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Introduction

This repot provides an overview of thé&lunavut Court of Justi€ed 2 LIS NI G A yahd SuyftdA NB y Y !
operationsover the past 10 years. Part 1 examines the nature aweing of violent crime in NunavutA

substantial proportion of the £dzNIi Q& GAYS | yR NB&2dzNOS& Aa te2yadzySt
civil or family docket. t I NIi W RS f & @ratiorfal adtiWtBin the2 faeblfith@ dncreadet

demand2 y G KS / 2 dzNslic@ as thhBuinBedz¥|jgéS and scheduled sitting$,K S/ 2 dzZNJi Qa O
processing time and use of remand and custodial sentences.

PART 1

1. Comparative Analysis z An Introdu ction to Comparative Statistics

The graphs in the following sectig@raphs 2.1 through.2) depict two measuements about crimei
2011 for each of the provinces and territories:

1. The number of crime that were reported to police for every 100,000 peojpighe jurisdiction
(ReportRates); and

2. The number opeople who were charged witfeported crimesfor every 100,000 people who
are over the age of 12 in that jurisdiction (Charge Rates).

Crimesare measured in relation to a standandumber of people(100,000 people)in a province or
territory to allow for a more meaningful comparison between jurisdictions.

ReportRates are calculated by dividing the number of reported violations in a jurisdiction by the number
of people in that jurisdiction. Howeverinse this calculation will generally yield a very small fraction,
the fraction is then multiplied by 100,000 to produce a more workable numfbée resulting number
indicates how many crimes would occur in each jurisdiction if every jurisdiction haddDO@e0ple.

Similarly, Charge Rates are calculated by dividing the numbegyeople criminally chargedin a
jurisdiction by the number of peoplim that jurisdictionwho could possibly be charged (those ov&r
years old)and then multiplying by 100,000.

Charge Rates are ordinarily lower than their corresponding Report Rates bebaugelice do not lay
criminal charges every time they receive a report aboutrieme. This is because in some cases, they
may not have enough evidence to identify a sedp or if they have a suspect, they may not have
enough evidene against that person. In some instanc@srimemay be so minor that the police decide
to deal with it by simply giving the offendemarning.

The statistics used for these comparatistidies are published nationally by Statistics Canada. Data
related to Nunavut is submitted annually to Statistics Canada by the territorial Department of Justice.
The comparative analyses that follow are only current to 20Ilie 2012 data has yet to laamalyzed by
Statistics Canada.



2. Comparative Violent Crime Rates, 2011

The followindfive graphs portray the Report Rates and Charge Ratésw#l 1, 2 and 8ssaults Level 1
sexual assaults and homicideseach of the provinces and territories in 2011

I [ S@St wm lFaaldZ G 2N aO02YY2y £ | aal dz (orthraatedel SNBE T 2
to be applied by someone having an immediate ability to carry out the threat (no bodily harm being
caused to the victim).Level 2 assaults are assaults that involve weapons and/or cause bodily harm to

the victim. [ S@St o | aaldzZ Ga 2NJ alF 33aANF @ GSRé L aaldzZ Ga |
victim.

Level 1 sexual assaults involve unwanted sexual touching, bludexancidents involving weapons,
bodily harm or aggravated bodily harm.

Homicides includes first and second degree murder, manslaughter and infanticide.

2.1 - Level 1 Assault Rates in 2011, by Province and Territory
Source: Statistics Canadzanadian Centre for Justice Statistics, Incidesed crime statistics by
detailed violations
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! Data available at
http://www5.statcan.gc.ca/cansim/a26?lang=engé&retrL ang=eng&id=2520051&tabMode=dataTable&srd&@ah=1&p2=9
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http://www5.statcan.gc.ca/cansim/a26?lang=eng&retrLang=eng&id=2520051&tabMode=dataTable&srchLan=-1&p1=-1&p2=9

2.2 - Level 2 Assault Ratesin 2011, by Province and Territory
Source: Statistics Canada, Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics, Heisiethicrime stastics by
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2.3 - Level 3 Assault Ratesin 2011, by Province and Territory
Source: Statistics Canada, Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics, theisiethicrime statistics by

detailed violation3
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2 Data available at
http://www5.statcan.gc.ca/cansim/a26?lang=eng&retrL ang=eng&id=2520051&tabMode=dataTable&sre&ah=1&p2=9

