BILL O
Clauses 1 to
£{1), both
inclusive.

Ciruae E (20

Memorabdum on d1ﬂ' erences in the text of
Rill 0, An Act respecting the Criminal Law
as passed by the Scoate on December.l’t’t.h, 1952
| and
Bill 7, An Act respecting the Criminal Law~
as passed by the House of Gommons on April 8th, 19M4.

Clauses 1 to 8 (1) appear in clauses 1 to 8 of Bill 7.
Deslt with in the House of Commons Debates,

- Japuary 19, 1934, commencing at page 1248.
Clause § (2) appears in clsuse 9 of Bill 7.

NOTE
Clause & (2) of Bill O was inserted by the Scnate to provide
for an sppeal In cases where Persons are convicted of con-
temnpt of court. The provision inserted | by the Senate
provided for an appeal agsinst the punishment imposed
where the contempt was commitied in the face of the court,
but made no provision for an appeal from the conviction in

those circumstances. ‘The clause, as adopted by the Senate,

msde provision, however, for an appeal {rom the conviction

or the punishment in cases where the conternpt was not

commitied in the face of the eourt.

Clause @ of Bill 7 provides that ao appeal may be token
by a person convicted of contempt of court with leave of the
court of appoal or a judge thereof agsinst the copvietion or
against the prunishment iimposed, in suy case.

The c¢hange in the proccdure was recommended
by the Special Conmitice of the House of Ciinmons,
«hich dealt with the Bill at the last session of Parlia-

jnent.
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Clauses 9 and 10 appear in clsuses 10 and 13 of Bill 7.
Deslt with in the House of Cominons Decbates,

Junuary 19, 1954, at page 1254.

Clause 11, was d(.-letcd by the House of Commons and
does x;ot appear in RBill 7:

It read as follows:

“11. Where an offence is punishable by indictment or
On summary convictior the prosecutor is entitied to elect
whether the proceedings shall be by indictment or on sum-

mary conviction.™

Clauses 12 to 135 are the rame as clauses 12 to 15 of Bili 7.
Dealt with in the House of Comunons Delates,
January 19, 1954, at page 1734,
(lsuse 36 appears as elause 16 of Bill 7.
Nore

The sulject-matter of this clznse has been referred to a
Royal Commission for inquiry and report.

The discussion on this clause, in the House of Comimons,
1= o be found in the Debates for Murch 15, 1954, commenc-
ing at page 2036,

Clsuses 17 to 19 are the same as clavses 17 to 19 of Bill 7.

Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
January 19, 1854, 8t page 1256,

Clse 20 is the same as clause 20 of Bjl) 7, except that
the words “or summons” have been added after the words
“a warrant”, in line 1.

Dealt with in the House of Commuans De¢bates,

Januury 19, 1954, st pare 1256,
Clsuses 21 to 27 are the same s clauses 21 to 27 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Conanons Delistes,

January 19, 19534, st page 12356,
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g.LuuLzs(.) Clause 25 Appears in clause 25 of Bill 7.
Dealt with g the House of Commons Debates,

January 19, 1954 a1 page 1256,

Note .

The origipal clause in Bill 0 provided that where 4 person

was authorized to €xecute & warrant to arrest and believed,

in good faith and on ressonable -and prohable grounds, that
the person whom he arrested was the person nsmed in the
warrant, he was Justified in i‘espect thereof to the same extent
&s if that persog were the person named ip the warrapt,
Subrlayge (2) provided similar protection to g Dperson
assisting in such gp arrest,

In Bill 7, the word “Justified” has beep deleted in both
su'hchvses and the words “protecied from eriminal responsi-.

bility” substituted therefor.

ghb“:fﬁ to Clauses 29 o 32 are the same 5z clauses 29 1 39 of Bill 7.

e Clauses 29 to 31 sre dealt with in the House of
Commons Debates, Janusry 19, 1854, at pagé 1256;
clavse 323c ezl with in the Debates, April 7, Commenc-
ing at p‘.wge 3855,

Clizse 33, Clause 33 appears in clause 83 of Bill 7,

Nore
Subclsuses (1) and (3) are the same in hoth Bills, but
subclause (2) of Bil 7 Las been smended by inserting the
words “by regson of resistance” in the third Line of that
subcleuse,
The diccussion of fhis smendrnaent, in {he House of Corg.-
ozs, is {0 be found in the Debates for April 7, 1954,

fommencing at page 3563,

AR R
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Clause 28 appears in clause 28 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
January 19, 1954, at page 1256.

NoTtE - -

The original clause in Bill O provided that where & person
was authorized to execute a warrant to arrest and be].ieved,l
in good faith and on ressonable and probable grounds, that
the person whom he arrested was the person named in the
warrant, he was justified in Irespect thereof to the same extent
as il that person were the person named in the warrant,
Subrlsuse (2} provided similar protection to a person
assisting in such an arrest. . '

In Bill 7, the word “justified” has been deleted in both
s.u.bc‘_auﬂa and the words “profected from criminal TESPOTLSE-

bility” substituled therefor.

Clsuses 29 to 32 are the same as clauses 29 to 32 of Bill 7.
Clauses 29 to 31 sre dealt with in the House of
Commons Debates, January 19, 1934, at pag.;: 1256;
clsuse 32 is dezlt with in the Debates, April 7, commenc-

ing at page 38535.
Clsuse 33 appears in clause 33 of Bill 7.

Nore
Subclzuses (1) snd (3) are the same in both Bills, but
subilsuse (2) of Bill 7 has been amended by inserting the
words “by reason of resistance” in the third line of that
subclzuse,
The discassion of this smendment, in the House of Com-
mons, is to be found in the Debutes for April 7, 19354,

commencing at page 3563.
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Clauses 34 to 45 are the same as clauses 34 to 45 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
January 19, 1054, at page 1256

Clsuse 46 appears in clsuse 46 of Bill 7.

NotE

This clause desls with treason. The elause was discussed
1u the Senate and certain amendments to the original draft
were sdopted and included in clause 46 of Bill O, as it was
passed by the Senate.

The Minister of Justice, at page 3667, of the House of
Commons Debates for Aprii 5, 1954, summarizes the
changes that were made from the time the draft of the
Cn.nnnnl Code was first introduced into the Senate up to
the present time. He said, commencing at page 3667 of |
Haussrd:

“I think it might be of some service if we were to compare
the form of wording used in Bill H-S with saction 3 (1) of
the Official Secrets Act, which provides as follows:

If sny person for amy purpose prejudicial to the
s'afety or interests of the state

{a) spproaches, inspeets, passes over, or is in the
neighbourhood of, or enters any prohibited place; or

(&) makes apy sketch, plan, model or note which
1s caleulated to be or might be or is intended to be
directly or indirectly useful to a foreign power; or

{c) obiains, collects, records, or publisbes, or com-
municsies 10 any other person any secret official code
word, or pass word, or any sketeh, plan, model, article

or note, or other document or inforination which is
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calculated to be or might be or is intended to be directly
or indirectly useful to s foreign power;
he shall be guilty of an offence under this act.

