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Abstract
Women are the fastest growing population in federal prison in Canada.
Women’s incarceration has significant implications for families, as approxi-
mately two-thirds have children who face intergenerational trauma, risk of
criminalization, and health concerns. The Correctional Services Canada
Mother Child Program allows children up to age six to live with their incar-
cerated mothers. Publicly available information about outcomes associated
with the program is scarce, including the number of participants. Using
data from 2000–2020 acquired through an Access to Information and
Privacy request, this article presents descriptive statistics about the program.
Findings indicate the program is underused, and associated outcomes are
under-researched.
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Introduction

Women are the fastest growing population in prisons in Canada, with the
number of federally sentenced women increasing 16.3% from 2010 to
2019 (Public Safety Canada, 2019). Women are a small subset of the
total incarcerated population, representing 6% of federally sentenced
people (Correctional Services Canada, (CSC), 2019). Federal prisoners
have received a sentence of two years or more, whereas those in provincial
institutions are either in pre-trial custody or have a sentence of less than 2
years. Incarcerated people have complex social and health histories
including childhood abuse, sexual trauma, PTSD, substance use disorder,
mental illness, chronic illness, and infectious disease (Kouyoumdjian
et al., 2016). They also experience high rates of unemployment, low edu-
cational attainment, and low literacy (Mahony et al., 2017). Women’s
incarceration has significant implications for families, as approximately
two-thirds are mothers (Mallicoat, 2014) with an average of four children
(Kouyoumdjian et al., 2016). These children face intergenerational trauma
(Mussell, 2020), and risk criminalization themselves (Withers & Folsom,
2008), as well as multiple health concerns and premature death (Centre for
Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), 2019; Felitti et al., 1998).

In 1990, the Taskforce on the Future of Federally Sentenced Women
(TFFSW) released a report called Creating Choices that called for the cre-
ation of environments appropriate for children to live with their mothers
(TFFSW, 1990). Formally implemented across the federal system in
2001 and governed by Commissioner’s Directive 768 (CD-768), the
stated purpose of CSC’s Mother Child Program (MCP) is “to foster posi-
tive relationships between women incarcerated in women offender institu-
tions and units and their children and to provide a supportive environment
that promotes stability and continuity for the mother-child relationship”
(CSC, 2020, p. 1). Mothers who have not been convicted of an offense
against a child, are classified as minimum or medium security risk, and
have children up to the age of six may apply (CSC, 2020). Program sup-
porters point to evidence that keeping mothers and children together pre-
vents psychological, physiological and developmental harm to the child
(The Collaborating Centre for Prison Health and Education, 2015).
Abolitionist theorists would counter that prisons are high-risk environ-
ments, with elevated risks of disease transmission, injury and death, and
the high cost of operating prison programs such as the MCP displaces
funding that could be directed towards community-based solutions
(Critical Resistance-INCITE, 2003; Davis, 2003; Kaba, 2021; Gilmore,
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2007). Publicly available information about outcomes associated with the
federal MCP is scarce, including the number of program participants. This
article begins to illuminate MCP participation.

Commissioner’s Directive (CD) 768 sets out the responsibilities, eligibility,
requirements and processes for the MCP (CSC, 2020). Each of the six federal
facilities for women has anMCP (Table 1). There is also a small 28-bed healing
lodge for federally sentenced women that opened in 2011 and is operated by
Native Counselling Services Alberta (Native Counselling Services Alberta,
n.d.). In 2014, CSC added 114 minimum security beds to its facilities for
women, and 15 new rooms specifically for the MCP (The Canadian Press,
2014).

There is one provincial facility with an MCP at the Alouette Correctional
Centre for Women in Maple Ridge, BC. ACCW is a large facility with capac-
ity for 315 women (Paynter, Bagg, et al., 2020). From 2004–2008, 12 women
gave birth while incarcerated and kept their infants with them. In 2008, the
province closed the program, which prompted a constitutional challenge by
several of the women. In 2013, British Columbia Supreme Court Justice
Carol Ross ruled that restricting mothers and babies from being together vio-
lated the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms (Inglis v BC, 2013). Since
the program reopened in 2014, there have been two participants (Minister for
Public Safety and Solicitor General Corrections Branch, 2016). No other
province has started a program.

In 2019, the OCI, the ombudsperson for federally incarcerated people,
stated that 125 applications to the MCP had ever been submitted, and of
those, 108 were successful (Canadian Friends Service Committee, 2019).
Considering that, on average, 701 women are federally incarcerated on a
given day (Public Safety, 2019), and approximately two-thirds of them are
mothers, the number of applications is strikingly low. In this article we
examine available data on MCP participation in Canada.

Literature Review

In an international policy review, Robertson (2012) found most countries
around the world allow children to live with their mothers in prison.
However, the infrastructure, program elements, and eligibility requirements
of MCPs varied considerably around the world. Some prisons locate the
MCP in a separate unit from the general population, as is the case for most
of the MCPs in England. In New Zealand, mothers and children live together
in special facilities called “self care units” (Robertson, 2012, p. 22).
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Describing the MCP in an Italian prison, Candelori and Del Rossi (2007)
write: “The “nursery” has all the features of a prison ward: barred
windows, steel doors, locks, gates with iron bars. Even the garden-courtyard
is surrounded by a high fence.” (p. 61). In some of the federal prisons for
women in Canada, MCP participants live apart from the general population
in the Minimum-Security Unit, an apartment-building-style facility outside
the gates (Paynter, 2021). Some jurisdictions include day care centers, such
as the Ohio Reformatory for Women (Inskeep, 2008). The Creating
Choices report in Canada called for daycare in the prisons (Task Force on
Federally Sentenced Women, 1990), but in the long term this did not
materialize.

