,,,,,,,oiU74·~""':"'_'~' 
",~",,,'~;:.#fO<_,,,,,. 

I I (1 
NOMBRE Mlfn: F;'f RlmION 

0(' 1.11 Sr:NT[:I\C~ m: , 
l~~~T l'IWNONCl:.F pgRSONNt:F 

~ 
CONDAMNhE5 

(N) 

""~""~."''''<l''''"'''4~e ~. '" , __ ';\>.-~.".., ~"".,., - """"'" ,' ........... -. ~"" 0" ' .... "", .. ,*." ,,....--._<-

197:~ I C/\~~;\IM 1,412 
l'ACH1QUE 208 

l'RAIRIES :336 

O!\TARto 748 

ATLANTIQUE 120 

1972 : ~ANADA 1,582 
rAel F1QlI£ 211 
PRI,lRI I:S 347 
ONTARIO 834 
ATLANT!Qur~ 190 

1970: CA~lADt\ 1,811 
l'ACIFIQt'E 247 
PM I R 1 ES 464 
ONTARIO 925 
ATLANTIQUE 175 

196B: CA';\AJ.)A 1,465 
PACIFlQUE 255 
flP.AlRI1~S 270 
ONTAR10' 754 
ATLANTIqUE 186 

1966 : CAl\IIDA 1,682 
PAC! FlQl'E 305 
PRAIRIES 299 
ONTARIO 915 
ATLANTIQUE 163 

11)6l: : CAnADA 1,566 
PACIFIQUE 245 
PRAIRIES 314 

ONTARIO 837 

ATLAf!.TIQUE 170 ._-

........... ----,,"'-*'"--_ ...... ,.,.------"""" 
SENTENCE 

_4 . 

INCA 
I (2) 

nCERATlON AMENDE 

NOHB R~T';' "--~~~ __ .7."--

577 
73 

131 
323 
50 

587 
80 

135 
292 
80 

643 
100 
216 
267 
60 

522 
96 

117 
240 
69 

628 
122 
131 
322 
53 

643 
101 
144 
341 
57 

40.9 
35.1 
39.0 
43.2 
41. 7 

37.1 
37.9 
38.9 
35.0 
42.1 

35.5 
40.5 
46.6 
28.9 
34.3 

35.6 
37.6 
43.3 
31.8 
37.1 

37.3 
40.0 
43.8 
35.2 
32.5 

41.1 
41.2 
45.9 
40.7 
33.5 

445 31..5 
73 35.1 
84 25.0 

252 33.7 
36 30.0 

513 32.4 
60 28,4 
86 24.8 

302 36.2 
65 34.2 

71.8 39.6 
82 33.2 

115 24.8 
444 48.0 

77 44.0 

589 40.2 
107 42.0 

89 33.0 
325 43.1 
68 36.6 

701 41.7 
123 40.3 
103 34.4 
409 44.7 

66 40.5 

561 35.8 
82 33.5 

106 33.8 
307 36.7 
66 38.8 . 

--
SENtENCE SENTENCE 
SUSPENOUE SUSPENDUE 

SANS AVEC 
PROBATION PROBATION 

~;-BREI 7- INOMBR£ J % 

99 7.0 291 20.6 
14 6.7 48 23.1 
38 11. 3 83 24.7 
29 3.9 144 19.3 
18 1!,,0 16 13.3 

121 7.6 361 22.8 
9 4.3 62 29.4 

44 12.7 82 23.6 
51 6.1 189 22.7 
17 8.9 28 14.7 

164 9.1 286 15.8 
9 3.6 56 22.7 

78 16.8 55 11.9 
64 6.9 150 16.2 
13 7.4 25 14.3 

200 13.7 154 10.5 
41 16.1 11 4.3 
52 19.3 12 4.4 
82 10.9 107 14.2 
25 13.5 24 12.9 

186 11.1 167 9.9 
30 9.8 30 9.8 
48 16.1 17 5.7 
86 9.4 98 10.7 
22 13.5 22 13.5 .-

206 13.2 156 10.0 
43 17.6 19 7.8 
45 14.3 19 6.1 
94 11.2 95 11.4 
24 14.1 23 13.5 

NOTE: EN RAISON DE VARRONDIssrMENT, LES POlJRCENTAGES PEl/VENT NE PAS S' ELEVER AU 
TOTAL DE 100%. 