‘ Now, the provision was discussed in the Senate banking
and commerce committee, but the committee did not report.
So that no recommendation was made either in favour of
or sgainst the provision. When the bill was introduced in
the Senate for the second time as Bill “O”— it was first of
all introduced as Bill H-8, and then died on the order paper,
and was revived as Bill “O”— the provision was in the
same form T have already indicated. The Senate banking

and commerce committee, to which the bill was referred,

" ihought at first that the paragraph was i0o broad ang,

secondly, that the conduct referred to in the para graph was
not such as should be defined as treason.

Actually the Senate removed paragraph (e) from clause
46 and inserted it in clause 50 as paragraph (¢ )in a changed
form, reading as follows:

Every one commiis sn offence who

{c) conspires with an agent of & state other
than Canada to communicate information or to do an
act that is likely 1o be prejudicial to the safety of |
‘Canada.

Now, by transferring it to clause 50 it made the punish-
ment spplicable 10 it a period of fourieen vears iraprison-
ment. The provision wa.s.ihen introduced in the House
of Commons in the form, naturally, in which it had left the
Senate. In due course it went before the gpecial commitice
of the house at the last session.

The special committee did not agree with the change the

banking and commerce committee in the other place had



BILL O.

6
made, and they further amended the paragraph so ihat it
100k the form that it now takes in the bill beforeus. That is,

as my bon. friend can see, the form in section 46 (1) {e}asit

"now reads. Perhaps T might comment upon that wording.

1t is'uite difierent from the original wording and says:

Without lawfu] suthoriiy, communicates or makes

availsble to an agent of s state other than Cenada,—
And then, instead ‘of the single word “information” it
particulsrizes as follows:

—iilitary or scientific information or any sketch,
plan, model, article, noie or document of a military
or scientific character that he knows or ought to
know mav be used by that state for a purpose pre-
judicial— '

Not to the “safety and interests of Canads”, whick is &
rather vague expression, but-—

-0 the safety or defence of Canads.

 This makes it clear that it was mililary and scientific
inIormatién reluting 1o the safety or defence of Canada
which was prohibited.
- The relevant amendments that were moved in the House
of Commons special commitfee were moved by the bon.
member for Vancouver Fast, and the former member from
St. John’s West, Mr. Browne, and the former member for
Gloucester, Mr. Robichaud. The effect of the amendment
was to restore this prﬁ\'iﬁion back 1o the treason section, but
{o nsyrow it substantially from the broad and less certain
terms in w}:i;:-h it had been set out when it was before the
Senate.

I have alﬂ_:ady indicated in the house that the govern-

mient felt under an obligation, when introducing Rill No. 7
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_ &t the present session, to introduce it, with a few minor

typographical corrections, in the exact form in which it
had been reported upon by the special House of Commons
commitiee at the lasi session, so that the house would know
thit Bill No. 7 was the bill which had been considered by -
the parliament of Canada i 8 preceding session, zlnd Ithat
it came to us again in the exact form in which the House
of Commons special committee had passed upon it.

We in the government thought that if we had any Views
of dissent from the conclusions of the House of Commons
committee we should layv before the members of the House
of Commons the exact text upon which the House of Com-
mons committee had passed, and then that we should bring
in amendments to this text which we in the government
proposed. Tn this way members could judge what had
been approved by the House of Commons comnmittee and
would know exactly what we were proposing to chauge.

We in the government were quite decply concerned with
the question of what was the proper punishment for an
offence of this kind.

How heavy the appropriate penalty should be for the
disclosure of military and scientific information of this sort,
ic 8 matter which is not without very great difficulty to
determine. Thiz mew sort of ireason is in line with the
greal chaﬁge “‘hiC].:l has come over the offence of treason
from what it was in feudal days when it might have been
an act of disloyalty to a personal king. But today there
could be disclosure of information with regard to the “H”
bomb or the atomic bornb which might have conseguences
much more serious for the state than even a personal aftack

upon the monarch.
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Without detaining hon. members of this committee with
details I think I should say that the government considered
this problem at a great length and also in a sub-committee
of the cabinet set up for that purposc we came to the view,
which I will introduce amendments to support, tpat a
distinction should be drawn between the offence when
committed in peacetime and the offence when committed
during wartime whén it would be of a particularly heinous
character and would be an act just as serious as sdhering
to the king’s enemies. We k;lew that we would be one of
very few free nations which imposed even on a DOR-InAnD-
datory basis the death penalty for an ofence of this sort in

poacetime. We therefore thought that the pepalty sections

~of clause 46 should be a.m.ended to provide that it would

continue to carry the pfesent. pensalty, if the offence were
committed during s time of war, and if commitied during
a time of peace it would carry the penalty of 14 years

Imprisonment.”

Clause 46, s it now comes from the House of Commons,
was further smended s the result of the discussion in that

House. :
Sec Debates of the House of Commons for April 5,
19:54, at pages 3668 and 3669.

Clause 47 appears in clause 47 of Bill 7.

Nore
As a result of the alteration of clsuse 46, clause 47,
which is the punichment clause, was amended to reduce
the punishment for treasonable acts, under paragraphs (¢)

and (k) of subeclause (1) of clause 46, commitied while no
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state of war exists between Canads and another country,
from death or life imprisonment to fourteen years imprison-
ment.
The discussion of this clause, in the House of Commons,
is to be found in the Debsates for April 5, 1954, commencing

at page 3663,

Clause 48 is the same as clsuse 48 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
April 5, 1954, at page 3691

Clause 49 is the same &s clause 49 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

January 19, 1954, at page 1236.

Clsuse 50 sppears in clause 50 of Bill 7.

NoTtE

In the first Yine of paragraph (a), the word “wilfully”
was inserted before the word “assists”, and the offence
of conspiring to communicate informstion, which was
inserted in clause 50 of Bill O, was deleted, since the offence

is now included in clause 46, dealing with treason.
Desalt with in the House of Commons Debates,
April 5, 1954, st pege 3691, and April 6, at page 3698

Clause 51 is the same &s clause 51 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

January 19, 1954, at page 1256.
Clause 52 sppesrs in clause 52 of Bill 7.

NoTtE
The corresponding clsuse in Bill O did not have the

saving provisions presently included in subrlsuses {3) and
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(4) of clause 52 of Bill 7. Subclauses (1) and (2) are the
same as the similar provisions in Bill O, with the exception
that, in paragraph {a), the words “securily or defence”
have been substituted for the words “or interests”. Sub-
clauses (3) and (4) have been inserted to protect the interests
of labour.