® Data available at
http://www5.statcan.gc.ca/cansim/a26?lang=engé&retrL ang=eng&id=2520051&tabMode=dataTable&srd&@ah=1&p2=9
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http://www5.statcan.gc.ca/cansim/a26?lang=eng&retrLang=eng&id=2520051&tabMode=dataTable&srchLan=-1&p1=-1&p2=9
http://www5.statcan.gc.ca/cansim/a26?lang=eng&retrLang=eng&id=2520051&tabMode=dataTable&srchLan=-1&p1=-1&p2=9

As thepreviousgraph illustratessome jurisdictions reported a Chargat® that exceedd the rate of

police reported kvel 3 assaults in 2011. This anomaly is likely due to the fact that charge rates are

OF t OdzZf F ISR dzaAy3 2yt e | & dgpedpk dverahe ags of 0o wiglelRépodt RA Ol A
Rates are calculated in relation to the whole population. In Nunavut, the proportion of the population

under 12 is larger than in other jurisdictiofepproximately 26% in 201,130 the amounby which the

ChargeRate exceeds the Report Rate is more pronounced. The Level 3 assault GbameyRalso be

higher than the Report Ratedue to incidents where multiple citizens were charged for their

LI NGAOALN GA2Y AY F da3INRdAzZLI I GGFO1¢é¢ 6KAOK g2dzx R 2yf

2.4 - Level 1 Sexual Assault Rates in 2011, by Province and Territory
Source: Statistics Canadzanadian Centre for Justice Statistics, Incidiged crime statistics by
detailed violation$
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* Data available at
http://www5.statcan.gc.ca/cansim/a26?lang=engé&retrL ang=eng&id=2520051&tabMode=dataTable&srd&@ah=1&p2=9
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2.5 - Homicide Rates in 2011, by Province and Territory
Source: Statistics Canada, Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics, Homicide2Barey
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Nunavut recorded seven homicides in 2011, one more than in 2010. The rate of 21.6idesper
100,000 population ithe highestper capita rate of homicida the country by a wide margin.

Since 2001, Nunavut Behad the highest annual per captt@micide rate, at 13.6. Close to otigrd
(32%) of all homicides in Nunavut since 2001 were committed by a spouse, and closeqoacee
(23%) were committed by another family mem#er.

Nunavut continues to experiendbe highestper capitarate of spusal homicide in the country.

3. Comparative Rates of Victimization ,2010

As inGraphs 2.1 through 2.5 above, the followingthree grapls show rates of a particular type of
violence However, rather than representing rates of reportetimes or charges laid focrimes the
following grapls measurerates ofvictims (per 100,000 peopledf violent crimes committed byhe

@ A O (iritindadiepartnersor family members Statistics Canada defines intimate partners as legally
married, separated, sibrced, commoraw partners, current and previous dating partners and other
intimate partners® For the purposes of analysing more general family violence, Statistics Canada
defines family relationships as those created through blood (biological paremtdren, siblings and
extended family), marriage, duoabitation (common law spouses), foster care, and adoption.

For the sake of comparison, Graphs 3.1 and 820 illustrate rates of victimization by ndamily
members and nofintimate partners.

® Data available atittp://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85002-x/2012001/article/11738/tbl/tbl01beng.htm
®Samuel Perreadt a1 2 YA OA RS  Auwistatattiofel{DRtember1a, @04 2), online: Statistics Canada <
http://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85002-x/2012001/article/11738eng.pdb.
YaTe

Ibid.
Bal ANB {AYyKIZ 4ClYAfe @Azt Sy Qfistataticld (MayRAR20¥2), bnliné: StatistiksiCanadal f  LINE T A
9<http://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85002—x/2012001/artic|e/1164aeng.pdf>.