Most jurisdictions place age restrictions on child eligibility. In Germany
children can live full-time inside until they are school-age or about 5 years
old (Robertson, 2012). In the US, the United Kingdom and many programs
on continental Europe, the age restrictions are much earlier, around 18
months. Black et al. (2004) have criticized age limits as arbitrary and
without grounding in evidence.

There are a few studies of how MCP participation supports mothers in
maintaining long term custody of their children. In their US-based case-
control study, Pimlott Kubiak et al. (2010) found that a greater proportion
of children of the MCP intervention group had contact with child protection
services (CPS) than in the control group. In a study of 100 infants in an MCP,
Byrne et al. (2012) found the most common reasons for a child to be separated
from their mother after participation was due to the child being removed by
CPS or the child reaching the program age limit. Among the children in the
French study by Blanchard et al. (2018), at discharge from the program,
40% of the children were removed from their mothers by CPS. As Haney
(2013) explains, “what began as a promising alternative to punishment
morphed into its own form of power and control” (p.107).

Canada

The federal MCP in Canada is decidedly under-researched. Paynter, Jefferies,
et al. (2020) published a scoping review of the health outcomes associated
with participation in MCPs around the world. The review included 27
studies; however, the authors did not find any relevant studies in Canada.
A small number of social science and law articles did examine barriers to
MCP participation in Canada. Brennan (2014) found declining participation
in the MCP from 2001–2012 to be related to: 1) changes to MCP eligibility
criteria enacted in 2008 that made participation more exclusive; 2) over-
crowding in the prison facilities, a result of increasing incarceration of
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women; 3) limitations of the physical prison environment and 4) the increas-
ingly punitive nature of corrections.

Miller (2017) considers how CSC policies and practices create barriers to
MCP participation for Indigenous women. The Custody Rating Scale used in
security classification includes factors such as “employment, marital status,
family situation, associates, social interaction, substance abuse, community
functioning, personal and emotional orientation and attitude” (Miller, 2017,
p. 12). People with higher security classification are excluded from potentially
helpful programs such as the MCP and experiences of colonial harm result in
elevated classification among Indigenous women. Further, Miller asserts that
Indigenous women are less likely to accept the involvement of CPS, a require-
ment for MCP participation, because Indigenous children are more likely to be
removed from their families. It is estimated that 52.2% of children in care under
the age of 14 are Indigenous (Government of Canada, 2020). Fayter and Payne
(2017) recount the story of a federally incarcerated woman at Grand Valley
Institution who wanted to participate in theMCP. Despite “being a model pris-
oner” (p.16), and having received approval from the CPS, she was consistently
denied the necessary security reclassification required.

In general, the literature review documents a lack of evidence or theory
governing the programs and a lack of comparative analysis between programs
to determine best practices. The assumption that the MCP in Canada promotes
mother-child connections should be scrutinized in the long-term.

Method

As part of a larger program of research to examine maternal and reproductive
health services for individuals incarcerated in prisons for women in Canada,
this article presents the quantitative findings about MCP participation. This
program of research uses a theoretical framework of feminist abolition
(Critical Resistance-INCITE, 2003; Davis, 2003; Davis et al., 2022;
Paynter et al., 2022). A feminist abolitionist lens critically assesses how
prisons produce harm, considers alternative approaches to prisons to
address social harms, and rejects the conclusion that prisons can resolve gen-
dered violence.

Data Acquisition

In 2018, we submitted an Access to Information and Privacy (ATIP) request
to CSC for information regarding participation in the federal MCP from 2001
to the present (Set A and B). In July 2020, we submitted an ATIP request for
information about MCP participants during the first wave of the COVID 19
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pandemic (Set C). In late 2019, we received two data sets stemming from our
first request: Set A included data from 2000–2015, and Set B from 2012–
2019. We communicated with representatives from CSC’s ATIP department
by email and telephone to clarify information and terms used in the data set.
We received Set C in September 2020. This data set includes April to August
10, 2020. We performed basic descriptive statistical analysis on the available
data in each set using Excel.

Description of Data Sets

Set A was reportedly inputted by hand. Set B was drawn from the Offender
Management System (OMS), a computerized case file management system
used by CSC, on January 27, 2019. Set A and B overlapped for 2012–2015.
There were discrepancies between the sets for years 2013–2015. We removed
entries for years 2013–2015 from data Set A. The last year of data for Set B
(2019) was only for January. Only data Set A tracks whether a participant used
theprogramonapart-timeor full-timebasis.Only setBhas information about par-
ticipant Indigenous or non-Indigenous identity, and the amount of time in custody.

Results

Number of Participants

Both Set A and Set B have 67 participants in each. However, because of the
overlap for 2012, there were 133 participants in the MCP program in total
over 19 years. When Set B was pulled on January 27, 2019, there were 21
people flagged as active participants, of which five were still incarcerated.
The others were on parole or had been released at their statutory release date.

