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stealing fromn the mals and so forth. I remem-
ber a few years ago when the former post-
master generai, Mr. Muiock, was a member
of the house. 1 brought to hie attention a
report iesued i regard ta the post office, which
showed. that oniy about one-eighth of one per
cent of those officiais, notwithstanding the
tremendaus volume of business which the post
office carnies on, did flot carry out the iaw, and
stole a few cents out of a letter.

Since the code was estabiished the maxi-
mum had been three years, and no minimum
was aiiowed ta the magistrate at ail. The
sentence wss automatic. The state did nothing
ta look after the wife and children of the
person who was senteneed ta jail. They were
ieft ta charity. The minister at thst time
hrought in an ameudment which received the
support cf the late minister cf justice. There
bas been a conffict cf decisions by magistrates
on what the amended section meant. Some
cf them gave oniy thirty days in connection
with a theft cf a few cents fram a letter.

The penalty cf a year is altogether toc long
for a man whe steals such a small amount.
Out cf $15f50,000 which the department gete
out of the Taranto post office, it je only a
very email amoi.mt which cornes from. the
departmnent stores, as I said the ether night.
Yeu have ta think cf the family as weIl. The
state should look after the chiidren and aiea
the wife. Very few men are involved in this
section. They are autamaticaily liable te a
sentence cf a year in jail. The sentence should
be thirty days or sixty days. There should
nat be a minimum any more than there le
a maximum. Some discretion ehouid be given
ta the magistrate. He hears a&l the evidence
and bas all the facts before bim. Most cf the
sme involved are very small. I arn sorry te
see men who are employed in a great pubic
utiiity such as the post office being treated in.
this way. Tbey have a hard time. They go
eut i ail kinds cf weather, winter and summer.
No section cf the public service is more popu-
lar with the working classes than the men
who work for the post office. 'I do net think
it je right autcmaticaiiy ta send a persan
down for a year.

It wiil be naticed that the change in the
code doee flot namne the place cf confinement.
These people bave iargeiy been confined, in
federai institutions lnstead cf near their -homes,
and the women and children are ieft te suifer.
I thougbt that at this session the minister
weuld leave it ta the discretion of -the magie
trate, make the minimum thlrty to sixty days,
and bnlng in a maximum cf a year. Usuaily,
ini interference with the mails, amail amounts
cf money are invaived. I tblnk the amend-
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ment 1 suggested would be much better. It
wiil help the public service more than a long
termi like a year, which is a very long time.
A man may escape and get two more yearu
added te it. The penalty gees a iittle too far.

I may say that, after a long, fight i the
House cf Commone, the late pastmaster gen-
eral a few years ago did accept an amend.ment
ta the code te that eifect.

Section agreed te.

Sections il and 12 agreed te.

On section 13-Defrauding the public.

Mr. SMITH (Calgary West): Wiil the
minister expiain thie section?

Mr. ILSLEY: Sections 12, 13 and 14 are
being enacted at the request cf the provinice
cf Ontario. They are very important sections.
In fact they were requested in the past, but
it was feit that tbe abuse that they were
directed to poesibiy did net justify the changes
in the criminal law. But the conclusion bas
been arrived at that now tbey do. Tiiese sdc-
tiens will have te be taken as a group. Section
12 speake for i.tseif. Section 13 requires
expianation.

Mr. SMITH (Calgary West): What dace the
minister think about the words "written or
oral" in section 12? Will that net make it
tremendously wide? Somebody will ho made
responeible for a remark tbat a taxi driver
makes or anybody wha is with him. Ioe that
net pretty wide?

:Mr. ILSLEY: It may be wide, but I do
net think there is rnuch wrang with, it. I
would draw the hen. gentleman's attention
ta the explanatory note, which reade:

This amendaient arises eut of a judgment in
the case of Rex vs. Mor~gan and Dempsey, 1947
0OL.'R. W56, in which it was beid that if the
stâtements referred to in the said section were
made oraily tbey did net constitute an offence
thereunder.

Previousiy, it wouid appear, the prosecuting
authenities were cf the view that the section
included oral fraudulent statements, but the
courts decided againet them and it is con-
eidered desirabie te amend the section.

Mr. SMITII (Caligary West): Limiting it
to these varieus efficers would, I suppose,
take care cf what I had in mind.

Mr. ILSLEY: Section 13 requires somes
explanation. It was an .essentiai ingredient
cf the offence that there be conspiracy. Now
there dace net need. ta be censpiracy. The
conspiracy sections in the cade, elsewhere
prcvided, wiil, cf course, take eifect if there
is conspiracy. Now there does net need ta