Ibid.



http://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2012001/article/11738/tbl/tbl01b-eng.htm

3.1 - Rate of Victims of Police Reported Violent Crime by Intimate P artner s

and Non-intimate Partners

in 2010, by Province and Territory

Source: Statistics Canada, Family violence in Canada: A statistical profil‘@, 2010
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3.2 - Rate of Child and Youth Victims (Age 0-17) of Police Reported Violent

Crime by Family and Non -family Members in 2010, by Province and Territory
Source: Statistics Canada, Family violence in Canada: A statistical profifé, 2010
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3.3 - Rate of Senior Victims (Age 65 -89) of Police Reported Family Violence in

2010, by Sex of Victim and by Province and Territory
Source: Statistics Canada, Family violence in Canada: A statistical profii‘é, 2010
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4. Comparative Crime Severity Indices , 2011

A high crime rate does not necessarily equate to a high frequenserduscrimes because most
reported crimes are lesserious offences such as minor thefts, mischief and common assaults.
Therefore, statisticians use another measure of poliggorted crime, called the Crime Severity Index
(CSl) which not only takesnto account the volume of crimbut also the seriousness of crimas
described below:

In the calculation of the CSI, each offence is assigned a weight, derived from sentences handed
down by criminal courts. The more serious thei@ge sentence, the higher theeight for that
offence. As a result, more serious offences have a greater impact on the Index.

All offences, including traffic and drug offences, are included in the CShlthkation for the CSI

involves summing the weighted offences and dividing by the population. The CSI is then
alGFyRFNRATSR (G2 I o6FrasS @SFNJouwnnco 2F amnnéd / {L @I
the overall CSI, both a violent CSI and aviokent CSI have been creatéd.

2 pid.
BIKEyy2y . NEMNFLZRG GR2ONIOBGS & (0 [iristataitialedduly 24y20920nkhe: R £ HAMME
Statistics Canada <http://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/862-x/2012001/article/11692eng.htm?fpv=269303>.



The following crimeare considered violent crimes for the purposestao# ¥iolent Crime Severity Index:

e Murder-1*and 2° degree

e Manslaughter

¢ Infanticide

¢ Criminal negligence causing death

e Other related violationgausing death

e Attempted murder

e Conspire to commit murder

e All £xual assau#t

e Sexual interference

¢ [nvitation to sexual touching

e Sexual exploitation

e Incest

e Analintercourse

e Bestiality- commit or compel or incite

e Corrupting morals of a child

e Luring a persomnder18via computer

e Voyeurism

e All assauls

¢ Unlawfully causing bodily harm

e Trap, likely to or causing bodily harm

e Discharge firearm with intent

e Using firearm or imitation in commission of offence
e Pointing a firearm

e Assault against peace or public officer

¢ Criminal negligence causing bodily harm
e Forcible confinement or kidnapping

¢ Hostagetaking

e Trafficking in persons

e Abduction under4, not parent or guardian
e Abduction under6

e Removal of children from Canada

e Abduction under4, contravening custody order
e Abduction undern4, by parent or guardian

e Robbery
¢ Robbery of firearms
e Extortion

e All intimidation offences (to justice system participajurnalistor other)
e Criminal harassment

e Harassing phone calls

e Uttering threat to person

The following graph illustrates the severity indices for both crime and violent crime in each of the
provinces and territories in 2011.
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4.1 - Severity Indices for Crime and Violent Crime

Territory

SourceStatistics Canada, Canadian Centre for Justice Stdfistics
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5. Historic Charge Volumes in Nunavut ,2000-2012

The following three graphs represent charge volumes in Nunavut in the years spetiedumber of
charges laid in a given year is generally lowan the number of reported incidentsf crimesin the
same yeafor the reasons outlined in section 1

Furthermore, he number of charges laid in a givesay does not reflect the total volume of charges
that are being processed blge Gurt in the same year.Many serious chargg such as homicide, can be
expected totake several years to work ¢ir way through the Gurt.

At the start of 2011, there were 14 homicide charges still before the Court at various states of
completion from the previous tiee years. In the previous three years, the RCM&d laid a total of 15
homicide charge® The four new charges of homicide laid in 2011 were in addition to those charges
already being processed by the Court. At one point in late 2011, the Court wasngat6 open
homicide files.

