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Tories, after having said they would not alter the transfer
formula, have done so. They cut it by 2 per cent in 1986,
they cut it by 1 per cent in 1989-90, and they froze the
formula in 1990-91. This bill freezes it for another two
years. If one takes the total effect of the current Tory
decisions on the transfer formula from 1986 to 1995,
there will be almost $9 billion fewer dollars transferred
to the provinces for post-secondary education.

I want to ask the member for Cape Breton High-
lands—Canso: What is the unemployment rate in his
area and what effect will this reduced amount of money
going to his province for post-secondary education have
on the unemployed students? As he knows the higher
the students are educated, the greater their opportuni-
ties of obtaining employment and keeping employment;
the lower education of course, the less opportunity.
What impact will such a bill have on the students
entering post-secondary education in his province?

Mr. LeBlanc (Cape Breton Highlands—Canso): I
would like to thank my colleague for that question. In
the part of Nova Scotia where I live, the unemployment
rate is in the neighbourhood of 20 per cent and in some
places much higher. That is the official unemployment
rate. The actual unemployment rate is probably much
greater.

To the precise question asked, the reduction in equal-
ization and transfers to post-secondary education are
already having an effect. They are having an effect by
forcing universities in Nova Scotia to raise their tuition
fees beyond those in other parts of Canada. They have
tuition fees that are the highest in the country and they
are making it more and more difficult for students from
our area, where their parents are very often unem-
ployed, to attend university to pursue higher education
and to prepare themselves for decent well paying jobs in
Nova Scotia or elsewhere in Canada.

They are having a very detrimental and immediate
impact in my area.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Paproski): It being 6.32
o’clock p.m., pursuant to Standing Order 45(6), the
House will now proceed to the taking of the deferred
division on the motion at second reading stage of Bill
C-61, an act to provide borrowing authority for the fiscal
year commencing April 1, 1992.

BORROWING AUTHORITY ACT, 1992-93

MEASURE TO ENACT

The House resumed from Friday, February 28, consid-
eration of the motion of Mr. Mazankowski that Bill
C-61, an act to provide borrowing authority for the fiscal
year commencing April 1, 1992, be read the second time
and referred to Legislative Committee E.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Paproski): Call in the mem-

bers.

The House divided on the motion, which was agreed to

on the following division:

(Division No. 110)
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