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● (1535)
[English]

Mr. Dan Albas: Good. I just want to make sure I'm working pro‐
ductively with both the chair and the clerk.

The Chair (Mr. Sean Casey (Charlottetown, Lib.)): Good af‐
ternoon, everyone. I see a quorum, and it is 3:32.

Thank you.

Welcome to meeting number two of the Standing Committee on
Human Resources, Skills and Social Development and the Status of
Persons with Disabilities.

The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Albas.

Today we have committee business. There are a couple of pre‐
liminary matters that I would like to raise with you.
I understand that all of you have received by email, from the
clerk of the committee, notification of order in council appoint‐
ments. These order in council appointments have been made by the
Governor in Council. They will be published in the Canada
Gazette.
This committee has the option of reviewing those appointments.
With each of the notifications you received, there was an indication
of when the time expires for the conduct of any review that we
might undertake. I bring that to your attention. We don't require a
decision on it now. I bring it to your attention just in case there is a
will to do that.
The second preliminary matter that I want to raise with you is in
connection with the supplementary estimates. As you know, each
committee may consider and report the votes on supplementary
(B)s. The deadline for that is March 23. I expect that there may be
some will to have an examination of those.
Do you have a question, Mr. Albas?
Mr. Dan Albas (Central Okanagan—Similkameen—Nicola,
CPC): I just had a question about the order in council, Mr. Chair.
The Chair: Yes.
Mr. Dan Albas: Quickly, so we don't distract from the schedule,
we can make it known now that we want to have a particular order
in council appointment person come in. Is it possible to do that
through a notice of motion over the break week next week? I would
greatly appreciate the flexibility. What's the mechanism you need to
be able to work with the clerk on it?
The Clerk of the Committee (Mr. Andrew Wilson): I can
speak to that.
Each of the order in council nominations that were sent to mem‐
bers has an expiry date. As long as they're invited before the com‐
mittee before that date, then, yes, absolutely, we can receive notice
of that next week.

The Clerk: You're welcome.

Now we're in committee business, so it's over to you, folks.
Ms. Young.
Ms. Kate Young (London West, Lib.): Thank you very much,
Mr. Chair.
Thank you to all of our colleagues for being here today. This
feels like the very first meeting of the committee.
I'd like to put a notice of motion on the table.
I'd like to move this motion. The motion is as follows:
That the committee undertake a study to investigate and make recommendations
on the challenges and systemic barriers facing Indigenous people and Indige‐
nous housing providers in northern, urban and rural communities across Canada;
that this study focus on urban, northern and rural providers and examine the
roles government and non-governmental organizations play in existing housing
services supports; and that the committee report its findings to the House.

The Chair: Thank you, Ms. Young.
The motion is in order.
Mr. Albas, please.
Mr. Dan Albas: I certainly hope that we can work on this com‐
mittee as productively as possible. I do recognize that MP Young
is.... Hitting this right off the starting line is a good definition of
productivity.
Mr. Chair, there have been a lot of different proposals here.
Rather than voting a particular proposal down, I was hoping that
perhaps we could have a discussion as to where different members
are in order to see if there is some common ground on some partic‐
ular issues, and then maybe we could choose one. We have many
competing ones.
Unfortunately, by moving the motion, as has been done.... Again,
I understand the intent is to get something on the table. It just may
happen that someone may want to do your study and not one of the
other ones first. In voting against this, perhaps they may not have
that option.

