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standal'ds

ey as far as objectives are concerned and meet some very
Cting

administrative conditions.

am};‘ghl off the bat, I want to say that since the end of the 1970s
ant ¢ beginning of the 1980s, the most dramatic event for

fedeadlan Students has been the gradual withdrawal of the
eral government from post-secondary education funding.

% 4tly, this gradual withdrawal has been really detrimental to
Young people’s access to post—secondary education.

g If we Could show graphs in the House, you would see on this
Taph gy

Withg Om a study by the Economic Council of Canada, that this
Quene awal S}’{ows asa despendmg curve. What were the conse-
beip &.of this gradual withdrawal? Post-secondary qducatlon
Aoy SeNtial, especially at the present time, the provinces had
®1Cy to fill the void, that is to say put more money in.

de;l;? the poorer they were, the more they had to put in. Quebec,

Stug € 1ts large population, is far less wealthy than Ont.ano. A

abolis;lv as done by the Economic Council of Canada, which was

re\est °<! by the previous government, as we all know, but not
blished by the Liberal government

* Qg

I%The Economic Council of Canada said that from 1977 to the
My Oar_ Considered in the 1992 study Quebec spent twice as

Yhich ¢ 1ts own money on post-secondary education as Ontario
'S wealthier,

Whatlts Proves that what is important in Canada is not, despite
Saying ¢ government says, to pass this bill quickly—I am not
thig bij a we are going to filibuster—what I am saying is that
"lajorit Will not change substantially the situation of the vast
istay °f Students in need, those who require substantial
€ to complete their post-secondary education.

Th
ang i: tr“t_h Is, this bill is grossly inadequate. It is inadequate
ey , 2diCally transforms the relationship between the prov-
¢ federal government.
In f:
legislaiic;’ I must say that since 1964, when the first piece of
a“Eh()ri: . ®garding student loans was passed, the relevant
;""Versiz'; the authorities which were going to decide which
\s p, S Colleges would be eligible institutions for student
thep Vifgose’s, the appropriate authorities entitled to exercjse
lg sl"uti:nes democratic responsibilities under the Canadian
g Were and determine which students would qualify for
) the the provinces themselves—or are still the provinces
Q. Of ¢ Oe—T am syill trying to convince government mem-
ndChan 5=, until the government’s intentions become law,
; 8 the current situation.
1 nder
pr°"incialﬁ§° Canadian Constitution, education is an area of
fisdiction. The provinces are primarily responsible

Government Orders

for choosing who, among their needy students, is going to have
access to post-secondary education.

From now on, in a unique, historical move, a move never seen
before in any legislation, the government decides, on its own
accord, to deprive the provinces, which have primary jurisdic-
tion under the Constitution, of the right to designate the ap-
propriate authority, as they have been doing since 1964 under
the various acts regarding student loans. Once the bill is passed,
and that is why the Bloc has been trying so vigorously to
convince the government it was on the wrong track, the prov-
inces will no longer have this responsability which is rightfully
theirs under the present legislation.

Some will say that what is going on in the world right now has
compelled Canada to get involved in education. The Canadian
government must ensure that young Canadians have access to
post-secondary education, as if the provinces were unable to do
so. The focus is wrong.

® (2205)

The provinces, which have jurisdiction, have extremely lim-
ited resources, and the central government, the federal govern-
ment, the Government of Canada, wants to take their place. It
only puts another $1 million in the kitty for all the provinces of
Canada. And in moving speeches it tells us that young Cana-
dians can now have hope; they can hope to have adequate skills
in an increasingly demanding society.

This is an attempt to camouflage, to disguise a relentless
desire to centralize, a sort of overweening pride that makes them
think that if it is done from Ottawa, it will be better. They want
to decide instead of the provinces what is the provinces’ own
responsibility, namely ensuring that as many of their young
people as possible can go to university and that post-secondary
institutions can as many young people as possible.

This bill is hiding something under the guise of generosity, of
providing educational opportunities that young women, single
mothers and the handicapped did not have before. It takes
powers away from the provinces.

Why can I say that? Quite simply, because under the Student
Loans Act, whereby the central government has helped the
provinces meet their responsibilities for education, from 1964
until now, the provinces have made the most important deci-
sions on education.

What are these decisions? First, deciding which institutions
are eligible institutions for student loans purposes. You can
understand that a university whose students could not obtain
loans would be doomed. You can also understand that a student
who is refused a loan he needs is in an extremely difficult

situation; it is almost impossible for him to pursue his educa-
tion.



