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Gavernment Orders

tried in aduit court and facing the sanctions which the crimînal
Iaw provides in aduit court.

1 ask members of the House to observe that this is flot an
automahic treatment of 16 and l7-year olds in the youth justice
system. We do not favour an automatic transfer of people in that
age group. Rather it is siiply a reverse. onus for the test on
transfer that exists at present, obligating those persons of that
age when charged witb the proscribed crimes to bear the burçlen
of persuading the youtb court judge Uiat they should renain in
the youth court.

0 (1540)

structure and the scheme in place at present often worlcs against
the kind of partnerships we need in society to deal with the threat
of youth crime, to deal more effectively with protecting students
and staff and others whcn young people are prone to violence.
The changes we propose wilI enable the sharing of information
responsibly so as to overcome that structural difflculty.

The new system proposed in Bill C-37 will require the
recipient of information, for example the principal or the
officiai in the school, to keep that information private. It wilI be
shared ionly with those wlth whom it must be shared for the
purpose of putting precautions in place. It will be lcept separate
on file from the educational record of the young person, and then
the information will be destroyed when the young person bas
left the jurisdiction, for example of the school boardl.
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