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)n1 often ask myseif is why is the govemrment so
drastically overhaul the Young Offenders Act? Is it
ng to the old Liberal philosophy of stressing the
on of individuals over the protection of society as a

1may recall, this policy was first publicly stated in
as been the policy toward crime ever since, clearly.
rtant, that philosophy is alive and well in the present
t and in fact tonight in thc members opposite.

only look at Uhc paltry amendmcnts proposcd in Bill
us 1ook at thc facts. Since the introduction of the
fiders Act, youth crime bas actually risen by 117 per
2, 12 to 17-year old maies accounted for 3.9 per cent
dian population and yet they accounted for 12.6 per
rimes and 27.6 per cent of ail property crime ini thc

'ult to dispute numbers and statistics. This state of
Ot stand and it must be addressed. Unfortunately it
)t more than thc trivial changes of Bill C-37 to bring
under control.

an lamenting thc missed opportunities this bill
nie illustrate what would have satisficd thc tremen-
Y' of thc Canadian people and effectively brought
under control.

hOuld have entailed or been part of a larger prograni
lave established youth crime registries across Uic
il a prograni would alert potential victims of dan-
9 Offen<jers and avoid disasters froni occurring such
>TOu1ght on on Uic west coast by Jason Gamache.
Courtenay, B.C. was recently convicted of first

er in the death of a six-year old child, Dawn Shaw.

ffi0wed Uiat Gamache was a repeat sexual offender
t allowed to be with children. This fact was flot
local authorities or Gamache's neighbours because
Y sections of Uic Young Offenders Act.

Government Orders

intents and purposes they resemble aduits. Young people at age
16 are allowed to get licences to drive cars. They are considered
aduits. Why should it be any different in the Young Offenders
Act?

The age of operation should therefore be modified to 10 to15 inclusive. 1 believe this modified age of operation would
prove to be a solid deterrent for 16 and 17-year olds. Thec current
provisions for 16 and i 7-year olds under Bill C-37 are far tooloose and will undoubtedly allow the current tragedy of crimes
to continue.

In conclusion, 1 fully support the Liberal member for York
South-Weston when he stated that: "The tragedy of youth
crime is a ticking, time bomb in this country". Perhaps thatbackbencher should have, could have, would have had moreinput into the committee stage of the drafting of this bill1 when
some committee somewhere got together to put this legisiation
together. This is a government member who is flot allowing the
Liberal ideology to go along with what he is hearing back home
in bis constituency.

It is simply tragic that ail the government has proposed in
response to this dilemma is Bill C-37. I will nonetheless vote in
favour of this bill simply because the current status quo cannot
stand. The urgent need for real reforin however wiIl remain and 1
arn confident this issue wilreturn to the House sometime in the
near future.

As my colleague froni Yorkton-Melville suggested carlier,
we will make sure as a caucus that this wilI be continuing to
corne forward in the House of Commons. We will flot let thismatter rest. There are Liberal backbenchers as wel. and they


