Chapter 9
· The Canadian court system is one component of the larger Canadian criminal justice system that includes policing agencies and correctional institutions. 

· In terms of jurisdiction, courts in Canada can be split into provincial/territorial courts and federal courts. Canadian courts can be conceptualized as forming a four-tier hierarchy of legal superiority; the ones at higher levels of the hierarchy possess more legal authority than courts at lower levels. 

· The bottom layer represents the administrative tribunals, these tribunals resemble courts in a variety of ways, but they are not officially part of the Canadian court system.

· They resolve a wide range of administrative issues in both provincial/territorial and federal jurisdictions including disability benefits, refugee claims, employment insurance, etc.

· An example of a provincial administration tribunal is the Liquor Licensing Board.

· The lowest level of the actual court hierarchy in Canada consists of the provincial/territorial courts, sometimes referred to as “inferior” courts, which can be found in all provinces and territories with the exception of Nunavut.

· The ranges of cases heard includes criminal offences (eg. traffic violations) and civil issues (eg. small claims).

· Provincial/territorial courts can hear appeals from administrative tribunals. 

· The next level is the provincial/territorial superior courts.

· One of the primary roles of these courts is to act as the court of first appeal for courts at the lowest level of the hierarchy. 

· These courts try the most serious criminal and civil cases – cases that often involve injuries.

· As with provincial/territorial courts, provincial/territorial superior courts often specialize in a particular area. 

· Next is the Federal Court of Canada which primarily serves to review administrative decisions made by federal administrative tribunals that are related to matters such as immigration, intellectual property, and maritime law.

· A specialized court in the federal system is the Tax Court of Canada.

· Above these courts in the hierarchy can be found the provincial courts of appeal and the Federal Court of Appeal.

· The function of these courts is to review decisions rendered by the superior-level courts. These courts do not normally conduct trials or hear evidence from witnesses. 

· At the top of the court hierarchy is the Supreme Court of Canada.

· Before the SCC will hear an appeal, the case must typically have been appealed in the relevant courts lower in the hierarchy.

· The SCC provides guidance to the federal government on law-related matters.

· The SCC consists of eight judges plus the chief justice.

· Probably the most visible and controversial component of the court system is the sentencing process, which is defined as “the judicial determination of a legal sanction upon a person convicted of an offence”.

· Sentencing decisions are made in the open and presented before the court. 

· Perhaps the most obvious goal of sentencing is to change the behaviour of convicted offenders and the behaviour of potential offenders who reside in the community.

· Offenders are sentences to reduce the probability that they, and the rest of the community, will violate the law (referred to as specific and general deterrence respectively). 

· The fundament purpose of sentencing is to contribute to respect for the law and the maintenance of a just, peaceful, and safe society by imposing sanctions on individuals who commit crimes. 

· Reparations: a sentence where the offender has to make a monetary payment to the victim or the community.

· Fundamental principle of sentencing: the belief that sentences should be proportionate to the gravity of the offence and the degree of responsibility of the offender. 

· When handing down sentences, judges should take into account the following principles:

· A sentence should be adjusted to account for any relevant aggravating or mitigating circumstances relating to the offence or the offender.

· A sentence should be similar for similar offenders committing similar offences under similar circumstances.

· Where consecutive sentences are imposed, the combined sentence should not be unduly harsh.

· An offender should not be deprived of liberty (imprisonment) if less restrictive sanctions are appropriate under the circumstances. 

· If reasonable, sanctions other than imprisonment should be considered for all offenders. 

· The important point about a discharge, which makes it different from a conditional sentence is that the accused is not convicted of the offence, despite being found guilty of the offence, and therefore they are spared the stigmatising consequences of a criminal record. 

· Offenders who break conditions of their probation order may be imprisoned for us to two years.

· The most common sentencing option in Canada is the fine. 

· For summary (ie. less serious) offences, the maximum term of incarceration is six months. For indictable (ie. more serious) offences, the term of incarceration varies by offence and can include life imprisonment. Offenders sentences to prison terms of less than two year serve their sentences in provincial or territorial prisons. Sentencing of two or more years are served in federal prisons. 

· The determination of dangerousness is based on evidence that one of the following conditions is met:

· The offender exhibits a pattern of unrestrained behaviour that is likely to cause danger.

· The offender exhibits a pattern of aggressive behaviour with indifference as to the consequences of this behaviour. 

· The offender exhibits behaviour that is of such brutal nature that ordinary standards of restraint will not control it. 