HUMA-02

2

We can adjourn debate on this particular motion and then have
the member come forward with it later, if she wants to. Again, I re‐
spect the fact that the member has the right to do so, but I'd like to
see if we could have some discussion as to some of the competing
ideas that members may have for the committee.
The Chair: Go ahead, Ms. Young.
Ms. Kate Young: Could we not have some discussion on this
motion and get some feedback on it? I understand there may be
some people who have some amendments to the motion, but I'd like
to explain why I want to put this motion on the table, if that's possi‐
ble.
It's quite clear that we all, as parliamentarians, need to address
the issue of indigenous homelessness in our communities. I would
expect it's a concern for all of us. I come from London, Ontario,
which is a community of nearly 400,000 people in southwestern
Ontario. We have three neighbouring indigenous communities. The
city is challenged, like so many others, with the rapid increase in
the number of individuals experiencing homelessness. Of these, an
even higher proportion identify as indigenous—29% of London's
homeless population identify as indigenous. The city has been
working with an indigenous-led community plan focused on solv‐
ing indigenous homelessness through a culture-first, housing-first
model. I believe that our government can learn from this model.
London is the 11th-largest designated community in Ontario, but
it is home to the third-highest percentage of the population that
identifies as indigenous. I think you can see why I find this to be
such an important topic for my community and for this committee
as well.
The UN special rapporteur examined the right to housing of in‐
digenous peoples and recognized the right to adequate housing to
be interdependent with and indivisible from the rights and legal
principles set out in UNDRIP. Homelessness for indigenous people
is unique from non-indigenous people, because available resources
are often ill-suited to respond to their needs. As an example, some‐
times housing is provided through charities tied to churches that
were responsible for some of the trauma they experienced. We need
to look at the problem of indigenous housing with its own lens, and
that's what I'm asking for today.
The term “indigenous” refers to first nations, Métis and Inuit.
They are distinct peoples, with their own cultures, rights and rela‐
tionships with the Crown. Improving indigenous housing is a prior‐
ity for the national housing strategy, but I think the national housing
strategy is a part that we need to focus on as far as indigenous hous‐
ing is concerned. That's why I think it's important for this commit‐
tee to take a look specifically at this issue.
I think MP Gazan has something to suggest for my motion, if
she'd like to present that.
Thank you.
● (1540)
The Chair: Thank you, Ms. Young.
Ms. Leah Gazan (Winnipeg Centre, NDP): Thank you.
The Chair: Ms. Gazan, we'll get to you next. Mr. Albas is on the
list, and then you.
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Mr. Dan Albas: Thank you, Mr. Chair.
Again, I totally understand where MP Young is coming from.
My request was more out of a spirit of working together. Rather
than going head-deep into a very important issue to MP Young.... I
have first nation communities in my riding as well. However, in the
spirit of a minority government, the government cannot continue to
act as if it has a majority. When someone says, “Perhaps we can
discuss and hear different competing priorities so we can see if we
have some consensus, and we might bypass this”.... While I know
that the member is passionate about it, jumping into it head-deep
really doesn't work. I was hoping to see if the member would con‐
sider...because the only thing we can do at this point is to either ad‐
journ debate or modify it.
I'd like us to have a discussion about which subjects we might
have some interest in, rather than jumping first into something
where I have just a yes-or-no button.
I'll just ask the member again. Would she consider adjourning
debate on this? She can bring it back at any time. Then maybe we
can have a discussion not on her motion and its substance, but just
on where the parties are at. I'd appreciate the courtesy.
The Chair: Thank you.
Ms. Gazan.
Ms. Leah Gazan: Thank you.
Thank you again for your grace. I'm still learning.
I did have some recommended amendments. I want to thank the
honourable member across the way for proposing this in the first
place, but I wanted to make some amendments, so it would state:
That, in recognition of the fact that nearly 80% of the Indigenous Peoples in
Canada live in urban, rural and northern communities; pursuant to Standing Or‐
der 108(2), that the committee undertake a study to examine the gaps in the fed‐
eral government's current policies in addressing the homelessness and precarious
housing crisis facing Indigenous Peoples in urban, rural, and northern communi‐
ties; that the committee seek the advice and expertise of Indigenous housing and
homelessness service providers in urban, rural, and northern communities across
Canada; and that pursuant to Standing Order 109, the committee request that the
government table a comprehensive response to the report.