Y Data available attp://www.statcan.gc.ca/tablegableaux/sumsom/I01/cst01/legal51laeng.htm
5 Data available at
http://www5.statcan.gc.ca/cansita26?lang=engé&retrl ang=eng&id=2520051&tabMode=dataTable&srchl&pt=

1&p2=9
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5.1 - Total Number of Criminal Charges Laid in Nunavut, by Fiscal Year
Source Nunavut Court of Justice, Court Information System
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5.2 - Total Adult and Youth Charges Laid in Nunavut, by Fiscal Year
Source: Nunavut Coudf Justice, Court Information System
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5.3 - Total Charge Volumes in Nunavut for Previous Three Fiscal Years , by

Community
Source: Nunavut Court of Justice Court Information System
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6. Family Files Opened in 2010, 2011 and 2012

The following three graph®present the volumes different categories of family court files that were
opened in each of 2010, 2011 and 2012. The first graph concerns gearaiy litigation files, which
includes proceedingsregardingchild custody, child and/or spousal support, division of matrimonial
property, guardianship, intejurisdictional support and maintenance enforcementhe second graph
concerns child protection files, which involve proceedings undeiChigd and Famil$ervices Act The
last graph deals with proceedings that were initiated underFaenily Abuse Intervention Act

13



6.1 - Family Litigation Files Initiated in Nunavut, by Calendar Year

Source: Nunavut Court of Justice, Court Information System
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- Child Protectio n Files Initiated in Nunavut, by Calendar Year

Source: Nunavut Court of Justice, Court Information System
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6.3 - Family Abuse Intervention Act Applications Initiated in Nunavut, by

Calendar Year
Source: Nunavut Court of Justice, Cdoformation System
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PART 2

7. Historic Processing of Adult Criminal Cases in Nunavut , 2002-2012

Section 7details historic annual volumes of adult criminal cases that theurtconcluded(Graph 7.1),

and fluctuatiors in the length of time required to conclude adult criminal cases (Graph 7.2). It also
provides a comparison of the median time required to conclude adult criminal cases in each of the
provinces and territories in 2010/20XGraph 7.3)

Graph 7.1 only redicts the number of adult criminal cases that concluded in the years specified, not the
total caseload of the Nunavut Court of Justice for those years.

For the purposes of I@ph 7.2,the mean elapsed time is the average number of days from first to last
court appearance, while the median elapsed time is the-poiht of the number of days between the
first and the last court appearanceFaster caseprocessing will result in lower mean and median
elapsed times.

Faster cas@rocessing in 2011/2012 can b#riébuted to the gopointment of additional judges, which
has allowed an increase in the number of sittingsd a judicial case management initiative that the
Court implemented in 2011.

Any criminal or civil case requiring an estimated full day of cammet is now the subject of rigorous case
management by the judiciary.

15



7.1 - Concluded Adult Criminal Cases in the Nunavut Court of Justice, by Fiscal

Year

SourceStatistics Canada, Canadian Center for Justice Statistiegtated Criminal Court Survey
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7.2 - Elapsed Time (in days) from First to Last Court Appearance in Adult

Criminal Cases, by Fiscal Yea

SourceStatistics Canada, Canadian Center for Justice Statistiegtated Criminal Court Survey
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7.3 - Median Length of Completed Adult Criminal Cases in 2010/2011 , by

Province and T erritory
Source: Statistics Canada, Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics, Integrated Criminal Cotfit Survey
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8. Historic Use of Custodial Remand in Nunavut , 2002-2012

Remand ighe temporary detention of a person whikhey areawaiting trial or a sentencing hearing.
While the average time taken to process cases continues to fall (see Graph 7.2), the average length of
time on remand remains near its highest level since 2002p(G8a2).

Remanded citizens are usually charged with either more serious, or a greater volume of offences, which
generally take longer to resolve. The defence choice of mode of trial has a bearing on the time it takes
to clear charges. A defence request & preliminary inquiry and/or a trial by jury may extend the time

to process charges by two to three times the time needed to process a trial by a judge alone without a
preliminary inquiry or a jury. Many of those citizens facing serious charges artngléc have a
preliminary hearing. Some are electing to have a trial by jury. This directly impacts on the length of time
they spend in remand awaiting trial.