· The offender shows a failure to control sexual impulses that are likely to harm others. 

· If someone receives the dangerous offender designation, that person can be imprisoned for an indefinite period of time. 

· Long-term offender: a label attached to offenders who are proven to be a high risk for reoffending. 

· Any offender who meets the following criteria can be designated a long-term offender:

· It would be appropriate to impose a sentence of two years or more for the offence.

· There is a substantial risk that the offender will reoffend.

· There is a reasonable possibility of eventual control of risk in the community. 

· A long-term offender will be given a sentence of imprisonment of at least two year, followed by a period of supervision in the community. 

· Various factors that should be taken into account which include the seriousness of the offence, the offender’s degree of responsibility, various aggravating and mitigating factors, the harshness of the sentence, and so forth. 

· Sentencing disparity: variations in sentencing severity for similar crimes committed under similar circumstances. 

· Because sentencing disparity can lead to serious injustices, it is commonly viewed as a major problem within our criminal justice system (one of the most important problems with sentencing).

· Unwarranted sentencing disparity: variations in sentencing severity for similar crimes committed under similar circumstances that result from reliance by the judge on legally irrelevant factors. 

· Systematic disparity: consistent disagreement among judges about sentencing decisions due to factors such as how lenient judges think sentences should be.

· Unsystematic disparity: inconsistent disagreement among judges about sentencing decisions due to factors such as the judge’s mood. 

· Researchers in this area typically use one of two procedure to study sentencing disparity – laboratory based simulation studies or the use of official sentencing statistics. 
· Simulation studies are more common. 

· Researcher manipulates particular variables of interest, such as the defendant’s age, ethnicity, or gender. 

· The experiment conducted by McFatter (1986) found that there is a good deal of agreement among judges about the severity of sentences appropriate for each crime, there are many instances of unwarranted sentencing disparity, and most of this disparity appears to come from unsystematic sources. 

· Ultimately sentencing disparity exists because the law in Canada allows judges a great deal of discretion when making sentencing decisions. 

· Sentencing guidelines: guidelines that are intended to reduce the degree of discretion that judges have when handing down sentences. 

· Sentencing guidelines have been proposed, but they all have one thing in common, they all attempt to provide a more consistent, structured way of arriving at sentencing decisions. 

· Advisory guidelines: purely suggestive in nature, have no force in the law.

· Presumptive sentencing guidelines: force a judge to make specific sentencing decisions unless there are important reasons for departing from the recommendation.

· Mandatory sentencing laws: require the judge to make specific sentencing decisions when confronted with particular crimes, regardless of case-specific circumstances.

· Mandatory minimum sentences where introduced as way to reduce unwarranted sentencing disparity by decreasing the amount of discretion that judges have when making sentencing decisions.

· Recent research suggest that “get-tough” strategies for offenders, such as incarceration, may not reduce the change of reoffending.

· Three principles that appear to be particularly valuable in determining which correctional interventions will be effective.

· The first is the need principle. It states that effective intervention will target known criminogenic needs, including (1) antisocial attitudes,  beliefs, and values, (2) antisocial associates, (3) antisocial personality factors, (4) antisocial behaviours.

· The second is the risk principle which states that effective interventions will focus on those offenders who are at high risk of reoffending. 

· The third is the responsivity principle which states that effective intervention will match the general learning styles, motivations, and abilities of the offender being targeted as well as more specific factors such as the offenders personality, gender, ethnicity, and so on. 

· Interventions can be developed that significantly reduce the chance that offenders will go on to commit further crimes. 

· Parole still involved (1) the conditional release of offenders into a community, so they can serve the remainder of their sentence outside and institution, (2) an attempt to rehabilitate offenders so they can become productive contributors to society, (3) a high degree of community supervision to ensure that parolee is abiding by certain rules, and (4) a clause, that if the conditions of parole are not complied with, an offender’s parole can be revoked and he or she can be sent back to prison.

· In Canada, an offender must usually serve the first third of the sentence or the first seven years, whichever it less, before being eligible for full parole. 

· Most parole decisions are made after a formal hearing with the offender which involves and initial risk assessment where the following issues are considered: (1) information about the offender’s current offence, (2) the offender’s criminal history, (3) social problems experienced by the offender, (4) the offender’s mental status, (5) performance on earlier releases, (6) information about the offender’s relationships and employment history, (7) psychological or psychiatric reports, (8) opinions from other professionals, (9) information from victims, and (10) any other information indicating whether the release would pose a risk to society. 