(1) EXCLUT LE QUEBEC. L' ALBERTA. LES TERRITOIRpC" nil NORD-OUEST ET DU YUKON 
(2) ~NCLUT LES PRISONS, LES MAIsqNS DE CORRECTION, LES FERMES INDUSTRIELLES LES 

ECOLES DE FORMATION ET LES PENITENCIERS. ~ 

.s.0.t'RGEJ STA"!'ISTTQUF. CANAnA - STAT.ISTIgUJLnt.Jd\.~RTHTNALITE. ANNUf.L (eN!'. He •• 65-201) 

b 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I' 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
'I 
I 
I 
I' 
I' 

XIX. 

'" ;. . , 
Val £5 DE FAlTENTRAINANT DES LESIONS CORPORELLES: PERSONNES CONDAMNEE~ A 
.,,1''''' ,"'" ............ "' "". ____ 1"... __ · .... _,.. ____ ,""",' ... ....,....~~_.__~_~"'" ,_ "... ..... ,_"'iII,46<>,~_.$."*, _-"-,~""",_,, .... ,,<.,,.,, .. "~,\orU"" ,"11.~." "~ .... W '>. "-,,;>?,, 

L'INCARCERATION PAR GENRE D'ETA8LlSSEMENT, CANADA ET REGIONS, 1970 A 1973 
.... _...-, ..... ,~'''"'.,_ .... __ i''~~ ......... '''''''''''''''~.:~~,_-...w~ ...... ",.~/I~''''''_.,,''''''' __ ... ~J".,..It>l>Jl'4-""'" ... '" • ·~_4I'.,~~_SO"'* 0\' _~... ." 

r
-~-·--~~--' NOHllRE DE 

PERSONNES 
CONDAMNEES A 

L' !NCARCERA'l'ION 

I 
PENlTENGlEH ·~~~~;~3 

, .. , 
NOMBRZ.: 7- NOHBRZ.: 7-

( N) 
'""'~ 

i 

~'-""'''''''''~-''''--'''''---
~ ____ " __ '-"~~"''''W"~£'<.,,, .... 

I 

_ ..... _~""A~ .,,~. t~~.-""",_.~".w---,o"_,,,,,,,,~.kJ.''''' 

I 
! 
! 

j 
I 

I 
I 

1973: CANADA 577 37 6.4 540 93.6 
PACn'lQUE 73 3 4.1 70 95.9 
PR/\! R 1 ES 131 13 9.9 118 90.1 
O!'>TARlO 323 20 6.2 301 93.8 I ATL/\NTI QUE: 50 1 2.0 49 9H.O 

I 

1972 : CA~AnA 587 28 4.8 559 95,2 I 

PACIFIQUE 80 2 2.5 78 97.') 
, 

rRAIRll~S 135 8 5.9 127 94.1 
t 

ONTARIO 292 9 3.1 283 96.9 I 
ATLANTIQUE 80 9 11.3 71 88.7 I 

1971 : CANADA 657 27 4.1 630 95.9 I 

PACIfIQUE 104 1 1.0 103 99.0 ! 
PRAIRIES 189 7 3.7 182 96.3 I ONTAR10 296 8 2.7 288 97.3 
ATLANTIQUE 68 11 16.2 57 83.8 ! 

