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Whlo‘lwish this government would have the courage to bring the
. ole

intg th_lssue of employment equity and reverse discrimination
gy ] House for a full and free debate. Despite the deep flaws
0 > bl'll, and I'have talked about a few of them, we are going to
4 Ort it, not because we particularly like some of the things I
¢ talked about but because income contingent repayments
g 4 part of this, albeit in a small way. They do provide a
mer of light and a glimmer of hope for some Canadians.

Ihop?, however, that in drafting future legislation the govern- ’

Ewill listen closely to what some of the speakers from our
oy, ave said about this. Consider very carefully whether or
discrim?t they are proposing, particularly with this reverse

Mation, really is part of a free, fair and just society.
‘“;gllzfe the government listens very closely to some of the
p,”me ‘OI{S we h_ave made w1th'respect to the voupher system,
We Tea? this and is prepared to sit down and ta]k. with our party.
Mak; ly do fgel it. would bring more students into the system,
achSSg the universities more accountable. I know the members

€ way would be very much in favour of that.

[ ths
discuhn?k We could sit down, talk about that and have a great
iﬂlemimon' At the end of the day, despite the flaws, it is our
ON to support this legislation.

T
Dslation)

0%‘;;“\.m0ine Dubé (Lévis): Madam Speaker, as the Official
Spe tion Critic for training and youth, I have the pleasure to
a.ssisaonce more on Bill C-28 respecting federal financial
lirgq g to students. It is getting late, and we are all a little bit
g bi 18 is the end of a rather special day, since we reviewed
taflce e re8arding young people: this one on financial assis-
Offende(:s Students and earlier, Bill C-37 concerning young

The
.ﬂf‘h: :ppoSition presented three amendments, and this is my
§ 800, €ch on the issue of young people. In the present case, it
e‘llp](,ymto Tmember that Bill C-28 is part of the youth
the Min; entand learning strategy announced on April 15 last by
Ster of Human Resources Development.

haq
g lhg m?"}ediately denounced this strategy as, in my opinion
i engmlo{l of the Official Opposition, it was an even greater
;epeated Nt in the field of education which, it bears to be
Wer iy ONCe again, is an exclusive provincial jurisdiction
es?l thig Oanadi‘an Constitution. Let us also remind the House
fos Singe thve flges in the face of Quebec’s fundamental inter-
Drect tha €re is a wide consensus among Quebecers to the
Motin, SdUcation is the main tool for developing and
Our identity as Quebecers.
fy, S €
1;“’ of hanges. 1o the student loan and grant system are only a
sy - SOcial pro forms about which the Minister of
Wy M Rego, ., Program reforms about which the Minis
Cangg: Urces Development has supposedly started to con-

1ans and Quebecers.
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This week, the provincial ministers of social services warned
the federal government that it should not ignore them when
preparing this reform. Also, last week we learned that the details
of this reform would be made public only during the summer
when the House will not be sitting. Why is the Minister of
Human Resources Development in such a hurry to change
financial assistance to students when this reform has not yet
begun? This means that they consider young people, students, as
a separate group and feel it is not necessary to complete the
review of social programs, in which the population was invited
to participate by the minister himself. To reach the minister’s
objective, that is, to raise the loan ceiling from $2,500 to $4,000,
all that was needed was to amend the existing legislation; the
students would have received their increased loans for the next
academic year, and the Official Opposition would not have
opposed such a measure.

After the reflection, after the consultation, after the reform,
with the complete picture in mind, the minister could then have
passed a new legislation to complete the process and integrate
the young to the rest of the population.

If you read between the lines, it is easy to conclude that the
minister will, from now on, ignore provincial jurisdictions and,
among other things, impose national standards for education.
Worse yet, they even hint at the possibility of finally having a
federal department of education. The most important question to
ask when studying this bill is why does the government want to
modify financial assistance to students. The first answer is there
is only $1 million in the current budget for that. Why then pass a
new legislation which will modify considerably the manage-
ment, the administration of financial assistance to students just
to distribute $1 million this year?

In our view, this is just smoke and mirrors. The real reason is
that Bill C-28 gives more power to the Minister of Human
Resources Development. That is the main purpose of this bill,
particularly with regard to appropriate authorities. The bill says
that the minister may designate for a province an appropriate
authority, which authority may in turn designate as designated
educational institutions any institution of learning, in Canada or
outside Canada, offering courses at a post—secondary school
level. It is also the appropriate authority which will issue
certificates of eligibility to students. There are two conditions to
fulfil in order to get a certificate. First, the student should be in
need of financial assistance, that is quite obvious. Second, he or
she must have attained satisfactory scholastic standards. This
aspect, which normally comes under the jurisdiction of the
provinces and the educational institutions, will now be subject,
through regulations, to verification by the minister who will
satisfy himself that satisfactory standards were attained before
issuing a certificate of eligibility.




