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Cross cutting recommendations

The following issues apply to all or most of the above stages:

Partnerships
As was touched on in Chapter 2, the literature indicates that while government
has an important role to play in the application of restorative justice,
community involvement is equally vital. Government needs to acknowledge
that it is not the best implementer of local programmes. On the other hand,
civil society struggles to render ongoing services in a sustainable way. The
concept of active partnerships and outsourcing, rather than relying on donor
funded activities is one option. 

Training
Training has been touched on in the recommendations above. The principles
of restorative justice cannot be applied in the daily administration of justice
unless they are well understood and well integrated into a wide range of
programmes. Training of staff at all levels within the criminal justice system,
the social services sector and civil society is a high priory.

Evaluation and research
Ongoing evaluation of existing programmes is essential to build the credibility
of services and demonstrate empirically what works best. Further research is
also needed on the current practices of traditional and community courts and
how these can be linked with the application of restorative justice.

Consolidation of roleplayers
The wide range of roleplayers involved in restorative justice programmes need
to be consolidated into an association or network. The purpose of this would
be for all parties interested in restorative justice to support one another, to
focus their lobbying and advocacy efforts and to address matters such as
training and standards of service delivery.
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