The discussion of this clause, in the House of Comrﬁons,
15 to be found in the D;:Abatas for April 7, 1954, commencing

al page 3873.

Clauses 53 to 63 are the same as clauses 53 to 63 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
Japuary 19, 1954, at page 1256.
Clauses 64 to 69 appear in clsuses 64 to 69 of Bill 7.
Nore
Clsuses 64 to 69 deal with unlawful assembly and riot.
The discussion of these clauses in the House of Commons
appears in the Debates for April 7, 1854, commencing at
page 3564.

Clause 69 deals with preventing the making of &8 pro-
clamation mentioned in the preceding clause and with
failure to disperse from the place referred to in the proclama-
tion after it is made. The similar provision in Bill O
provided that, after the making of the proclamation, persons
must disperse immediatcly after the proclamation is made.
The House of Commons asdopted an amendment to provide
that such dispersal must take place “within thirly minules”.
The changes appear in the 1ast line of paragraph (b) and in
-the first Iine of paregraph (c).

The discussion of this clsuse, in the House of Commons,

is 10 be found in the Debates for April 7, 1954, at page 3872.
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Clsuses 70 to 87 are the same as clauses 70 to 87 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

January 19, 1954, commencing at page 1257,

Clause 85 appeafs as elause 88 of Bill 7, with the addition,
mad-e by the House of Commons, of a subclause {3).

The discussion of this subelause is to be found in the
Debaies of the House of Commons for March 135, 1854, at
page 2989,

Clsuses 89 to 101 are the same as clauses B9 to 101 of

Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

Jenuary 19, 1954, commencing at page 1263.

Clause 102 appears as clsuse 102 of Bill 7.
Deslt with in the House of Commons Debates,
Japuary 19, 1954, at page 1270.

NoTE

Subelause {2) was smended by the House of Commons.
The opening four lines of that subclause were redrafied.
The lines repesled read as follows in Bill O:
- “(2) Every one commits an offence who, being a party to
8 contract with the government dif-ectly' or indirectly
subscribes, gives, or agrees to subscribe or give, to any
person any valusble consideration”

The discussion of this amendment, in the House of
Commons, is to be found in the Debates for March 15, 1934,

commencing &t page 2990.

Clauses 103 to 115 are the same as clsuses 103 to 115 of
Bill 7,
Deaflt with in the House of Commons Debates,
Japuary 19, 10534, at page 1274,
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Clacss 118, Clause 116 appears as clause 116 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

March 15, 1954, commencing at page 2995,

Note L

Subelause (1) was redrafted and subclause (3) added by
the House of Commons. Subclause (1) of Bill O read as
follows:

“116. (1) Every one who, being a witness in & judicial
proceeding, gives evidence with respect to any matter of
fact or knowledge and who subsequently, in & judicial
proceeding, gives evidence that is contrary to his previous
evidence Is guilty of an indictable offence and is liable to
imprisonment for fourteen years, whether or not the prior
or the laier evidence or either of t.1;em is true, unless he

establishes that none of the evidence was given with intent

to miclead ™
Claums 117 Clauses 117 to 119 sre the same as clauses 117 to 119 of
to 119, both
e FE.
Bilt 7.

Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
January 19, 1954, at page 1275, and slso (with respect
to clause 119) March 15, af page 3003.

Cleose 120. Clzuse 120 appears as clause 120 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

January 19, 1954, at page 1276,

Norte
Clause 120 was amended by the House of Commons, The
opening two lines of the clause as it appeared in Bill O read

as follows:
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“120. Every one who causes 8 peact officer to enter
upon an investigation by wilfully”

Discussion of this amendment, in the House of Cornmons,

" is to be found in the Debates for March 15, 1954, st page

3004.

Clauses 121 0 124 are the same as clauses 121 to 124 of
Bill 7. _
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
February 12, 1954, commencing at page 2028.
Clsuses 125 to 130 are the same as clauses 125 to 130 of
Bill 7.
Deslt with in the House of Commons Debates,

February 12, 1954, commencing at page 2033.

Clsuse 131 sppesrs as clsuse 131 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

February 12, 1954, at page 2036.

NOTE

Clause 131 was amended by the House of Commons by

inserting the figure “142" after the figure “140".

Discussion of this amendment, in the House of Commons,
is 10 be found in the Debates of the House of Commons for
April 1, 1954, at page 3559.

Clsuses 132 and 133 are the same as clsuses 132 snd 133

of Bill 7.
Deslt with in the House of Commons Debates,

February 12, 1954, st page 2036.

Clause 134 appears as clause 134 of Bill 7.
Peslt with in the House of Commons Debates,
February 12, 1934, at page 2036,
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NoTE

This clsuse was amended by the House of Commons.

The clause read as follows in Bill O:

“184. Notwithstanding anything in {his Act or any other
Act_‘of the Parlisment of Cansds, where &n accused is
charged with an offence under section 136, 137 or sub-
section (1) or (2) of section 13§, the judge shall, if the
only evidence that implicates the accused is the evidence,
given under oath, of the femsle person in respect of whom
the offence is alleged to have been committed and that
evidence is not corroborated in & wmaterisl particular,
instruct the jury that it is not ssfe to find the accused
guilty in the absence of evidence thst eorroborstes, in &
material particular, the evidence of that female person,
but that they sre entitled to find the accused guilty i
they are satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt that her
evidence is. true.”

Discussion of this clause, in the House of Commons, is to
be found in the Debates for April 1, 1954, commencing at
page 3558. |

Clauses 135 to 140 are the ssme as clauses 135 to 140 of
Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

February 12, 1954, commencing at page 2039.

Clauses 141 1o 149 are the same as clauses 141 to 149 of
Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
February 12, 1934, commencing at page 2050, and
April 1st, commencing at page 3559.
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gl,&,g_' Clsuse 150 appears ss.clause 150 of Bill 7.

Deslt with in the House of Commons Debates,
April 1, 1954, commencing 8t page 3581 and April
2nd, commencing 8t page 3602.
Norte
This clause was amended by the House of Commons by
sdding paragraph (b) of subclause (7).

g’:‘;f& Clauses 151 to 158 are the same as clauses 151 to 158 of
BT BT
Deslt with in the House of Commons Debates,
February 12, 1954, commencing at plage. 2057 and
- April 2nd, commencing at psge 3614
Claume 150 (lauses 150 and 160 are the same as clauses 159 and 160
of Bil7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
February 12, 1954, st page 2058,
Hoadine. A heading “Disturbing Religious Services” was struck
out, between clauses 160 and 161, by tbe House of Commons.
See House of Commons Debates, April 5; 1954,
at page 3664.
Claos 161 Clause 161 i= the same as clsuse 161 of Bill 7.
| Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
February 12, 1934, st page 2061.
‘Claast 162. Clause 162 appears in clause 162 of Bill 7.

