Minister Toews has chosen to rehash “tough on crime” ideology rather
than responding to the petitioners’ reasoned concerns (points 1-5 below).

It would be useful to list those countries as many are regimes
with which Canadians would not wish to be associated.
Double-bunking is contrary to Section 9 of the UN Standard
Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners.

The real "revolving door" is arguably prisoners who complete
their sentences in violent, overcrowded prisons who reoffend
after being dumped into our communities without having had
access to effective rehabilitation, creating yet more victims
who will then be used to justify these policies. (see Newt
Gingrich on US tough-on-crime outcomes).

This is a misleading statement. The
Parliamentary Budget Officer’s report shows
that expenditures on criminal justice costs rose
$20.3 billion over the past decade and that
75% of those costs are borne by the provinces.

As the purported "study" has never been released, there
is no independent evidence of its scope or veracity. The
Minister's statement is contradicted by the fact that
incidents requiring the use of force against prisoners in
prairie region more than doubled in the past 5 years.

PETITION TO THE HOUSE OF COMMONS IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED
We, the undersigned electors of Canada, draw the attention of the House of Commons to the
following:
1

THAT, in spite of the continuing long-term decline in Canadian crime rates, the
Government has chosen to adopt multi-billion dollar “tough on crime” policies modelled
on American policies, which the US is abandoning because they have proven to be
ruinously expensive failures;
The Minister has chosen to completely ignore the results of the massively
expensive US experiment with “tough on crime” which even conservative
icon Newt Gingrich admits proved that these policies simply don’t work.

2

THAT those policies are resulting in ever more inmates being crammed into already-full
federal prisons, with inadequate rehabilitation programs and very limited treatment and
help for aging inmates, the high proportion who suffer from serious mental illnesses and
other mental and physical health concerns;
Minister Toews likewise ignores the point that fact that so many prisoners were incarcerated as a result of mental
illness and addictions for which the deterrence upon which his policies are premised are entirely ineffectual.

3

THAT overcrowding and the recent decision to embrace double-bunking are contrary to
recognized corrections best practices, cause dangerous, high-stress workplaces for
correctional staff and inmates, may violate federal law (CCRA Section 70), Charter and
international human rights standards, and risk similar outcomes to those experienced in
the United States – unacceptably high recidivism rates due to offenders completing their
sentences angrier, more violent and less equipped to hold down a job than when initially
convicted; The Minister’s reply, which essentially denies this point, is largely an unsupported statement of
opinion. It ignores the hard evidence from decades of US experience in which prison overcrowding and
consequent lack of rehabilitation had exactly the outcomes of concern to the petitioners.

4

THAT expending many billions of our tax dollars by building more prison spaces and
increasing incarceration, while failing to track key outcomes such as recidivism, and
simultaneously cutting back on funding for crime prevention constitutes fiscal
mismanagement; Given the hundreds of millions of tax dollars which this government has spent promoting its
brand for sound fiscal management, it is curiously unwilling to collect and publish hard data
on the outcomes of its big-ticket policies. Such data is fundamental to sound management.

5

AND THAT we, as Canadians, consider the soaring incarceration rate of our aboriginal
citizens to be tantamount to systemic discrimination and a source of national shame;
This point is also ignored in the Minister’s reply (see Correctional Investigator Howard Sapers special
report on aboriginal over-representation in the federal prison system)

THEREFORE, your petitioners call upon the Government of Canada to identify and adopt
rational best practices, including avoidance of double bunking, which have been proven in
Canada and elsewhere to reduce crime, rehabilitate offenders, minimize recidivism and
improve public safety.

