
  

 

 

Qualitative Research 

Summary of Qualitative Research Findings 

2014 National Justice Focus Groups 

April 2, 2014 

DSS File # 19040-140006/001/CY 

POR 060-13 

Contract award date: 2014-01-21 

 

 

Ipsos Reid 
1 Nicholas Street, Suite 1400 
Ottawa ON K1N 7B7 
Tel: 613.241.5802 
Fax: 613.248.7981 
www.ipsos.ca 
 

© 2014 Ipsos Reid. All rights reserved. 
Contains Ipsos’ Confidential, Trade Secret and Proprietary Information. 

 

  
   
    

     



 
 

  

 

 

CONTENTS 

1 Background ............................................................................................................................ 2 

2 Research objectives ............................................................................................................... 2 

3 Methodology .......................................................................................................................... 2 

4 Top of Mind Issues ................................................................................................................. 3 

5 Marijuana ............................................................................................................................... 3 

5.1 Priority and Understanding of Issue ............................................................................. 3 

5.2 Preferred Direction for Future ...................................................................................... 4 

5.2.1 Reasons Against Legalization .................................................................................. 5 

5.2.2 Reasons For Legalization ......................................................................................... 6 

5.2.3 Views on Increased Penalties ................................................................................. 6 

5.2.4 Status Quo vs. Decriminalization ............................................................................ 7 

5.3 Medical Marijuana ........................................................................................................ 7 

6 Prostitution ............................................................................................................................ 7 

6.1 Priority and Understanding of Issue ............................................................................. 7 

6.2 Preferred Direction for Future ...................................................................................... 7 

6.2.1 Views of Nordic Model............................................................................................ 8 

6.2.2 Views of Criminalizing All Parties ............................................................................ 9 

6.2.3 Views of Doing Nothing .......................................................................................... 9 

Appendix A - Moderator’s Guide .................................................................................................. 10 

Appendix B – Recruitment Screener ............................................................................................. 12 

 

 



 
 

2014 National Justice Focus Groups  Page 2 

1 Background 

The Department of Justice periodically conducts the National Justice Survey, a national public 

opinion research survey that helps the Department gain an understanding of the views, 

concerns and priorities of Canadians on important justice-related issues. The results inform 

policy development, communications and public engagement on those issues.  

The October 2013 Speech from the Throne placed justice at the centre of one of the 

Government’s three main priorities. Justice-related issues are frequently highlighted in media 

reports, indicating a strong level interest from the Canadian public.  

2 Research objectives 

The Government of Canada seeks its own clear and current understanding of the Canadian 

public opinion on a range of justice issues as a basis for ongoing and future broad-based 

consultations around justice policy in Canada. Public opinion research was intended to provide 

insight into the views, concerns and priorities of Canadians on criminal justice issues.  

3 Methodology 

A total of 14 focus groups were conducted in seven locations with Canadians age 18 or older. In 

each location, one focus group was held with female participants and one focus group was held 

with male participants. Recruitment screening questions ensured a good mix of age, 

educational attainment, ethnicity, and income levels in each session.  

The table below provides the focus group schedule. 

Location Date  

Kelowna January 30, 2014 

North Vancouver February 1, 2014 

Winnipeg February 3, 2014 

Kitchener February 4, 2014 

Mississauga February 5, 2014 

Truro February 6, 2014 

Quebec City February 8, 2014 

 



 
 

2014 National Justice Focus Groups  Page 3 

 
Ten participants were recruited for each session in larger markets and 12 in smaller markets, in 

order to ensure between 8 and 10 participants took part in each focus group. Participants 

received an incentive payment of $75-$100 for taking part in the 1.5-2.0 hour sessions. 

The Quebec City focus group sessions were conducted in French. All other sessions were 

conducted in English.  

4 Top of Mind Issues 

As a warm-up topic, participants were asked to name the one issue they personally would like 

to see the federal government focussing on most.  

The issues mentioned were very similar across the country, with no single issue dominating the 

priority lists. There were lots of mentions of the economy, health care and the environment.  

 Economic issues included the economy in general, creating jobs, concerns about a rising 

cost of living, as well as fiscal issues such as deficit reduction and debt reduction. 

 Health care issues tended to focus on concerns about access and reducing waiting 

times. 

 Environmental concerns were wide ranging, with several mentions of climate change 

and pipeline proposals. 

Other issues mentioned several times included the Canadian Senate and education. Concerns 

about the Senate related mostly to accountability and expenses. Education issues included a 

desire to see more funding in general, as well as the comments about the rising cost of post-

secondary tuitions. 