The Chair: Ms. Gazan, that wasn't an amendment to a motion
but rather an entirely new motion that you had given notice of be‐
fore. We're going to deal with or adjourn debate on the current mo‐
tion, and then you're free to bring that one forward.
Ms. Leah Gazan: Sure.
The Chair: Mr. Vaughan.
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Mr. Adam Vaughan (Spadina—Fort York, Lib.): I think that
is workable as an amendment that modifies this and adds to the
depth of the work that's being proposed. I don't think it stands in
contradiction to it. I would see it as “friendly”, so I think we can
wordsmith that into our—
Mr. Dan Albas: On a point of order, Mr. Chair, while I appreci‐
ate that we all will have an opinion on something, you've already
ruled that it's out of order. If the member wants to put forward a
motion to challenge the chair, I'm sure he can do it. Again, you've
already said it substantially changes the motion.
● (1545)
Mr. Adam Vaughan: We'll take the conversation—
The Chair: I think what I'm hearing and where we're going with
this is that maybe one is going to be withdrawn in favour of anoth‐
er. I'd like to hear Mr. Vaughan out, and then we'll deal with it.
Mr. Adam Vaughan: I see a way of fitting them together as a
joint motion that achieves the purpose of it. I think we can word‐
smith that to make it compatible, perhaps with the help of the clerk.
What I'd like to do is address Mr. Albas's concern about the other
priorities, which have also been tabled. I hear the concern, and I
think there's a way of handling this.
Perhaps what we can do is table all of them together and then, as
a committee, set some priorities here today. We can have a discus‐
sion and the people who have moved those motions can make their
point and advocate for why they see their motion as a priority.
Then, as a committee, today, we can make a decision on first, sec‐
ond and third sets of priorities. Then, perhaps, the subcommittee,
which sets the agenda, can get to work with proposing a way of get‐
ting through the work plan currently in front of us.
We also know that with the budget coming and with other legis‐
lation that is likely to be tabled at any given moment, other things
will come from the House that will disrupt this process. I don't
think we need to set in order all of the priorities and all of the mo‐
tions that are being tabled here today, but I think we do need to get
to work as a committee and set a couple of priorities here today.
I would say, let's have the members speak to their proposals and
let the committee ask questions as to where the priorities are, but at
the end of the day, let's set a priority for job number one, at least,
and then send the other motions that aren't part of that to the sub‐
committee for ordering, and it can bring those back to the full com‐
mittee.
The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Vaughan.
Madame Chabot.
[Translation]
Ms. Louise Chabot (Thérèse-De Blainville, BQ): Thank you,
Mr. Chair.
I want to point out that I share your view that the NDP member's
amendment does not seem to be an amendment.
I believe that the subject matter touches on indigenous housing.
However, based on the wording, it seems instead to be a new mo‐
tion that we will have to discuss, rather than an amendment.
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As I am sitting on a committee for the first time, I am wondering
how we proceed because the committee has already received sever‐
al motions.
I agree that we can consider all the motions. However, we could
quickly decide amongst ourselves what will be the committee's pri‐
orities, unless you indicate that the committee will sit every day of
the week.
The Chair: Thank you.
[English]
I think we're moving in your direction, Mr. Albas. Go ahead.
Mr. Dan Albas: I was just hoping we could have exactly this
kind of discussion.
The Chair: Yes.
Mr. Dan Albas: We've all sent a number of notices of motion to
the clerk, and the clerk has sent them to everyone, but we haven't
actually had a discussion as to perhaps the Liberals, the Bloc or the
NDP having motions that others would like. Or maybe we have one
that, with a slight modification, could be a good one to start with.
I will just point out that I've put forward one on medical assis‐
tance in dying, which is a very timely topic. It's very key to my
shadow ministry side. On the disability inclusion, there are a lot of
concerns. I think we could give voice to some of those things.
Unfortunately, right now we're debating outside of the motion
that's been put. I really do think we should probably clear that back
and perhaps then have a discussion on where joint priorities might
be set, because we haven't had the benefit of hearing from one an‐
other. We've just been sending emails to one another.
The Chair: All right, I think we're moving towards a consensus
here on what Mr. Albas has suggested. At least that's what I'm hear‐
ing from Mr. Vaughan. We do have a motion on the floor, but I
think we do have consensus that a discussion around priorities
would be in order.
Am I reading the room correctly?
Mr. Dong.
Mr. Han Dong (Don Valley North, Lib.): Thank you, Mr.
Chair.
My understanding of my colleague Mr. Vaughan's point is that
we should table all the motions, especially the motions that we
were served notice of, and go through them one by one. Some may
get the support of the committee. Some may not. We don't know.
Once we have cleared that table, then we can look at what's left and
figure out our priorities from that bunch. That's just my understand‐
ing of what Mr. Vaughan was saying.
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● (1550)
The Chair: Mr. Turnbull.
Mr. Ryan Turnbull (Whitby, Lib.): I think we've all put priori‐
ties forward in terms of what motions.... We worked hard as a
group on this side to put forward motions that we thought were pri‐
orities. I'm sure all parties did the same. I feel like the debate
should be around specific motions that have been put forward—I
think everybody's worked hard on those—rather than sort of delay,
potentially, and get stuck in long debates about reaching some con‐