· After this initial assessment, the National Parole Board examines specific risk factors including: (1) the offender’s institutional behaviour, (2) information that indicated evidence of change and insight into the offender’s own behaviour, (3) benefits derived from treatment that may reduce the risk posed by the offender, and (4) the feasibility of the offender’s release plans. 

· The NPB members then decide whether to grant parole.

· Types of parole include temporary absence (usually the first type of release an offender will be granted, may either be unescorted or escorted), day parole (allows offenders to participate in community-based activity but must return to their institution at the end of the day), full parole ( allows the offender to serve the remained of the sentence under supervision in the community, in order to be granted full parole, offenders must usually have been granted, and successfully completed unescorted temporary absences and day parole), and statutory release (the release of offenders from prison after they have served two-thirds of their sentence).

· Offenders serving life are no eligible for statutory release.

· In each of the above cases, Correctional Service Canada is responsible for supervising offenders on parole, usually with the assistance of community agencies such as the John Howard Society.

· Offenders who are granted parole based on an assessment of their risk of re-offending are more likely to complete their supervision period in the community compared to offenders released as a result of statute-based systems.

· Offenders who were granted statutory release were far more likely to have their parole revoked due to a breach in condition; however, even in the case of statutory release, a large majority of offenders do not breach their conditions. 

· The research regarding attitudes that Canadians have about parole and the public opinion of the criminal justice system in Canada typically involves the use of one of the following research methods: public opinion surveys, simulation studies, or focus groups. 
· Public opinion surveys are most commonly used.

· A number of general trends can be observed from the results of public opinion surveys:

· Canadians believe that offenders are treated too leniently.

· Canadians do not have a lot of confidence in our criminal justice system – the institution the public has the most confidence in is the police.

· Canadians support alternatives to sentencing, but only under certain conditions – the highest level of public support is found for penalties consisting of community service (85%), while the lowest level of support is for parole (37%), but these results hold only for certain offences.

· It has been suggested that this discrepancy between public opinion and reality occurs because of an inadequate understanding on the part of the public of crime and our criminal justice system.

· If public opinion is not based on the facts, the most important contributing factor is the media, or more specifically, the way the media portray criminal justice issues in Canada.

· Another factors that may contribute to this discrepancy, particularly the discrepancy between public opinion of sentencing severity and actual sentencing severity, is the fear that people have about being victimized.

Chapter 12

· Predicting future violence has been described as one of the most controversial issues in behavioural science and law. 
· Prior to 1990s, risk was seen as a dichotomy – either dangerous or not dangerous.

· Nowadays, risk is regarded as a range – the individual can vary in the degree to which he or she is considered dangerous.

· In other words, the shift has added a dimension of probability to the assessment of whether a person will commit violence. 

· The process of risk assessment includes both a “prediction” and “management” component. The prediction component describes the probability that an individual will commit future criminal violent acts. The management component describes the development of interventions to manage or reduce the likelihood of future violence. 

· The critical function of risk assessments is violence prevention, not violence prediction. 

· Risk assessments are routinely conducted in the civil and criminal contexts.

· Civil contexts refer to the private rights of individuals and the legal proceedings connected with such rights. 

· Criminal contexts refer to situations in which an individual has been charged with a crime. 

· A number of civil contexts require risk assessment: civil commitment, child protection, immigration, school and labour regulations, duty to warn and limits of confidentiality. 

· In cases where there is “clear, serious, and imminent danger” public safety outweighs solicitor-client privilege. 

· Predicting future events will result in one of four possible outcomes. Two are correct and two are incorrect. 

· True positive: a correct prediction that occurs when a person who is predicted to engage in some type of behaviour does so.

· True negative: a correct prediction that occurs when a person who is predicted not to engage in some type of behaviour does not. 

· False positive: an incorrect prediction that occurs when a person is predicted to engage in some type of behaviour but does not. 
· False negative: an incorrect prediction that occurs when a person is predicted not to engage in some type of behaviour but does. 

· The two types of error are dependent on each other. Minimizing the number of false positive errors results in an increase in the number of false negative errors. 

· It is perhaps tolerable to have a high rate of false positives if the consequences of error are not severe. 

· A problem with attempting to predict violence is determining base rates. 

· Base rate: represents the percentage of people within a given population who commit a criminal or violent act. 

· A problem that occurs when attempting to predict events that have a low base rate is that many false positives will occur. 

· Monahan and Steadman (1994) have identified three main weaknesses of research on the predictions of violence. 