Crime and justice issues barely registered in participants’ top of mind priorities for the federal 

government. A couple of participants mentioned marijuana (either decriminalize or legalize) 

and none mentioned prostitution. 

Even when prompted to name their top of mind crime and justice issue facing Canada, many 

participants could not think of an issue they would want the federal government to focus on 

most. Marijuana and prostitution were not mentioned at all. The top issue was making the 

justice system more strict (e.g. longer sentences, tougher on young offenders) and putting 

victims of crime first in the justice system. 

5 Marijuana 

5.1 Priority and Understanding of Issue 

When prompted about marijuana as an issue, participants across all groups said that it was not 

an important item in their priority lists. Only a few participants had anything concrete to 

suggest on the issue, including a few mentions of relaxing penalties and few mentions of 

decriminalization/legalization.  
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Participants admitted that they did not have a strong level of familiarity with the current 

Canadian laws regarding marijuana. Many said they did not know whether marijuana laws are 

federal, provincial, municipal or a combination of the three. There was a great deal of confusion 

about whether the possession of small amounts of marijuana is a crime, a ticketable offense, or 

completely legal. There was also confusion about how much justice system time is taken up 

dealing with those caught with small amounts of marijuana.  

Most participants had at least some awareness of provisions for the use marijuana for medical 

purposes, but very few were able to provide accurate details as to how the system works. Only 

a couple of participants mentioned spontaneously that some of the rules regarding medicinal 

marijuana are being revised, but even these participants were unsure of the details. 

Participants often used the two terms ‘legalization’ and ‘decriminalization’ interchangeably and 

did not demonstrate a clear understanding of the distinction between the two. However, when 

pushed on the difference between the two terms, participants generally assumed that 

legalization means criminal penalties for possession, while decriminalization means a fine (like a 

traffic ticket) or a warning. 

5.2 Preferred Direction for Future 

Participants were then provided with some background information on the existing laws and 

some changes that are upcoming, namely: 

 The production, sale and use of marijuana in Canada is prohibited under the Controlled 

Drugs and Substances Act. 

 If a healthcare practitioner has made a decision that marijuana is an appropriate 

treatment option, has recommended the use of marijuana for medical purposes for a 

patient and that person has also received the proper authorization from Health Canada, 

that person could use marijuana that they have produced under a Personal Use 

Production Licence, or obtained from a person designated to grow it for them, or they 

have purchased from Health Canada. 

 As of March 31, 2014 the current marijuana medical access program will end. Health 

Canada will no longer produce or sell marihuana for medical purposes. Home 

production will no longer be allowed. All individuals requiring marijuana for medical 

purposes will need a medical document from their healthcare provider, and have to 

purchase it directly from a Licensed Producer. 

Participants were then told about four different approaches the Government of Canada could 

take with respect to marijuana and asked to select their preferred approach. These four 

approaches were 1) legalizing marijuana, 2) decriminalizing the possession of small amounts of 

marijuana with a fine rather than a criminal record, 3) increasing the penalties related to 

marijuana, and 4) leaving the laws how they are now.   



 
 

2014 National Justice Focus Groups  Page 5 

Most participants said they would like to see the federal government either leave the laws how 

they are now, or decriminalize the possession of small amounts of marijuana with a fine rather 

than a criminal record. More women than men tended to want to leave the laws how they are 

now, while more men than women tended to like the idea of decriminalization.  

There was some support for legalizing marijuana in the BC groups, but even in BC, more 

participants favoured the status quo or decriminalization. Outside of BC there was very little 

support for legalization of marijuana. 

Across all groups, there were very few participants who preferred increasing the penalties 

related to marijuana. 

5.2.1 Reasons Against Legalization 

While participants were presented with four different options, much of the discussion focused 

on whether to legalize marijuana or not. Participants viewed legalization as a significant shift 

from the status quo, whereas increasing penalties and decriminalization were viewed as much 

less substantial changes. Participants said that legalization would be a complete change in how 

government treats marijuana and in how the public can access marijuana.  

As mentioned, there was little support for legalizing marijuana, especially outside of the British 

Columbia groups. Participants had a long list of reasons for opposing legalization, including the 

following: 

 Participants did not believe that taking action on marijuana, especially an action as 

substantial as legalization, is an important priority for the federal government.  

