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Mr. ILSLEY: Yes; the matter of revision
is a parliamentary responsibility. It hias been
suggested te me that parliament, should take
in hand quite a number of acts before this
consolidation is completed, with a view to
revision. It is suggested that these acts con-
tain provisions which ought to be changed.
But that is a different suggestion altogether
from the one made by Doctor Ollivier in bis
article. He was suggesting a parliamentary
consolidation prelimieary te consolidation by
the commissioners. I do not think there is
rnuch against it, but I do flot think it is a
particularly important suggestion.

Mr. KNOWLES: In view of the proper
distinlction the minister bas made between
the ivords 'rev-ision" and "consolidation", cead
in view of the fart that he statcd it is bis
rntentiùe)r that this commission is te do a
consolidating job, 1 shorîld like to know the
siî,nifirance of the w-ord "rev-ision" jn the
second ]ne of thn resolution.

Mr. ILSLEY: They have always bee called
the revised statuites of Canada. In seine
jurisdictioes thiey are called the ensolidatcd
statutcs. but in Canada they have always
been callcd the revised statutes. "Revision"
apparently was used je a sense different from
that in whicha I arn using it.

Mr. KNOWLES: The ternis of flie bill
will be such as to make it clear that the
powers of the commission are oely te do
what the minister means by consolidating-?

Mr. ILSLEY: The werding of the bill I arn
going te submit will net be exactly the samne
i that of the bill introduced in 1927. 1
elieve the werding of that bill was exactly

the same as the bill of 1906. A little change
is being mcdo which we cannot advantageously
discuss here but which will be discussed when
we corne te that particular section.

Of course the crituinal code oughit te be
revised. and it may be that if this is tu be
undertaken by a section cf the commission
that, is te be -et up, special pewers or special
respensibilities in respect te the criminal
code will have te be given them. I must say
that I have net been able te, give any clear
idea as to how the criminal code is te be
revised. If the task of revision, if the changieg
of the code, if the changing of the penalties,
if the changing of the principles of punishmeet
and se on are to be delegated te cern-
missieners-they would be a sort of royal
commission te advîse the governrnent on
what the lcw ought te hp-then the govern-
ment and parliament will have te take the
responsibility for the changes in the criminal
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code in a sense in whicha they would net
hiave to take it with regard te, most of the
laws on the statute bocks of Canada.

Mr. DIEFENBAKER: The distinction
which the etinister makes renders rather un-
important the work of revision by this cern-
iniss~ion. AXs a mat ter cf fact if the ie oision
cf the statutes is to mean sirnply a rearrang-
ing of the sections, a recommending of the
rornoval cf the occasional preamble, then it
is more or le-s a perfunctery act that is te
be perforrned by these men. If that is se,
the question of thoir erninence or ability or
knowledg-e of the law would be cf very little
importance.

Isuggcst te the minister that in addition
te discharg-ing the more or less perfunctory
rcspoim5ibility whicli is ecessary lie oiîght te
give consideration te widenieg the ineaning
cf the w ccd "iisoi"- t hat th( ho ci ti-'.ion
te be set rip under the bill te be based on
this resolution will be dischar.ging an essentiaý-l
funetion, namely, reccrnmending te parliarnent
or te the Departmnent cf Justice the neeessitv
cf change s in varion.s sections cf the statutes
je order te bring them up te date.

I have net said anything on the miatter iip
te the present, but after li.tening te the mnin-
ister I feel tliet if ail w-e are doing is sctting up

a, commission for tlic pu!ipo c c f iunning
througliflue statutcs ced saying. XeI this
statute cf 1932 lias bcen amiendî four tirnos
and we will put in the ameedlments iii the t'es-
pective sections," thon i'evision is cf little
importance in res-pect te th', final findin '-.-

Mi'. JLSLEY: Thant is what it is for.
Mir. KNOWLES: It would be just a collec-

tion of office consolidations.

Mr. DIEFENBAKER: As the lion. rccrnhbcr
for Winnipeg N"or-th Centre says, it would
sinmply ho a collection cf office consolidations
cf which there is one for prccticclly every
impýortant itatute. Whcn voit enrn te the
revision cf the criminal code, te whieh the min-
ister hc.s madle reference, that is quite ,inother
tlîing. That mwill require une-ual experience
and knowledge cf crirninal lcw ced practice,
and also cf thic changes that have taken place
in sociolog-y ced psychology cnd medicine and
preventive jurisprudence since 1892.

For instance, there is the question of tlic
responsibility' for criminal cts. The law today
is that a child under seven years of age lias
ne capacity te perform a crituinal act; between
the ages of seven ced fourteýen yeaî's tile
ccpccity is net presumed but must he estab-
lished affirmatively by the crown. W hon those
î'ules were made a htîndred and fifty or two
hcndî'ed yeaî's ago, physical cge and mental


