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Do people really think that increasing sentences from 5 to 10
years or even from 7 to 10 years will help us achieve the aims of
the act? Do people really think that reversing the onus to force
the young offenders to demonstrate that they should be proceed-
ed against ini youth court instead of adult court will solve the
problem and help us achieve the aims of the act? Do members
opposite think that? Are Reform Party members of this opinion?
Does the goverfment think that increasing the period of time
that a young offender who has received a life sentence must
serve before being eligible for parole will help us achieve the
aims of the act?

1 have to believe that the minister did not ask himself these
questions. The Liberal federal government, through its Minister
of Justice, made a point of stating in clause 1 of the bill that
crime prevention is essential to the protection of society and that
a multi-disciplinaryapproach is needed to deal with this prob-
lem.

It is even stated in clause 15 that an order of custody is not the
solution. However, the bill provides absolutely nothing to
strcngthen what is stated. Finally, they try to put on a smoke
screen, to put everybody to sleep, saying that it will pass without
a hitch. Well, no, it will flot pass without a hitch. I Quebec, we
do not want this bill. We feel unanimously that this bill is
harmful to youth and that is flot the solution. The solution lies in
tic implenientation of tie act as it now stands. The solution lies
ini social rehabilitation.

What I ask the Minister of Justice to do is simply to postpone
this piece of legislation, flot to have it given second reading ini
order that thc Standing Comniittce on Justice and Legal Affairs
can properly analyze the issue and report to this House. We wil
then sec whether or not the act should be changed.

16 and 17 yeïar olds to prove that Uiey should be heard ,
with in youth court, is really going to solve thc probi

My concern is that the people presently in the yot
system are Uic ones who make a decision on whethe
youths 14 years old and up will be tried ini aduit coul
same people are Uic ones who will hear Uic cases of Il
year olds and make thc decision on whethcr they wil
youth court.

The past will show us that judges in Uic youth court
are very reluctant to place 16 and 17 year olds into an ad
to face Uic serious charges of murder, second degree mu
manslaughter. Thcy seeni to be very reluctant to 1
younger people move up to aduit court.

1 do not sec that Uic bill will make any change. I dc
whcre Uiese sanie people wilI force young people to bi
adult court. What we will sec is that the people who M5S
decisions will continue to allow 16 and 17 ycar olds to bi
youth court.