 Participants thought that marijuana usage would increase if it were legalized. Some felt 

that this would be short-term based on a novelty factor, while others were concerned 

that legalization would increase usage over the long-term as marijuana becomes 

‘normalized’. 

 Participants worried that legalization of marijuana could be the leading edge of a 

slippery slope that leads to the use (and societal acceptance) of more dangerous drugs 

and a more permissive and less morally conscientious society.  

 In particular, participants were concerned about marijuana access/usage among 

children. Many parents were concerned that government would be sending a message 

to children that recreational use of marijuana is an acceptable behaviour. This is a 

message in conflict with what parents have been telling their own children and could 

undermine the credibility/authority of parents on the issue. 

 Given some of the negative health impacts of marijuana (e.g. smoking), parents thought 

it would be contradictory for the federal government to on the one hand legalize 

marijuana and on the other hand spend money on public education campaigns 

informing Canadians about the dangers of using marijuana. 
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 Also concerning the negative health impacts of marijuana, participants were concerned 

that increased usage might lead to increased costs to the health care system (e.g. 

increased incidence of lung disease). 

In addition to the concerns listed above, participants also had many questions about where and 

how marijuana would be sold if it was legalized. It was expected that the government would 

play a large role in setting the rules and regulations around the production, sale and usage of 

marijuana if it were legalized. For some, this strengthened their opposition to legalization, 

because of concerns about the costs associated with setting up and implementing any controls 

and regulations.  

5.2.2 Reasons For Legalization 

The few participants who supported legalization of marijuana gave the following reasons: 

 A belief that marijuana is not that harmful, or at least no more harmful than tobacco 

and alcohol. Few participants, however, went so far as to call marijuana a healthy 

product or even a safe product. 

 A belief that legalizing marijuana will result in significant new tax revenues for 

government. 

 A belief that legalizing marijuana will allow governments to save money on enforcement 

activities.  This includes time/costs dealing with possession issues in the justices system, 

as well time/costs on enforcement activities related to the illegal market (e.g. dealing 

with grow ops, gang violence). 

 A belief that the government can effectively regulate the production, sale and usage of 

marijuana in the same way that it does for tobacco and alcohol. This would include rules 

about who can buy marijuana (e.g. adults only) and where it can be used (e.g. not in 

public spaces, not before/during driving). 

Even the few participants who supported the legalization of marijuana did not think this was an 

important priority for the federal government.  Several thought that decriminalization would be 

a prudent first step before moving to legalization. Some also said that it would be a good idea 

to wait and learn lessons from the experiences of Colorado and Washington with their new 

marijuana laws. 

5.2.3 Views on Increased Penalties 

Increasing penalties was the least popular approach for the federal government to take on 

marijuana. Participants simply did not see a benefit to increasing penalties. 
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5.2.4 Status Quo vs. Decriminalization 

As noted earlier, most participants preferred that the federal government either keep the laws 

as they are now or decriminalize the possession of small amounts of marijuana with a fine 

rather than a criminal record. Many of these participants had no clear preference for one of 

these alternatives over the other and several participants switched their preference back and 

forth as the discussion progressed. 

For the most part, participants did not see these two options as dramatically different. 

Decriminalization means a change in how possession of small amounts of marijuana is handled, 

but most participants were unsure of how this is handled today. Legalization, however, was 

seen as a significant shift in how government and society treats marijuana – a shift that was not 

supported in the focus groups. 

5.3 Medical Marijuana 

Throughout the sessions, there was consistent support for allowing marijuana use as part of a 

medical treatment program agreed upon with a healthcare practitioner. Participants didn’t 

know much about how the current system works and had no significant comments or concerns 

about the changes planned on March 31, 2014. 

6 Prostitution 

6.1 Priority and Understanding of Issue 

When prompted about prostitution as an issue, none of the participants said they personally 

consider it an important issue for the federal government to address. Very few participants 

were confident that they knew the current laws in Canada regarding prostitution.  

There were one or two participants in each group who, when prompted, recalled hearing 

something about prostitution and the Supreme Court in the previous few weeks. The top recall 

was that the Supreme Court had struck down the law making brothels illegal. Only a very small 

number recalled that the federal government had been given a year to address the situation 

and propose new laws concerning prostitution. 

6.2 Preferred Direction for Future 

Participants were provided with a short background on existing laws and the recent Supreme 

Court decision, namely: 

 Adult prostitution is actually legal activity in Canada; however, a number of Criminal 

Code offences prohibit activities related to brothels, procuring and street prostitution. 

