
Criminal Law [APRIL 30, 1890.] Amendnent Bill.

ask the House to increase the age to 14, so girls employed in factories are employcd
that the punishment will be correspond- in laË5e numbers-25, 50 or 100-to go
ingly severe if the offence is committed in to work at the same hour aid leave at
respect of girls under that age. the same hour, and who are under

The amendment was agreed to. one another's eye, and it really seems to
me that the facilities for leading a4tray

On clause 4,- girls employed in that way are much less
H1ON. MR. ABBOTT--Clause 4 has at- than those which exist in the case of other

tracted a good deal of' attention and com- classes of girls. Domestic servants, 1
ment, and the age does seem to me to think, are in a nuch more dangerous
be unreasonably great. I do not myself position than factory girls. My impres-
concur in the theory that women require sion is that as the Bil was originally
this kind of protection up to the age of introduced into the Commons by the
thirty; at the same time, 1 feel some hesi- Government the wording of this partieu-
tation in moving that it be changed, since jar clause was diffeîent from what it is 11w.
the Government consented, I understand, This was the language of the Bill as în-
in another place, to limit the age to thirty. troduced by the Government in the House
My own impression would be that twenty- of Commons, and 1 think it is better than
One is quite old enough, and if the sugges- the language o? the Bil as it now stands,
tion were made by any hon. member I and 1 would be disposed to reinstate the
Would be glad to adopt it. previous wording instead of the wording

we have now. The wor-ding in the Bill
1ON. MR. POWER-I took the liberty as originally introduced is: "who bas in

of making the suggestion on the second his employment, or who being in a com-
reading of the Bill, that the change the mon employment with bim in respect of
hon. gentleman has mentioned should be ber employment, or work under, or in any
inade. I do not wish to do anything that way subJect to his control or protection."
mlight embarrass the Government in an- 1 do not see why the particular class of
Other place; still, I shal venture to move girls indicated by this clause should be
that the words twenty-one be substituted singled out for special protection, and I
for thirty in the section. think that ve ought to go back to the

LION MR.IDICEY-Iwoul Isugest'oinl wording of the Bill. Lt bas beenHo1N. MR. DICKEY-I would sugges
that if this protection were given to girls si, I tnd a aion for this
while in their teens it would be sufficient. d

the law be muade applicable to girls em-
The amendment was agreed to. ployed in factories. There is no ojection

llo& MR POWIR-ber is notberto that, but no satisfactory reason ils givenIloN. IMR. POWER-There ils another wyi hudntetn oohrZ ilportion of the clause which strikes me aseîngrater nresonbleand andwho ai-e in the employ of other persons asbe-ig rather unreasonable and unfair, andwell s to factory girs.
it should either not ap pear here or it should
have a wider application than it bas. The HON. MR. lICKEY-I do not exactly
clause reads as follows:

ciEeyoewo enagadasdcsra see the propriety of the suggestion that"4 Every one who, being a guardian, seduces or has 1
icit connection with his ward, and every one who my bon. t'riend bas made-in the first place,

8educes or has illicit connection with any wonian or for the reason that he bas îeferied us to
glil of previously chaste character and under the age t
of t1urty years who is in his employment in a factory,I or workshop, or who, being in a common employ-inent with him, in such factory, mil or workshop, is, is before us, after the other brancb of tbe
1n respect of her employment or work in such factory ture bas

i or workshop, under, or in any way subject to, hi gesiacontrol or direction, is giuilty of a misdeineanor and
bble to two years' imprisonnient." as it existed in the first instance hoks very

The alteration in the age makes this clause like an invitation to get up a difference of
Much less objectionable than it was, but I opinion on the point which might endanger
do not see why this special protection is tbe Bill itselt Then there is another
thlrown around factory girls and not given reasoit: If it is made as extensive as My
tO Other girls who are in positions where hon, fi iend suggests, there are reasons ap-
there is much more danger than in the parent on the face of it why it should fot
case Of factory girls. As a general thing be done. If, for instance, i is applied to
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