1970: CANADA 643 19 3.0 624 97.0 
PACIF1QUE 100 2 2.0 98 98.0 
PRAIR1ES 216 6 2.8 210 97.2 

ONTARIO 267 5 1.9 262 98.1 

ATLANTIQUE 60 6 10.0 54 90.0 

I 
(1) EXCLUT LE QUEBEC, L'ALBERTA, LES TERRITOIRES DU NORD-OUEST ET DU YUKON 

(2) INCLUT LES PRISONS, LES MAISONS DE CORRECTIONs LES FERMES INDUSTRIELLES 
ET LES ECOLES DE FORMATION 

SOURCE: STATISTIQUE CANADA I 

STATISTIQUE DE LA CRIMINALITE 
lNNUErTcA'f:-No-:-SS7iolY-



.. 
----·-·TNo:~ D~--

__ ~_~.,,..oi»_,~,,,,,,-,,-,, ___ ,,_,,_, --"'«-"'~'~~- .. "'---""'-"--""~"''''--''''''''I'''''_'------'' ----""1 

, , (1) PERSON~ES 
I-ANNEE ET REmON CONDANNEES 

aD LA SENTEN,CE 
\ , 
A L INCAR-• EST PRONONCLg CERAT!ON 
DANS UN 

I 

PEN?TENCIER 
.. - t:ll 

1973: CANADA 37 
PACIFIQUE 3 
PRAIRIES 13 
ONTARIO 20 
ATLANTIQUE 1 

1972 : CANADA 28 
PACIFIQUE 2 
PRAIRIES 8 
ONTARIO 9 
ATLANTIQUE 9 

1971 : CANADA 27 
PACIFIQUE 1 
PRAIRIES 7 
ONTARro 8 

I ATLANTIQUE 11 

1970 : CANADA 
PACIFIQUE 19 
PRAIRIES 2 
ONTARIO 6 
ATLANTlQUE 5 

6 

MorNS Of. 5 ANS 

LONGUEUR DE LA N:rNE 

, 
DE 5 A HOINS 

DE 10 ANS 
......-..-~--,....,.., 

NOMBRE % NO'·!BRE % -
29 78 .t~ 8 21.6 

3 100.0 a 0.0 
12 92.3 1 7.7 
14 70.0 6 30.0 
a 0.0 1 100.0 

28 100.0 a 0.0 
2 100.0 0 0.0 
8 100.0 0 0.0 
9 100.0 0 0.0 
9 100.0 a 0.0 

26 96.3 1 3.7 
1 100.0 0 0.0 
7 100.0 0 0.0 
7 87.5 1 12.5 

11 100.0 0 0.0 

19 100.0 a 0.0 
2 100.0 a 0.0 
6 100.0 0 0,0 
5 100.0 0 0,0 
6 100.0 0 0.0 

<2) 
10 ANS ET PLlIS 

No}-mRE % - .. --.. ~-.,..", ... 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

a 0.0 
a 0.0 
a 0.0 
a 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 
a 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0) 
LONGUEl'R 
MOYENNr; 
Dl~ t.A 

PEINE EN 
ANNEES 

4.4 
3.5 
3.8 
4.7 
7.5 

3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 

3.6 
3.5 
3.5 
4.0 
3.5 

3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 -- ---~.----------.-.-~---.---.-----...-.! 

, 
NOTE: EN RAISON DE L'ARRONOrSSF:MENT. LES POURCENTAGES PEUV£::NT Nf: PAS S'ELEVf.R AU TOTAL OF. 1007: 

I 

(1) EXCLUT LE QUEBEC. L'ALBERTA, *LES,TERRITOI~ES DU .NORD-OUES! ,BT DU YUKON 
(2) INCLUT LES PERSONNI':S CONDAHNEES A VIE ET A LA DETENTION PREVENTTVg 

SOURCE: ----- .. ""-,- . STAT! STl Qn: CA~ ADA, 
STATlSTIQl'r. DE LA .... -----.. ---"I' ' .... (3) ON FIXE UNE LIMITE SUPr:RIEURE DE 14 ANS POUR LA CATI[GORlF. "10 ANS ET PUIS" 

AFIN DE FACI1.1TC:R LE CALCUL DE LA "LONClUEUR MOYENNF. OE LA PEINE" 
QUlU~;;~LITt e, , 

ANNl'Et. (C ,\£,. St'. 8 -201 

.. - - -- - .. -- - - - -



--~-~--------------
TABLEAU IV.3 

A I I , / 

VOlES DE FAIT ENTRAINANT DES LESIONS CORPORELLES: PERSONNES CONDAMNEES A L'INCARCERATION DANS UN .... ;-- .~--:....----

, I, " 

