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govcrnmcnt lias no intention of forcing its partncrs'
hands.

To determine the course we should take, we are
relying heavily on the Labour Force Development
Board, which just met for the first time. As you will
remember, Mr. Speaker, the Board is an independent
body administered cntircly by the private sector, an
organization rooted in the industrial, social and econom-
ic life of the country.
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TMe board is guîded by a firm desire to cstablish a
training culture. It represents unpreccdcntcd co-opera-
tion betwecn Employmcnt and Immigration and labour
market players, that is employers, workcrs, educators
and social agencies. Because it is now more in tune than
ever with social and cconomic realities, the government
is confident of its ability to ensure, through its future
action, that more Canadians will have the opportunity to
contribute to and rcap the full benefit of national
prospernty.

As you can sec, the options of the Challenge program
and the stay in school initiative follow the same basic
principles: givc young people the skills thcy need to
become productive members of the Canadian labour
force. In so doing, we will restore Canada's productivity
and competitivcness, two factors that are inextricably
linkcd in this area of constant teclinological change,
where competition means that only the strongest will
survive.

Wc are listening to young people and those who are
dcdicatcd to helping tlicm. Yes, wc have taken strong
and timely action. 'Me government is working to give
young Canadians the opportunity to flourish both per-
sonally and professionally.

Mr. Brian L. Gardiner (Prince George-Bulkley
Valley): Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the comments of the
minister and thc comments made by the member moving
this particular motion.

I have a question I would like to put to tlie minister
and it relates basically to the comments that lie made
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concerning the relationship between employment, edu-
cation and training, something that I thmnk is very
important. The minister remmnded us that it was men-
tioned in the throne speech and I gather it lias been
mentioned in a number of throne speeches under this
government and the previous government. H1e also
touched on the work that the federal goverfment must
do to work with the provinces to ensure that there are
opportunities across the country for education and train-
ing.

It is an issue 1 have been pursuing ini the House. I hope
to have an opportunity to introduce a private membcr's
bill tomorrow in regard to the transfer of funds tlirougli
cash payments and tax points to, the provinces in health
arcas and in post-sccondary education.

The prcvious Sccrctary of State could flot assure me or
the House, in this very important field for training and
education of young people, that in fact those funds were
spent in that particular area.

Under the current legisiation passed by the previous
Liberal government, wc evolved into this block funding
formula. Many people allege in my province of B.C. that
the Social Credit goverfiment paves higliways witli
health and education money.

I would like to ask the minister if it is the govcmnment's
view that this block funding approach should continue
and, if so, can he assure the Huse that the funds
allocatcd to the provinces, in particular on post-seconda-
ry education, a very important matter, are in fact spent
on post-sccondary education?

Mr. Cadieux: Mr. Speaker, I want to addrcss the
comments and, obviously, the question of my hon.
colleague of the NDP. He indicated that he would be
tabling a private member's bill sometime tomorrow or
during the weck. I arn looking forward to the input of the
hon. member and I xvili be rcading it attentively and
eventually react to it, I suppose, like ail other members
of this House, at the appropriate time. I appreciate the
lion. mcmbcr's question and the angle he 15 taking witli
respect to the question, i.e., moncy transferred from the
federal govemnment to the provinces and what the
provinces may or may not do with it. I understand the
nuance.
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