In Set A, Joliette (QC) had themost participants (31) and Edmonton (AB) the
least (1). In Set B, Edmonton had the most (21) and Fraser Valley (BC) the least
(6). To put this in perspective, we include the (current) maximum capacity for
number of women that can be incarcerated in each facility in Table 1.
Participation was higher in Set B than Set A in all institutions except Joliette
and Okimah Ochi. Participation generally fell over the course of Set A and
rose over the course of Set B. This is in keeping with Brennan’s (2014) analysis
that eligibility became more restrictive in 2008, reducing participation, and then
additional beds were created in 2014 to improve participation. In Set A, there
was an average of 5.2 new participants per year, and in Set B, the mean was
9.6. There were more new participants in 2016 (22) than any other year (See
Figure 1). In total over the 20 years, Joliette (40), OkimawOhci (27) and
Edmonton Institution for Women (22) had the most participants.
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Set C includes eight participants across four of the institutions: Nova (1),
Joliette (2), Grand Valley (1) and Fraser Valley (4). There were no partici-
pants at Edmonton Institution for Women or Okimaw Ohci. Information
was not provided regarding Buffalo Sage.

Length of Participation

Length of participation in Set A ranged from 0 to 1,513 days; in Set B, from 4
to 1201 days. The mean days of participation were 168.3 days for Set A and
241.8 days for Set B. In both Set A and Set B, six people participated for less
than a week’s time.

Only Set B included the amount of time in years that each participant spent
incarcerated. Fifty-six of the 67 (84%) of Set B participants were no longer
incarcerated on January 27, 2019. Of those who had been released, they
had served an average of 1.1 years in custody.

Discussion

This article is part of a series of research papers pertaining to the sexual, repro-
ductive and maternal health of people experiencing incarceration in prisons
for women in Canada (Paynter, Jefferies, et al., 2020; Paynter, Bagg, et al.,

Figure 1. New admissions to MCP 2000-2018. Note: 2019 is excluded as incomplete
results were provided for the year.
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2020; Paynter et al., 2019 and Paynter et al., 2021). In our analysis, we use a
feminist abolitionist framework (Critical Resistance-INCITE, 2003; Davis,
2003; Davis et al., 2022; Parkes, 2021; Paynter et al., 2022) critical of the sug-
gestion that bringing children into prisons can resolve the problems of
mother-child separation caused by the increasing incarceration of women.
Not only is MCP participation under-researched, but there is little known
about how many children are affected by parental incarceration in Canada.
Their numbers are not tracked by Statistics Canada, CSC, or The Office of
the Correctional Investigator (OCI). A case review of written sentencing deci-
sions across the country in 2016 found not one mention of the Best Interests of
the Child (Canadian Friends Service Committee, 2018). There is a need to
address these information gaps, beginning with counting the children who
are with their mothers in Canadian prisons.

From 2005–2015, the number of new participants in the MCP was very
low, between 1 and 6 per year across all federal institutions. As Fayter and
Payne (2017) point out, the MCP became less accessible under Prime
Minister Stephen Harper’s Conservative federal government, in power from
2006–2015. For some institutions, such as Edmonton, there was only a
single participant during that time. Participation overall increased in recent
years, but it fell at Joliette and Okimaw Ohci in Set B when compared to
Set A.

There is no connection between size of facility or security levels in the
facility with numbers of participants in the MCP (See Table 1). Most facilities
have minimum, medium, and maximum-security sections. Policies across the
facilities do not differ; all are subject to the same federal Commissioner’s
Directives and the Corrections and Conditional Release Act (1992).

Unlike Set A, which tracked the children, Set B tracks the mothers. As a
result, we do not know how many children participate in Set B, as a
mother may have more than one child with her, such as twins or a toddler
and an infant. It is not necessary for participants to be pregnant and give
birth while federally incarcerated. Furthermore, because it is the mothers
that are flagged as participants, they may be entered into the program while
pregnant, before the child is born. This obscures whether the child gets to par-
ticipate at all, as the child may be removed from the mother’s care at birth.

Indigenous identity is based on self-report. Although more granular data
about self-reported race is collected by CSC, it was not available through
ATIP. Information about participants’ identity as Indigenous or
Non-Indigenous is not available for Set A. In Set B, 32.8% of participants iden-
tified as Indigenous. The most recent statistics show that 50% of federally
incarcerated women identify as Indigenous (OCI, 2021). Indigenous women
are underrepresented in the MCP, in keeping with Miller’s (2017) analysis
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that racism and colonialism impact security level classification and program
eligibility. Although the proportion of incarcerated women who identify as
Indigenous has increased every year over the time period covered in Set B,
the proportion of MCP participants who identified as Indigenous varied from
as low as 0% in 2012 and 2014 to as high as 56% in 2017.

Although only Set A tracked full versus part time participation, and time
“in the program”, the number of days the child stays with their mother is
not tracked. Mothers participating part-time could have their children with
them every weekend, or only a few times a year. CSC representatives
explained that it is also possible a mother was flagged as participating if
her child came for a visit once. This is perhaps the explanation for participants
with less than a week of participation.

Only Set B included information about the percent of sentence served and
type of release. From Set B, we could discern that, for those participants who
were paroled, they had spent an average of 1.1 years in custody. This is
enough time to seriously disrupt their lives and leads to the question as to
what purpose is served by incarcerating this population at all.

In the middle of our analysis, in March 2020, researchers, volunteers and
visitors were largely locked out of federal facilities due to COVID-19.
Advocacy organizations and academics around the world called for decarcer-
ation measures to prevent COVID-19 infections in prisons. This had little
impact at the federal level in Canada. Outbreaks occurred in federal prisons
across the country, including a large outbreak at Joliette Institution for
Women (CSC, 2021; Thomas, 2020). Early in the pandemic, it became appar-
ent that pregnant people were at greater risk of contracting COVID-19 and
that COVID-19 was associated with increased risk of adverse birth outcomes
including prematurity (CDC, 2021). Pregnant people experiencing incarcera-
tion faced compounding risks, a context not only stressful for those inside the
institutions but for their family members in community (Germano, 2020).
Despite this, Set C shows 8 women had their children with them in prison
during the first wave of COVID-19.

