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Public Opinion about the Criminal Justice System
» The Canadian public is highly interested but badly informed about criminal justice system processes. [1,
2]
» The Canadian public generally lacks confidence in the criminal justice system. [1, 3-5]
Punitiveness
» Research has found that the Canadian public generally agrees with punishment as a consequence of
crime [6, 7] but the literature is actually methodologically limited. [2, 8]
» The Canadian public generally believes that sentences are not harsh enough.[9]

Sentencing

» The Canadian public is not well informed about sentencing options other than prison. [9, 10]
» When informed of alternatives to prison, the Canadian public is supportive of the alternatives. [9, 10]

Youth Justice
» Canadians have had a longstanding dissatisfaction with the youth justice system. [11]
» Candians have tended to think that the youth justice system does not adequately punish young offenders
[1] but that this attitude mainly surrounds violent offences. [12]
Restitution
» The pubic is generally supportive of restitution, especially for property offences. [13-15]

Restorative Justice

» The public shows tentative support for RJ in general. Support is less for the use of RJ for serious
offences.[15-18]

» Support for RJ for young offenders is stronger than support for use of RJ more generally. [18]
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