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[English]

The Chair (Mr. Dean Allison (Niagara West—Glanbrook,
CPC)): Pursuant to Standing Order 108(2), our study on the federal
contribution to reducing poverty in Canada, we'll continue today
with meeting number 38.

I want to take a second to thank our witnesses for being out today.
We appreciate your taking time out of your busy schedules for a
meeting at eight o'clock in the morning and coming downtown here.
I don't know where you guys are coming from. I was only coming
from a few floors up, and I can assure you it was a little bit of work
so it must have been a little more work for you guys.

You are probably already aware that we started in Halifax,
Moncton, and Montreal. We're in Toronto for yesterday and today,
and then we're heading out west in the fall. As I said, we're looking
for ideas and suggestions of things that are working in the
community or possible things that we can recommend to the
government in order to deal with this issue. I can assure you we have
heard from lots of people so far. These two days have been very
busy, but very productive in terms of being able to get some
feedback.

I want to thank Mr. Hughes again for last night. I wasn't able to
make it because of previous commitments, but I know your
organization is doing fantastic work. You and I have been working
together on a number of things. Once again, thank you for opening
up your place of work for the committee to see some of the great
things that you guys are doing.

What we're going to do, Mr. Langille, is start with you, sir. We
will work our way across. If our other witnesses show up
momentarily, we will certainly add them at the end, but we're going
to try to be flexible. We're going to give you guys five or so minutes
to get started. My timer will stop at five minutes. I'm not going to cut
you off at five minutes, but do what you can do to try to operate
within that timeframe. Then we'll go around and do some questions
and answers back and forth across the table.

David, welcome, sir. You're with the Ontario Coalition for Social
Justice and you're the co-chair. The floor is yours, sir. We'll give you
five minutes.

Mr. David Langille (Co-chair, Ontario Coalition for Social
Justice (OCSJ)): Thank you.

Good morning. I thank all of you for this opportunity. I have not
brought another shopping list of policy preferences, you may be
pleased to hear.

The Ontario Coalition for Social Justice brings together provincial
organizations, unions, and community groups to promote social and
economic justice in Ontario.

As you're probably aware, the Ontario economy is being rocked
by a global recession on top of years of global restructuring. Many
people in the province are coping with layoffs, part-time work, and
temp agencies and are finding themselves working longer for less.
The middle class is shrinking as jobs are being exported, downsized,
and contracted out. The wealthy get wealthier. More and more
people fear that they're just a couple of paycheques away from
eviction and hunger, as poverty moves from the margins into the
mainstream.

It's a sad but true fact that the people of Ontario need the federal
government to help us cope with the current economic crisis. That's
not just because our manufacturing and forestry sectors are being
hard hit. During the Great Depression of the 1930s, the federal
government had to assume new responsibilities for social relief when
municipal and provincial governments were unable to cope.

As a case in point, the poverty reduction strategy announced by
the Ontario government was largely dependent on spending by the
federal government. The centrepiece of the strategy is a promise to
increase the Ontario child benefit over the next two years, contingent
on federal government support.

According to Professor Dennis Raphael, the author of Poverty and
Policy in Canada: Implications for Health and Quality of Life, there
are four key factors that determine the incidence of poverty: the level
of minimum wages, the level of social assistance benefits,
regulations that facilitate workers being able to organize and obtain
collective agreements, and the availability of affordable child care.

Professor Raphael points out that the McGuinty government has
not made it easier for low-wage workers to organize and has not
raised the minimum wages from social assistance levels or provided
the affordable child care we need. So not only is the Ontario
government's poverty reduction strategy dependent on money from
the federal government, but it states that it cannot meet its goals
without a growing economy, when help is actually needed now more
than ever.

1



Poverty is measured in relative terms. It's really about how income
is shared among people. It doesn't require an economic miracle or a
rich economy to share more equitably. People who are adrift in a
lifeboat can share what little they have, but that would require the
well-to-do getting relatively less so that others might get enough. As
our economy continues to crash, I think this lifeboat analogy seems
more and more appropriate.

That's why your work is so important. We're counting on you to
lend your support to the calls for the reform of the employment
insurance system and the overhaul of the Canada Pension Plan. We
need the federal government to help all those people who are losing
their jobs during this recession, people who have paid their insurance
fees on the expectation they'd be insured if they were laid off.
Imagine if a private insurance firm took their fees and failed to
deliver. There'd be a scandal and heads would roll. The same
expectations apply. During an economic downturn, we expect more
of our government, not less.

Previous governments have met the challenge in times such as
these, here and elsewhere. This is a rich country. We have spent
billions to sustain the financial sector and the auto industry. People in
poverty deserve as much or more attention. It's not enough to set
targets and timelines or to offer more spin than substance. We need
the federal government to help people move from poverty to
economic security.

I just want to take a second to warn you about what I think is a
policy pitfall. Everyone is calling for a comprehensive approach and
reminding us that there's no one solution, but I fear that the desire to
be inclusive of all possibilities is blinding us to the reality that some
approaches achieve better results than others.

I think Hugh Segal made a wonderful point out at the Calgary
social forum when he said that there's a belief out there that poverty
has a thousand different causes, and we have a tendency to invest a
little bit in reducing each cause, with very little net impact. This
dissipation of effort occurs for a variety of reasons, which I've
identified here but won't read. The bottom line is that even though
I've worked for years and years in community development, I would
not recommend a community-based approach to poverty reduction.

● (0810)

There are a few stories of successfully reducing poverty using
such a place-based approach, perhaps, but such successes are few
and far between. They're dependent on the leadership of a few
outstanding individuals, a few socially conscious corporations, and
supportive municipal governments. Such successes cannot be
expected in all communities or even most communities. They do
not offer a stable or sustainable model that can be counted on to
continue when a few charismatic leaders lose their energy or resolve.
A community-based approach didn't manage to reduce poverty
during the Great Depression of the thirties. In fact, the federal
government had to step in when the municipalities, local churches,
and charities across the country found themselves overwhelmed and
incapable of handling the relief effort.

But enough of being negative. Let's take a look at what does work.
The Nordic countries offer the least poverty, the lowest inequality,
the best health and social indicators, and the most productive and
prosperous economies in the world. Sweden has strong communities,

and they rely on their municipalities to deliver the most
comprehensive social services imaginable, but they do not rely on
them to finance these services. Local communities cannot guarantee
that everyone enjoys high wages and high employment rates. Only
strong central governments have the power to stand up to the large
corporations and ensure social justice for the citizens.

