COMPARISON OF FEDERAL TRANSFERS AND CHILD CARE SPACES INITIATIVE

1 2 1 3 4 4
What What we were | What we’ll be What's being
communities | promised for lucky to get taken away
have now next year next year from v
instead communities
(2-3)
Province Transfers Transfers Spaces Estimated
or 2006/07 2007/08 Initiative 2007/08
Territory Budget Bilaterals 12007/08 Funding Cut
(millions) (millions) (millions) (millions)
Nfld/Lab 10 18 4 14
PEI 3 5 1 4
Nova Scotia 19 | 33 7 26
New Brunswick 15 26 6 20
Quebec 153 271 59 212
Ontario 253 449 97 352
'| Manitoba 24 42 9 - 33
Saskatchewan 20 35 8 27
Alberta 66 117 25 92
BC 86 152 33 119
Nunavut 0.6 1.1 0.2 0.9
NWT 0.9 1.6 0.3 1.3
Yukon 0.6 1.2 0.2 1.0
Aboriginal/ 0 50 0 50
Accountability : '
Total 650 1,200 250 950
Cut in funds flowing to communities now (column 1 minus 3) 62%
divided by column 1) -
Cut in funds planned for next year (column 4 divided by column 2) 79%

Figures in columns 1 through 3 are based on equal per capita allocations, as follows:

1

Federal transfers web site (http://www.fin.gc.ca/FEDPRQOV/ecde.html). Budget
2005 also included an additional $25 million each for First Nations on-reserve and
accountability, which is no longer clearly shown as part of Budget 20086.

Bilateral agreements and Budget 2005.

w

To date, the federal government indicates that the space initiative funds would
flow to organizations not provinces and territories. This column therefore
estimates the funds that would flow to organizations within various provinces and

| territories, based on per capital allocations (using 2006/07 projections as of

October 2005). However, as indicated above, funds might not be distributed on a

per capital basis.

Totals may not add due to rounding.’
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