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in 1984

ViOIem’ showed that 50 per cent of young persons charged with

Crimes had seen their father beat up their mother.

Inits Teport on crime prevention, the Standing Committee of
i .0Use of Commons on Justice and Solicitor General noted
HCarceration rates are higher in the United States than
here else in the world and they currently spend $70 billion
lheles‘: enforcement, judicial and correctior_lal s_ervices. Never-
the > 11 1990, the United States ranked first in the world for
it Mber of murders, rapes and robberies corr‘lmmed on their
Y. In fact, U.S. figures in that area continue to rise.

The M i 0
o the Minister of Justice did not include in Bill C-37 provision
€rso 0 sentences for adults who solicit or hold young
ns hOStage to force them to commit crimes in their behalf.

m}:l‘)tsomy are these young persons forced by adults to commit

of a2 b“t_ they will have to bear responsibility for the actions

directed CIiminals. The severity of this legislation should be

Police thtoward these adults who often manage to evade the

Whe g,et US escaping prosecution, instead of the young people
Caught for such offenses.

ide?;eTyoung People are taking the rap for adults. What is the
Makin, - and young Canadians and Quebecers for the sake of
Youpg~ 890d a promise made in the red book? True enough,
Poligg PCOPle’s inexperience often makes them easy game for

Wyl , °T°€s Who are better at arresting young people than their
“Ounterparys,

T
resp°ns?‘)_l{ce make them spill the beans and take on full
g i, Uity for the actions they are accused of, charges them

n .
Uy - > have them convicted and sentenced in the place of
CTiming}g,

Inp.
‘“DpoBr:ll C‘37, the Minister of Justice neither provides for nor
d?linql,e any effective direct measure to eliminate juvenile
tile dg en A Proven direct alternative for eliminating juve-
Uency is financial support for street workers.
At
z“bsidg;essegtv Street workers are barely surviving on reduced
Algg empp. 1€ Way, these subsidies, which most of the time
qu‘?ntly ¢ Ployment development programs and were subse-
t°°U1_d pay for a large part of youth services. This is
o Tegj tpoint to note. Many communities in Quebec and in’
$ of Canada used this employment program.

Res y

8, OU

i,ieclive;;eg are being cut back, resources which were used
e Ut Which could be even more effective if they were
IS purpose. Organizations are already estab-

€ir clientele, know their young people and are

Tunning and what happens? Resources for them

g, Tow ¢

Government Orders

Would the Department of Justice agree to give some of its
budget to these street workers? Adult criminals who make use of
young people’s services do not have to pay the cost of their own
defence since they are not charged and do not pay the cost of
defending the young people charged in their place. In such a
case, society now pays the costs involved in bringing them to
justice.

Instead of punishing those who are really guilty, namely the
adult instigators, Bill C-37 insists on punishing these young
people who, I repeat, have been enlisted by adults.
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I would like to conclude now with the impact of the message
we are now giving our young people. Four hundred thousand
young Canadians are unemployed—I am speaking broadly; I do
not know how many are under 18—and the hon. member for
Rimouski—Témiscouata spoke of two million young people in
Canada who are under 18. What message are we now giving
these young people? It is this: “If you do wrong, you will be
punished”. It is a message declining responsibility, unlike the
following: “We trust you. You may have done wrong, but we
will try to give you a chance and rehabilitate you”. Why do I say
that? Because the provinces everywhere lack resources for
rehabilitation and social reintegration.

I will not name him, but during an exchange, an hon. member
told of his experience. This was actual testimony from his youth
when he did something wrong at the age of 12. He was delighted
that some adults took charge of him to help him straighten out,
so much so that he is a member of this House today. This is an
important position, unless the role of MP does not really amount
to much.

The problem in this House now, as in Canada, is that people
tell horror stories. Not enough success stories are mentioned,
but there is a lot of experience. We need only talk to educators
and to people who have been involved in community develop-
ment, municipal recreation services or volunteer organizations.
Every day they could tell us about the benefits of a prevention
program based on the positive side of young people.

Right now, we talk about school drop-outs, delinquency rate,
etc., but we forget to ask questions such as: What pushes young
people to commit crimes? I remember one case in the Quebec
City region. I will not give any names. Some young people had
watched a violent movie which had led them to kill a taxi driver.
They were influenced by the movie. Why not legislate at that
level? Why let young and very young people watch violent acts?

I do not have exact figures, but a young person watching
television all day can witness about 50 murders. And then
people are surprised. I am not saying that there is more crime,
but these are measures which we should think about.