In the context of a global pandemic and frequent prison outbreaks, the
appropriateness of incarcerating children with their mothers can be called
into question. Goshin (2015) has identified longstanding concerns with
MCPs as a response to maternal incarceration, including the invisibility of chil-
dren within the larger prison infrastructure, that the Best Interests of the Child
(United Nations, 1989) and carceral policies do not align, and the lack of
evidence-based guidelines to direct best practices. Some suggested alternatives
to MCPs include “electronic tagging” such as ankle bracelets (Castello, 2015);
and house arrest, as is used in Italy and Brazil for pregnant women and mothers
of children under the age of 12 (Law Library of Congress, 2015). These
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approaches continue the carceral functions of confinement and surveillance.
Supportive community-based housing models may be an alternative (Goshin,
2015). In France, alternatives must always be considered before the incarcera-
tion of pregnant women or mothers of young children (Blanchard et al., 2018).

Limitations

There are several limitations to our findings and the MCP data. It is a require-
ment of the United Nations Minimum Standards for the Treatment of Women
Prisoners (United Nations, 2011) that a comprehensive health history includ-
ing numbers of children be collected on a woman’s admission to custody.
CSC does not collect this information or data regarding maternal health out-
comes such as gestational complications, breastfeeding, or peripartum depres-
sion. These data gaps impede any evaluation of the MCP, and any
assessments of whether it improves or worsens these outcomes.

CSC representatives expressed concerns about the accuracy of the data in both
Set A and B. However, there are no alternative sources for this information. The
CanadianAssociation of Elizabeth Fry Societies, the national advocacy organiza-
tion for people incarceratedin federal prisons forwomen, does not keep track. The
OCI relies on data provided by CSC for its reports. Despite its limitations, infor-
mation directly from CSC is the best available. It is unclear why our data set
includes more participants than were reported by the OCI in 2019, as the OCI
receives data for its reports from CSC. This discrepancy speaks to the general
lack of attention to clear, consistent, reporting about this program.

Because the data are collected by flagging the day each new participant
enters the program, there is no accurate picture of how many participants par-
ticipated per year, but rather how many new people participated per year. Of
the 67 entries in Set B, we found three instances where two participants had
the exact same amount of time served in custody, to the third decimal point.
While it is possible two unique individuals served such exactly similar
amounts of time, it is unlikely. It is more likely that in these three instances
one individual was entered twice in the system. For instance, if they were
released and then were re-incarcerated, or moved from one institution to
another, this would be captured as a new flagged start time.

Conclusion

Participation in the MCP in Canada over the past two decades was strikingly
infrequent, averaging approximately 7 new participants in total each year.
Despite the staggering increase in the numbers of federally incarcerated
women over this time, MCP participation did not similarly increase. A
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disproportionately low number of Indigenous women participate in the MCP.
Lack of high-quality data collection about participants, both mothers and chil-
dren, hinders evaluation of the program. Considering the low numbers of par-
ticipants, inadequacy of data for monitoring and evaluation of the MCP, not to
mention the impact of COVID-19 on prisons across the country and around
the world, there is an urgent need to re-evaluate the role of MCP and to con-
sider investment in community-based alternatives.

Acknowledgements

Paynter would like to thank Clare Heggie and Sydney Keefe for research assistance.
Paynter received doctoral funding from the Pierre Elliot Trudeau Foundation, the
Canadian Institutes of Health Research Banting-Best Doctoral Scholarship, The
Killam Laureate pre-doctoral funding program, the Canadian Nurses Foundation,
the IWK Health Centre, and Dalhousie University.

Declaration of Conflicting Interests

The author(s) declared no potential conflicts of interest with respect to the research,
authorship, and/or publication of this article. The first author served as a volunteer
with a prisoner rights organization.

Funding

The author(s) received no financial support for the research, authorship, and/or publi-
cation of this article

References

Black, D., Payne, H., Landsown, R., & Gregoire, A. (2004). Babies behind bars revis-
ited. Archives of Disease in Childhood, 89(10), 896–898. https://doi.org/10.1136/
adc.2003.037382

Blanchard, A., Bébin, L., Leroux, S., Roussey, M., Horel, M. A., Desforges, M., Page,
I., Bidet, Y., & Balençon, M. (2018). Les nourrissons vivant auprès de leur mère
incarcérée au centre pénitentiaire des femmes de Rennes entre 1998 et 2013.
Constats et perspectives [Infants living with their mothers in the Rennes,
France, prison for women between 1998 and 2013. Facts and perspectives].
Archives de pediatrie: organe officiel de la Societefrancaise de pediatrie, 25(1),
28–34. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arcped.2017.11.016

Brennan, S. (2014). Canada’s mother-child program: Examining its emergence, usage,
and current state. Canadian Graduate Journal of Sociology and Criminology,
3(1), 11. https://doi/org/10.15353/cgjsc-rcessc.v3i1.84

Byrne, M. W., Goshin, L., & Blanchard-Lewis, B. (2012). Maternal separations during
the reentry years for 100 infants raised in a prison nursery. Family Court Review,
50(1), 77–90. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-1617.2011.01430.x

Paynter et al. 621

https://doi.org/10.1136/adc.2003.037382
https://doi.org/10.1136/adc.2003.037382
https://doi.org/10.1136/adc.2003.037382
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arcped.2017.11.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arcped.2017.11.016
https://doi/org/10.15353/cgjsc-rcessc.v3i1.84
https://doi/org/10.15353/cgjsc-rcessc.v3i1.84
https://doi/org/10.15353/cgjsc-rcessc.v3i1.84
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-1617.2011.01430.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-1617.2011.01430.x


Canadian Friends Service Committee (2018). Considering the Best Interests of the
Child when Sentencing Parents in Canada. https://quakerservice.ca/wp-content/
uploads/2018/12/Considering-the-Best-Interests-of-the-Child-when-Sentencing-
Parents-in-Canada.pdf.