· The first issues concerns the limited number of risk factors being studied.

· The second issue concerns how the criterion variable is measured. Researchers have often used official records as their criterion measure, however, many crimes may never be reported to police. Thurs, many false positive may be undiscovered true positives. 

· Finally, how the criterion variable is defined is a concern. 

· The shortcuts people use to help make decisions are called heuristics.

· Illusory correlation: belief that a correlation exists between two events that in reality are either not correlated or correlated to a much lesser degree. 

· People tend to be over confident in their judgements. 

· Low confidence may be related to low accuracy simply because clinicians cannot be confident that they had enough information to make a good decision. 

· Although clinicians underestimate females’ risk to commit violence, research shows that clinicians accurately characterize females as committing more violence acts in the home rather than in more public places. 

· There are three methods of risk assessment most commonly described.
· Unstructured clinical judgement: decisions characterized by a substantial amount of professional discretion and lack of guidelines. 

· There are no predefined rules about what risk factors should be considered, what sources of information should be used, or how the risk factors should be combined to make a decision about risk. 

· Actuarial prediction: decisions are based on risk factors that are selected and combined based on their empirical or statistical association with specific outcome.

· Mechanical prediction involves predefined rules about what risk factors to consider, how information should be collected, and how information should be combined to make a risk decision.

· Risk factors do not vary as a function of the clinician and the same risk factors are considered for each.

· A debate in the literature exists concerning the comparative accuracy of unstructured clinical versus actuarial prediction. The actuarial scale was markedly superior to the psychiatrists in identifying which offenders who fail on parole. 

· Structured professional judgement: decisions are judged by a predetermined list of risk factors that have been selected from the research and professional literature. Judgment of risk level is based on the evaluator’s professional judgement. 

· The term professional is used to acknowledge that it is not only clinicians who make evaluations of risk but a diverse group, including law enforcement, probation officers, and social workers. 

· Risk factor: a measureable feature of an individual that predicts the behaviour of interest. 

· Traditionally risk factors were divided into two main types: static and dynamic.

· Static risk factor: risk factor that does not fluctuate over time and is not changed by treatment. Also known as historical risk factor.

· Dynamic risk factor: risk factors that fluctuate over time and are amenable to changing. An antisocial attitude is an example of dynamic risk factor since it is possible that treatment could modify this variable.

· Since the late 1980s, a great deal of research has investigated what factors are associated with future violence. These can be classified into historical, dispositional, clinical, and contextual risk factors.

· Historical risk factors (sometimes called static risk factors) are events experienced in the past and include general social history and specific criminal history variables. 

· Dispositional risk factors are those that reflect the person’s traits, tendencies, or style. 

· Clinical risk factors are the symptoms of mental disorders that can contribute to violence, such as abuse or major psychoses. 

· Contextual risk factors (also known as situational risk factors) are aspects of the individual’s current environment that can elevate the risk, such as access as victims or weapons, lack of social support and perceived stress. 

·  There have been several meta-analytic reviews examining the predictors of general and violent recidivism in adult offenders, sexual offenders, and patients with mental disorders.  Two key findings have emerged. 
· First, factors that predict general recidivism also predict violent or sexual recidivism.

· Second, predictors of recidivism in offenders with mental disorders overlap considerably with predictors found among offenders who do not have a mental disorder. 

· The strongest predictors were age of first police contact, non-severe pathology (stress or anxiety), family problems, conduct problems, ineffective use of leisure time, and delinquent peers. 

· The younger the person is at the time of his or her first offence, the greater the likelihood that person will engage in criminal behaviour and violence. 

· Offenders who are arrested prior to age 14 tend to have more serious and more extensive criminal careers.

· Males are at a higher risk than are females for general offending.

· Two personality characteristics have been extensively examined: impulsiveness and psychopathy.

· Psychopathy is moderately to strongly related to general and violent recidivism and moderately related to violence in a prison setting.

· Psychopathy may be weakly related or unrelated to violent reoffending in adolescent females. 
· The combination of psychopathy and deviant sexual arousal predicts sexual recidivism. 

· Deviant sexual arousal is defined as evidence that the sexual offender shows a relative preference for inappropriate stimuli, such as children or violent non-consensual sex.

· Historical factors include past behaviour (the most accurate predictor of future behaviour), age of onset (strong in predicting female offending), childhood history of maltreatment, past supervision failure, escape, or institution maladjustment (forensic inpatients who were judged to be an escape risk were more likely to behave violently in the institution than those who were not a risk).