The Ontario Coalition for Social Justice is a proud sponsor of a
forthcoming documentary, Poor No More, in which Mary Walsh
takes some ordinary Canadians to Europe to see how they reduce
poverty. The film poses this question: if they reduce poverty, why
don't we? Allow me, as executive producer of the film, to share a few
of the insights I've gained from a recent trip to Ireland and Sweden.

We were prescient to focus on the working poor, given that the
best single indicator of the number of people living in poverty in a
nation is the number of people earning low wages. Or put the other
way, nations that tolerate a high percentage of low-paid workers are
more likely to have high poverty rates. Here in Canada the group
with the highest risk of poverty is the single people of working age,
with over 30% being in poverty. In fact, 25% of Canada's workforce
are employed in low-paying jobs, one of the highest percentages of
low-paying jobs of all the advanced economies. That works out to
nearly five million people. One of the most startling quotes in the
film was to hear the former Minister of Social Services in Sweden
testify that they have no working poor in Sweden.

I probably don't have the time to recount the essence of the
Swedish model, the essence of the Irish model, and what I saw there.

Do I have another minute, or less?

● (0815)

The Chair: Less.

Mr. David Langille: In briefest summary, here are some of the
lessons we learned.

Taxes are critical to reducing poverty. The Swedes we met were
all supportive of paying high taxes, because they receive so many
benefits for their investments. On the other hand, the head of the
Irish federation of students was the first in his family to enjoy a free
university education, but now he is struggling to prevent the
government from reimposing tuition fees as the country copes with
the lack of revenues due to low taxation rates.

The final points I want to make are that unions help reduce
poverty, partnerships depend on the power of relationships involved,
and politics matters, as I probably don't have to remind you.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chair.

The Chair: Thank you, David.
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We're now going to move over to Mr. Hughes of Pathways to
Education Canada.

David, once again welcome, and thanks again for last night.

Mr. David Hughes (President and Chief Executive Officer,
Pathways to Education Canada): Thanks very much, members of
Parliament and committee members, for this opportunity to speak
with you today. And thank you for addressing this very real and
pressing issue of poverty in this country.

I am speaking with you about a very exciting program, Pathways
to Education, that is tackling both the root causes of, and one of the
worst symptoms connected with, not equipping our youth for
meaningful employment and post-secondary school education.

The crisis we have in this country, as it relates to dropouts, is
clearly indicated by what we know. Studies show that dropouts tend
to experience higher rates of poverty and thus draw most on social
assistance. Dropouts tend to be unemployed or earn lower wages and
thus pay little or no tax. Dropouts tend to commit more crime and
threaten the safety of our neighbourhoods, thus putting greater
strains on our justice system. And dropouts tend to have a higher
incidence of illness, drug use, and teenage pregnancy, thus putting
greater strains on our health care system.

Pathways to Education is closing the achievement gap between
the haves and the have-nots by lowering the high-school dropout rate
of at-risk youth and by preparing them for post-secondary education
and meaningful employment. By investing in our most vulnerable
youth and the communities they come from, we are reducing the
harmful effects of poverty. And we are preparing better students,
employees, and citizens for the future. This will be the best return on
investment any community or government can make, and the result
will be a healthier, more prosperous, and more competitive nation.

The Pathways solution is based on four pillars that, collectively,
wrap students in support. They are deemed critical to helping
students complete their education, make the transition into successful
careers, and become contributing members of society.

The first pillar is a tutoring program. Volunteers provide after-
school tutoring in core academic subjects. Second is mentoring.
Volunteers run group mentoring activities to increase social skills,
and they assist with career planning for our youth. Third is
counselling. Staff provide one-on-one support to help students
succeed in school, at home, and in the community. And fourth is the
various financing options. Financial supports help reduce the barriers
to school completion and provide short-term and long-term
incentives.

Pathways partners with local agencies in high-need communities
and helps them build the knowledge and capacity required to run the
program. Pathways enters into a contract with the students, the
parents, and the schools to establish clear goals and expectations and
to promote shared responsibility for student and community success.

The results of the Pathways program are really quite extraordinary.
The Pathways program has been instrumental in decreasing dropout
rates in Toronto's Regent Park community from its pre-program rate
of 56% to less than 10% today. The program has enrolled 92% of all
eligible students in the community, and it has seen 80% of its

graduates go on to post-secondary education, quadrupling the pre-
Pathways rate of 20%.

Pathways graduates going on to post-secondary school are staying
in school at a rate four times greater than the national average. Think
of that. These students, who at one time weren't expected to make it
through high school—and all the costs to society of that—are now,
in fact, going on at a rate four times what it was before. And they are
staying in school. Another interesting statistic is that their retention
rate in the post-secondary school system is far greater than the
national average.

So the payoff from this program is measured in its social return on
investment.

● (0820)

In 2006 the Boston Consulting Group reviewed the Pathways to
Education program and found that for every dollar invested in
Pathways, society gains a $25 return on investment. This return on
investment is based on conservative calculations, taking into
consideration increased tax revenues and decreased social costs
expended on health care, unemployment insurance, and the criminal
justice system.

There's a problem in this country. If we look at Ontario, we have a
dropout rate of 23% on average, and in Quebec it's 30%. We're
working in communities across this country, and we're in discussions
with new communities that want to take on the Pathways program,
where we're seeing dropout rates as high as 60% and 70%. In one
community that we're in discussions with right now, they have a
dropout rate of 78%.

What is the cost to those individuals? What is the harm done to
those individuals who are either pushed out or drop out of the school
system? More importantly, what is the cost to their communities?

The Pathways to Education model was based on the notion of
community succession, on the notion that our most vulnerable
communities, those suffering the highest levels of poverty, are
communities in which we do not have leadership right now. We do
not have the education within those communities to develop the
future leaders, the future professionals, the future educators in those
communities.

Thanks to programs such as Pathways to Education, we are now
starting to see a new generation of students, a new generation of
youth, who are not only going to see higher incomes and a reversal
of fortunes in their communities; they also are going to help their
entire families, their siblings and their parents, integrate into Canada.

What we know about our students is that at our initial site, in
Regent Park, 7.9% of them identify themselves as Canadian, with
the balance identifying themselves with other cultures around the
world. Similarly, if we take the results from our other sites
throughout Ontario and Quebec, we see that the number is only
marginally different, with only 11% of our students identifying
themselves as Canadian. Their families, facing barriers as they relate
to language, cultural integration, or otherwise, are not engaging in
Canadian society the way they could, the way they should, and the
way they will have to if they are going to reverse their fortunes and
the fortunes of our country.
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We strongly believe that only by investing in programs like
Pathways to Education, programs that are community-based and that
recognize the community risk factors associated with poverty, will
we truly see a kind of reversal in fortunes and create a healthier,
safer, and more prosperous nation.