sensus before we actually put those motions on the table.
I really do support my colleague Adam Vaughan's sentiment, and
I think we should table the motions.
The Chair: Mr. Albas.
Mr. Dan Albas: First of all, maybe you, Mr. Chair, or the clerk
can actually say whether or not.... My understanding is that all of
the motions that we have received from the clerk are eligible for
discussion.
We all did work hard, which is why I would like to see us consid‐
er the different views, rather than charge down one direction.
Again, I commend the MP because I do not want to diminish the
role of any individual member to plead his or her case as to why we
need to do that. I just think that having the context of everyone....
Maybe if the member withdraws the motion, although technical‐
ly she can't because it's now in front of us and you found it in or‐
der.... However, even if she just adjourns debate on the motion, then
we can have the conversation. Then we're working within the struc‐
ture of the committee and can talk about the different priorities to
see if we can find some commonalities.
I don't view this as being something that would take very long. I
think it would be pretty quick. If no one intonates that they're going
to support having discussion on medical assistance in dying for
people with disabilities and the concern, particularly from the dis‐
ability community, I'd like to hear it so that I can just say okay and
put that aside, even though I think it's an important issue that each
one of us would hear from our constituents that they'd like to hear
about.
The Chair: Mrs. Kusie.
Mrs. Stephanie Kusie (Calgary Midnapore, CPC): I'll pass,
Mr. Chair. Thank you.
The Chair: All right, we have a motion in front of us. We have a
suggestion from Mr. Albas that debate be adjourned to allow for an
examination of all the other options. I am in your hands.
Mr. Turnbull.
Mr. Ryan Turnbull: I want to clarify whether this is standard
practice in committees and how they operate. I've only been on one
committee so far that's met numerous times. This is not how things
operated on that committee, so I'm wondering whether this is a
standard practice.
The Chair: It isn't out of line. Neither is out of line. Once a mo‐
tion is presented, the normal course of things is that it's debated and
voted upon. However, there are other committees that adopt the
route that Mr. Albas has put forward. I can tell you that, in this Par‐
liament, the Standing Committee on Veterans Affairs took all of the
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motions that were put on notice and punted them to a subcommittee
on planning and procedure. The subcommittee identified priorities
and brought them back to the full committee. From that, the batting
order and the amount of time spent on each of them was agreed up‐
on.
The approach that we started with is one that is clearly permitted
under the rules. The approach that Mr. Albas is suggesting is one
that is being used in this Parliament and has been used. Neither is
wrong.
Is that fair?
Mr. Dan Albas: Absolutely.
If you don't mind, Mr. Chair, let me add that I find this issue to
be very important as well, but again, many different priorities have
been expressed. I think we kind of jump the gun by.... Basically,
you can't make everything a priority, or else nothing is a priority.
Perhaps just having a discussion about which will be number one,
number two, number three...so that I don't have to vote against MP
Young's motion to express that I want to support something else go‐
ing first. I don't want to be put in that position.
Plus, we're all new in this committee together. It's kind of nice to
know where people are at in their headspace. I'm a Rotarian: Build‐
ing goodwill and better friendships is always a good thing.
● (1555)
The Chair: Ms. Young.
Ms. Kate Young: Thank you for that. I do understand that we
want to be collegial and understand where everybody is coming
from. I certainly want to do that.
I guess I'm thinking that I'm not setting a priority. I was the first
one to put my hand up and I was able to get this motion on the ta‐
ble. It doesn't mean that this is the first motion we're going to deal
with as a committee. If we can move forward and substantially say
that this is something we want to study, then we can move on to the
next one.
The Chair: Mr. Housefather.
Mr. Anthony Housefather (Mount Royal, Lib.): Thank you
very much, Mr. Chair.
I want to echo what Ms. Young just said. To me, the most expe‐
ditious way to deal with these motions would be to go through the
motions and vote on the motions. The committee could adopt three,
six, or seven motions on what the committee agrees to study and
then do what Mr. Albas is suggesting—that is, prioritize the mo‐
tions that were adopted in the order in which the committee wishes
to prioritize them.
If we just spend all of our time talking about how we're going to
get somewhere, we're never going to get anywhere at all.
The Chair: Mr. Albas.
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Mr. Dan Albas: Again, MP Vaughan mentioned earlier that per‐
haps it's one way for us to move forward, supported by MP Dong
as well. What I'm trying to say is that right now, all I can do is have
that binary vote for or against. Quite honestly, it would be very
helpful to all of us if a member were just to say that they were tak‐
ing this off-line, or if someone other than me were to say that de‐
bate now be adjourned on this and just clear the air. Perhaps the
people who have presented motions, without presenting at the for‐
mal table, can state their case as to why it should go first. Then
we'll know what is on each other's mind.
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I have a few thoughts. Did we not discuss, last meeting, that ad‐
ministrative matters would go in camera? That's just something I'd
like you to consider because I think we are talking about adminis‐
trative matters.
Second, it is a new Parliament. We are a minority government—I
recognize that—but we do serve motions 48 hours in advance for
everybody to see, for everybody to ponder, for everybody to talk to
colleagues about and so on.