ETABLISSEMENT PROVINCIAL PAR GENRE!) 'ETABLISSEMENT AVEC LA LONGUEUR DE LA PEINE, CANADA ET REGIONS, 1970 A 1973 
~ 

I 

NOMBRE DE PER- I LONGUEUR DES PEINES IHPOSEES AUX PERSONNES 
GENRE D I ETABLISSEHl-:NT I \ 

SONNES CONOAM- CONOAMNEES A LA PRISON 
A~NEE ET REGION(1) I ---NEES A L'IN- (2) IFERMES (3) DE 1 A MOINS " , 
OU LA SENTENCE CARCERATION ECOLE INDUSTRI- HOINS O'UN DE 6 A MOINS 
EST PRONm~CEE DANS UN DE ELLES OU PRISONS HOTS DE 6 MOIS DE 24 MOIS 

ETABLISSEHENT FORW,- tiAISON DE (N) I NOHBRE I I PROVINCIAL nON COTP1ECTION NOJIKBR.E % i. NOMBRE :I; 

1913 : ,CANAD,A 540 1 29 510 132 25.9 229 44.1 149 29.2 
PACIFIQUE 70 0 ., 70 19 27.1 29 41.4 22 31.4 
PRAtRIES ll8 0 - 118 19 16.1 50 42.4 49 41.5 
ONTARIO 303 1 29 273 91 33.3 118 43.2 64 23.4 
ATLANTIQUE 49 0 0 49 3 6.1 32 65.3 14 28.6 

1972: CANADA 559 0 26 533 152 28.5 202 37.9 179 33.6 
PACIFIQUE 78 0 - 78 15 19.2 25 32.1 38 48.7 
PRAIRIES 127 0 - 127 18 14.2 SO 39.4 59 46.5 
ONTARIO 283 0 26 257 102 39.7 89 34.6 66 25.7 
ATI..ANTIQUE n 0 0 71 17 23.9 38 53.5 16 22.5 

1971 : CANADA 630 0 41 589 146 24.8 277 47.0 166 28.2 
PACIFIQUE I 

103 0 - 103 26 25.2 49 47.6 28 27.2 
f'RAIRIES 182 0 - 182 20 11.0 106 58.2 56 30.8 
ONTARIO I 288 0 41 247 83 33.6 102 41.3 62 25.1 
ATLANTIQUE 57 0 0 57 17 29.8 20 35.1 20 35.1 

1970 : CANADA 624 1 49 574 149 26.0 253 44.1 172 30.0 
PACIFIQUE 98 0 0 98 25 25.5 39 39.8 34 34.7 
PRAIRIES 210 0 0 210 3fi 17.1 88 41.9 86 41.0 
ONTARIO 262 1 47 214 73 34.1 99 46.3 42 19.6 I ATLANTIQUE 54 0 2 52 15 28.8 27 51.9 10 19.2 --, 

- NE S I APPLIQUE PAS. , 
~OTE: EN RAISON DE L'ARRONDISSEHENT, LES POUPCl~~lTAGES PEtTVENT NE PAS S'ELEVER AU TOTAL DE 100%. 
(1) EXCLUT LE QUiBEC. L'ALBERTA, LES TERRITOI~ES nu NORD-OUEST ET nu YUKON . 

, ~ r 

(2) AUCUNE DONNJ:E SUR}A LONGUEUR DES PElNES DANS CE GENRE n'ETABLISSE}IENT N'ETAIT DISPONIBLE 
(3) vu Q~E DEUX DES REGIONS N 'ONT PAS DE HAISONS DE CORRECTION ,N~ DE Fr;R~tES TNDUSTRIELLES t 

LA REPARTI TION :JU POURCENTAGE DE LA LONGUEUR DES PEINES A ETE FO;\OEE SEUU:~!ENT SlIR LE 

SOliRCE: STATISTIQUE CANADA 
STATISTIQUE DE LA 

CRH!lNALIT~ , 
ANNtlEL (CAT. No. >< , , 

NOMBRE DE pI:nSONNES CONDAMNEES A LA PRISON. 8)-201) ~ 



XXII. 
TABLEAU V.O 

, ' kQL§Y.li ,1J:1.. S T.UPE FJ M11§;..,;.! --.;;:.S;:;.;.EN;..;..T~E~.;..;..~;:;;..;E S--::.;.I N.:.;.,..F,;;:;..,Ll;...:;G,;;;...EE.;,.;;.S ..... A..;.;,.U_T;..,::O...;..;,TA . .:.;;L_D,..;:E..;:,.S _P.,..:..E ;,.;;::RS.,..:..O,-NN..;::.E.;;...$ ..... R_E C...;;..O ..... NN_UE $ 
I .. 