Canadian Friends Service Committee (2019). Breaking the Silence: Dialogue on
Children of Incarcerated Parents. https://quakerservice.ca/wp-content/uploads/
2019/05/Breaking-the-Silence-Report-2019.pdf.

Candelori, C., & Del Rossi, M. (2007). An experience of infant observation in a prison.
International Journal of Infant Observation and Its Applications, 10(1), 56–59.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13698030701234707

Castello, C. (2015). Femme et mère en prison, une réalité difficile [Woman and mother
in prison, a difficult reality]. Soins. Pediatrie, Puericulture, 36(287), 16–19.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.spp.2015.09.002

Centres for Disease Control and Prevention (2021). Pregnant People: At increased risk
for severe illness from COVID-19. https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/
need-extra-precautions/pregnant-people.html.

Centres for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) (2019). Preventing Adverse
Childhood Experiences (ACEs): Leveraging the Best Available Evidence.
https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/pdf/preventingACES.pdf.

Correctional Service Canada (2019). Statistics and research on women offenders.
https://www.csc-scc.gc.ca/women/002002-0008-en.shtml.

Correctional Service Canada (2020). Commissioner’s Directive 768 Institutional
Mother-ChildProgram. https://www.csc-scc.gc.ca/politiques-et-lois/768-cd en.shtml.

Correctional Service Canada (2021). Testing of inmates in federal correctional institu-
tions for COVID-19. https://www.csc-scc.gc.ca/001/006/001006-1014-en.shtml.

Critical Resistance-INCITE (2003). Critical resistance-incite! statement on gender vio-
lence and the prison-industrial complex. Social Justice, 30(3 (93)), 141–150.

Critical Resistance, -Incite! (2003). Statement on gender violence and the prison-
industrial complex. Social Justice, 30(3), 141–150. http://www.jstor.org/stable/
29768215.

Davis, A. Y. (2003). Are Prisons Obsolete? Seven Stories Press.
Davis, A. Y., Dent, G., Meiners, E. R., & Ritchie, B. (2022). Abolition. Feminism.

Now. Haymarket Books.
Fayter, R., & Payne, S. (2017). The impact of the conservative punishment agenda on

federally sentenced women and priorities for social change. Journal of Prisoners
on Prisons, 26(1-2), 10–30. https://uottawa.scholarsportal.info/ottawa/index.php/
jpp/article/view/2234

Felitti, V. J., Anda, R. F., Nordenberg, D., Williamson, D. F., Spitz, A. M., Edwards,
V., Koss, M. P., & Marks, J. S. (1998). Relationship of childhood abuse and
household dysfunction to many of the leading causes of death in adults. The
adverse childhood experiences (ACE) study. American Journal of Preventive
Medicine, 14(4), 245–258. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0749-3797(98)00017-8

Germano, D. (2020). ‘Do something now:’ Inmate’s wife calls for release of non-violent
offenders. CTV News. https://www.ctvnews.ca/health/coronavirus/do-something-
now-inmate-s-wife-calls-for-release-of-non-violent-offenders-1.4873142

622 The Prison Journal 102(5)

https://quakerservice.ca/wp-content/uploads/2018/12/Considering-the-Best-Interests-of-the-Child-when-Sentencing-Parents-in-Canada.pdf
https://quakerservice.ca/wp-content/uploads/2018/12/Considering-the-Best-Interests-of-the-Child-when-Sentencing-Parents-in-Canada.pdf
https://quakerservice.ca/wp-content/uploads/2018/12/Considering-the-Best-Interests-of-the-Child-when-Sentencing-Parents-in-Canada.pdf
https://quakerservice.ca/wp-content/uploads/2018/12/Considering-the-Best-Interests-of-the-Child-when-Sentencing-Parents-in-Canada.pdf
https://quakerservice.ca/wp-content/uploads/2019/05/Breaking-the-Silence-Report-2019.pdf
https://quakerservice.ca/wp-content/uploads/2019/05/Breaking-the-Silence-Report-2019.pdf
https://quakerservice.ca/wp-content/uploads/2019/05/Breaking-the-Silence-Report-2019.pdf
https://quakerservice.ca/wp-content/uploads/2019/05/Breaking-the-Silence-Report-2019.pdf
https://quakerservice.ca/wp-content/uploads/2019/05/Breaking-the-Silence-Report-2019.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/13698030701234707
https://doi.org/10.1080/13698030701234707
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.spp.2015.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.spp.2015.09.002
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/need-extra-precautions/pregnant-people.html
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/need-extra-precautions/pregnant-people.html
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/need-extra-precautions/pregnant-people.html
https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/pdf/preventingACES.pdf
https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/pdf/preventingACES.pdf
https://www.csc-scc.gc.ca/women/002002-0008-en.shtml
https://www.csc-scc.gc.ca/women/002002-0008-en.shtml
https://www.csc-scc.gc.ca/politiques-et-lois/768-cd en.shtml
https://www.csc-scc.gc.ca/politiques-et-lois/768-cd en.shtml
https://www.csc-scc.gc.ca/001/006/001006-1014-en.shtml
https://www.csc-scc.gc.ca/001/006/001006-1014-en.shtml
http://www.jstor.org/stable/29768215.
http://www.jstor.org/stable/29768215.
https://uottawa.scholarsportal.info/ottawa/index.php/jpp/article/view/2234
https://uottawa.scholarsportal.info/ottawa/index.php/jpp/article/view/2234
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0749-3797(98)00017-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0749-3797(98)00017-8
https://www.ctvnews.ca/health/coronavirus/do-something-now-inmate-s-wife-calls-for-release-of-non-violent-offenders-1.4873142
https://www.ctvnews.ca/health/coronavirus/do-something-now-inmate-s-wife-calls-for-release-of-non-violent-offenders-1.4873142
https://www.ctvnews.ca/health/coronavirus/do-something-now-inmate-s-wife-calls-for-release-of-non-violent-offenders-1.4873142


