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House of Commons Standing Committee on Finance – Pre-budget Consultations 2013 

This brief is submitted by: 

an organization  Organization name: ________________________________________________ 

or  

an individual   Name: ___________________________________________________________ 

Topic:  

*Recommendation 1:  Please provide a short summary of your recommendation. 

 

Expected cost or savings: From the pull-down menus, please indicate the expected cost or savings of your 
recommendation to the federal government and the period of time to which the expected cost or savings is 
related. 

 

 

Federal funding: Please provide a precise indication of how the federal government could fund your 
recommendation.  For example, indicate what federal spending should be reallocated, what federal tax 
measure(s) should be introduced, eliminated or changed, etc. 
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Intended beneficiaries:  Please indicate the groups of individuals, the sector(s) and/or the regions that would 
benefit by implementation of your recommendation.

 

General impacts: Depending on the nature of your recommendation, please indicate how the standard of living 
of Canadians would be improved, jobs would be created, people would be trained, etc. 

 

Topic: 

Recommendation 2:  Please provide a short summary of your recommendation. 

 

Expected cost or savings: From the pull-down menus, please indicate the expected cost or savings of your 
recommendation to the federal government and the period of time to which the expected cost or savings is 
related. 
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Federal funding: Please provide a precise indication of how the federal government could fund your 
recommendation.  For example, indicate what federal spending should be reallocated, what federal tax 
measure(s) should be introduced, eliminated or changed, etc. 

 

Intended beneficiaries:  Please indicate the groups of individuals, the sector(s) and/or the regions that would 
benefit by implementation of your recommendation. 

 

General impacts: Depending on the nature of your recommendation, please indicate how the standard of living 
of Canadians would be improved, jobs would be created, people would be trained, etc. 

 

Topic: 

Recommendation 3:  Please provide a short summary of your recommendation. 
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Expected cost or savings: From the pull-down menus, please indicate the expected cost or savings of your 
recommendation to the federal government and the period of time to which the expected cost or savings is 
related. 

 

 

Federal funding: Please provide a precise indication of how the federal government could fund your 
recommendation. For example, indicate what federal spending should be reallocated, what federal tax 
measure(s) should be introduced, eliminated or changed, etc.

 

Intended beneficiaries:  Please indicate the groups of individuals, the sector(s) and/or the regions that would 
benefit by implementation of your recommendation. 

 

General impacts: Depending on the nature of your recommendation, please indicate how the standard of living 
of Canadians would be improved, jobs would be created, people would be trained, etc. 
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Please use this page if you wish to provide more explanation about your recommendation(s).

 