COUPABLES E1 CONDAMNEES, CANADA E1 REGIONS, 1964 A 1973 
.. _. "' ___ ... 11 I • I>' .-

~"""'~~-;~-~"'-*- ---- ......... -
SENTENce 

, I 
(1 

( 2) SENTENCE SENTENCE 
M1~'fP' ET Rl~GlON NOMBRE , 
Ot' LA SENTENce DE 1 NCARCERATlON AMENDE SUSPENDUE SUSPENDUE 

, SANS AVEC 
EST PR()NONC1~l~ PERSONNI~St 

I PROBATION PROBATION 
CONOAMNEES 

(N) 
NOHBRE I % NOMBRE I 7. NOHBP.E I i. NOMBRE I % : 

- _"0' -
I--''''--'-~''''~-''''----,,- '"----'" 

1973 : CA:~A1JA 2,122 907 42.7 977 46.0 39 1.8 199 9.4 
l'ACH'IQUE 860 444 51.6 334 38.8 5 0.6 77 9.0 
PRAIRIES 327 93 28.4 186 56.9 24 7.3 24 7.3 
O!'\TARIO 842 306 36.3 432 51.3 7 0.8 97 11.5 
ATLANTIQUE 93 64 68.8 25 26.9 3 3.2 1 1.1 

1972: t.:ANADA 2,463 828 33.6 1,235 50.1 37 1.5 363 14.7 

I PAC! nQUE 828 366 44.2 297 35.9 8 1.0 157 19.0 

I 

FRJ.IRH.S 185 73 39.5 82 44.3 12 6.5 18 9.7 
ONTARlCI 1,298 323 24.9 788 60.7 15 1.2 172 13.3 
ATLANTIQUE 152 66 43.4 68 44.7 2 1.3 16 10.5 

1970: CANADA 1,712 628 36.7 750 43.8 42 2.5 292 17.1 
PACIFIQUE 830 307 37.0 353 42.5 25 3.0 145 17.5 
PRAIRI ES 345 85 24.6 207 60.0 0 0.0 53 15.4 

ONTARIO 466 201 43.1 162 34.8 15 3.2 88 18.9 
ATLANTIQUE 71 35 49.3 28 39.4 2 2.8 6 8.5 

1968 : CA?-:ADA 1,133 705 62.2 16 1.4 136 12.0 276 24.4 
PACIFIQUE 486 413 85.0 11 2.3 35 7.2 27 5.6 
PP.AIRIES 89 36 40.4 1 1.1 44 49.4 8 9.0 

ONTARIO 545 251 46.1 3 0.6 55 10.1 236 43.3 

ATLANTIQUE 13 5 38.5 1 7.7 2 15.4 5 38.5 

1966: CANADA 328 250 76.2 5 1.5 24 7.3 49 14.9 

PACIFIQUE 195 163 83.6 1 0.5 17 8.7 14 7.2 

PRAIRIES 9 7 77.8 0 0.0 2 22.2 0 0.0 

ONTARIO 119 76 63.9 3 2.5 5 4.2 35 29.4 

ATU\NTIQUE 5 4 80.0 1 20.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

196L: : CAHADA 266 239 89.8 0 0.0 8 3.0 19 7.1 

PACIFIQUE 193 174 90.2 0 0.0 7 3.6 12 6.2 

PRAIRIES 6 5 83.3 0 0.0 1 16.7 0 0.0 

ONTARIO 67 60 89.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 10.4 

ATLANTIQUE 0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

NOTE: EN RAlSON DE L'ARRONDISSEMENT, LES POU~CENTAGES PElIVENT NE PAS S'ELEVER AU 
TOTAL DE 100%. 

(1) • EXCLUT LE QUEBEC, L 'ALBERTA , LES TERRITOIRf!=: nl1 NORD-OUEST ET DU YUKON 
(2) ~NCLUT LES PRISONS, LES MAISqNS DE CORRECTION, LES FERMES INDUSTRIELLES. LES 

ECOLES DE FORMATION ET LES PENITENCIERS. 