Gilmore, R. W. (2007). Golden Gulag: Prisons, Surplus, Crisis and Opposition in
Globalizing California. University of California Press.

Goshin, L. S. (2015). Ethnographic assessment of an alternative to incarceration for
women with minor children. American Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 85(5), 469–
482. https://doi.org/10.1037/ort0000097

Government of Canada (1992). Corrections and Conditional Release Act (S.C. 1992,
c. 20). https://laws-lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/acts/c-44.6/.

Government of Canada (2020). Reducing the number of Indigenous children in care.
https://www.sac-isc.gc.ca/eng/1541187352297/1541187392851.

Haney, L. (2013). Motherhood as punishment: The case of parenting in prison. Signs:
Journal of Women in Culture and Society, 39(1), 105–130. https://doi.org/10.
1086/670815

Inglis v. British Columbia (Minister of Public Safety) (2013). BCSC 2309.
Inskeep, S. (2008). In Ohio, Inmate Mothers Care For Babies In Prison. NPR. https://

www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=93548405
Kaba, M. (2021). We Do This ‘Til We Free Us: Abolitionist Organizing and

Transforming Justice. Haymarket Books.
Kouyoumdjian, F., Schuler, A., Matheson, F. I., & Hwang, S. W. (2016). Health status

of prisoners in Canada: Narrative review. Canadian Family Physician Medecin de
Famille Canadien, 62(3), 215–222. https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/
PMC4984599/

Law Library of Congress (2015). Laws on Children Residing with Parents in Prison.
https://www.loc.gov/law/help/children-residing-with-parents-in-prison/children-
residing-with-parents-in-prison.pdf.

Mahony, T. H., Jacob, J., & Hobson, H. (2017).Women and the Criminal Justice System.
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/en/pub/89-503-x/2015001/article/14785-eng.pdf?
st=OTZBFteQ.

Mallicoat, S. L. (2014). Women and Crime: A Text/Reader. Sage Publications Inc.
Miller, K. (2017). Canada’s mother-child program and incarcerated aboriginal mothers:

How and why the program is inaccessible to aboriginal female offenders. Canadian
Family LawQuarterly, 37(1), 1–23. https://www.proquest.com/docview/1989174450

Minister for Public Safety and Solicitor General Corrections Branch (2016). Briefing
Note [Issue: Mother Child Programs]. https://drive.google.com/file/d/
1zKfnoT99kMYeq4wEHyCK9793H0pFpfRt/view.

Mussell, L. (2020). Intergenerational imprisonment: Resistance and resilience in indig-
enous communities. Journal of Law and Social Policy, 33, 15–37. https://
digitalcommons.osgoode.yorku.ca/jlsp/vol33/iss1/2/

Native Counselling Services of Alberta (n.d.). Buffalo Sage Wellness House. http://
www.ncsa.ca/programs/corrections/buffalo-sage-wellness-house/.

Office of the Correctional Investigator (2021). Proportion of IndigenousWomen in Federal
Custody Nears 50%. https://www.oci-bec.gc.ca/cnt/comm/press/press20211217-
eng.aspxIndigenous.

Parkes, D. (2021). StartingWith Life:Murder Sentencing andFeminist PrisonAbolitionist
Praxis in Building Abolition: Decarceration and Social Justice. Routledge.

Paynter et al. 623

https://doi.org/10.1037/ort0000097
https://doi.org/10.1037/ort0000097
https://laws-lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/acts/c-44.6/
https://laws-lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/acts/c-44.6/
https://www.sac-isc.gc.ca/eng/1541187352297/1541187392851
https://www.sac-isc.gc.ca/eng/1541187352297/1541187392851
https://doi.org/10.1086/670815
https://doi.org/10.1086/670815
https://doi.org/10.1086/670815
https://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=93548405
https://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=93548405
https://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=93548405
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4984599/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4984599/
https://www.loc.gov/law/help/children-residing-with-parents-in-prison/children-residing-with-parents-in-prison.pdf
https://www.loc.gov/law/help/children-residing-with-parents-in-prison/children-residing-with-parents-in-prison.pdf
https://www.loc.gov/law/help/children-residing-with-parents-in-prison/children-residing-with-parents-in-prison.pdf
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/en/pub/89-503-x/2015001/article/14785-eng.pdf?st=OTZBFteQ
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/en/pub/89-503-x/2015001/article/14785-eng.pdf?st=OTZBFteQ
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/en/pub/89-503-x/2015001/article/14785-eng.pdf?st=OTZBFteQ
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/en/pub/89-503-x/2015001/article/14785-eng.pdf?st=OTZBFteQ
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/en/pub/89-503-x/2015001/article/14785-eng.pdf?st=OTZBFteQ
https://www.proquest.com/docview/1989174450
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1zKfnoT99kMYeq4wEHyCK9793H0pFpfRt/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1zKfnoT99kMYeq4wEHyCK9793H0pFpfRt/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1zKfnoT99kMYeq4wEHyCK9793H0pFpfRt/view
https://digitalcommons.osgoode.yorku.ca/jlsp/vol33/iss1/2/
https://digitalcommons.osgoode.yorku.ca/jlsp/vol33/iss1/2/
http://www.ncsa.ca/programs/corrections/buffalo-sage-wellness-house/
http://www.ncsa.ca/programs/corrections/buffalo-sage-wellness-house/
http://www.ncsa.ca/programs/corrections/buffalo-sage-wellness-house/
https://www.oci-bec.gc.ca/cnt/comm/press/press20211217-eng.aspxIndigenous
https://www.oci-bec.gc.ca/cnt/comm/press/press20211217-eng.aspxIndigenous


