



























































18556 Motion—dAbolition of

I submit that we do not have either
the people to comprise the Committee
of Engulry or the people to submif
evidence of thal nature. We do
not have such  quality of people
in our midst., Thercfore in this par-
ticular matter I would like to rest on
thie English Comimnon Law on which we
have vested these thousand wvears. I
think we shonld wait until the fimes
kave changed, until our people have
kbegun to revolt against eapital punigh-
ment and, perhaps, until Great Britain
has changed her mind on this matter.

But in all this T wish the  hon.
Mover would understand that I per-
sonally understand the idealism. Prob-
ably he and I do not feel differently
o this matter. But this is not a
matter of idealism. Az I have sald, this
is a matter of realism, and on this score
I veject the motion,

Rev, Mr. Bobb : Afiler listening to
the very brilliant presentation from one
gide or the other in connection with this
motion, there i very little for me to add,
but yet I am moved to mzke a very
humbte contribution. May I say that
1 have the very hichast repard for the
learning, experience and wisdem, of the
hon, Mover of the motion.

With regard to this motion I have
come to the comelusion that we ousght
to be very caveful and eautious about
what we do. 1 have reached the point
where I feel very sorry to say that —
much as T aprreciate the splendid effort
of the hen, Mover in bringing forth a
motion on a subject which T regard as
extremely Imporvtant —I myself find it
very difficult to-agree not only with
the eventual purpose of the motion bu:
even the intermediate purpose which
is the appointment of 2 Select Com-
mittee for *he purpose of investigation.

Now, I hava heard references to
the Mosale law—“An eye for an eye,
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and a tooth for a tooth.” You will
pardon me, 3ir, if I make a comment
onir that particular aspeet, which . ves
io glve me a Lurther argumeni ulong
the line  on which I am thinking. We
are accustomed to think of thut Mosaie
law as something we ought o continue
as being just, but there is a higt~y
behind it #*at we scemetimes for..t
That Moss law, “An eye for an eye
and many teeth for a tooth”, was an im-
provement on the previons ecivilisation
where it was the custom to demand
many eyes for one eye, and a whole
mouth for one tooth. That was the
position, and tha law of Moszg said in
effect: “Tf a man stole one sheep from
you, vou can ounly take one sheep from
him and no morve, and if he destroyed
one field, you eannot destroy more than
one field.”

And so it wax intended to be an
improvemant on what obtained be-
fore. PBut without wishing to suggest
that this hononrable Couneil is not ae-
quainted with the Scriptural referem
we will notice that in the time of OQur
Lord we have no reference as to what
ought to be the punishment for this
breach of the Mosaic law. Al He sa
was that there were many conditions
leading up to that act. For instance, ‘if
a man looks upon 1 woman to lust after
her, he has committed adultery with her
already in his heart. If you think
murder in your heart, it iz murder al-
ready.” The Magter did not say what
the punishment should he. He was
vary careful about setting down any
laws in His own time which might give
wreng divection in the exercise of social
vegponsibility in matters of ‘such ex-
treme imp ance later on.

This whole question hay gone
through centuries of change. We
have reached the point where we

are beginning to ask: 1is it proper fo
teke a life? Is the death penalty the
true penalty for a murderer? 1 myself


