5 m! l\ (.ili..: STATISTTOUf. CANAn" _ ST"TISTIQP.f~ .. J!'F. L~ CRnf!~~l-J.IB., ANNltF.L (CNr. ~r,. R'1-201) 
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XXII I. 
TABLEAU V. 1 

, I \ " 

LOI SUR LES STUPEFlANTS: PERSONNES CONOAMNEES A L I INCARCERATION PAR GENRE __ , ______ ._ ...... _____ ~____ ot ~, __ ..-_.,_"",,''''' ", .. :,.oj ,"",>,_' 

I _"'" _ 

O'ETABLISSEM£NT~ CANADA £T REGIONS, 1970 A 1973 
-,~ . ..~ ,-.....-

1973: CANADA 
PACI FIQVE 
PRAIRIES 
O!'iTARla 
ATLANTIQUE 

907 
44(1 

93 
306 

64 

216 
139 

12 
59 

6 

23.8 
31. 3 
12.9 
19.3 
9.4 

691 
305 

81 
247 

58 

76.2 
68.7 
87.1 
80.7 
90.6 I 

I 1972: CANADA 828 
366 

73 
323 

66 

164 
87 

9 
55 
13 

19.8 
23.8 
12.3 
17.0 
19.7 

664 
279 

64 
268 
53 

80.2 
76.2 
87.7 
83.0 
80.3 

I 
I 

I 

I 
i 
t 

I 
\ 

PIICI FIQUE 
PRAIRIES 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIQUE 

1971: CANAIM 
PACIFIQl.'E 
PRAIRIES 
maARI0 
ATLANTIQUE 

1970: CANADA 
PAC1 fIQCE 
PRAIRIES 
Ot\TARIO 
ATLANTlQUE 

I 

780 
318 
107 
294 

61 

628 
307 

85 
201 

35 

123 
71 
14 
26 
12 

104 
66 
10 
20 
8 

15.8 
22.3 
13.1 
8.8 

19.7 

16.6 
21.5 
11.8 
10.0 
22.9 

657 
247 
93 

268 
49 

f 524 
I 241 

75 
181 

27 

84.2 
77.7 
86.9 
81.2 
80.3 

83.4 
18.5 
18.2 
90.0 
77 .1 

(1) EXCLUT LE QUEBEC, L'ALBERTA, LES TERRITOIRES DU NORD-OUEST ET DU YUKON 

(2) INCLVT LES PRISONS, LES MAISONS DE CORRECTION. LES FERMES INDUSTRIELLES 
ET LES ECOLES DE FORMATION 

SOURCE: STATISTIQUE CANADA , 
STATISTIQUE DE LA CRHIINALITE 
ANNUEL (CAT. No. 85-201) 

~, 



NOTE: 

( 1) 
( 2) 
(3) 

TABLEAU V.2 
, I ,--"" , .I 

LOI SUR LES STUPEFIANTS: PERSONNES CONDAMNEES A L'INCA~CERATION DANS UN PENITENCIER, SElON LA 
LONGOEURY LA PEINr~ CANEpA I:i R_GIONS, 19l-.9_AI9 __ IJ"J-----··----

. - .. -~--.- --~------.---T- O) 
NOMBRE DE LONGUEUR DE LA PEINE LONGUEl'R 

(1) MOYENNE ; , PERSONl'jES - --"'--'--ANNEE ET REGION CONDAHNEES (2) DE LA 
OU LA SENTEt-}CE 

, 
\ PEI~E EN A L' INCAf',- MOINS DE 5 ANS DE 5 A ?-lOINS 10 ANS ET PLUS ; , 

ANNEES EST PRONONCEE CERATION DE 10 ANS 
DANS UN 

NOMBRE I 
-- I-

NO'.1Bl'{E I NOHBRE I 
, 

PENITENCIER 
i. i. 7-(N) 

. 