16 available online ahttp://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85002-x/2012001/article/11646enghtm#a8

17


http://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2012001/article/11646-eng.htm#a8

8.1 - Adult Remand Admissions in Nunavut, by Fiscal Year
SourceCorrectionsHeadquarters, Division of Gections, Department of Justice
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8.2 - Average Time Spent by Adults in Remand , by Fiscal Year
SourceCorrections Headquarters, Division of feations, Department of Justice
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9. Recent Use of Qustody on Sentence, 2010/2011

As the following two graphs depict, in 2010/2011 the Nunavut Court of Justipesed custodial
sentences in adult court with less frequenttyan any other jurisdiction. However, when a term of
custodywasimposed, the median length of sentence was thedhighest among the other provinces
and territories.
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processed by the courts at the same time and received a final dispo§itishe data used to create

these graphs represent approximately 95% of the national adult criminal court caseload, as information

from superior courts in Prince Edward Island, Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba and Saskatchewan and
municipal courts in Quebec was unavailalile.

9.1 - Guilty Cases in Adult Criminal Court Sentenced to Custody, by Province

and Territory, 2010/2011
Source: Statistics Canada, Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics, Integrated Criminal Colitt Survey
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9.2 - Median Length of Custody for Guilty Cases in Adult Criminal Court, by

Province and T erritory, 2010/2011
Source: Statistics Canada, Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics, Integrated Criminal Coftftt Survey
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18 |1a:
Ibid.
;z Available online attp://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85002-x/2012001/article/11646eng.htm
Ibid.
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10. Frequency of Court Sittings in Nunavut , 2001-2012

The followingfour graphsdepict the number of weeks in the years specified which the Court held
various types of sittings.

10.1 - Regularly Scheduled Non-Jury Sitting Weeks in Igaluit, by Calendar Year
Source: Nunavut Court of Justj€eourt Information System
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In July2012, the frequency of trial weeks allotted to Igaluit was doubled. This was done in an effort to
reduce the growing backlog of serious cases involving citizens in custody from this community. Igaluit is
generating the highest per capita volume of chargeBlunavut (see Graph 5.3). A single dedicated trial
week per month was inadequate to address this volume of charges.

The presence of the Baffin Correctional Center in Igaluit also results in many cases from the Kivalliq
region involving citizens in custy being processed by the Court in Igaluit. This has placed additional
RSYl yRa dzLlry GKS [/ 2dzNIQa aAdGaGAy3a GAYS Ay LIjlFfdAGo
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10.2 - Regularly Scheduled Non-jury Sitting Weeks in the Communities, by

Calendar Year
Source: Nunavut Court of JustiCeurt Information System
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Graph10.2 depicts the annual number of regular circuits into the communities of Nunavut that went
ahead as scheduled over the past 10 years.

The Court cancelled a scheduled circuit into Igloolik on Septembh@022 as a reult of a suicide of an
in-custody accused in police cells the night before the circuit was scheduled to start. Feuped air
travel into Cape Dorset for the circuit scheduled to commence on Augys2@4£. This circuit was
rebooked for the week ofeéptember 4 2012.
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10.3 - Number of Scheduled Circuit Weeks in 2012 , by Community
Source: Administrator Judicial Support ServicBlsinavut Court of Justice
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The Court adjusts the frequency of its circuits itte communities annually to address the needs of
individual communities. The frequency of circuits is increased or decreased to reflect changes in charge
volume and/or severity. The dates for scheduled circuits are finalized a year in advance to assist oth
stakeholders in planning for the year aheatlhe Director of Court Services and otheistice
stakeholders are consulted, and have input, into this planning process.

In an effort to reduce unnecessary trips back to the communities for the purposeterfing a defence
election andbr plea, the Court introduced a dedicated monthly video remand court in Igali#012
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for the Kitikmeot prisoners lodged in the North Slave facility in the Northwest Territories. Citizens in
custody can now enter their eldons and pleas without having to return to their communities for what
was typically a brief five minute appearance in court.