Dealt with in the Debates of the House of Com-
mons, February 12, 1934, at psge 2061.
NoTE
This clause deals with the offence of trespassing at night.

The clause was amended by the House of Commons by
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BILL deleting the word “wanders” and providing that the Joitering
or prowling on the property of another person must be
done near a dwelling house situated on that property, to

constitute an offence under the clause.

Clazar 162. Cl:;use 163 the same as clause 163 of Bill 7. .
Desalt with in the House of Commons Debates,
February 12, 1954, commencing at page 2004, Febrlunr_v
' 19, commencing st page 2265 and April 2, commencing

at pape 3627,

Clause 164. Clause 164 appears as clause 164 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debasties,
February 19, 1954, commencing at page 2267, February
24, commencing at page 2401 and March 15, at page
3004.
Note
Paragraph {e} of subelasuse (1) of this clause was re-
drafted by the House of Commons.
In Bill O, the parsgraph read as follows:
“fe) not having any apparent means of support
. (i) ives without emplovment, or
(1) is found wandering abroad or trespasaing and
does not, when required, justify his presence in

the place where he is found;”

Clsame 165, Clause 165 ic the same as clause 165 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debastes,
February 24, 1954, a{ page 2402, April 2, COIUNEncing
at page 3644 and April 5, commencing at page 3651,
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Clavee 16 Clause 166 appears ip clause 166 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

February 24, 1954, at page 2404,
Note
A change in this clause makes publishing a “statement”

knowing it 1o be false an offence.

glzgéhﬁ) Clauses 167 to 183 are the same as clauses 167 to 183 of
inclusive,
Bill 7.

Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

February 24, 1954, commencing at page 2403,

Clavse 184. Clause 184 appears in clause 184 of Bill 7.

Dealt with in the House of Commons Dehates,

February 24, 1434, at page 2414.

Nore
Paragraph () of subclause (1) was added by the House
‘of Commons. A further ‘amendment was made by that
House, by deleting the word “earnings” in the last line of
subclause (2) and substituting therefor the word “avails’.

Clsases 285 Clauses 1835 to 199 are the same as tlauses 183 to 199 of
te 199, hoth -
Bill 7.

inclustve.,

Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

Februar;' 24, 1954, commencing at page 2414,

Cianse 200. Clause 200 appears in clause 200 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
February 24, 1954, at page 2420.

Nore

This clause was redrafted by the Bouse of Comrnons,
It appeared in Bill O as follows:
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only that he eauses the death of & buman being
_(a) by influencing his mind, or
() b} disorder or. disease resulting from influenciog his
m;nd,
but this section does not apply where & person causes the

death of a child or sick person by wilfully frightening him.”

E;E:?& Clauses 201 to 216 are the same as clauses 201 to 216 of
Bill 7.
Clauses 201 to 205 dealt with in the House of
Commorns Debates, February 24, 1954, at page 2420,
clause 206 dealt withk on aforementioned date and also
on April 8, at page 3917, clause 207 dealt with on
February 24, atl page 2421, and clauses 208 to 216
dealt with on February 25, commencing at page 2446.
Cluuse 215, Clause 217 appears in clause 217 of Bill 7.

Desalt with in the House of Commons Debates,
February 25, 1954, at page 2447.

Note

This clause was redrafted by the House of Commons.

It appeared in Bill O as follows:

“21%7. Every ohe who administers or causes to be
administered to any person or causes any person to fake
poison or any other destructive or poxious thing is'guilt_v,'
of an indictable offvuce and is liable

(o) to imprisonment for fourtcen years, if thereby he

endapgers the life of or causes bodily harm fo that
person, or

(b) to tmprisonment for two wvears, if be aggrieves or

annoys that person or does it with intent thereby to

aggrieve or annoy that person.”
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Clausee 31§ Clauses 218 1o 220 are the same as clauses 218 to 220 of

"o 230, botb

Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
February 25, 1954, at page 2446.

Claase 221. Clause 221 appears as clause 221 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

February 23, 1854, commencing at page 2447.

NoTE

Subelause (2) was redrafted by the House of Commons.

It appeared in Bill O as follows:

“{2) Every one who, haviug the care, charge or contro) of
8 vehicle that iz involved in an accident with & person, horse
or vehicle, with intent to escape civil or eriminal Lability
fail= to stop his vehicle, offer assistance where any person
has been injured and give hiz name and address is guilty of

{a)} an indictable offence and is lable to impriconment

for two vears, or

(b) an offence punishsble on summary conviction.”

g}f.}o““—;ﬁ Clauses 222 {0 240 are the same as clauses 222 to 240 in
inrias::\-e. b
Bill 7.

Clauses 222 to 224, deali with in the House of
Common: Debates, Feliruary 25, 1954, commem-_ing al
page 2463 snd February 26, commencing at page 2473,
Clauses 225 10 240 dealt with April 1st, commencing at

page 3560.

Clans 31, Clause 241 appears in clause 241 of Bill 7,
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

February 26, 1454, al page 2486.
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Note
Subelause (2) was amended by the House of Commons,
by inserting the words “sssued under the authority of lay”

i the second line of the subclause.

g"é:ﬁﬁ CIQﬁses 242 to 249 are the same as clauses 242 to 949 of
ivusive. Bill 7 |
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
February 26, 1954, at page 2486 and also April 2nd,
at page 3614.
Clsuse 250,

Clzuse 250 appears in clause 250 of Bill 7.

Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
February 26, 1954, at page 2486.

Nore
This clause was redrafted by the House of Commons ang

the penalty aliered,
Bill O resd ss follows:

ey
e

30. Every one who publishes 5 defamatory Iibel that

he knows is false is guilty of an indictable offence and is

Liable to imprisonment for Iwo years or 1o & fine of five

thousand dollars or to both.”
Clause 251 appears in clause 251 of Bill 7.

- Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
Felbruary 26, 1954, a1 page 248(,

Note

Thiz clause was redrafted by the House of Commons and

the penalty altered,
Bill O read as follows:

“251. Every one who publishes g defamatory libel is

guilty of an indictable offence and is liable to imprisonment

for two years or to a fine of one thousand dollars or to both.”
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Clous: 257, Clause 232 appears in clause 252 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

February 26, 1954, at page 2486.