1973 : CANADA 216 126 58.3 55 25.5 35 16.2 5.9 PACIFIQUE 139 82 59.0 31 22.3 26 lS.7 6.0 PRAIRIES 12 4 33.3 7 58.3 1 8.3 6.5 ONTARIO 59 35 59.3 16 27.1 8 13.6 5.7 ATLANTIQUE 6 5 83.3 1 16.7 0 0.0 4.2 

1972: CANADA 164 98 59.8 43 26.2 23 14.0 5.7 PACIFIQUE 87 54 62.1 19 21.8 14 16.1 5.7 PRAIRIES 9 3 33.3 4 44.4 2 22.2 7.2 ONTARIO 55 31 56.4 19 34.5 5 9.1 5.7 ATLANTIQUE 13 10 76.9 1 7.7 2 15.4 5.1 

1971 : CANADA 123 91 74.0 20 16.3 12 9.8 5.0 PACIFIQUE 71 49 69.0 15 21.1 7 9.9 5.2 
PRAIRIES 14 10 71.4 1 7.1 3 21.4 5.6 
ONTARIO 26 21 80.8 3 11.5 2 7.7 I 4.6 
ATLANTIQUE 12 11 91.7 1 8.3 0 0.0 I 3.8 

I 
I 

1970: CANADA 
PACIFIQUE 104 77 74.0 20 19.2 7 6.7 I 4.S 
PRAIRIES 66 47 71.2 13 19.7 6 9.1 3.6 
ONTARIO 10 10 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3.5 
ATLANTIQUE 20 13 65.0 6 30.0 1 5.0 5.1 S 7 87.5 1 12.5 0 0.0 4./ 

~ -. 
, 

EN RAISON DE L'ARRONDISSEMENT. LES POURCENTAGES PEUVENT NE PAS S'ELEVER AU TOTAL DE 100% 
I 

EXCLUT LE QUEBEC, L'ALBERTA, LES TERRITOIRES DU NORD-OUEST ET DU YUKON , \. " , 
INCLUT LES PERSONNES CONDANNEES A VIE ET A LA DETENTION PREVENTIVE 

SOl~S;E: STATISTIQUF. CANADA, 
STATISTIQUE DE LA --.,.-_. 

CRIMI:-lALITE 

x x ..... 
<: 

ON FIXE UNE LIMITE SUPER IEURE DE 14 ANS POUR LA CAT1[GOR IF. "10 ANS ET PLUS" 
AFIN DE FACILITER LE CALCUL DE LA "LONGUEUR MOYENNE DE. LA PEINE" ANNtlEL (CAT. No. 85-201' 

------------~------
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, I, I , 

tQl2Y.B...gs STUfIf.I~!F~.!...~~.?9~NJ..u:.9~p!~M..N.J~ __ ~~!:.'.1~~,AR~~.R!\JJ.9~. ,OANS !J~ .. n_A0l:.!l~,S~~ENT.JlROVJ~~b 
PAR GENRE D'ETABLISSEMfNT AVEC LA LONGUEUR DE LA PEINE, CANADA £'T REGIONS i970 A 1973 
- .. ---- - ... _-_ .... _ .. _--.... - -.~---., ........ ~-- ...... ,,_ ..... --,--... -.---~~" ... --_.~ ... "> _ ....... " .. • .. _' ..... -"'._-!-.---_ .... - ---

_· __ .... _. __ .. ·,G ... 

.. ' -------~-- .- . ---.. -..... ---.- ._----_ .•. _---, 
I NONBRE I)E PI-:H- I.ONC:UElJH DI:S 1'1: 1 NES I HPOSEES AUK PERSONNES 

I \ 

I 
GFNRE D I I-:TI\I\I.l SSI:m:NT 

A~NI!I~ ET R~:GION( l) 
OU l.A S/::NTI':NCf<: 
EST PHONONCEE 

1971: CANADA 
PAC I rIQUE 
PkAIRI~:S 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIQUE 

1972: CANADA 
PACIFIQUE 
PRAIRIES 
ONTARIO 
ATLANTIQUE 

1971 : CANADA 
PACIfIQUE 
PRAIRIES 
ONTARIO 
ATI.t\NTIQUE 

1970 : CANADA 
PAC 1 FlQUE 
PRAIRIES 
ONTARIO 
ATI.ANTIQUE 

SqNNES CONI>MI-
NI':~:S,A t. t I N-
CARCI-:RATION 
nANS UN 
~TAHI.ISSEH1·:NT 
PROVINCIAL --_. 