As you may have heard, the Supreme Court of Canada recently overturned some of 

Canada’s laws related to prostitution. 

Several participants reacted to this background by commenting that they did not know that 
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adult prostitution (exchange of money for sex) is legal, albeit with restrictions on how it is 

conducted.  

Participants were told that the federal government had been given 12 months to respond to 

the Supreme Court decision and were also given three options for a possible federal 

government response. These three options were as follows: 

 Do Nothing – Parliament could let the Supreme Court of Canada’s one year suspension 

expire, which would result in decriminalization of most adult prostitution-related 

activities: indoor prostitution (e.g., in a house/ apartment, massage parlour or strip 

club); providing services to prostitutes (e.g., as a bodyguard, driver or through escort 

agencies); and, communicating for the purposes of purchasing or selling sexual services 

in public places, e.g., in the street. 

 Criminalize Clients and Pimps – Parliament could implement the “Nordic Model,” based 

on the approach of Sweden, Norway and Iceland, which treats prostitution as a form of 

sexual exploitation by criminalizing clients and pimps and decriminalizing prostitutes.  

 Criminalize Prostitution – Parliament could criminalize all the players involved in 

prostitution: clients, pimps and prostitutes 

Overall participants had some difficulty choosing their preferred option. They said this was not 

a priority issue for them, nor was it a topic they had considered before. As such, opinions were 

not strongly held and several said that they didn’t know what was best.  

6.2.1 Views of Nordic Model 

Those participants who supported the Nordic Model (criminalizing the clients and pimps), liked 

that prostitutes would be viewed as exploited parties rather than as criminals. They also liked 

the idea of directing prostitutes toward social services, instead of to criminal courts. This type 

of approach was seen as allowing government to focus a on specific problem namely, 

addressing the exploitation of children and women (some with addiction problems), who may 

not be consenting participants in the sex trade.  

There was also a belief that the Nordic Model might reduce the level of prostitution in Canada. 

This approach tended to resonate more strongly among female participants.  

Most focus group participants expected the Nordic Model would likely be the federal 

government’s preferred approach. 

However, many (especially men) did not understand why the Nordic model would make it a 

crime for one party to the transaction and not the other. Furthermore, some feared that 

criminalizing the clients/pimps would simply push prostitution activities further underground, 

making it even more unsafe for prostitutes. 
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6.2.2 Views of Criminalizing All Parties 

There was limited support for criminalizing everyone, including the prostitutes. While some said 

this approach would be more fair or consistent than the Nordic Model, there was still a concern 

that this approach would push prostitution further underground and do little to improve safety 

for prostitutes. 

6.2.3 Views of Doing Nothing  

Participants who advocated some form of legalized prostitution expected that this would come 

with increased government regulations and inspections. They anticipated that these restrictions 

would most likely concern location restrictions similar to where strip clubs can operate (e.g. 

they should not be allowed in residential areas and should be hidden from young children as 

much as possible).  

Participants who favoured some type of legalization talked mostly about brothels, which were 

seen as locations that could keep prostitutes off the streets and allow them better control over 

who accesses their services and when. However, other participants noted that while brothels 

could help some prostitutes, many street prostitutes would likely not find work in these 

establishments and would therefore not receive the same support. Some participants also felt 

that many clients would not risk being identified at brothels and would continue turning to 

street prostitution.



 
 

2014 National Justice Focus Groups  Page 10 

 

 
 

Appendix A - Moderator’s Guide  

INTRODUCTION (10 Minutes) 

WARM UP: GENERAL CONTEXT (10 minutes) 

I’d like to start with a fairly broad question. Thinking of the issues facing Canada today, which 

one would you say the Government of Canada (that is the federal government) should focus on 

most?  

FLIP CHART – PROBE – TRY TO ENSURE PARTICIPANTS FOCUS ON FEDERAL GOVERNMENT 

ISSUES  

[IF NOT CLEAR FOLLOW-UP] Why should this issue be a top focus of the Government of 

Canada? 

CRIME ISSUES (10 minutes) 

Now thinking specifically about crime and justice issues facing Canada, which one would you 

say the Government of Canada should focus on most? 

FLIP CHART – PROBE – TRY TO ENSURE PARTICIPANTS FOCUS ON FEDERAL GOVERNMENT 

ISSUES  

[IF NOT CLEAR FOLLOW-UP] Why should this issue be a top focus of the Government of 

Canada? 

ISSUES (70 minutes) 

Now let’s talk a bit about marijuana.  

 How high is this issue you on your priority list? Is there anything that concerns you 

about it? 