I'm looking forward to your questions and our discussion
afterwards.

● (0825)

The Chair: Thanks, David.

We're now going to move on to Adam Spence from the Ontario
Association of Food Banks.

Adam, welcome. The floor is yours for five minutes, please.

Mr. Adam Spence (Executive Director, Ontario Association of
Food Banks (OAFB)): Thank you.

Good morning. On behalf of the Ontario Association of Food
Banks and our 120 members, thank you for the opportunity to speak
today. The necessity of your work and the need for your leadership is
as important now as it has been in at least a generation.

We are faced with the devastating effects of the economic
downturn on the front line. The demand for our services is rising
sharply. Since last spring, the number of Ontarians turning to food
banks has spiked by over 20%. We already serve over 320,000
Ontarians every month. Unfortunately, poverty in Ontario is almost
certain to grow both deeper and more widespread until robust and
sustained recovery takes hold. If unemployment and poverty rates
follow the same trends as in previous recessions, as many as an
additional half million Ontarians will be living in poverty in the next
two years.

In the past, we had better mechanisms to support our neighbours
in times of economic crisis. Unfortunately, vital programs such as
employment insurance will not protect the vast number of Ontarians
who are forced out of work. In the last recession, two-thirds of all
Ontarians qualified for EI; this time around, only 32% qualify for
supports. As a result, tens of thousands have been forced to turn to
more tenuous means of support, from charity to social assistance.

It is fundamentally unjust that so many Ontarians go without food
and that many more will join their ranks in the near future. There is
not only a moral imperative for reducing poverty; there is also a
powerful economic case for action.

Poverty has a staggering price tag. As a function of increased
remedial costs of health care and criminal justice, intergenerational
costs, and lost productivity, the combined public and private cost of
poverty in Canada ranges between $72.5 billion and $86.1 billion
every year. The combined loss of provincial and federal tax revenues
is $25 billion. Accordingly, investments in poverty reduction
measures generate a significant rate of return.

Direct income transfers to low-income Ontarians and Canadians is
a wise investment, because they're more likely to spend their money
and spend it on local Canadian goods and services. For example, the
relative impact on GDP of direct transfer payments to low-income
Canadians is 35% greater than a transfer to the wealthiest Ontarians.
Similarly, investments in the construction and repair of public

housing, child care, and early intervention programs such as
Pathways generate significant economic returns.

There is a very powerful case for poverty reduction; therefore, we
believe it is time for the federal government to develop and
implement a national poverty reduction strategy with a bold target
for reducing poverty. We believe it should be our universal goal to
cut poverty in half by 2020, with a focus on reducing the deepest
poverty. This universal goal would be measured according to the
low-income measure, also known as the LIM.

In addition, the federal government should establish supportive
goals aligning sectors, including housing, education, financial
inclusion, employment and enterprise, energy, and health, as well
as supportive goals aligned to place and population, including
neighbourhoods and communities, new Canadians, single parents,
first nations, Ontarians with disabilities, and children. These
supportive goals could be modelled on the UN millennium
development goals and measured according to income, social
inclusion, and deprivation.

Furthermore, this national strategy should focus on robust and
improved universal programs affecting all persons living in poverty,
through income supports, public housing, and child care. This
represents a horizontal approach, targeting the breadth of poverty.
Income support reforms should include adequacy increases to federal
child benefits and the working income tax benefit, the development
of a national system of disability income supports, and a more
equitable and accessible system of employment insurance.

Beyond these basic building blocks, you should also consider a
number of innovative solutions as a vertical strategy to target poverty
where it is deepest, including public housing bonds, opportunity
zones, and community food centres.

Modelled on programs in the U.S., the federal government should
give public housing providers financial supports to issue bonds to
obtain the necessary upfront capital for new building projects. The
government should also agree to finance interest that would accrue
on these bonds to finance them over the long term. The housing
provider would then issue the bond for the public housing market
and pay back the principal through the sale of units or rental income
obtained over the bond period. This would significantly reduce the
public cost of housing and speed up construction.

In addition, this strategy should also include investments in
opportunity zones for struggling communities with high rates of
poverty and unemployment, modelled after the renewal community
and empowerment zone model in the United States. The federal
government could offer enterprises the needs-selected opportunity
zones, with wage credits for hiring new employees as well as capital
deductions for the purchase of equipment or construction of
buildings.
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Finally, this strategy should include investments in the develop-
ment of community food centres for remote reserve communities to
help preserve local culture, provide hunger relief, increase the
affordability of healthy non-traditional foods, and promote food
enterprise export development. We're currently supporting the
development of a similar model in Sandy Lake First Nation.

● (0830)

This community has the third highest rate of diabetes in the world,
alarmingly high food prices, terrible rates of poverty and
unemployment, and among the harshest housing conditions in the
country. However, this community's resilience, its knowledge, its
leadership, and bountiful supply of local food provide both potential
and hope for a better future.

We believe we have a very strong case and a number of bright
ideas to help reduce poverty in Canada. It is now a matter of
marshalling the necessary political will to act.

Thank you.

The Chair: Thank you, Adam.

We're now going to move over to Debbie Douglas and the Ontario
Council of Agencies Serving Immigrants. I want to welcome Debbie
and Edna. I know we missed you at the start.

The timer is set for five minutes. I'm not going to cut you right off
at five minutes, but it just gives you an indication of your time in
terms of your speaking notes.

Debbie, welcome. The floor is yours.

Ms. Debbie Douglas (Executive Director, Ontario Council of
Agencies Serving Immigrants (OCASI)): Thank you. I was
surprised when I saw that I was one of the last speakers, so it's a
good thing I was late.

We support many of the issues that have been raised by my
colleagues around the table. I'm actually speaking to a joint
submission from the Colour of Poverty Campaign.

OCASI, the Ontario Council of Agencies Serving Immigrants,
along with the Metro Toronto Chinese and Southeast Asian Legal
Clinic are the founding members of the Colour of Poverty
Campaign. So you've heard many of the issues that we are facing
as Canadians in terms of poverty, but I will focus on the issues of
racialized poverty.

I'm not sure you have my document in front of you, but just to
give you a sense of the organizations that have been working on this,
I must say that we have had support from the Ontario government as
well as foundations like the Atkinson Charitable Foundation to help
advance our thinking and research around this.

The Colour of Poverty Campaign is a province-wide initiative. It
is made up of individuals and organizations working to build a
community-based capacity to address the growing racialization of
poverty and the resulting increased levels of social exclusion and
marginalization of racialized communities across Ontario.

