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Capital Punishment

years is sufficient before one who is committed to if e
imprisonment is again moving about in society, and this of
course adds to the gravity and the seriousness, of the
matter, as well as to the perplexity and concern of the
Canadian people.

The present bill also has an obvious, easily recognized
and patent inconsistency which makes it extremely dif-
ficuit to be enthusiastic about it, or certainly to use a
logical approach to it. If capital punishrnent is abolished
because it is flot a deterrent and that generally is the
reason given for jts aholition-then why is capital punish-
ment retained for the murder of certain citizens? If the
death penalty is viewed as a deterrent to the murder of
police and penitentiary off icers, why is it flot considered a
deterrent to the murder of other members of society? This
seems to me to be a logical question that should present
itself immediately to the members of the House. Because
we cannot have it both ways. If the death penalty deters,
why limit its deterring effect? If il does not deter, why
pretend that as against certain members of society il in
fact does?

I take second place to no one in my regard for the police
forces of the nation, nor in my appreciation of the tremen-
dous responsibilities and risks that they are taking in the
protection of the generality of society iri an age where
violence if f ar to0 rife and tranquility f ar 100 rare. I have
paid especial attention to the representations from the
various police organizations that have corne t0 me, as they
have come 10 alI other hon. inembers. If I were convinced
that the death penalty helpod diminish the risk faced by
our police forces, I would support its return. But if I were
that convinced, then I would not limil this protection to
our police forces only; I would draw the mantle of that
protection over aIl members of sociely, over ahl my fellow
citizens.

I lislened with interest 10 the speech made by the right
hon. member for Prince Albert (Mr. Diefenbaker) on
January 30 when he addressed himself to this particular
aspect of the bill. As reported at page 787 of Hansard, the
right hon. member said:
If a man goes to Government House and assassînates the Govcr-
nor Goneral, he is liable to be sentenced to lite imprisenment. If in
running away he f ired a shot, flot towards the police otficer who is
following him but ahead and the bullet ricochets off a plate on a
tree and kilis the policeman, ho is guilty ot capital murder.

He then went or> 10 say lie was opposed 10 the system of
selective condemnation for murder as an expedient Ihat
would not work and which bas flot worked. I find that a
compelling observation. As the hon. member wbo preceded
me mentioned, all of us have received numerous represen-
tations. One which moved me greatly was a very, very
perceptive and sensitive leller from a group of pupils in a
junior school in my constituency. I was impressed by their
interesl and in the clarity of their thougbt. Many have
written to us and brought forward moral reasons for their
point of view, and they have prevailed upon us to take a
similar point of view.

Some people in Canada are convinced that the execution
of a citizen by the state is immoral and thal shouhd end the
matter. They contend that the basic ethical underpinning
of our social structure is vitiated by the taking of a life by
those placed in authority over society. I have the greatest
respect for the sincerity of those people who feel so con-
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vinced, and I wish today, as I wished in 1967 when I last
spoke on this subject, that I could base my judgment s0
f irmly on moral and religieus grounds and be so sure of
the rightness of my presentation.

Others have written lu us quoti>g Holy Writ as leading
ineluctably t0 the imposition of capital punishment. Hap-
puly my church, the Presbyterian Church of Canada, does
not lay upon its members any directives jrn the matter, but
a recent issue of the Church's publication, the "Preshyleri-
an Record," produced something which I found exlremely
interesting. I quote:

* (1530)

A recent news item included the tellowing quotation tromn the
minutes ef the Presbytery ... ef. Whereas the word ot God
teaches that capital punishment is the will et God for those guilty
ot murder, the Presbytery et... of the Preshyterian Church in
Canada urges the government of Canada to reinstate the death
penalty for those found guilty of murder."

The writer of the article to which I referred of April,
1973, in the Presbyterian Record went on to state:

The presbytery is quite correct. The word et God teaches that
"the murderer muat ho put te death." As a matter ot fact the word
et God toilas us that whoover strîkea or revules bis mother or
tather, whoever commits witchcratt, beastiality, adultery, incoat
or homosoxuality should alan ho put te death. Furthermore, the
story of Ananias and Sapphira strengly indicatea that those who
lie or withhold ariy possessions tram the church should also taîl
under sot sentence of doath. If the Canadian governmont askod
the Proabytery oft... te state the word ot God regarding these
ottences it would appear that the prosbytery would have ne choice
but te atate it is the will of God that tho ontiro population et
Canada ho executed!

This writer did net think of il and I do net know why I
did nol, but I remember Christ defining adultery in a very
broad way. He said that he who lusted after a woman
committed adultery with her in> his heart, so that would
take quite a wide sweep, I am afraid. He then went on te
say that St. John said anyo>e who hated was in f act a
murderer. There are very f ew people in> our society who
have not at one lime or other said they hatod this, bated
Ibat, hated him or bated ber.

This was ail serious, but ir> a much more profound
delineation of this argument, this writer went on to state:
If any murderers ahould ho oxecuted it should ho those who
murdered the Son of God.

For those, even Christ himself proclaimed not deatb, but
forgiveneas. 1 do not want to use my whole lime as this is a
very important debate and there are many people wbo
wisb te talk about this matter, but I have read a great deal
of rnaterial on the subject. One of the best articles was the
second research report of the Solicitor General's depart-
ment brougbt out by Mr. Fattah. Ho opened with a fore-
word which is a quotation from a great literary ma> of our
time, Boris Pasternak, and I quote:

If the heast who aleepa in man could ho held down by threats-
any kind et threat, whether et jail or et retributien atter death-
thon the higheat ernblem et humanity would he the lion tamer in
the circus with bis whip, not the Prophot who sacrificed himacîf.

That is a powerful quote, one wbîch sbould cause some
reflectien. He then quotes George Devreux as follows:

The thoory et capital punishment is the moat conspîcuoua
instance et hedonistic rationalizationa and the moat convincîng
example of its tallacînus nature. The taîlure et capital punishment
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