Again, I'm one person on the committee. I do recognize that
committee business is very busy. We want to get things done. The
other thing is that we also want to do it right. This is a minority Par‐
liament. I don't think it's a healthy sign to have the government side
immediately pushing forward with an agenda, even though I might
agree with parts of it. Part of being on committee in a minority
means listening to other views.

I would also throw out there that, obviously, as a team on this
side, we want to move forward with this study on indigenous hous‐
ing and the challenges that first nations communities face. Maybe
we can move forward and move this one as the first order of busi‐
ness. Then, maybe we can discuss the other motions after that. I'll
throw that out to you for consideration.

I would just hope that perhaps we could put tools down for a mo‐
ment and have a discussion. There might even be some consensus
motions where four of us say, yes, MP Young's might be second or
third, but maybe one of the other ones might be first. I would go
back to the one about medical assistance in dying. That one is very
timely and relevant, and it will not be a week or two or three from
now.

● (1600)

The Chair: Mrs. Kusie.
Mrs. Stephanie Kusie: I'm sorry, Chair, I just want to know
where we're at on Leah's amended motion.

The Chair: Mrs. Kusie.
Mrs. Stephanie Kusie: Mr. Chair, in the spirit that Mr. Albas
was talking about, I would be interested in discussing Ms. Leah
Gazan's motion. She seems to have a very strong interest in this as
well. I think it would be a really generous move from the govern‐
ment to perhaps accept the motion of another individual, a minority
party individual, for evaluation. I think that would be in a great
spirit of goodwill that the government could take.

The Chair: [Technical difficulty—Editor]
Mrs. Stephanie Kusie: Okay. Thank you.
The Chair: Madame Chabot.
[Translation]
Ms. Louise Chabot: I am more or less in agreement that we
look at the motions one by one, discuss them and vote on them.
It was also not clear to me that, because Ms. Young was the first
to move a motion on February 19, there was an order of priority be‐
ing followed.
All committee members—Conservatives, New Democrats and
Liberals—put forward motions. We can discuss them and make a
decision about them, and we can say what we would like to do
about this.
Correct me if I am wrong, but I believe that we could submit cer‐
tain issues to subcommittees and then discuss them in committee,
while others could be studied here. I'm not quite sure.
I believe that it is important to prioritize the work for the next
few meetings. However, I am personally prepared to agree to go
through members' proposed motions one by one, without consider‐
ing that we are giving priority to one over the other.
[English]

As many individuals have pointed out, it is in the spirit of what
Ms. Young's motion is trying to achieve. As Conservatives, we are
always willing to support goodwill and collaboration with others.
It's something that we want to demonstrate.
I would suggest to Ms. Young that perhaps she wants to with‐
draw this motion and allow Ms. Gazan to put her motion forward
for us to vote on in the spirit of a minority government and a new
start here in the House of Commons—a new start, unified.
Mr. Chair, I'd like to present that to the committee.
The Chair: Mr. Dong.
Mr. Han Dong: Mr. Chair, I was just wondering if the commit‐
tee would consider hearing what Mr. Vaughan is working on. It
looks like an amendment to Ms. Young's motion that would adopt
the spirit of Ms. Gazan's motion or amendment.
My understanding, when I heard it, was that it was a little longer
than a normal amendment but that it was an amendment. It was not
presented in the formal way of a motion. It came out during the dis‐
cussion on the current motion moved by Ms. Young.

The Chair: Mr. Long.
Mr. Wayne Long (Saint John—Rothesay, Lib.): Thank you,
Mr. Chair.