Often people are surprised that as the executive director of
Canada's largest council concerned with immigrants and refugees I
tend to spend quite a bit of my time talking about racialized

communities. So let me put this up front, that when I talk about
racialized communities, I am not only speaking about newcomers. I
am also speaking about Canada's black communities, who have been
here for seven generations. I am speaking about first nations
communities. I am speaking about people of colour who are
Canadians and who are part of our nation, as well as new immigrants
and refugees.

As a network, we try to work to build concrete strategies, tools,
and initiatives to empower those who are poor and those who find
themselves living in at-risk communities to become part of the policy
debate, to become part of the policy discourse. We believe that we
can better develop coherent and effective shared action plans as well
as creative coordinated strategies for collaborating with mainstream
policy analysts and institutions, such as this committee and anti-
poverty and social justice advocacy groups such as the groups of my
colleagues around the table, or academic partners. We aim to work
together to address and redress the growing structural and systemic
ethno-racial inequality across the province.

At OCASI we have over 200 member agencies who work with
immigrants and refugees. They include many mainstream organiza-
tions as well as ethno-specific organizations. They are service
agencies, but they are also social justice and advocacy agencies.
OCASI is one of the founding community-related organizations that
founded CERIS, which is part of our Metropolis Project, and Canada
is certainly a huge player, if not a leader, in our international
Metropolis Project, which is concerned with issues of immigration
and urbanism.

● (0835)

Listening to my colleague speak made me think of one of the
reasons we created the Colour of Poverty. Poverty is not colour-
blind. Race and poverty are absolutely linked in Canada. It is well
documented that the gap between rich and poor in Ontario is
widening. What is much less well understood is that the impact of
this growing gulf is being much more profoundly felt by racialized
group members: aboriginal or first nations people, communities of
colour. There's a particular anti-black racism that exists in Canada.
Our national government recognized this in 2001 when we were in
Durban. We haven't done anything to address it. It is certainly
something we need to pay attention to, particularly as it's happening
here in Ontario, but we're also concerned about places like Nova
Scotia.

The increasing racialization or colour-coding of all the major
social and economic indicators can be gleaned not only from the
statistics on income and wealth, but also from any one of a number
of different measures, such as inequalities with respect to health
status and learning outcomes; higher dropout rates; employment
opportunities, such as overrepresentation in low-paying, unstable,
and low-status jobs; under-housing and homelessness; the re-
emergence of imposed racialized residential enclaves; and the
increasing rate of incidents and ethno-racial differentials with respect
to targeted policing, as aboriginal men and women of colour are ever
more overrepresented in our prisons.
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All these are products of the long-standing and growing social and
economic exclusion of racialized groups from so-called mainstream
society. You probably have heard, and we can quote a number of
studies that bear this out: the United Way of Greater Toronto's
Poverty by Postal Code; Greater Trouble in Greater Toronto: Child
Poverty in the GTA, a study by the Children's Aid Society of
Toronto; Ontario's Urban and Suburban Schools - A Prescription for
Change, reports from the parent advocacy group People for
Education; the 2008 review of the Roots of Youth Violence that
was commissioned by the Ontario government and written by the
Honourable Alvin Curling and the Honourable Roy McMurtry,
which says that racism is becoming more serious and entrenched
than it was in the past because Ontario is not dealing with it.

I think that poverty reduction needs to begin by acknowledging
that race and poverty are intrinsically linked. I think that given the
realities and all the findings of the report, it is imperative that
political leaders at all levels of government need to discuss the
reduction, if not the elimination, of poverty by referring directly to
actions to address and redress the increasingly racialized and
otherwise differential character and experience of poverty.

We have a number of recommendations, so let me move to the
recommendations because I'm paying attention to my time.

Our first recommendation is that we believe the federal
government must acknowledge and address the systemic barriers
to inclusion as well as the persistent experience of racial
discrimination by adopting a racial equity outcome measure in all
its legislation, programs, and public policies. Departments like
Citizenship and Immigration Canada have adopted a gender lens and
a gender analysis of all immigration policies, and we are asking that
all federal departments do that in terms of issues of race.

Our second recommendation is that the federal government must
take a leadership role by developing a national poverty reduction
strategy targeted to those most racially vulnerable and systemically
excluded, that is, time-specific and measurable mechanisms.

● (0840)

During the voluntary sector initiative period of 1999 to whenever
it ended, 2002, one of the things we asked was that, at least at the
deputy minister level, part of the reporting out and part of their role
in every federal department was how they were dealing with issues
of race, gender, ability, and age—issues of intersectionality. As the
bureaucratic leads, they needed to be measured on these issues, and
these issues needed to become part and parcel of what we do as a
national government.

Our third recommendation is that, rather than introducing further
tax cuts, the federal government should reverse some of the tax cuts
that have been implemented to date, so that more federal funding
will become available to provide needed services and programs for
people living in poverty. We are absolutely concerned about the lack
of a national housing strategy. We are absolutely concerned about the
lack of a national child care strategy. We're not talking about shared-
cost programs, we're talking about the senior levels of government
coming up with our taxpayers' money to build housing, to ensure
that we have a child care program, given that mostly single women-
headed households, but particularly single women of colour, are the

ones that tend to be poor, so that they can better participate in our
labour market.

We have a number of recommendations. I believe my staff
forwarded you our presentation, so you absolutely have it in writing.

I thank you for your time and I look forward to our conversation.

● (0845)

The Chair: Thank you very much, Ms. Douglas.

We're now going to move over to the Peel Poverty Action Group,
with Edna Toth.

Welcome, Edna.

Ms. Edna Toth (Chair, Peel Poverty Action Group (PPAG)):
Thank you.

The Chair: The floor is yours for five minutes, please.

Ms. Edna Toth: The Peel Poverty Action Group is composed
chiefly of people who are cash poor. We're already at the bottom of
the barrel, so we have no fear from the economic recession. We can't
get into any worse shape, except for a large number of people
cramming into the same barrel.

What the Peel region needs and asks you for is a fair share of
employment insurance, a fair share of a national housing program, a
fair share of a national child care program, and a fair share of health
funding. Many of these things already exist: we want a bigger piece
of that pie, because we are a growing area and the efforts that have
been made have not been matched to population.

In regard to employment insurance, Peel lost 77,000 jobs between
March 2008 and March of this year. About one-quarter of these jobs
were in manufacturing, with construction and trades next in line. The
local employment insurance office gets up to 800 applicants a day,
and it plans to open on evenings and Saturdays to cope with these
applications. About 700 auto assembly workers in Peel will soon
exhaust their benefits and are expected to go on social assistance. Yet
unemployed people in Peel and the GTA/905 area get $4,630 less in
EI benefits than the average jobless person elsewhere in Canada; and
nearly 80% of Peel people don't have the hours to qualify for EI
anyway, which particularly affects women and those starting out in
part-time work.