The new video remand court promises to not only substantially reduce the time necessary to process
charges from this region, batiso significantly reduces public expense in unnecessary transport back to
the community for a procedural appearandé/here not guilty plas are entered, the trial issually
0221 SR FT2NJ GKS / 2dzNI Q& vy S ByielintinadhdSthehsldyfad Brocedyfal i K S
appearances in the communities, many months of remand time casabed

Sentencing hearingfor Kitikmeot prisonersare also conducted by videoconferenoat of Igaluit in
cases where Crown and defence anticipate additional custody beipgsed as a consequence of
sentence.This eliminates hearing time that would otherwise have to be expended in thatonmurt
sittings of the Court and reduces time spent in remand awaiting the next circuit to the community of
origin.Where there is a pholic interest in a sentencing proceeding in the community of origin, the Court
retains the option of remanding the citizen to his/lher home community for sentence.

10.4 - Completed Special Sitting Weeks in 2012, by Community
Source: Nunavut Court dfistice Court Information System
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Special sittings are necessary to accommodate the larger cases that cannot be accommodated in the
regular sittings of the Court for a particular community. Lengthy preliminary hearings requiring three or
more days of baring time such as preliminary hearings for homicidese therefore scheduled
separately. Longer judge alone trials and trials by jury are also booked sepafratete longer matters

are set into their om dedicated hearing weeks by adpge presidingn Assignment Court. Assignment
Court sits once a month in Igaluit
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Forty two jury trials were set for 2012. Six actually proceeded to trial before a jury. The balancesof thes
matters did not requirea jury as a result of a defence-etection to trial ly judge alone, a defence
dedsion to enter a guilty pleag Crown decision to stay proceedings a necessary adjournment

11. Judgesof the Nunavut Court of Justice

When Nunavut was created in 1999, the Nunavut Court of Justice was assigned the jurisdictional
responsibilities of both a provincial and superior court by the fedsimavut Ao b dzy' I @dzi Q& / 2 d:
Justice is the only single level trial court in the coynt

Before the establishment of the Nunavut Court of Justice, the communities of Nunavut were serviced by

three Territorial Court judges and three justices of the NWT Supreme Court. For the first three years of
bdzy I @dzi Q&8 SEA &GSy OSsi a2k S2 deaziidaNIS a6 | ia2 I ARFONS a2y feK S ¢
appointment followed in 2002, and a fourth in 2009.

As the volume of serious crime in Nunavut increased, the Court was unable to address the sitting needs
of the Court withresident judges alone. [Paty judges from southern superior courts were called upon
with increased frequency to assist the Court in meeting its core responsibilities.

Between 2009 and 2011, the Seniodda recruited an additional 33 deputydges while pursuing two
additional appintments to the resident judiciary with the federal Depagnt of Justice. The additional
deputy udges raisedtf  / 2 dzNJi Q& O2 YLideM&uid 2F RSLdzie 2

CKS TLILRAYGYSYydG 2F (G662 |RRAGAZ2YIE NBAaARSyYy(d 2dzaia
resident judicial complement up to the level that the communities of Nunavut enjoyed prior to
bdzy | @dzi Qa ONBFGAZ2Y AY MDD

11.1 - Number of Resident Judges of the Nunavut Court of Justice , by Year
Source: Administrator Judicial Support Servichlsinavut Cott of Justice
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11.2 - Number of Deputy Judges of the Nunavut Court of Justice , by Year
Source: Administrator Judicial Support ServicBlsinavut Court of Justice
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As the following gaph depicts, the Court used 49 deputydges in 2012, down from 61 2011.

bdzy | @dziQa (62 | RRAGAZ2YIE 2dzRAOAIE | LIRAYyGYSyida 2,
judges required some time to wind up their affairs before taking up their new occupation. They also
required some time to attend training courses teld to their role as judges. Some judicial coygra

continued to be provided by deputydges until the Nunavut Court of Justice was brought up to full
operational strength.

¢tKS yS¢ 2dzRISEAQ 2NASYdGlFdA2Yy | yR (K03 if sayftigipatedh £ 0 S
that the need for deputyydges will decline significantly thereafter.