Paynter, M. (2021). Reproductive (In)Justice in Canadian Federal Prisons for Women.
https://ac935091-bf76-4969-8249-ae3a107fca23.filesusr.com/ugd/d2d30e_13d22f
66c3eb41449c2e52c519913b35.pdf.

Paynter,M., Heggie, C.,McKibbon, S.,Martin-Misener, R., Iftene, A., &TomblinMurphy,
G. (2021). Sexual and reproductive health outcomes among incarcerated women in
Canada: A scoping review. Canadian Journal of Nursing Research 54(1):72–86.
Advanced online publication. https://doi.org/10.1177/0844562120985988

Paynter, M., Jefferies, K., Carrier, L., & Goshin, L. (2022). Feminist abolitionist
nursing. Advances in Nursing Science, 45(1):53–68. https://doi.org/10.1097/
ANS.0000000000000385

Paynter, M., Jefferies, K., McKibbon, S., Martin-Misener, R., Iftene, A., & Murphy,
G. T. (2020). Mother-Child programs for incarcerated mothers and children and
associated health outcomes: A scoping review. Nursing Leadership (Toronto,
Ont.), 33(1), 81–99. https://doi.org/10.12927/cjnl.2020.26189

Paynter, M. J., Bagg, M. L., & Heggie, C. (2020). Invisible women: Correctional facil-
ities for women across Canada and proximity to maternity services. International
Journal of Prisoner Health 17(2)69–86, Vol. ahead-of-print No. ahead-of-print.
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJPH-06-2020-0039

Paynter, M. J., Drake, E. K., Cassidy, C., & Snelgrove-Clarke, E. (2019). Maternal
health outcomes for incarcerated women: A scoping review. Journal of Clinical
Nursing, 28(11-12), 2046–2060. https://doi.org/10.1111/jocn.14837

Pimlott Kubiak, S., Kasiborski, N., & Schmittel, E. (2010). Assessing long-term out-
comes of an intervention designed for pregnant incarcerated women. Research on
Social Work Practice, 20(5), 528–535. https://doi.org/10.1177/1049731509
358086

Public Safety Canada (2019). 2019 Corrections and Conditional Release Statistical
Overview. https://www.publicsafety.gc.ca/cnt/rsrcs/pblctns/ccrso-2019/index-en.
aspx#c4.

Robertson, O. (2012). Collateral Convicts: Children of incarcerated parents. https://
quno.org/sites/default/files/resources/ENGLISH_Collateral%20Convicts_Reco
mmendations%20and%20good%20practice.pdf.

Task Force on Federally Sentenced Women (1990). CREATING CHOICES: THE
REPORT OF THE TASK FORCE ON FEDERALLY SENTENCED
WOMEN. https://www.csc-scc.gc.ca/002/002/toce-eng.shtml.

The Canadian Press (2014). Canada expanding rarely used program that lets mothers
live with children in minimum security prisons. The National Post. https://
nationalpost.com/news/canada/canada-expanding-rarely-used-program-that-lets-
mothers-live-with-children-in-minimum-security-prisons.

The Collaborating Centre for Prison Health and Education (2015). Guidelines for the
implementation of mother child units in Canadian correctional facilities. https://
med-fom-familymed-ccphe.sites.olt.ubc.ca/files/2012/05/MCUGuidelines_Nov15_
FINAL.pdf.

Thomas, K. (2020).More than 100 inmates, 90 employees test positive for COVID-19
at federal prisons in Quebec. CTV News. https://montreal.ctvnews.ca/more-than-