 What is the current Canadian law regarding marijuana?  

 The production, sale and use of marijuana in Canada is prohibited under the Controlled 

Drugs and Substances Act. 

 If a healthcare practitioner has made a decision that marijuana is an appropriate 

treatment option, has recommended the use of marijuana for medical purposes for a 

patient and that person has also received the proper authorization from Health Canada, 

that person could use marijuana that they have produced under a Personal Use 

Production Licence, or obtained from a person designated to grow it for them, or they 

have purchased from Health Canada. 

 As of March 31, 2014 the current marijuana medical access program will end. Health 

Canada will no longer produce or sell marihuana for medical purposes. Home 
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production will no longer be allowed. All individuals requiring marijuana for medical 

purposes will need a medical document from their healthcare provider, and have to 

purchase it directly from a Licensed Producer. 

 There has been some discussion about marijuana laws. The GOC could legalize 

marijuana, decriminalize the possession of small amounts of marijuana, with a fine 

rather than a criminal record, increase the penalties or just leave the laws as they are - 

which approach do you favour? What should the government do? Why? What are the 

pros and cons?  

Changing topics.  

 Have you heard anything lately about changes in laws related to prostitution in Canada? 

What did you hear? 

 What are Canada’s laws regarding prostitution?  

 Adult prostitution is actually legal activity in Canada; however, a number of Criminal 

Code offences prohibit activities related to brothels, procuring and street prostitution. 

As you may have heard, the Supreme Court of Canada recently overturned some of 

Canada’s laws related to prostitution.  

 What, in your view, should the government do in response? UNAIDED DISCUSSION  

 There are some options for government response. Discuss options – 

advantages/disadvantages 

 

o Do Nothing – Parliament could let the Supreme Court of Canada’s one year 
suspension expire, which would result in decriminalization of most adult 
prostitution-related activities: indoor prostitution (e.g., in a house/ apartment, 
massage parlour or strip club); providing services to prostitutes (e.g., as a 
bodyguard, driver or through escort agencies); and, communicating for the 
purposes of purchasing or selling sexual services in public places, e.g., in the 
street. 

o Criminalize Clients and Pimps – Parliament could implement the “Nordic 
Model,” based on the approach of Sweden, Norway and Iceland, which treats 
prostitution as a form of sexual exploitation by criminalizing clients and pimps 
and decriminalizing prostitutes.  

o Criminalize Prostitution – Parliament could criminalize all the players involved in 

prostitution: clients, pimps and prostitutes 

 What would you like the government to do in this area? 

CONCLUSION (10 minutes) 

We have covered a lot of topics today and really appreciate you taking the time and energy to 

come down here and give your opinion. Your input is very important and insightful! To 

conclude, I wanted to ask you whether you have any last thoughts that you want to provide the 

Government of Canada.  
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Appendix B – Recruitment Screener 

Public opinion on justice issues  

 
Hello, this is calling from Ipsos Canada. We're a professional public opinion research company, 
and we’re not selling anything.  
 
Would you prefer to continue in English or French? Préférez-vous continuer en français ou en 
anglais?  
 
Note: if at this point the participant prefers to respond in French then the interviewer must be 
able to either proceed with the interview in French or read the following statement: “Je vous 
remercie. Quelqu’un qui parle couramment le français vous rappellera bientôt.” 
 
On behalf of the Government of Canada we’re organizing a series of discussion groups to 
explore various issues of importance to the country. The discussion will take about two hours 
and if you qualify and attend you will receive [$75/$100] to thank you for taking the time to 
participate. [NOTE: VANCOUVER PARTICIPANTS WILL BE OFFERED A $100 INCENTIVE – 
PARTICIPANTS IN ALL OTHER LOCATIONS TO RECEIVE $75] 
 
I’d like to ask you a few questions to see if you qualify to participate. It will take about 3 
minutes to complete those questions.  
 
Your answers to these questions and your participation in the discussion groups are both 
voluntary and completely confidential and your answers will remain anonymous. May I 
continue? 
 
Would you be interested in participating in this discussion which will be held on DATE at 
ADDRESS? 
 