The Peel Poverty Action Group asks the government to increase
EI payments to the level received by the unemployed elsewhere in
Canada and to revise the qualification periods.

A national housing program could reduce Peel region's affordable
housing problem. We have 13,500 families on the waiting list, and
they may wait 20 years for homes they can afford. This is the longest
list and the longest wait of any municipality, I think, in Canada—and
certainly in Ontario. Meantime, homeless shelters take in families
with children, who face changes of schools along with the disruption
of frequent moves, while their parents have to move away from
employment, friends, family, and support groups.
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Peel has shovel-ready plans—whatever that means—for 441 units,
if the federal government will release the cash.

The Peel Poverty Action Group asks the government to formulate
a national housing program to provide affordable homes now. You
might also consider reinvesting the money CMHC receives in
mortgage repayments.

A national day care program would go far to reduce child poverty
and safeguard our children against the ill effects of the current
economic downturn. Quebec offers $7 a day child care—and I'm
sure you've heard a lot about this—and claims it has cut child
poverty in half since it began doing so in 1997, which was also a
period of recession. In Peel region, a families-first program for sole-
support mothers has shown that with guaranteed child care, women
can increase their income and self-esteem and self-reliance.

The Peel Poverty Action Group asks the government to implement
a national day care program that ensures high-quality child care at an
affordable fee.

Peel does not receive the health care funding it needs. People
living in poverty—167,000 of Peel's 1.2 million residents—are
statistically more likely to get sick. Health care funding does not yet
take population into account, and does not take poverty into account
at all. Per capita funding will be phased in over the next six years,
but we need that money now.

Mental health is a huge problem, affecting many homeless people
and thousands of others who are either chronically or occasionally
affected. Not providing the funding that Peel needs means more
trouble down the line, as supports are not in place when needed. The
result is ever higher costs for health care in an aging population, and
ever more law enforcement problems among youth who need mental
health supports.

The Peel Poverty Action Group urges the government to speed up
the changes to per capita funding, so that local public health and
non-profit groups can do their job. Peel does not need more
incarceration of at-risk youth.

That's the presentation from the Peel Poverty Action Group.

● (0850)

The Chair: Very good, and you fell within the five minutes.
Thank you very much. You're the only one to do that on this
particular panel.

All right, we're going to start with Ms. Minna. You have seven
minutes.

Hon. Maria Minna (Beaches—East York, Lib.): That's such a
short time, but anyway, I'll do my best.

First of all, thank you to all of you for coming here today.

I want to say there's nothing that's been said here that I and many
of us around this table don't support. As many of you have said, it's a
matter of getting it done.

I think what we've heard, and what most of you would agree with,
is EI reform; child care; a minimum wage increase; housing;
education and literacy; an increase in the child benefit increases, and
social infrastructure, because we need supportive systems in

communities; basic income for disabled people; and social
economies, as I call them. That's my wish list.

Ms. Debbie Douglas: Seniors.

Hon. Maria Minna: Seniors are included in the social income
support. Yes, I should have said seniors specifically, but yes, for
sure. That's what I see.

Mr. Langille, you were saying we can't wait until we get it all
perfect and then maybe start. I would simply start with that list in a
program, then start measuring as you go, so at least you start
providing housing, child care, minimum wages, living wage for
people, that kind of thing. That's where I would go.

Now I'm going to go into more specifics. Ms. Douglas, I should
tell you I'm a former president of COSTI, so you know I do have an
understanding of where you're coming from, and I'll get to that in a
moment.

Mr. Hughes, I wanted to ask you this. Your program is high-
school based, is that right? Since I have such a short time, a yes or
no, if you can. You deal with high school students, not elementary.

Mr. David Hughes: High school, and also the transition into post-
secondary.

Hon. Maria Minna: Okay. Given the problem with elementary
schools, and now we're looking at Afrocentric school, and given the
fact that this is not going to be the solution because it's a short-term
thing by the time it gets going, and in the meantime there are a lot of
other kids elsewhere where that's not happening, would your
program be something that's translatable to elementary? There's a
major problem there. Kids are coming through high school having
had problems at that level.

Mr. David Hughes: We get this question asked to us a lot, about
whether or not it could be applied. I think there's no question there
are principles from our program that could easily be applied and
should be applied at the elementary school level. The reason we have
focused on the level that we have is because our data shows that
grade 9 and grade 10 are the grades where the greatest proportion of
dropouts happen. We also recognize that this is where the greatest
temptations or distractions happen in youth that pull them off course.

Hon. Maria Minna: Yes, they all go to grade 9 because it's part of
the process.

Mr. David Hughes: Right. And I think it's partly to do with their
stage in life and their age at that point.

Hon. Maria Minna: Going by personal experience with one of
my nieces, I'm wondering if even grade 7 or grade 8, as they're
making that transition to grade 9.... I don't know how many kids
actually drop out of grade 9, so I'm wondering. Anyway—
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Mr. David Hughes: So you know, we are registering students
from grade 8. We are making that initial contact already in grade 8 to
help them make that transition into grade 9, then prepare them on for
the post-secondary part.

Hon. Maria Minna: It's fabulous work that you do. Thank you.

To Mr. Langille, you said reform CPP, or overhaul CPP, in your
submission. Tell me quickly, if you can, what that means, before I go
to Ms. Douglas for another question.

Mr. David Langille: I think I should probably not delve into that,
because I'm not a specialist in Canada's pension plan. I'm quite
concerned personally. I'm one of those Canadians who doesn't have a
plan, and I'm very concerned. I hope that very quickly the
government will step in and strengthen our public pension system.
I don't have RRSPs saved.

Hon. Maria Minna: Okay, so this is what I was going to get at. In
fact, our former Minister of Finance agreed with me back in the mid-
nineties, except he was never quite prepared to work with me on
changing it. But RRSPs simply don't work for the average Canadian.
We've all known this for a long time; we're spending tonnes of
money at the top, but it's not making the deal.

We need to overhaul pensions in this country, not to mention the
fact that private pensions now, or other company pensions, are
becoming somewhat a thing of the past to some degree, not to
mention those that are now in default. I won't go into all that. I agree
with you 100%. It's a discussion that's going on in my caucus quite
aggressively these days...I don't mean my caucus; I mean myself and
my friends and a couple of my colleagues. Nonetheless, I see that.
I've seen it for some time. We tried to do it a bit earlier, but when
times are good everybody thinks things are great and rosy.