NoTE.
- This eclause wae redrafied by the House of Commons
and the penalty altered. |

Bill O read as follows:

“25%2. (1) Every one commits an ofiencc who, with inlent
. {a) to extort money from apy person, or

(b) to induce 8 person to confer upor or procure for

another person an appointment or office of profit or
trust,
publishes or threatens to publisb or offers to abstain from
publishing or to prevent the pullication of a delamatory
Iibel.

{2) Every one eommits an offence who, as the result
of the refusal of any person to permil money tb be extorted
or to confer or procure an appoiniment or office of profit
or trust, publishes or threatens to publish a defamatory
Iibel.

(3) Cvery one who commits an offence under this section
is guilty of an indictable offence and is liable to imprison-
mient for twé vears or to a fine of onc thousand dollars or

to Loth.”

Clapses 255 Clauses 253 to 279 are the same as clavses 253 to 279 of
1o 7%, borh

. doclosive.

Bill 7.
Decalt with in the House of Commons Debales,
February 26, 1954, at page 2456.
Ciause 280, Clause 280 appears in clause 280 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commont Delates,

February 26, 1954, st page 2456.
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This clause \-ras redrafted by the House of Commons.

Bill O read as follows:

“280. Except where otherwise preseribed by law, every
one who commits theft is guilty of an indictable ofience
and i lisble

(a) to imprisonment for ten vears, where tbe property

alleged to have beep stolen is a lestamentary instru-

- ment or the alleged value of what is alleged to bave

- been stolen exceeds fifty dollars, or

{(b) to imprisonme;n for two years, where the alleged

value of what iz slleged to have been stolen does not

exceed fifty dollars”

Clanses 281 . 2 08 a2 a0 = DN M r
et Loth Clauses 281 10 294 are the same as clauses 251 to 294 of
inclusive -

Bill 7.

Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

February 26, 1954, at page 2486.

Claus: 295, Clause 203 appears in clause 295 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Deh.ﬁtes,

February 26, 18534, at page 2489,

NortE.
“Thiz clause was redrafied by the House of Commons,
divided into two subrlauses and the penalty altered in one

instance.

Clause 295 of Bill O read as follows:

“295. Every one who without lawful excuse, the proof
of which lies upon him,

(a) has in bis possession any instrument for house-

breaking, vault-breaking or safe-bresking. or
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disguised, | |

- is guilty of an indictable offence and is liable Lo imprison-

ment for fourieen years.”

Clause 206 Ciausew‘zgﬁ is the same as clause 290 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

February 26, 1854, at page 2490.

Clzuse 287 Clause 297 appears in clause 297 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

February 26, 1954, at page 2490.

Norr.
This clause was redrafied by the House of Cominons.
- Bill O read as follows:
“0297, Every one who cominits an offence under section
206 is guilty of an indictable offence and is liable
(a) to imprisonment for ten years, where the alleged
value of what is alleged to have come into his possession
exceceds fifty dollars, or
(b) to impriscnment for {wo years, where the slleged
\'alué of what is alleged to have come into his posscs:ioﬁ
does not exwed ﬁfi;.; dollars.”

3}‘&*‘& Clauses 268 to 303 are the same as clauses 248 o 303 of
wmnsugve.

Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Dehates,

February 26, 1934, conumencing al page 2490,

Clause 304. Clause 304 appears in clause 304 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

February 26, 1934, at page 2492.
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Two changes were made in this clause by ﬂ.w House of
Commons. 1/ Par;agraphs (a} and (b} of subclause (2)
we;re redrafted.

Paragl.-sphs (e ) and (b) of Bill O read as follows:

“(a ) to imprisonment for ten years, where the property
alleged to have been obtained is a testamentary nstru-
ment or the alleged value of what is alleged to have heen
oistained exceeds fifty dollars, or

(b) to imprisonment for two years, where the alleged
value of what is alicged to have been oblained does not
exceed fifty dollars.”

2/ Subelsuse (4) was amended by deleting the words

“and did believe™ after the word “believe” in the third

last line of the subclause.

Claes 208 Clauses 305 to 307 are the same as clauses 300 io 307 of
inclusive. - - .
Bill 7. .
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debhates,
February 26, 1954, at page 2492,
Headiog. A heading “Witcheralt” was struck out between clauses 307
and 308 i))‘ the House of Commons.
Discussion on thiz point is to be found in the Debates for

February 26, 1854, commencing at page 2500.

Clause 305. Clause 308 sppears in clause 308 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

February 26, 1954, at page 2493 and also at page 2500.

NotE.
The House of Commons inserted the word “fraudulently”

in the first Jine of the clause.
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Clanses. 200
to 317, both
inclumve.

" Clanse X28.

Claunes 220
to 335, both
inclus ve.,

Clisoee 33,

Claune HO.

Claowe M1.
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Clauses 309 to 327 sre the same as clauses 309 to 327 of

Bil 7.

Deslt with in the House of Commons Debates,
February 26, 1954, commencing at page 2501.
Cltuse 328 appears in clause 328 of Bill 7.
: Dealt witk in the House of Commons Debates,
February 26, 1954, al page 2502.

NorE. _
Subclause (2) was added by the House of Commons.

Clsuses 320 to 338 are the same as clauses 328 to 338 of

Bill 7.

Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

February 26, 1954, ai page 2302,

Clause 339 appesrs in clause 339 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
February 26, 1954, ai page 2502.

NOoTE.

The House of Commons aliered the penalty in subclause

(1) by increasing it from five to ten years imprisonment.

" Clause 340 is the same as clause 340 of Bill 7.

Deslt with in the House of Commons Debates,
- February 26, 1954, st page 2502.
Cleuse 341 appears in clause 341 of Bill 7.
Dealt with m the House of Commons Debates,
February 26, 1954, at page 2502.

NortE.
This clause was redrafted by the House of Commons.
The clsuse read as follows in Bill O:
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341. Every one who, with intent to deceive,
(o} falsifies an employment record, or

{b) pimches s {ime clock,

js guilty of an ofience punishable on sumpary conviction.”

Cisose 32. Clause 32 is the same a5 clause 342 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

Februsry 26, 1954, at page 2511,

Clanwe 343. Clause 343 appears in clause 343 of Bill 7.
Deslt with in the House of Commons Debsates,
February 26, 1954, at page 2511,

NotE
The House of Commons aliered the penahy in subclause

(1) by incressing it from five to ten vears imprisonroent.

Clanses 34 Clsuczes 344 10 364 are the same as clauses 344 to 364 of
R
e Bill 7.

Deslt with in the House of Comunons Debates,

February 26, 1854, commencing at page 2511
Cisue 365 Clauvse 365 appears in clause 363 of Bill 7.

NOTE
Subelauses (2) and (3) were inserted by the House of
Comruons.
The discussion of the clause io the House of Commons is
to be found in the Debates for April 8§, 1954, COMINCOCIDE

at page 35857.