Yes [CONTINUE] 
No [THANK AND TERMINATE] 
 
Great, I would like to ask you a few questions to see if you qualify to participate.  
(RECORD GENDER, DO NOT ASK)  

1) Do you or any member of your household work in or has retired from:  

 YES NO 

Market Research or Marketing   

Public Relations or Media (TV, Print)   
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Advertising and communications   

An employee of a political party    

An employee of a government department or 
agency, whether federal or provincial 

  

 

IF “YES” TO ANY OF THE ABOVE, THANK AND TERMINATE 

1. For how many years have you lived in the community where you currently live? 
 

 2 YEARS OR MORE  

 LESS THAN 2 YEARS [THANK AND TERMINATE] 
 

2. Have you ever participated in a focus group or in depth interview?  
 

 YES 

 NO [ONE THIRD OF PARTICIPANTS]  SKIP TO Q.8 
 

3. How many focus groups or in depth interviews have you participated in the past 5 years? 
 

 5 OR MORE [THANK AND TERMINATE] 

 LESS THAN 5 
 

4. How many months ago did you last participate in a focus group or in-depth interview?  
 

 7 MONTHS OR MORE 

 6 MONTHS OR LESS [THANK AND TERMINATE] 
 

5. How comfortable are you expressing your opinions in front of people you’ve just met? Would you 
say you’re… 
 

 Very comfortable  

 Fairly comfortable 

 Not very comfortable [THANK AND TERMINATE] 

 Not at all comfortable [THANK AND TERMINATE] 
 

6. Now I’m going to ask you hypothetical question. If you won ten million dollars, what would you do 
with it?  
 

 IF CANDIDATE IS SLOW TO RESPOND OR UNCLEAR: ASK Q.10 THEN THANK AND TERMINATE  

 OTHERWISE ALLOW CANDIDATE TO CONTINUE FOR UP TO 1 MINUTE BEFORE PROCEEDING  
 

7. I am going to read you a series of age categories, please stop me when I get to the one that applies 
to you.  
 

 18 to 24 years     [AT LEAST ONE PER GROUP] 
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 25 to 35 years     [AT LEAST ONE PER GROUP] 

 36 to 39 years     [AT LEAST ONE PER GROUP] 

 40 to 50 years     [AT LEAST ONE PER GROUP] 

 51 to 59      [AT LEAST ONE PER GROUP] 

 60 years and older     [AT LEAST ONE PER GROUP] 
 

8.  Could you please tell me what the highest level of education you have completed? [READ IF 
HELPFUL] 

 

 Elementary school [i.e. PRIMARY SCHOOL]  [AT LEAST ONE PER GROUP] 

 Secondary school [i.e. HIGH SCHOOL] [AT LEAST ONE PER GROUP] 

 College or trades school [e.g. CEGEP]  [AT LEAST ONE PER GROUP] 

 University      [AT LEAST ONE PER GROUP] 
 

9. Which of the following categories best describes your total household income? That is, the total 
income of all persons in your household combined, before taxes? (READ LIST; ENSURE A GOOD 
MIX, WITH HIGHER INCOME REPRESENTATION) 
 
Under $20,000 
$20,000 to just under $40,000 
$40,000 to just under $60,000 
$60,000 to just under $80,000 
$80,000 to just under $100,000 
$100,000 to just under $150,000 
$150,000 and above 
Prefer not to answer 
 

10. Which of the following best describes your employment situation? Are you… [READ LIST] 
1. Employed full-time   
2. Employed part-time (-35HRS)   
3. Retired    MAX 2 PER GROUP 
4. Currently not working   
5. Student    MAX 1 PER GROUP 
6. Homemaker    
7. Other ______________________________ 
 

11. Are you comfortable reading in English/French (LANGUAGE OF THE FOCUS GROUP) 
 
[RECRUIT 10 PARTICIPANTS FOR EACH GROUP TO ENSURE 8-10 PARTICPANTS ATTEND] 
 
[IN EACH LOCATION WOMEN WILL PARTICIPATE IN ONE GROUP, MEN IN THE OTHER] 
 
Wonderful, you qualify to participate. The session will be held on DATE at TIME at ADDRESS. The 
session will last about 2 hours and you will need to arrive at least 15 minutes before the start of 
the discussion.  
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I need to let you know that the discussion will be audio and video taped, to help us produce the 
report. The report will not mention any participants by name, and the tapes will be kept strictly 
confidential. You will be asked to sign a form giving your consent to be videotaped at the 
beginning of the session. 
 
We are reserving this discussion time for you. So if for any reason you cannot attend, please call: 
PHONE NUMBER. We may be reviewing visual materials so if you wear glasses please bring them 
along. You should also bring a piece of identification such as your driver’s license, in order to 
collect your $75/$100. And finally, don’t forget to turn off your phone.  
 