I'll move on, but I agree with you.

Ms. Douglas, I wanted very quickly to say a couple of things. I
agree with you 100% with respect to what I call the coloured lenses
or the lensing of gender, racial, all of that. I've been saying that for
some time, from way back in the eighties when I was at COSTI. It
seems that things have to get really bad before we finally start seeing
the light. The government needs to do this across the board.

The Standing Committee on the Status of Women, or rather the
Liberal Party, wanted to have a gender equality commissioner who
would report to the House. Maybe we need to call this person
something else, to be more inclusive rather than only gender.

My question to you, though, is this. Multiculturalism is supposed
to be playing a lead role in this area, and it's supposed to somehow
be working with other departments and pulling and identifying all
the issues that you've identified very clearly, and leading in the areas
of health, HRDC and so on. I'm wondering, is there any activity that
you see here, strengths? Are you working with that department at all
on anything?

● (0855)

Ms. Debbie Douglas: We're working with multiculturalism right
now because it has been placed within the Department of Citizenship
and Immigration. Our challenge is to ensure that multiculturalism
sees itself more broadly than immigration.

Hon. Maria Minna: It doesn't belong in that department, for a
starting point—I mean, right now.

Ms. Debbie Douglas: I actually think it's a good idea that they're
located there. I have some concerns that they will lose their larger
focus and that they will begin to see multiculturalism as a newcomer
issue as opposed to a larger Canadian issue.

Hon. Maria Minna: This is why I disagree.

Ms. Debbie Douglas: Yes, and so we are paying attention to it.
We are a bit concerned that it has been eight years and we've yet to
implement it. Only now has there been any sort of money, called the
welcoming communities initiative. This is a problem that we're just
now beginning to look at and develop some strategy on as a country.

So yes, we are very much concerned about multiculturalism and
its role.

Hon. Maria Minna: Okay, I guess that's it for me. Thank you. I
tried.

The Chair: Thank you very much.

Just before we get started with Mr. Ouellet, he'll be asking his
questions in French, so if you need some help with translation, I'll
give you a second to put your headsets on so as not to cut into his
time. Once you are ready, I'll turn it over to Mr. Ouellet for seven
minutes.

Sir, the floor is all yours.

[Translation]

Mr. Christian Ouellet (Brome—Missisquoi, BQ): Thank you,
Mr. Chair.

Good morning and thank you all for coming here today. I think
your contributions are really important. And thank you again, Mr.
Hughes, for yesterday’s visit and this morning’s presentation. I will
address my first question to you. Your presentation was quite clear
but I would like you to explain something to me.

Do you think the Pathways to Education Canada program should
continue to operate exclusively with private funds, as is now the
case, or should it become a public program that would be
implemented not only in a few communities, but all over Canada?
In the case of Quebec, a transfer could simply be made so that
Quebec could deal with the program by itself.

[English]

Mr. David Hughes: Thank you very much for your comments.

First, we have started the program in Quebec in one community in
Montreal. We're excited to see how the program will evolve there.

But as far as this discussion is concerned about whether or not the
program has to be governmental or government-led or government-
run for it to be everywhere, I don't buy that basic notion. I think it
can be pervasive. It can be across the country, retaining its current
status as being a non-profit charitable organization supported by the
private sector and by government.
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I think there is something very important about what we're doing
with the program that goes beyond the effect we're having with the
students. We're also bringing communities together, and that
volunteer component is a critical part of what we're doing. We're
building communities at the same time as we're building new futures
for the youth. There is a certain entrepreneurship, a certain
innovation, and a certain element that's critical, that comes from
the very status that we have as a non-profit organization and a
volunteer-led organization that enables us to do some things that
might not be possible in government.

So I think there has to be a strong partnership between
government and organizations like Pathways to Education, but I
don't think it should be a government-led program.

● (0900)

[Translation]

Mr. Christian Ouellet: What kind of partnership would you want
with the government?

[English]

Mr. David Hughes: Yes, first and foremost, make this issue a
primary item on its agenda. I think it's about recognizing that the
solutions to community, to poverty, and to integration of new
Canadians will be found in programs that are helping our youth. In
our most vulnerable communities, make that transition into mean-
ingful employment and into post-secondary education. And it's about
recognizing that this is truly one of these cause and effect areas,
where we have the potential to get to these youth early enough in
ways that are all transformative to the communities and to their own
families, in their own lives. It requires national action and national
priority-setting.

First and foremost, I would like to see government make this its
priority. Second, assist us in data accumulation, data collection. The
information that is available about the drop-out rates and around
education attainment and about the achievement gap that exists in
this country is very poor. And the coordination and collection of that
information is very difficult.

There is the old adage that if you can't measure it, you can't
manage it. And right now we're not able to measure this very well, so
that would be another area of policy work where I think there could
be some assistance—

[Translation]

Mr. Christian Ouellet: If you don’t mind, I would like to get
back to my first question about private versus public programs.
Don’t you think there is a risk if the program stays exclusively
private? This means decisions would not be made by government.
As Mr. Langille said earlier, we do not want less government, we
want more.

You are saying you want less government because private
enterprise can deal with education problems. Don’t you think there
is a dichotomy there?

[English]

Mr. David Hughes: Yes. First of all, I'd say that we don't see this
as an education problem and we don't see it as an education solution.
We see it as a community issue. It's about the time that students

aren't in school. That's what we are focusing our time and energy on.
It's helping them through school.

On the question of more government, we would love to see more
government from a funding perspective and from a policy
perspective, but we think that the execution of the program can
really be guided in a partnership contract that outlines basic
parameters to ensure that the program achieves certain outcomes.

[Translation]

Mr. Christian Ouellet: You just said what I wanted to hear.
Thank you.

Mr. Spence, you talked earlier about a US program that supports
public housing. Do you think the biggest problem in Canada now it
that they don’t know how to allocate the money in order to build
social housing units? Or is it simply that there is no money for social
housing since 1993?

[English]

Mr. Adam Spence: I think the problem is dual. One aspect, as
you said, is that we just don't provide enough public funding for
public housing in Canada. In addition to that, though, we can also
look at alternative financing mechanisms, such as public housing
bonds, on top of public funding.

It's not as an alternative; it is absolutely necessary that the federal
government have a national housing strategy that invests in public
housing. It also has a great rate of return as well. It provides them
with a home, a place to live, and that's a great basis for someone to
be able to succeed. In addition, beyond just public dollars, we can
provide money to support housing bonds, as they've done in the U.
S., which would expand the pool of money to build housing.