Clanses 365 Clausecs 360 10 371 are the same as clauses 366 to 371 of
0 .;71_. both
isches™  BIll 7.

Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

February 26, 1854, at page 2513.
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Clags 372

Clauzes 373
to 385, both
jncloxive.

Clacae 386,

to 4%, both
incloxve,

Clauw £10.
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Clsuse 372 appears in clause 372 of Bill 7.
Nore
Subclauses (6) and (7) were inserted by the House of
Commens.
Discussion of this clause in the House of Commons js to
be found in the Debates for April 7, 1954, commencing at

page 3877 and April §, st page 3886.

Clauses 373 to 385 are the same as clauses 373 to 385
of Bill 7.

| Clause 373 was dealt with in the House of Com-

mons Debates, April §, 1034, at page 3887, clause 374

on March 15, st page 3005 and clauses 3735 to 385 on

February 26, at psge 2314.

Clause 386 appears in elause 386 of Bill 7.
Deslt with in the House of Commons Debates,

February 26, 1954, at page 2514,

NoTE
The words “and withou! lncful excuse”, in line 1, were
sdded by the House of Commons.

Clauses 387 to 408 are the same as clsuses 387 to 409 of
Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
February 26, 1954, at page 2514,

Clsuse 410 appears in clause 410 of Bill 7.

NortE
Subclause (1) a= it appesred in Bill O was deleted and a
new subelause substituted therefor. The wording found in
Bill 7 restores to this clause the language which iz found in
pection 590 of the present Criminal Code.
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PO Discussion of e clause is to be found in the Debates
of the House of Commons for April 8, 1954, commencing
at page- 3917, |

Subclause (1) of Bl O read as follows:

“4F 0 (1) Except where otherwise expressly provided by
law, no person shall be convicted of conspiracy in restraint
of trade by reaszon only that he

fa) refuses to work with & workman or for an employer,

or

(b} does any act of causes any act to be done for the

Purposes of & trage combination.”

__ S‘&“b?& Clauses 411 10 420 are the sume 8 clauses 431 to 420 of
inclusive, .
Bill 7.
Desalt with in the House of Commops Debates,
Febryary 26, 1954, st Page 2514,

Clause 421, Clause 421 appears i clause 421 of Bl 7.
Dealt with ip the House of Commons Debates,
Februsry 2¢, 1954, at page 2515.

Nore
This elsuse was amended by the House of Commons by
inserting the words “before @ maogistrate™ after the word
“writing”, m ﬂ;e firat line of subelauge (3), ndding a new
subelause (4) and reoumbering the former subtlause (4) e
subrlause (5),

Claweer ¢ Clauses 422 to 431 are the same as elayses 422 1o 43] of
it.:dﬂl. both
Bill 7.

usive,

Deslt with in the House of Commons Debates,
February 26, 1954, tommencing at page 2513 and
Mareh 9, commencing at page 282¢,

26
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(B;Ei‘..g Clause 432 appears in clause 432 of Bill 7.

Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
March 9, 1954, commencing &t page 2830 aad also
- March 15, st page 3009.

Note
Two changes were made in this clause by the Hause of
Commons. 1/ Paragraphs {a) and (b) of subclanse (3)
were redrafted. Paragrapbs (¢ )and (b} of Bill O wad as
follows: '

“(q ) if possession of it by the persop from whom it was
seized is unlawful, order it to be forfeited unles he is
suthorized or required by law to dispose of it in some
other way, or

(b ) order that it be returned to the person from vhom it
was seized.” |

2/ A new subclause (7) was added.

g;&?bﬁ: Clsuses 433 to 436 are the same as clauses 433 te 436 of
Tave,

Bill 7.
Deslt with in the House of Commons Debates,
March 9, 1954, at page 2834.

Qv 437. Clause 437 appears in clause 437 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

March 9, 1954, at page 2834.

Norz.
This elause was amended by the House of Commens.
Clause 437 of Bill O read ss follows:
“43%. Any ope who is
{a} the owner of property, or
(b) a person suthorized by the owner of property,
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may arrest without warrant a person whom he finds com-

mitting & eriminal offence on or in relation to that property.”

Cuce €% Clause 438 sppears in clause 438 of Bill 7.
Dealt withb in the House of Commons Debstes,

March 9, 1954, at page 2833.

NorE.

This clause was smended by the House of Commons.

Clause 438 of Bill O read as follows:

“488. (1) Anyone who arrests 8 person without warrant
shall deliver that person to & peace officer.

(2) A peace officer may defain 8 person who has been
arrested without warrant and shall, as soon &= possible,
bring thst person before a justice to be dealt with according
to law, |

(3) Apy one who arrests & person upon a warrant shall,
as soon &s possible, bring that person before the justice
who issued the warrant or before some other justice for

the same territorial division.”

Clanses 3¢ - Clsuzes 439 10 465 are the same as clauses 439 to 465 of
10 465, both
inclusi ve.

Bill 7.

_ Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
March 9, 1954, commencing at page 2836 and also

March 10, commencing at page 2850,

Clazse 4. Clause 469 sppears in clause 469 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
Masreh 10, 1934, st page 2852,

NorE.
Subclauses (2) and (3) were inserted by the House of

Commaons.
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Clanses 470 Clauses 470 to 480 are the same as clauses 470 to 480 of
to 450, both

indedv BNy,
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
March 10, 1954, at page 2852,

Cisae w51, Clause 481 appears in clause 481 of Bill 7. _
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
Masrch 10, 1954, at page 2852,

NoTE.

Clause 481 was deleted by the House of Commons apd &
new clause substituted therefor. The clause as it appeared
in Bill O read as follows: '

“481. (1) Where an accused elects, under section 450,
465 or 475 to be tried by a judge or magistrate, as the case
may be, and the judge or magistrate before whom the t-rial.
was commenced dies or 15 for any reason unable to continue,
the trial ray be continued, without further election by the
sccused, before another Judge or magistrate, as the case
may be, who has jurisdiction to try the aceused under this
Part.

(2) A judge or magistrate who acts pursuant to sub-
section (1), '

{a) shall, if an adjudication was msade by the judge or
magistrate before whom the trial was commenced, im-
pose the punishment or mske the order that, in the
circumstances, ts suthoriged by law, or

(b) shall, if an adjudication was not made by the judge
or magistrate before whom the trial was commenced,

commence the trial again as 8 trial de now.”

mnﬁ Clauses 452 to 509 are the same &5 elauses 482 to 509 of
inclusive.
Bill 7.
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March 10, 1954, commencing at page 2852.

Clause 510, Clause 510 appears in clsuse 510 of Bill 7.
Dealt wit.h- in the House of Commons Debates,
March 10, 1934, at page 26854.