· Clinical factors include:

· Substance use – drug and alcohol use has been associated with criminal behaviour and violence. The obvious link between drugs and crime is that the use, possession, and sale or illegal drugs are crimes. 

· The drug most associated with crime is heroin.

· Mental disorder – although most people with mental disorders are not violent, a diagnosis of affective disorders and schizophrenia has been linked to higher rates of violence. 

· It is proposed that symptoms overriding a person’s self-control or threatening a person’s safety increases the likelihood of violence. They have labelled these types of symptoms “threat/control” override (TCO) symptoms. 

· TCO symptoms were strongly related to violence (hitting, fighting, use of weapons) in both patients and community controls. 

· The highest prevalence of violence was the combination or major mental disorder , substance abuse, and TCO symptoms, with an amazing 86% of such individuals reporting violence. 

· Men are more likely to commit violence, but women are less likely to commit violence when suffering from TCO symptoms.

· Contextual factors: lack of social support (this risk factor refers to the absence of strong support systems to help the individual in his or her day-to-day life. There are four kinds of support: (1) instrumental – to provide the necessities of life, (2) emotional – to give strength to, (3) appraisal – to give aid or courage to, and (4) information – by providing new facts), and access to weapons or victims. 

· The one instrument that is routinely used by Correctional Service Canada and the National Parole Board is the General Statistical Information on recidivism (GSIR). All of the 15 items used in their scale are static risk factors that were statistically selected because they predicted general reoffending in a sample of federal male offenders during a three year follow up period.

· An actuarial risk-for-violence instrument developed in Ontario is the Violence Risk Appraisal Guide (VRAG).

· The VRAG is an empirically derived 12 item measure designed to assess the long-term risk for violent recidivism in offenders with mental disorders.

· The 12 predictors varied in terms of how strongly they were related to violent recidivism and included the following: Hare Pscyhopathy Checklist-Revised score, elementary school maladjustment, diagnosis of any personality disorder, age at index of offence, separation from biological parents prior to age 16, failure on prior conditional release, prior nonviolent offences, single marital status at the time of offence, diagnosis of schizophrenia, victim injury, history of alcohol problems, victim gender. 

· Risk categories are called bins.

· Other tools are the Iterative Classification Tree which was designed as a tool to assess the risk for violence in samples of psychiatric patients. 

· Allows for many different combinations of risk factors to be used to classify a person into low and high risk categories. 

· Structured professional judgement schemes include: level of service inventory-revised, HCR-20, and the violence risk scale (VRS)
· The VRS represents the most recent assessment tool designed to provide information on offenders’ risk to reoffend while at the same time establishing what treatment goals need to be set to reduce an offender’s risk.

· VRS aims to integrate four goals into one risk-assessment tool: (1) assess risk to reoffend, (2) identify which aspects of an offender need to be targeted in treatment to reduce the risk, (3) determine whether the offender is in denial about or receptive to changing the aspects that lead him into crime, and (4) measure whether these charges have occurred once treatment is completed.

· Protective factors are factors that mitigate or reduce the likelihood of antisocial acts or violence in high-risk offenders. 

· The following factors have been identified as protective factors: prosocial involvement, strong social supports, positive social orientation, strong attachments and intelligence.

· The most commonly used test was the Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory, used by 87% of the psychologists.

· Potential reason why is that the newer instruments have not been part of the training programs for psychologists. 

· In Canada, decisions to release forensic patients are strongly related to recommendations by clinicians, and reports by clinicians about treatments made by sex offenders. 

· Patients who caused few institutional problems, who were compliant with medication, who were more physically attractive, and who has less serious criminal histories were more likely to be recommended by the clinician for transfer. 

Chapter 13
· Female offenders are often described as the forgotten minority. 

· One of the reasons is that few females commit crime.

· Much of the controversy is Canada surrounding female offenders has resolved around the issue of placements. The first federal prison for women in Canada was opened in 1934 in Kingston, Ontario. 

· It was then replaced by 5 regional facilities, including an Aboriginal healing lodge.
· These new facilities did not have the capability to manage maximum-security women.

· Prison sentences for men tend to be longer than for women.

· More men are serving federal sentences for violent offences, whereas women are more likely to be incarcerates for serious drug offences.

· The higher cost associated with keeping females incarcerated are due to their low numbers. 

· There is an overrepresentation of Aboriginals in the criminal justice system, particularly among women, representing 31% of all federally incarcerated women.

