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Government Orders

One of the other problems wîth Bill C-28 is the lack of resolve
on behaif of the goverriment to allow comimittees to have more
say in the type of regulations that will flow from this bill and
ultimately will have a tremendous effect on it. In the committee
part of this bill, our party proposed four amendments, three that
specificafly addressed regulation. Aithougli my colleagues in
the Bloc supported these amendments and we even had some
Liberals spealc in favour of them, ulfrmately they were defeated.

That is really unfortunate, considering especiaHy that in the
Liberal red book the goverrnment spoke very loudly during the
election about the need to reform committees to give them more
power. The Liberals were long on talk but short on action. They
have ail the power and in coînmittce they could have allowed us
to make those changes tbut they did not.

This is a tremendous shame because Canadians on the door-
steps during the election said they wanted MPs who were more
accounitable, who did flot want to have ail the power of Parlia-
ment concentrated in the hands of the cabinet and the Prime
Minister's office. We have seen that happening over the last
dozen years or so. The govemnment had a chance to reverse al
that. It certainly had a chance to do it while we were looking at
Bill C-28. It did not and that is very unfortunate.

In Quebec, if my information is accurate, commnittees regular-
ly review regulations along with the bill at committee stage.
They are able to give the regulations a thorough vetting aid
ensure that they are in harmony with tic spirit of Uic bill as
opposed to havîng thc regulations vetted by a completely
different commiùttee or worse yet, by bureaucrats. It is vcry
important that thc saine corumittee that deals with the bill also
lias a hand in crafting thc regulations. If it does, members can be
assured thc regulations wilI be in lime and wil be harmonious
with thc spirit of thc bill.

may not have enougli income to send their dhiîdren
Unfortunately tie goverfment will flot give those
student loan.

1 also want to talk about a clause in Uic bill that v
students in some cases Uic chance to gel grants. They v
grant in some cases if they are dîsabled. Our party
favour of that. We think it is only fair. It also speaký
grants to people who are high need students. It also
giving grants to womnen who are pursuing doctoral

I want to speak out against that last regulation wl
from Bill C-28. If there are not very many womer
doctoral studies it is flot because they do not have opp
This bill would give high nced students a grant anywa
words, if you are a single mother and you had littie or
this bill would already look after you.

Why are we choosing women? Why are we sa
specifically will have grants for doctoral studies? If thi
enough women in doctoral studies for thc goverfime,
it lias nothing ta do with how many finish their I
everything to do with how fcw women are choosing thi
in grades 7, 8, 9, and 10 and how few women arc ci
become proficient in math in those grades. It lias eve
do with thc education systcm at those levels. It is
sccondary schools and Uic parents to do a better job of
ilig female students in those grades.

It canot be dccided arbitrarily that we are goilig
grant moncys and make special provisions for e~
doctoral studies based on thc judgment Uiat soineho
discrimination in thc system. Let me say why.

It is truc that many times individuals do discriii
people on Uic basis of gender, age or pcrhaps si Col,
arc provisions in place to deal with that. There are 1
under Uic law that allows Uic govcrniment to, deal witl
govcrnmcnt does flot enforce them for whatever reasO
it lias taken Uic approacli that it is going to fix One
opposing another wrong, a wrong of reverse discr,
with thc full authority of the govemrment.
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To me that is scary. We are flot
cases of discrimination by individw
government deciding that it is gol
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