Nore.
Subclause (5) was amended by the House of Commons by
inserting in the fifth line thereof the words “fo a subsequent
day 1n the same sittings or o the nex! sitlings of the courl.”

Chauee 511, Clause 511 sppears in clause 311 of Bill 7.
Deslt with in the House of Commons Debates,
March 10, 1954, commencing at page 2854.

Norte.
This clsuse was amended by the House of Cominons by
inserting, in the third line thereof, after the word “peces-
sary”’, the words “unless the judge otherwise dirvects”.

Clanaes 512 Clauses 512 to 587 are the same as clauses 512 to 557 of
to 357, both
inclusive.

Bill 7.
© Clsuses 512 to 556 dealt with in the House of
Commons Debates, March 10, 1954, commencing st
page 2854, clause 5357 dealt with March 10, commencing
_ at page 2558 and also March 15, at page 3010 and
clauses 538 to 587 dealt with March 10, commencing

at page 2858.

Clans 555 Clause 58S appears in clause 588 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
March 10, 18934, at page 2868.
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Claoses 58
to 591, both
inclusive.

Clacse 5072,

Clauses 593
o 585, both
inclusive.
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NotE.
This clause was amended by the House of Commons by
ftriking 01.1\: the words “by the appellant” where they
appeared in the second last line of subclause (2).

Clavses 559 to 381 are the same &s clavses 580 to 591 of
Bill 7. |
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
March 10, 1934, a1 page 2868,

Clause 592 appears in clause 592 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

March 10, 1934, a3 page 2868,

Norz.

The House of Commons deleted subclause (3) of BN O
and substituted therefor the new subclause (3) which
appears in Bill 7. Subclause (3) of Bili O read as foliows:

“(5) Where an appeal is taken in respect of proceedings
under Part XVT and the court of appeal orders a new trial
under this Part, the new tria! shall, without further election
by the accused, be held before & judge or magistrate, as the
case may be, scfing und(:r that Part, other thsn the Judge or
magisirate who tried the saccused in the firet instance,
unless the court of appesl direets that the Bew tris] be held
before the judee or magi-trate who tried the accused ip the

first instanee.”

Clsuses 593 to 598 are the sarne as clauses 593 to 598 of
Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

Mareh 10, 1954, at Page 2869,
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Claume 5%

Clauwes 6K
to 627, both
jnelusive.

Clacs 625,

Claus 629,

34
Clause 599 sppears in clause 599 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

Marchk 10, 1954, at page 2869.

NorE.
'I‘hxs clause was smended by the House of Commons b\
inserting the words “before or after the czpiralion of that
period” after the word “‘unless”, in the second last line of

the clause.

Clauses 600 to 627 are the same as clsuses 600 to 627 of
Bill 7.
Deslt with ip the House of Commons Debates,

March 10, 1954, at page 2564,

Cleuse 678 appears in clause 625 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Conunons Debates,

March 10, 1954, at page 25872,

NoOTE.

This clause was amended by the House of Commons.

The clause as it appeared in Bill O read as follows:

“©28&, A court that convicts an accused of an indiciable
ofience may, by order, upon the spplication of 2 person
agerieved, at the time senience is imposed, award out of
moneys found in the possession of the accused at the time
of his arrest, ap amount by way of satisfaction or compen-
sation for loss of or damage to property sufiered by the
spphicant as 8 result of the commission of the offence of

which the sccused is convicted.”

Clsuse 629 appears in clsuse 629 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the Bouse of Commons Debates,
March 10, 1954, st page 2872,
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This clsuse was amended by the House of Commons,

The clause as it appeared in Bill O read as folfows:

“629. Where an accused i convicted of an indictable
offence and any property obtained as a result of the com-
mi=»ion of the ofience has been sold to an innocent purchaser,
the court may by order, upon the application of the pu;r-
chaser after restitution of the property to its owner,
award to the purchsser. out of moneys found in the posses-
sion of the accused st the time of his arrest, an amount not
exceeding the amount psid by the purchaser for the

property,”

Clsuse 636, Clsuse 630 iz the seme as clause 630 of Bill 7.
Deali with in the House of Commons Debates,

Meareh 10, 10534, at page 2872,

Clause 631 Clause 631 sppears in clause 631 of Bill 7.
Desht with in the House of Commons Debates,
March 10, 1954, at page 2873 and also March 11, at
page 2888
Nore.
This clsusze was amended by the House of Commons.
The clause as it appeared in Bill O read as follows:
"631. Where judgment is given for the sccused in pro-
ceedings by indictment for the publication of a defsmatory
libel, the secused is entitled 1o recover from the prosecutor
toste In a8 reasonable smount to be fixed by order of the

court.”

Clauee 632. Clause 632 appesrs in clsuse 632 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debstes,

March 11, 1854, at pape 2888
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This clause was amended by the House of Commons.

The clause as it appeared in Bill O read as follows:

“@32. Where costs that are fived under section 631 are
not paid forthwith the sccused may enter judgment for
the amount of the costs by filing the order in the superior
court of the provinee in which the trial was held, anci that
judgment is enforceable sgainst the prosecutor in the same
manner a: if it were a judgment rendered sagainst him in

that court in eivi] proceedings.”

Clause 633 is the same as clause 633 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

Mareh 11, 1954, at page 28RS,

Clause 634 appears in clause 634 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

March 11, 1954, at page 2880,

NoOTE.

Subclause (5) was redrafted by the House of Commons.

Ip Bill O, thiz subclause read as follows:

“(3) For the purposes of this section, “penitentiary”
does not, until Jénuar}' 1, 1934, include the pentitentiary
mentioned in section 37 of the Statule Lavw Amendment
(Newfoundland ] Act, chapier 6 of the Statutes of Canada,

1949, (First Session).” -

Clauses 635 to 637 are the same as clauses 633 to 637 of
Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
March 11, 1954, commencing at page 2889.
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Cll.nue u? Clause 638 appears in clause 638 of Bill 7.

Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,

March 11, 1954, commencing at page 2801.

NoTE.
The House of Commons inserted the words “pra;cribi

as conditions of the recognizance thal” in subclause (2).

S;g‘gm Clauses 639 and 640 are the same as clauses 630 and 640
of Bill 7.
Deslt with in the House of Commens Debates,

March 11, 1954, at page 2892

Clause B41. Clause 641 sppesrs in clause 641 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
Aarch 11, 1954, at psge 2892 and also Apri B, at

page 3918,

NOTE.

The House of Commons made two changes in this clause.

1/ Subelsuse (3) was struck out and subelauses (3}, (4)
and (3) substituted therefor, in Bill 7.