[Translation]

Mr. Christian Ouellet: Thank you very much.

Ms. Toth, I have a question to ask you. You said earlier, with good
reason, that it is important to have social housing. You also said that
CMHC has unused money which is not invested in the building of
public housing units, but which could be.

I introduced a bill providing for this money to be used, at least
partly, to build social housing units in Canada.

Can you understand why only NDP members voted with us on
this bill? I for one can’t understand it. Perhaps you can. Why is it so?

● (0905)

[English]

Ms. Edna Toth: I'm sorry, I didn't realize that there was a
particular party aspect to this, but perhaps I haven't done enough
research on it.
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In any case, there were a number of local problems in regard to
housing. The council of the Region of Peel sets policy for housing.
The municipalities within Peel—the towns of Caledon, Mississauga,
and Brampton—are in charge of the planning. They can say that we
will have shops here, that we will have one-family homes here, that
you can't have a basement apartment, and that sort of thing, but the
real planning as to what goes where is done by developers who own
the land anyway. They have invested ahead of time. The cities must
put social housing on little bits of land that nobody wants, land that
in many cases is unsuitable for any other kind of development, but
it's really a much bigger problem than even just the money. I
understand that the mortgage money that was repaid to Canada
Mortgage and Housing Corporation was put into general revenue,
but I haven't studied that aspect of it.

[Translation]

Mr. Christian Ouellet: Thank you.

[English]

The Chair: Thank you very much.

Now we're going to move to Mr. Martin. Sir, the floor is yours for
seven minutes.

Mr. Tony Martin (Sault Ste. Marie, NDP): Thank you very
much.

Edna, if you wouldn't mind, Peel certainly doesn't jump out at me
anyway, as maybe others do, as a hotbed of poverty. You usually
look at inner cities and downtowns. Could you describe your
organization a little bit, how it's made up, and how it came to be?

Ms. Edna Toth: Our organization was set up by the Social
Planning Council of Peel following a forum on child poverty. That
was in 1997.

Since then, we have done a number of things. We have made a
video about poverty and flogged it around schools. We have opened
some community gardens. We have made presentations to council,
and so on, on particular aspects, particularly on dental care, which is
a disaster for older people especially, and of course for anyone who's
homeless. Our organization has done other things, and it has moved
over very much to being a political lobbying organization. We have
no income, so we can't be cut off by choosing one party over
another, although in fact we haven't done that. We try to be as even-
handed as we can, but we can be nasty to people, and if they don't do
what we think they should, then we can say rude things. We're not
afraid of our grant being cut off.

The people who belong are the poorest of the poor in that they
tend to be homeless and they tend to be people who have mental
health problems, but of course we also have a number of very
dedicated social workers, who are also members of Peel Poverty
Action Group and who give us a lot of guidance. We are working
with the Region of Peel, with their fair share committee, and with the
region's poverty strategy committee.

Mr. Tony Martin: What's your experience of the racialization of
poverty out there?

Ms. Edna Toth: Fifty per cent of the population of Peel region is
immigrant.

A voice: They're mostly people of colour.

Ms. Edna Toth: I'm not sure. There are 300,000 South Asians
among that group as well as a large number of black people from the
Caribbean. They are talking to us about the problems they encounter
with getting jobs, holding jobs, and all the things that go with the
constant put-down, I think, of being a person of colour.

● (0910)

Ms. Debbie Douglas: That has been the growth in Peel, and it
will continue to be the growth in Peel.

Ms. Edna Toth: That's right. We get 30,000 new people a year,
and most of them are immigrants.

Mr. Tony Martin: Adam, you had suggested we could eradicate
half the poverty by 2020. I find it alarming that we would have to
wait that long. Obviously the people Debbie is talking for want it
done today or tomorrow. They don't want to live in poverty anymore.

How do we pick and choose who the 50% will be who will be
lifted out of poverty and who the 50% will be who won't? We've
heard a lot about the deserving and the undeserving poor. Maybe you
could talk to me a little bit about that. Is it impossible to solve
poverty quickly?

Mr. Adam Spence: It is not impossible to solve poverty quickly.
It is obviously a matter of political will and how we would achieve
that. We have looked at other jurisdictions, other countries that have
been able to reduce poverty over a certain period of time. Given that
we're going through a period of significant economic downturn, so
that, as I said, half a million more Ontarians will be living in poverty
over the next two years, I believe that a reasonable target for poverty
reduction is to cut it in half. You can actually commit to that. You
can look me in the eye and say to all these people that we'll do that in
10 years, and that is possible. It would absolutely be possible to do
that if there were unanimity amongst all parties and there was a
commitment from everyone. It is hypothetically possible that we
could eliminate poverty by 2020 as well, but the strategy we've put
together with our organization would lead us to believe that we can
cut it in half by 2020.

In terms of your question of who, we believe we target the
deepest. We target where poverty hits us the hardest. If you look at a
place like Sandy Lake First Nation, which is as far from here up
north as we are from Miami, we're not going to be able to eliminate
poverty up in Sandy Lake in 10 years. It will take a generation. It's
going to take not just this committee, but the government. It will take
the commitment of a generation in order to reduce poverty in
Canada, in order to eliminate it. So I'll be 50 years old before we will
be able to put our line in the sand and say we've done it. It is a
tremendous commitment, I believe, just to be able to say that.

That's my response.

Mr. Tony Martin: David, I didn't hear your presentation. I
apologize. But I did see the movie that you put together, and there
was a strong emphasis in that movie on the need to allow more
people to organize their labour and negotiate collective agreements,
and that would lift a lot of people out.

Could you speak a little bit about that? We haven't heard much
about that yet.
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Mr. David Langille: In country after country around the world,
unions have not just improved their wages and working conditions
and won pensions and other benefits for their members; they have
helped to introduce social programs like medicare, child care, and
affordable housing. Research shows that the stronger the labour
movement, the more generous the benefits. We can see in Sweden
what labour can achieve, when over 80% of the workers belong to
unions, even the managers at McDonald's who we went in to visit.
We show this in the film.

It's also interesting to note, Tony, that in many European countries
there's a history of government working closely with business and
labour, but how well those partnerships work depends upon who is
in government and whether labour has any power. In Ireland we saw
a government that had been collaborating closely with business
while labour got short shrift. In Sweden there is a longer history of
cooperation between the unions and their party in government, and
consequently both the workers and the employers then profited from
investment in labour skills and improvement ...[Technical difficulty
—Editor].