Some use of deputyuglges will continue in order to cover gaps in the sitting schedule caused by
NEaAaARSYy(d 2dzRISEAQ Fyydztt €SI@S 2N GGSyREFEyOS a4 N

11.3 - Historic Use of Deputy Judges, by Calendar Year
Source: Administrator Judicial Support ServicBlsinavut Court of Justice
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12. Outreach

In May 2011the Senior Judgpublisred an open letter to the citizens of Nunavaty  dnipkréance of

Traditional Justice Values in the’21 S y {i. ddNsBetter was published in all four official languages and

sent to every hamlet in Nunavut. A fulltext¥ (G KA a fSGGSNI Aa F@FrAflofS F2N
at www.nucj.ca Publication of this letter was prompted by the laying of another charge of homicide.

bdzy | @dziQa fS@Sta 2F aSNR2dza @OA2f Syid ONRYS KFR NBI
slowing down.

This report concludes wittine followingexerpt fromthat letter:

Contemporary Social Problems in Nunavut

/| 2Y0SYLR2NI NBE bdzyl @dzi y26 aidN¥zZ3tSa GgAGK az2O0Alf
unwritten law of respect has been replaced by a large number of written laws that regulateasprgt

of our life; a lifethat has become, or is becoming, increasingly complex. Contemporary laws do not
readily hold the family unit accountable to others for what is done by its members. Contemporary laws
do not seek to restore harmony and balance tmhged relationships and damaged lives. There is very
limited victim focus.

For many citizens convicted of crimes in Nunavut, a sense of belonging and identity in a protective and
nurturing family environment is either missing, or damaged. Many victimsotégnt crimes suffer alone

and in silence. It seems that many family and community members are too busy with their own lives
and their own concerns to help others who are in desperate need of assistance. Some youth do not
respect their parents, or theielders. Some elders, it seems, do not understand the youth. Many have
lost sight of what it means to be a part of a family or part of a community.

Despite the miracles of modern communications technology, we now drift further and further apart
from each oher as people. We have lost sight of something in our collective past that is precious,
something that makes the many hardships and setbacks of life more bearable, something that makes
any life worth living.

The accelerating rate of violent crime, angkthate of young lives taken by suicide in Nunavut, is telling
us something about ourselves and our society. There is a message in these dark statistics for all of us,
for any who would care to look.

While more government programs and services are cegaideded in Nunavut to address growing
crime and social dysfunction, there remains much that we can do as individuals to help our families and
communities find harmony and peace.

The elders tell us that many of the citizens in conflict with the law haveeifrespect. Many come
from chaotic backgrounds. Citizens who lack seryse of belonging, whose sedispect is either missing
or damaged, will not likely respect others when this is denied to them as individuals.

Your ancestors and mine did not have army of professionals to help them work out their troubles.
What they did have in abundance was patience, and a great willingness to show that they cared. Before
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the coming of the court system, our ancestors had to care. They did this by investingirtteeiand
effort into helping others heal.

The hard reality is this; all the judges, social workers, police, alcohol workers and mental health workers
FNB LI2gSNISaa G2 GdzNYy ol O1 bdzyl @dziQa KdzYly GARS 2

Real ame prevention, and meaningful suicide prevention, begins at home. No amount of social
LINEINF Y&d OFy adzoadAddziS F2NI I OFNAy3d FyR O2YYAlUl
cannot put a life shattered by indifference and neglect back togetaima without the compassion and
commitment of those who are close enough to care.

The Importance of Traditional Justice Values irf'@lentury Nunavut

Ladies and Gentlemen, the ancient justice principles should be as meaningful to us now, iri'the 21
cenury, as they were to our ancestors a thousand years ago. Respect and caring for others are justice
values that are timeless. These are justice values that are worth preserving.

By working together asidividuals,asfamilies, and as communéts, we camimake a differenceWe must
show that we care. The burden of the less fortunate must be taken from the backs of the few and
carried upon the shoulders of the many. This was the wisdom of our ancestors.

We have nothing to lose, and everything to gain, bykira together as people, and as communities,
for the common good.

Mr. Justice R. Kilpatrick
Senior Judge

Nunavut Court of Justice
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