· Aboriginal women offenders 76% are more likely to be serving a federal sentence for a violence offence than non aboriginal women offenders.

· Early theories believed that the biological constitution of women was incompatible with crime, and that in order for a woman to commit a crime, she was assumed to have a biological abnormality.
· Alder (1975) attributed the increase in female crime to the women’s liberation movement and they began to emulate male criminal behaviours. 

· This new crime wave is called shady aspect of liberation. However, research has failed to support Adler’s theory.

· Relational theory: a theory that emphasizes the role of the relationships in women’s overall lives and functioning and claims this role is more central for women than men. 

· Feminist pathways research: a theory asserting that childhood victimization/abuse is the main reason behind criminal behaviour in girls and women.

· This theory posits that abuse or neglect leads to coping behaviours, including substance abuse and running away from home, which in turn lead to criminal behaviour through feelings of worthlessness or distress and unhealthy attitudes towards other or through simple survival strategies while living on the streets. 

· Another pathway to female crime is through coercion by an abusive partner.

· About two-thirds of women offenders are mothers, with most being the sole supporters of their children. Compared with male offenders, females offenders are more likely to be victims of physical and sexual abuse, to engage in suicidal and self-injurious behaviours, to have less extensive criminal histories, and to have elevated rates of mental disorders.
· Female offenders had substantially higher rates of mental disorder than women in the general population and slightly higher rates as compared to federal males offenders. In both male and female offenders, common disorders included antisocial personality disorder, alcohol abuse, and drug abuse. 

· The most common mental disorders in women offenders include substance abuse, post-traumatic stress disorder, and major depression. There are also high levels of personality disorders. 
· High degrees of continuity between childhood victimization and adult victimization.

· Many of the static risk factors associated with recidivism in men, such as criminal history and age, are also predictors with women.

· Dynamic risk factors for women and men include substance abuse, antisocial attitudes, and antisocial associates. 

· Evidence also suggests that women have further risk factors, such as a history or self-injury or attempted suicide and self-esteem problems. Female offenders reoffend at a lower rate than do male offenders.
· Positive relationships have been found to be particularly predictive of success in women offenders. 

· Lower prevalence of psychopathy in women.

· Each year in Canada, about 15 men are killed by their partner.

· Self-defence: the principle that if you are attacked, you should be able to take reasonable actions to defend yourself.

· Self-defence requires that at the time of the murder the person should have a reasonable apprehension of death or serious bodily injury and that equal force or the least amount of force be used to repel the threat.

· Battered woman syndrome: a collection of symptoms and behaviours believed to be common to women who have experienced chronic and severe intimate abuse. 
· The two key components of BWS that are often presentation by court experts include learned helplessness and the cycle-of-violence theory.

· Learned helplessness: a learned passive and withdrawing response to events in which the person perceives he or she has little control.

· Cycle-of-violence theory: the theory that within intimate violence, there is a tension-building phase, and acute battering act phase, and a contribution phase. 

· According to the cycle-of-violence theory, there are three phases of abuse. During the tension-building phase, there is minor verbal or physical abuse. The woman often attempts to appease the batterer by changing her behaviour. The acute battering act phase involves physical or sexual assault, followed by apologies and promises to change in the contribution phase. The cycle repeats itself often, with the violence becoming more severe and the contribution phase becoming shorter and sometimes disappearing. 
· Jury simulation studies have found hat expert testimony about BWS is associated with more lenient verdicts regardless of whether the woman is described as passive or active.

· Although battered women who kill have attempted to use the self-defence plea usually they are not successful.

· Enormous variability in the sentences given, ranging from four years’ probation to life in prison.

· The turning point for these women is that most of them reported that there was a change in the pattern or severity of violence.

· Battered women who killed were more likely (1) to have dropped out high school, (2) to have a history of childhood sexual abuse, (3) to have a poor employment history, (4) to have cohabited with the partner, (5) to have attempted suicide, (6) to have a history of drug problems, and (7) to have access to a gun.

· In federal women offenders the two most prevalent criminogenic needs were substance abuse and emotional problems.

· Stronger treatment effects were found for programs that targeted high-risk as compared to low-risk offenders that provided treatment of criminogenic needs as compared with noncriminogenic needs, and that used cognitive-behavioural interventions as compared to nonbehavioural interventions.

· High rates of borderline personality disorder are observed in female offenders.

· Dialectical behaviour therapy: therapy designed to treat borderline personality disordered patients.

· DBT is designed to obtain a balance between acceptance of one’s current capabilities and the development of new coping skills. 

