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with stricter sentencing for young people, a bill that
ri more repressive?

it absolutely necessary to table a bill like this in the
I why reverse Uic onus of proof so that it will be up to
to prove that young offenders should flot be tried in
vhere they may get more severe sentences instead of
under the Young Offenders Act? Could Uic hon.
)lain why we have this bill, although the statistics
10 further legislation is necessary and that legal
iebec and Ontario are very clear about not tinkering
ing Offenders Act because it is good legisiation, and
he problemn is one of enforcement?

: Madam Speaker, clearly I agree with my colleague
rits. As to bis question: Why? I think it is obvious, it
c pressure secms to influence the Liberal govern-
opinion, we bave to be wary of contradictions and
les.

pie, we are telling young people that they cannot
18, that Uiey cannet drive before 16, but if they
me Uiey can be treatcd as adults. I think we bave to
L, we cannot bave more than one standard. 1 believe
)e corrected.

Weigbt of public opinion, I would imagine that
the committee will hear witnesses, and I hope Uiey
àhange Uieir minds on Uhc general direction of this
start would be for the people satisfied with Uic

ilation to be more active in order to balance thc
those who rcquest dramatic changes.

[orrison (Swift Current-Maple Creek-Assini-
ýn Speaker, two months ago, almost 10 years to Uic
SPassage of the Young Offenders Act, Nicholas
e shot down in cold blood on an Ottawa sidewalk.
Person who shot him was a young offender. wc
Uce about bum. Ail we know is that he shot a man for
11.

a big public outcry, lots of calis for tougher law
and thc media and the usual brown shirted bri-

control lobbyists wcre braying that we should stop
hag tough on honest citizens.

lething lilce a man who bas two dogs, one vicious
le. The vicious dog bites the postman and s0 tQ
ýOstman~ thc man shoots the gentie dog and then
Ous dog and tries to sweeten bis temperament by
l1m.

laPpen to this young man? Because of the date of
Pibsunie lie will be tried under Uic old Young
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Wfenders Act, but for the sake of this discussion let us say that
he would be tried under the new one. It is less likely under the
new act than under the old that he will be tried in an adult court
for the simple reason that the new law will lead to interminable
court delays with the new process of reverse onus that bas been
written into it. If he is convicted he will face a maximum of
10 years in custody, no minimum, of which perhaps 6 years
could be in closed custody. Judging on the way the Iaws have
been enforced to date that is ail rather hypothetical and some-
what unlikely.
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What sbould be donc with a person like that? I respectfully
suggest that murder by a 16-year-old is no less harmful to the
victim than murder by an 18-year-old. Therefore the penalty
should be essentially the same. I amrnfot suggesting imniediate
incarceration with older prisoners where thc young fellow
would be the plaything of sexual predators. That constitutes
cruel and usual punishment by any standards and is unworthy of
a civilized society.

We should have institutions designed to serve speciflc age
groups. We used to have them. They were called reform scbools.
Some hon. members may say that is too expensive and we cannot
afford it. If we could rebabilitate some of these young hoodlums
perbaps it would be money well spent. It should flot be expen-
sive anyway; it need flot be expensive. Young people incarcer-
ated in a reforni scbool could do useful work, including growing
their own food which aduit prisoners in Uic penitentiaries used
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