I mentioned earlier that politics matters. When business was
booming in Ireland, working people enjoyed high wages and a
reduction in poverty, but now that the economy is in serious trouble
the Irish are ready to dump the government that left them so
vulnerable and without a strong safety net or a health care system. In
contrast, the social partnership in Sweden has been threatened when
Swedish business leaders invested outside the country where they
could pay lower taxes and lower wages. That is their Achilles' heel.
Now with an election looming, it remains to be seen whether the
Swedish people will re-elect the current government, which puts
more emphasis on individual achievement and free enterprise, or
chose a government that provides them with more security in times
of world economic chaos. The fascinating thing is that even though
their government changes back and forth, there is a strong consensus
in that country in favour of the welfare state. They haven't
diminished the welfare state.

The Chair: Thank you very much.

We're now going to move over to Mr. Lobb. You're going to have
the last question in this round. The floor is yours for seven minutes.

● (0915)

Mr. Ben Lobb (Huron—Bruce, CPC): Thank you very much.

Mr. Spence, 320,000 Ontarians per month are provided food by
your group. I wonder, on the food that is provided, does your agency
have a mandate on the percentage of the food you provide that might
be Canadian?

Mr. Adam Spence: That's a very good question. We do not have a
mandate on the proportion of Canadian food we provide. The
majority of food that we distribute is from the corporate
manufacturing sector and is manufactured in Canada. Given the
rapid increase in demand for our services, which, as I said, has been
20% over the past year, as well as the significant precipitous decline
of food manufacturing in the province—we've lost 10 food
manufacturers in the past 16 months alone—we have been forced
to reach out to local farmers in Ontario. They have been extremely
generous in doing so, and we'll continue on that path in order to meet
the excessive demand that we face.

Mr. Ben Lobb: Let's say over the last five years, where would
your median range be? Would it be 320,000, or is it less than that?

Mr. Adam Spence: In between 2005 and 2008 it was relatively
stable at about 320,000. In the past 12 months to 18 months it has
increased. We've had food banks in Hamilton indicating an increase
of 26%. Thunder Bay is up 36%. Cornwall is up almost 40%. As
soon as the recession hit, it became a significant challenge; and it is
across the board, not just in those towns like Oshawa and Windsor. It
is everywhere.

Mr. Ben Lobb:Ms. Douglas, my dad grew up in a very poor rural
family. By all definitions of today, he would have been very much in
a poverty family. His family was able to rise up and put their children
through school, and everything was a success story. In my riding, if
you are in Bruce County in southwestern Ontario, it is very much
comprised of a strong immigrant component of definitely Dutch and
German origin, and they have tremendous work ethics, similar to
most immigrants who come into this country.

I wonder, beyond some of the issues you've addressed today, and
given the strong work ethic of our immigrants, have you any ideas
about promoting investments for small businesses, for self-employ-
ment, that you would consider beneficial? Obviously there is
definitely a tremendous issue with affordable housing, but moving
beyond that, is there anything your group can see that would provide
funding or should provide funding to try to stimulate the growth of
self-employment?

Ms. Debbie Douglas: Yes, it's not only about self-employment;
it's also about supporting small and medium-sized businesses. We
know they are the largest employers in the country. Micro-financing
is an idea that we should be looking at as government and
encouraging in our financing institutions. It would help people to set
up their own businesses, to become self-employed, and to hire other
people.

One of the things I don't want us to miss in this conversation is the
link between all of these things. We have to link poverty to race, to
youth, to women. What are the strategies that have worked in other
jurisdictions? What are the strategies that we have successfully used
in the past? It's about political will. We have to rethink who we are as
a country. Micro-financing is a great idea for increasing low-interest
loans. I think we need to pay attention to racialized communities
being the last hired and the first fired. We need to look at things like
employment equity at the provincial level. We need to look at things
like contract compliance at the national and provincial levels. Those
are the ways that we can ensure the greatest participation for the
most vulnerable in our economy.

● (0920)

Mr. Ben Lobb: Many of my friends' parents and grandparents
who immigrated to the area talk about the tremendous difficulty of
learning English when they moved here. I wonder if there's more we
can do as a government to help our immigrants learn the language.
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Ms. Debbie Douglas: In Ontario, the investment in language
training has been maintained, although our current national
administration has just removed $90 million from the sector in
Ontario. We're most likely not going to see that money come back.
Part of the challenge is the timing. It's not enough that you have to be
a landed resident to be able to access services. We're encouraging
citizenship, but once you become a citizen, you can't access funded
programs.

We know that 50% of refugee claimants get status, but until they
become landed residents, they can't access service. Meanwhile, we're
leaving out Canadian citizens who may have been in the country for
three or four years. They can't access language services, because
they've become Canadian citizens. At the same time, we're
encouraging citizenship. So there's a disconnect between what we
say we want to happen and the support we give to our words.

Mr. Ben Lobb: Ms. Toth, has Peel implemented a plan for future
development that requires, say, 10% of new development to be for
affordable housing?

Also, the Province of Ontario, with their Green Energy Act, has
taken away a lot of the zoning measures for green energy. Do you
have any thoughts on that? If local municipalities are not willing to
mandate affordable housing, would it be appropriate for the province
to zone for it?

Ms. Edna Toth: That's an interesting approach. Some research
has been done on practices elsewhere. In Britain, for instance, major
developers are required to build a certain amount of affordable
housing when they get approval to build a housing estate. I think
something like that has also been done in Vancouver, and I've been
told that it's practised in California. No report on this has been made
to council, as far as I know, but it's certainly something to be
investigated. If it involves a change of powers, that's something else
to look at. It sounds like a good idea to me.

The Chair: Thank you very much, Mr. Lobb.

I thank the witnesses. We appreciate the work you're doing on the
front lines. We always want to thank you for that, and we thank you
for your contributions today.

Go ahead, sir.

Mr. Christian Ouellet: I didn't have a chance to talk to Mr.
Langille.

The Chair: You may ask a quick question.

● (0925)

[Translation]

Mr. Christian Ouellet: Mr. Langille, you said with good
reason—and I think everyone shares this view—that poverty has a
colour, poverty has a gender and poverty has an age.

However, you did not say anything about taxes. Don’t you think
taxes are linked to social class? Can you elaborate on taxes and their
relationship with social classes?

[English]

Mr. David Langille: I think taxes are a major means of
redistributing wealth, and they're critical. The people who are
advocating for tax cuts are those who are really resistant to income
redistribution. If we're going to have any reduction in poverty in
Canada, it will only be through having a strong, progressive, and fair
tax system. I think that's the most important point to make today.
Without the resources we can't do the job.

The Chair: Thank you once again for your appearance here
today.

The meeting is adjourned.
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