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it would be contempt. This is repeated countless tumes in
countless courtrooms across aur land, and Uic govemment
would have us believe it is seriously responding to the subniis-
sions and correspondence it lias received from, Canadians in
recent months.

Society secs violent crime as an abhorrence needing retribu-
tion and a sensib>le social defence response. If a violent offender
of 16 or 17 years of age is lcept within the bounds of the Young
Offenders Act Uic maximum penalty avai-lable for first degre
murder woul~d be 10 years. If that sanie violent offender wcre
dealt with in aduit court, the penalty for first degree murder
would be life imprisonment with no parole for 25 years.

ýder the new proposai would seem to be
e reality is that probably oniy six years
,ntion, with Uic remaining four years being
ty super-vision. Ho tragically painful for
ictim and perhap? how dangerous for Uic
intlv obvinuq thnt thiq nmnvtqkm iq written

<Government Orders,

problematic. By identifying these young offenders; before they
'graduate into the teen world of crime set before them, we
drastically reduce the number of youthful aduits we are forced
ta deai with six years down the road. This is social engineering
at its best.

Statistics indicate that of the 42 murder cases heard by youth
courts in 1992-93, 25 cases or 60 per cent invoived 16 and
17-year oids. That means a fuil 40 per cent of the cases invoived
children 15 and under. 0f the 74 cases of attempted xuurder, 39
per cent were 15 and under. Mansiaughter saw an even spiit of 50
per cent. For aggravated assauit, some 311 cases or 32 per cent
were 15 years old and under.
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These are astounding figures in themselves, but consider Uic
burden placed on the youth court systemn and the correctionai.
facilities. It has been argued that 16 and 17-year-oids sliouid
not be placed ini full adult prisons, a position wc endorse. There
is am~ple flexibility within the correctional systemn to accolumo-
date Uic youthful adults who would be sentcnced i aduit court.

lIt is imperative that 16 and 17-year oid violent offenders be
remnoved frora the cnvironment in which tase young offenders
are housed. The younger we are able to begin the proccss of
education and rehabilitation, the greater chances of success.
Sceing negative mile models who are 16 and 17-year olds who
can exert tremendous power over the younger population de-
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