624 The Prison Journal 102(5)

https://ac935091-bf76-4969-8249-ae3a107fca23.filesusr.com/ugd/d2d30e_13d22f66c3eb41449c2e52c519913b35.pdf
https://ac935091-bf76-4969-8249-ae3a107fca23.filesusr.com/ugd/d2d30e_13d22f66c3eb41449c2e52c519913b35.pdf
https://ac935091-bf76-4969-8249-ae3a107fca23.filesusr.com/ugd/d2d30e_13d22f66c3eb41449c2e52c519913b35.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/0844562120985988
https://doi.org/10.1177/0844562120985988
https://doi.org/10.1097/ANS.0000000000000385
https://doi.org/10.1097/ANS.0000000000000385
https://doi.org/10.1097/ANS.0000000000000385
https://doi.org/10.12927/cjnl.2020.26189
https://doi.org/10.12927/cjnl.2020.26189
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJPH-06-2020-0039
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJPH-06-2020-0039
https://doi.org/10.1111/jocn.14837
https://doi.org/10.1111/jocn.14837
https://doi.org/10.1177/1049731509358086
https://doi.org/10.1177/1049731509358086
https://doi.org/10.1177/1049731509358086
https://www.publicsafety.gc.ca/cnt/rsrcs/pblctns/ccrso-2019/index-en.aspx#c4
https://www.publicsafety.gc.ca/cnt/rsrcs/pblctns/ccrso-2019/index-en.aspx#c4
https://www.publicsafety.gc.ca/cnt/rsrcs/pblctns/ccrso-2019/index-en.aspx#c4
https://quno.org/sites/default/files/resources/ENGLISH_Collateral%20Convicts_Recommendations%20and%20good%20practice.pdf
https://quno.org/sites/default/files/resources/ENGLISH_Collateral%20Convicts_Recommendations%20and%20good%20practice.pdf
https://quno.org/sites/default/files/resources/ENGLISH_Collateral%20Convicts_Recommendations%20and%20good%20practice.pdf
https://www.csc-scc.gc.ca/002/002/toce-eng.shtml
https://www.csc-scc.gc.ca/002/002/toce-eng.shtml
https://nationalpost.com/news/canada/canada-expanding-rarely-used-program-that-lets-mothers-live-with-children-in-minimum-security-prisons
https://nationalpost.com/news/canada/canada-expanding-rarely-used-program-that-lets-mothers-live-with-children-in-minimum-security-prisons
https://nationalpost.com/news/canada/canada-expanding-rarely-used-program-that-lets-mothers-live-with-children-in-minimum-security-prisons
https://med-fom-familymed-ccphe.sites.olt.ubc.ca/files/2012/05/MCUGuidelines_Nov15_FINAL.pdf
https://med-fom-familymed-ccphe.sites.olt.ubc.ca/files/2012/05/MCUGuidelines_Nov15_FINAL.pdf
https://med-fom-familymed-ccphe.sites.olt.ubc.ca/files/2012/05/MCUGuidelines_Nov15_FINAL.pdf
https://med-fom-familymed-ccphe.sites.olt.ubc.ca/files/2012/05/MCUGuidelines_Nov15_FINAL.pdf
https://montreal.ctvnews.ca/more-than-100-inmates-90-employees-test-positive-for-covid-19-at-federal-prisons-in-quebec-1.4905173
https://montreal.ctvnews.ca/more-than-100-inmates-90-employees-test-positive-for-covid-19-at-federal-prisons-in-quebec-1.4905173


100-inmates-90-employees-test-positive-for-covid-19-at-federal-prisons-in-quebec-
1.4905173.

United Nations (1989). Convention on the Rights of the Child. https://www.ohchr.org/
EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/CRC.aspx.

United Nations (2011). Rules for the treatment of women prisoners and non-custodial
measures for women offenders: The Bangkok Rules. United Nations. https://www.
unodc.org/documents/justice-and-prison-reform/Bangkok_Rules_ENG_22032015.
pdf.

Withers, L., & Folsom, J. (2008). Incarcerated Fathers: A Descriptive Analysis. https://
www.csc-scc.gc.ca/research/r186-eng.shtml.

Author Biographies

Martha Paynter, RN, PhD, is assistant professor, faculty of nursing, University of
New Brunswick She is a Pierre Elliott Trudeau Foundation scholar, a Research
Scholar at the Dalhousie Health Law Institute, an Affiliate Scientist at the IWK
Health Centre, and a practicing registered nurse in abortion care.

Ruth Martin-Misener, NP, PhD, is director of the Dalhousie University School of
Nursing, home of the Centre for Transformational Nursing and Health Research,
and co-director of the Canadian Centre for Advanced Practice Nursing Research,
based at McMaster University.

Adelina Iftene, PhD, is associate director of the Dalhousie University Health Law
Institute and assistant professor in the Schulich School of Law. She is the author of
Punished for Aging: Vulnerability, Rights, and Access to Justice in Canadian
Penitentiaries.

Gail Tomblin Murphy, PhD, is vice president of Research, Innovation and Discovery
and chief nursing executive of Nova Scotia Health. She is the former director of the
School of Nursing and assistant dean of research in the faculty of health at
Dalhousie University.

Paynter et al. 625

https://montreal.ctvnews.ca/more-than-100-inmates-90-employees-test-positive-for-covid-19-at-federal-prisons-in-quebec-1.4905173
https://montreal.ctvnews.ca/more-than-100-inmates-90-employees-test-positive-for-covid-19-at-federal-prisons-in-quebec-1.4905173
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/CRC.aspx
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/CRC.aspx
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/CRC.aspx
https://www.unodc.org/documents/justice-and-prison-reform/Bangkok_Rules_ENG_22032015.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/justice-and-prison-reform/Bangkok_Rules_ENG_22032015.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/justice-and-prison-reform/Bangkok_Rules_ENG_22032015.pdf
https://www.csc-scc.gc.ca/research/r186-eng.shtml
https://www.csc-scc.gc.ca/research/r186-eng.shtml
https://www.csc-scc.gc.ca/research/r186-eng.shtml

	 Introduction
	 Literature Review
	 Canada
	 Method
	 Data Acquisition
	 Description of Data Sets

	 Results
	 Number of Participants
	 Length of Participation

	 Discussion
	 Limitations

	 Conclusion
	 Acknowledgements
	 References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 5
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2003
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames false
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks true
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


