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OTTAWA (CUP) — 1t will be two years
ago, Feb. 4, 1977 that discussion in
committee began on the government’s bhill
to amend the marijuana laws in Canada.

In that time the bill has gone through the
Senate’s legal and constitutional affairs
committee, suffered amendments, been
returned to the Senate and passed. It went
to the House of Commons on June 18, 1975,

It hasn’t been heard of since.

That bill, S-19 was "an act to amend the
food and drugs act, the narcotic control

act, and the criminal code."
“The intent of this  legislation,”

according to Mare Lalonde, minister of

health and welfare in hig testimony before
the committee “Is to provide Canadian
courts with needed flexibility in dealing
with offences involving cannabis so that
the penalities levied will be suited to the

circumstances and significance of the
offences.”

A spokesperson for the minister said
Jan. 19, 1977 there had been ‘‘recent
discussion of the whole matter” but
Loraine Andras said she could not say
what was going to happen 10 the bill, She
Also said there was g possibility of some
action of the matter at the end of January.

Interest in  the legislation hagn't
declined. According to Janet Ross of the
Addiction Research Foundation of Ontario,
ttudies show increased use of cannabis,
“specially among 18-29 year old men with
uriversity education and earning $15,000.

The Canadian Medical Association
continues to “nag away" too, according to
the CMA's director of scientific councils.
Dr. J. S. Bennett blames *“political
expediency” on the lack of government
action,

Even the chairperson of the original
Senate committee that studied the bil],
Senator Ca.| Goldenberg doesn't know
why no action has been taken by the
government,

He said that he knew the bill was “very
controversial” but he said, *| thought |
would have been told" if the amendments
the Senate committee made were
unacceptable to the government. He said
he has heard “nothing whatsoever' about

the bill since it passed the Senate two
years ago.

The government has now at least three
options,

[t can put the amended Senate version of
its bill on the House of Commons order
Paper and see that it soon comes up for

It can introduce a new version of the bill

and take it to the House of Commong for
discussion.

Or it can simply drop the whole matter.

Debate on Bill S-19 began in Senate Dec.
9, 1974. In those debates the purpose and
limits of the bill were made clear.

Senator Neiman: “Honourable senators,
on Tuesday of last week the government
introduced Bill S-19 in this chamber, by
which it Proposes to transfer the
legislative provisions relating to cannabig
from the narcotic control act to the fooqd
and drugs act and, in order to regulate
those provisions more appropriately, to
make amendments to the Criminal Code. I
cannot stress tog strongly that this bjl]
does not make Possession of the substance

cannabis satiyg egal, nor will it, [ am sure,

substance in any of its forms.”

In that speech the government makes itg
plans clear. During the course of witnesg
testimony before the committee and in the
debates in the Senate, proponents of .the
bill repeatedly stated what the government

ad been saying all along. Thig bill will

As Dr. Bennet of the CMA said during
the hearing, “Surely in this day and age it

offence."

One of the key mendments made by the
Senators to the

That section stated, 50 (1) expect as
authorized, by thig part of the regulations,
no person shall import into Canada or
export from Canada any cannabis,” and
later “‘except that sub-paragraph (b) (ii)
(regarding penalties) does not apply were
that person, after having been found guilty
of the offence, establishes that he imported
or exported the cannabis for his own
consumption only,"

The committee also recommended that
first offenders would be given an absolute
or conditional discharge after conviction
for possession of marijuana.

Maximum penalties for importing or

.exporting would be reduced to 14 years
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KINGSTON (Cup) - Progressive
Conservative leader Joe Clark said he
favors the legalization of marijuang
possession in Tesponse to a question at
Queen'’s University Jan. 21 “Do you favour
the legalization of marijuana?’’, Clark said,
“of possession, yes."

He said, I have some worries aboyt
trafficking ... and I am just not current
with how the term trafficking ig being

applied in the courts, I wouldn't want ... to

have crimina] record attached

to
somebody who Occasionally ., supplied
marijuana to a roommate, That I don't
think ig trafficking, ang the court

definitions might suggest it is.
"I would not havye Criminal recordsg

attached to possession '’
Clark made the remarks in

; an interview
with the student paper, Que

en’'s Journal.

Not all the discussion in Senate was
serious however. One senator, Sullivan
made his position on the whole matter very
clear. “The use of soft drugs leads almost
inevitably to the use of hard drugs. There
is no such thing as ‘simple possession of
marijuana’, I would remind Senator
Neiman. They are all passing it on, or
proselytizing. Furthermore, I am infavour
of the death penalty for heroin traffickers.
You now know exactly where I stand,” he

Another, Senator Lorne Bonnell said
arijuana has no medica] use, and its
effect on our young people between 14 and
20 cost our society dearly. Thege
youngsters lose their initiative, drive,
sense of purpose and their ambition to
succeed.” It was in thig atmosphere that
the Senate passed the amended Bill S-19,

Has

OTTAWA  (CUP)
campuses are geari
activities to demc
opposition to
announced tuition
the province's «

" universities, prelim

indicate.

As of Jan. 27, seve
unions have repor
some form of actio
Feb. 10, according tc
the Ontario Federati
(OFS) and membe
Canadian University

Most are seekir
already received,
students for a h
boycott, in response
OFS member unions
ers at a strategy me
tuition hike Jan. 15.

Those planning
referenda seeking s
boycott, include the v
Carleton, Laurentia
York and Toronto, an
Confederation, and
colleges of applie:
technology. Ryerson

Uni
dif

OTTAWA (CUP) -- T
University board of g
joined two others i
rejecting differential
students, but Lakehe
has bowed to the g

"Make no mistake
government is calling
said Lakehead v
administration,  Bry
noting that the uniy
and location makes |
absorb the extra cos

"Whether one agre
government is immc
pay the bill," he said.
altruistic, but what d
for the other 2,700
Lakehead)?"

However, McMaster
Carleton and Laur
absorb the costs for |
year,

According to presi
Bourns, the move w
"to protect the financ
of the university,” bu
"the fee will have to b
a solution cannot be

Equal 1

VANCOUVER (CU
University of Britis
senate unanimously
motion calling for diff
for out-of-province
national students Jan

The motion did no
the support of its
seconder so it could b

Mover, Joan Blan
first gave notice of tt
November, admitted
isn't going to do m
university finances."

“I'm bringing this
two other provinces h
these in, I'm asking
passed on so the