*Please note that at least one recommendation must be provided 


	Organization name: First Call: BC Child and Youth Advocacy Coalition
	Name: 
	rec1: Re-align expenditures for children by increasing the National Child Benefit for lower-income families to a maximum of $5,400/child (in combination with the Canadian Child Tax Benefit) and establishing a new, earmarked transfer payment of $1.3 billion to the provinces for early childhood education and care (ECEC) services. Streamline family supports through the tax and transfer systems, and use tax revenues more efficiently to reduce poverty by eliminating the Universal Child Care Benefit, Child Tax Credit and Child Fitness TC and re-directing these funds to increase the NCB. This would lift 174,000 children out of poverty.  The new transfer payment to provinces for ECEC services is necessary to meet the needs for regulated services not met by the UCCB, which is strictly an income transfer.
	rec2: This can be achieved by eliminating the Universal Child Care Benefit, the Child Tax Credit and the Child Fitness Tax Credit and re-directing these funds to finance the increased  National Children’s Benefit (in combination with the Canadian Child Tax Benefit) up to $5,400 per child. Additional funding for the earmarked ECEC transfer could be obtained from general revenues. 
	rec3: Across Canada, 2.7 million children and their families receive the NCB payment according to most recent figures (NCB Progress Report 2008).  Families with a net income of under $23,710 were eligible for the maximum NCB (combined with CCTB in 2009).  The new earmarked transfer fund would be additional money for provinces to develop regulated, publicly-managed childcare services to help meet the need of the 80% of children under six who do not have access to high quality childcare services. With more than 70% of mothers of young children in the workforce, there is tremendous unmet need for high quality childcare services.
	rec4: The proposed increase of the NCB would lift 174,000 children out of poverty.  High quality ECEC produces substantial social and economic returns. Various studies show returns from $2 to $17 for every dollar spent, derived from improved school performance, reduced need for remedial help, reduction of anti-social behaviour -- all resulting in later adult productivity and increased mothers' labour force participation.Every $1M invested in the childcare sector generates almost 40 jobs—four times the number generated by investing $1M in construction activity. More than 90% of the cost of hiring childcare workers returns to governments as increased revenue, and the federal government gains the most.  For every dollar Quebec invests in its childcare system, the province currently recovers $1.05 and Ottawa recovers 44 cents — for an additional $700 million in federal revenue.
	rec5: Introduce a federal action plan to reduce poverty in consultation with provincial/territorial governments, Aboriginal governments and organizations, non-governmental organizations and people living in poverty. Secured in legislation, such as Bill C-233, An Act to Eliminate Poverty in Canada, this plan should aim to reduce Canada's poverty rate by 25% in 5 years. Ensure the poverty rate for children under 18, lone-mother households, single senior women, Aboriginal people, people with disabilities, and recent immigrants also declines by 25%, recognizing that poverty is concentrated within these populations.A majority of provinces have introduced poverty reduction strategies or plans, and it is time for the federal government to take up its responsibility.
	rec6: Proposed re-allocated expenditures include a new $2B federal transfer payment to the provinces tied to helping them achieve their poverty reduction goals, $2B in social housing investments and $5.6B to raise the combined CCTB to $5400/child, for a total of $11.6B. For revenue suggestions totalling a net $37.5 billion, see the tax measures proposed in the Alternative Federal Budget 2012 produced by the Canadian Centre for Policy Alternatives, p.21.A study published by the Ontario Association of Food Banks calculated the cost of poverty in Canada to be between $72.5B and $86.1B, about 6% of Canada’s GDP.  It costs less to prevent poverty.
	rec8: With 2,959,000 Canadians poor (LICO after tax measure, 2011), a 25% reduction in the poverty rate would benefit 739,750 people.  Using the same measure, 591,000 children under 18 are poor, meaning a 25% reduction their poverty rate would benefit 147,750 children across the country.The proposed increase of the combined CCTB to a maximum of $5400 per child would lift 174,000 children out of poverty.  Poverty is toxic to the health of children and the related human, social and economic costs are enormous.  Canadian taxpayers would be well-served by a reduction in child poverty levels.
	rec9: Immediately concede that the human rights complaint about discriminatory funding for First Nations child welfare services brought by the First Nations Child and Family Caring Society and the Assembly of First Nations is justified.  Waste no more public funds fighting this case at the Human Rights Commission or through federal courts.  Drop the federal court appeal of the ruling ordering reimbursement of the Pictou Landing Band costs in compliance with Jordan's Principle.  Focus on investing in the health and well-being of First Nations children and families. 
	rec10: Public funds spent fighting to maintain and justify a discriminatory child welfare funding system and denying equivalent services to FN children and families on reserve have been shamefully wasted for years. The full amount government has spent on this exercise, including following Dr. Blackstock around, should be allocated to services for FN children.  Use the evidence from the federal Auditor General to calculate the current and historic (at least to 1995) amount of the underfunding of child welfare services on reserves.  Pay the retroactive arrears immediately and amend the funding formula effective immediately to provide FN child welfare service agencies with the funds they need to support and protect FN children. 
	rec11: First Nations children and families, and all of Canadian society.
	rec7: Federal support for provincial and territorial poverty reduction efforts would benefit people in all parts of the country.  People living in poverty would benefit, as would all Canadians from the resulting reduction in short- and long-term health care, education, and justice system costs, as well as the added productivity of the those whose lives were improved.
	rec12: Failing to properly support FN children and families represents a huge loss to the Canadian economy and society.  The financial costs of taking more FN children taken into care due to the discriminatory underfunding of FN child and family service agencies are born by all of us.  The human costs are born by the children and families denied the supports they need.Reversing this situation will create healthier communities across Canada, reduce human service costs in the long run and remove an embarrassing stain from Canada's human rights record.
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