691 
3D'> 

Ell 
247 

58 

664 
279 

64 
268 

53 

I 657 

I 247 
9'3 

I 268 
49 

524 
241 

75 
un 

27 

I 
I ( 2) 
~COJ.E 

DE 
FORHA­

TlOH 

o 
o 
o 
() 

o 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1 
1 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

CIINIlMtNI'I':S 1\ I.A PH I SON 

~'~~~;~~'~~:~1'------'-' _._._-_ ... _. 
t:U.I~S ou l'R r ::iONS 
ttAlSON nl': (N) 

NOi;-.lS U'lIN 
~!nl s ---C-----

NO~IME 7-cU~gllill' 
f 

19 I 652 
305 

81 
39 208 

() 58 

45 619 
279 
64 

45 223 
0 53 

42 614 
246 
9J 

42 226 
() 49 

68 456-
241 

75 
68 l}'} 
il 71 

._-- .-

I 97 14.9 
50 16./6 

9 11.1 I :)1. HI. ) 
4 6.9 

l()!, 16.8 
1,6 lb.'> 

7 lO.,) 
41 I (J. '} 

8 1 ') • 1 

76 12./, 
16 14.6 
2 2.2 

)0 l'I.1 
8 1 h. I 

8] 18.2 
I, () H).II 

17 n.7 
20 17.7 

(, 22.2 

DE 1 A NOINS " IlE 6 A ~IOlNS 
m; 6 "10 J S "DE 24 MOIS ._--_. "----"-

NOHBRE % NOMURE I % 
.:.:....-,..~..;..;..:.. 

230 
9() 

25 
91 
18 

207 
79 
19 
9'> 
14 

2)') 

64 
35 

100 
16 

158 
77 
u) 
')0 

'i 

15.3 
31.5 
30.9 
4 'l. 8 
31.0 

31.4 
28.3 
29.7 
42.6 
26./1 

35.0 
26.0 
17 .6 
44.2 
]2.7 

14.6 
12.0 
34.7 
44.2 
UL,) 

l. 

325 49.8 
159 52.1 
47 58.0 
83 39.9 
36 62.1 

)08 
154 

38 
85 
31 

323 
146 

56 
96 
25 

215 
124 

32 
41 
16 

49.8 
55.2 
59.4 
38.1 
58·.5 

52.6 
59. ) 
60.2 
42.5 
51.0 

47.1 
51.4 
42.7 
38.1 
'j'}.'l ---,,---- ,._.- -,-_._-----

- NE S'APPLIQU~: PAS. , 
~\OTE: EN HAIS(\:-J DE 1.'AJ{RONntsS~:NI::NT. I.ES POlJPCE~'T"r.ES PEIIVENT NE PAS S'I:I.F"FR All TI)'I'A\ Ill: 1007. .• 
(I) F.XCI.UT Lt: QUI:' BEr., L' AI.BERTA, LES TFHR I TO JI~ES IlU NORU-IHIEST ET IHI YUl\()N ; 

, I 

(2) AUCUNE I>ONi-\I.I: SUR ),A I,ON(;IJEUR l.)(~S I'EINES IIANS <:1-: <a·:NRE l)'ETAIILlSSFm:NT N'I:TAJT DISI'(lNIllLE 
(3) VU QUE DEUX IH:S Rr.CHlNS N 'ONT I'AS BE HI\ I ~'ONS f)1~ CIlHHECTION N1 1>1: FI.I{'IES D~IIII~TIU l'iI.ES. 

, ~ ) I 

l.A HEI'ARTl T IllN nu POU:~(;ENTA(;I': DE l.A LO:'/(:UFUR DES PEINES A ETE Fn~DEI: SElIl.nlLNT ~;111{ I.E . , \ 

NmmRE DE l't:nSONNES C:ONDAHNEES A LA PH I SON. 

--

STAT1STIQUF CANAn~ 
STATl5TlQl1t: m: LA _._._- - --r--

eR I Nl ~,\1.1 TF • 
A~NIIFC (cA'r. ·'No. 

U"'-!II} ) 
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