2 Subclsuse (4) of Bill O was repumbered as subelause {6)
of Bill 7.

Subelause (3) of Bill O resd ss follows:

“(3) Fvery sentence of whipping shall be carried out in
sccordsnce with regulations 1o be made by the Governor

in Couneil.”

Clauses 642 Clauses 642 1o 647 are the same as clauses 642 to 647 of
to 647, both
ire]usive. .
Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Comumons Debates

April 8, 1954, at page 3918.
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Clang $45.

Cleoae 65,

Clatses 650
1o 642, both
incJusve,

Clacwe 638,

Ciavms &57
1w 63¢_ both
elusive.
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Clause 648 appears in clause 648 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Commons Mhates,
April 8, 1934, at page 39186.

NOTE.

The House of Commons inserted a8 new subclaums).

Clause 649 sppears in clause 649 of Bill 7.
Deslt with in the House of Commons Bates,

Apri] 8, 1954, at page 3918.

NoTE.
In this elsuse, the “Mindsicr of Justice” was subsmuted

for *the Secretary of Suate”,

Clavses 630 10 655 are the same as clsuszes 630 Ml of
Bill 7.
Clsuse: 650 10 633 dealt with in the Hme of
Commons: Debatez, April §, 1954, st psge 3 and
clauses 654 and 653 dealt with March 11, at pg®93.

Clause 650 appears in clause 636 of Bill 7.
Deslt with in the House of Commions Diates,

Mareh 11, 1934, at page 2893,

NoOTE.
In subclsuse (23, the “Minister of Justice or the Bguty
Manister of Jusiice” was substituted for “the Secram of

Siate or the Under Seervtary of State”

Clauses 637 10 659 are the same a~ clauses 637 1ol of
Bill 7.
Clsuses 637 to 660 dealt with in the Hem of
Commons Debates, March 11, 1954, commenigst
page 2883, clsuse 661 dealt with April §, a1 pagliB}
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and clauses 662 to 689 dealt with March 11, commenc-
ing at page 2895.
Clansc 680. Clause 690 sppears in clause 690 of Bill 7.
_ " Dealt with in the House of Commons Debates,
March 11, 1954, at page 2899,
NotE.

The House of Commons amended this clause by inserting
the words “on the merits” afier the word “refused”, in the
third line.

Claus 601 Clause 691 appears in clause 681 of Bill 7.
Deslt with in the House of Commons Debaies,
Mareh 11, 1934, &t page 2001,
NOTE.
The Houst of Commons iuserted subclause (3).
Clauss 62 Clause: 692 und 693 are the same as elauses 692 s nd 693 of
Bill 7.
Dezalt with in the House of Cominons Dehates,
Mareh 11, 1954, 8t page 2901,
Claus: 634, Clsuse 604 sppears ip clause 604 of Bill 7.

Dealt with i the House of Commons Dehates,
March 11, 1934, commencing at page 2901 and also

Marck 15, comumencing a1 page 3015.

NoTE.
Subclause (3) was deleted and a new subclause (3> sub-
stituted therefor by the Houvse of Comrmaons.
subclause (3) of Bill O read as follows:
“(3) A summary conviction court may direct that any

fipe, pecuniary penalty or sum of money adjudged to be
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paid shall be paid fortbwith or at a time to be fixed by the

SUIIEry conviction court.”

%u;é 85 Clauses 635 snd 696 are the same as clauses 695 and 696
of Biliv.
| Deslt with in thie House of Comnions Df"balés,

March 11, 1934, &t page 2811

Clazse 697. Clause 697 appears in clause 697 of Bill 7.
Dealt with in the House of Conunons Debates,

March 11, 1954, at page 2011,

NOTE.

The House of Commons inerted subelsuses (4) and (5).

Cinuses 633 Clauses 633 10 742 are the same as clsuses 698 to 742 of
!Ll !L"I. both
jplusve.
Bill 7.
Desli with in the House of Commons Debstes,
Msreh 11, 1954, at pages 2011 and 2412
Clsuse T43. Clause 743 appesrs ip clsuse 743 of Bill 7.
Desh with in the House of Commons Debates,
AMarch 11, 1954, at psge 2012
XNoTE.
The House of Commons inserted sulirlause (3).
Clause T#4. Clause 744 spprars in clause 744 of Bill 7.

Deali with in the House of Commons Debstes,

March 11, 1954, 8t page 2912

NoTE.
The House of Commons msde the following changes in

the Schedule to the elause:
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to peace officers’ in items 20, 21, 22 and 23, the milesg rate
for service, ete., has been reduced from 20 ceﬁls toBeents
Under the hesding ‘Fees and allowances that may be dowed
to wilnesses” in item 235, the rate has been increasdirom
$3.00 10 $££.00 per day and in item 26, the mileag rate
has been reduced from 20 cents to 10 cents per mile
TUnder the heading ‘Fees and allowances tha! may b dewcd
1o inderprelers” in item 28, the allowance for living emmces
has been increased from $5.00 to £70.00 per daysd in
item 29, the milesge rate has been reduced from Zepts

to 10 centz per mile.

Clsuse 743 Clause 743 sppears in clause 745 of Bill 7.
Deal: with in the House of Commons Detes,

March 11, 1934, at page 2015,

No7E.
Subclause {2 was deleted by the House of Commm.
This subclause read as follows in Bill 0:
**(2) The following proiisions of the Yvkon Ac/, dupter
215 of the Revised Siatutes of Canada, 1927, are repuled,
namely, section 694, subsection (1) of section 79. saipps

80 1093, section= 95 10 39, and sections 110,114, 119 2ndD "

Clawse 4. Clause 746 appears in clause 746 of Bill 7.
Deslt with in the House of Commons Deates

L

March 11, 1954, at page 2915,

NorE.
This clause was redrafied by the Houze of Conumms.
In Bill O, it read asz follows:—
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Ciause 745,

Claum 745
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“% 46, Lvery ofience sgaiust the ¢riminal Isw that was
wholly or partly committed before the coming into force of
thi= Act shall be dealt with, inguired into, tried and deter-
mjne(!, and any pepalty, forfeiture or punishment in respect
l:')f that ofience shall be imposed as if this Act had not come

into foree.”

Clsuse 747 now appears in clause 752 of Bill 7.
Deali with in the House of Commons Debates,

Mareh 11, 1654, st page 2915,

Clause 74% now appears in elause 753 of Bill 7.
Deals with in the Bouse of Conumons Debates,

Aarch 11, 1934, at page 2015,

Clauses 745, 749 snd 750 are new clauses and were not

included in Bill O.

Clsuses 747 to 751, botb inclusive, of Bill 7 amend the
Acts mentioned in those clauses to conform to the pro-

visions of the pew Criminal Code.

Respectiully submitted,
Lk Moy, 1934, (8gd.) J. F. MacNEILL,