I would ask the committee to listen to Mr. Vaughan's proposed
amendment.
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Mr. Adam Vaughan: I'll read it, but it's subject to getting con‐
sent from the opposite member. I think I've blended the two into
one motion that uses almost all of the language of our colleague on
the other side and stays true to the motion that was tabled by our
member for London West:
That, in recognition of the fact that nearly 80% of Indigenous Peoples in Canada
live in urban, rural and norther communities; be it resolved that pursuant to
Standing Order 108(2), the committee undertake a study to investigate and make
recommendations on the challenges and systemic barriers facing Indigenous
People and indigenous housing providers in northern, urban and rural communi‐
ties across Canada; that this study focus on urban, northern and rural providers
and identify the gaps in the federal government's current policies in addressing
homelessness and the precarious housing crisis facing Indigenous Peoples in ur‐
ban, rural and northern communities across Canada; and that pursuant to Stand‐
ing Order 109, the committee request that the government table a comprehensive
response to the report.

I've included all the language and woven it through with the lan‐
guage that was tabled by Ms. Young.
If you'd like to recess for the NDP to review that, just to make
sure they're happy with that, I'm more than happy to get it to them
quickly.
Ms. Leah Gazan: Yes.
The Chair: Let's suspend for five minutes, please.
● (1600)
_____________________(Pause)_____________________
● (1610)
The Chair: Thank you. We're back in session.
I am advised by the clerk that one option in terms of how to pro‐
ceed—and I will, of course, be guided by the committee, but let me
convey to you the procedural advice I've received—is that Mr.
Vaughan could propose that the motion be amended by deleting all
the words after “that” and replacing them with his motion. That is
one option, but I would be more interested in whether you reached
a consensus during the suspension, rather than relying on that.
Ms. Gazan, please.
Ms. Leah Gazan: Mr. Chair, again I apologize and I thank you
all for your patience while I'm learning. I'd like to move that my
amendments to the motion be accepted.
The Chair: Ms. Gazan, I don't want to put words in your mouth,
but are you moving that all the words in the motion after the word
“that” be deleted and replaced with the words that Mr. Vaughan
read before the suspension?
Ms. Leah Gazan: Yes.
The Chair: Okay. We now have an amendment before us. The
floor is open for debate on the amendment.
Mrs. Kusie.
Mrs. Stephanie Kusie: Ms. Gazan, would these amendments re‐
place your motion?
Ms. Leah Gazan: I want us to work together as a committee, un‐
derstanding that it is my motion but I'm willing to make that con‐
cession because I feel this is a very important study that I'd like to
see advanced. I suppose that would be a yes.
Mrs. Stephanie Kusie: Thank you.
The Chair: Mr. Albas.
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Mr. Dan Albas: I'm sorry. It might be the lack of capacity up
here; the hamster took the day off and the wheel is by itself. Could
you please let me know, is it MP Young's proposal with Mr. Vaugh‐
an's amendment or Ms. Gazan's amendment or her motion? Some
of us can't compute.
The Chair: We are now debating an amendment put forward by
Ms. Gazan to the motion of Ms. Young.
Mr. Dan Albas: Can someone read it out again?
The Chair: That all of the words after the word “That” be re‐
placed with the following:
That, in recognition of the fact that nearly 80% of Indigenous Peoples in Canada
live in urban, rural and norther communities; be it resolved that pursuant to
Standing Order 108(2), the committee undertake a study to investigate and make
recommendations on the challenges and systemic barriers facing Indigenous
People and indigenous housing providers in northern, urban and rural communi‐
ties across Canada; that this study focus on urban, northern and rural providers
and identify the gaps in the federal government's current policies in addressing
homelessness and the precarious housing crisis facing Indigenous Peoples in ur‐
ban, rural and northern communities across Canada; and that pursuant to Stand‐
ing Order 109, the committee request that the government table a comprehensive
response to the report.

That's the amendment that is before the committee.
Mr. Vaughan.
● (1615)
Mr. Adam Vaughan: I'm happy to work with the member oppo‐
site to make sure that her wording drives this agenda. I think that's
an important thing to recognize. Her language is in fact driving the
operative clauses in this motion.
I would like to add two points. One, the UN rapporteur on hous‐
ing has asked for this country to respond to a clear need in this area.
I think that this motion addresses the call to action from the UN
rapporteur on housing. As well, we had a gathering of urban indige‐
nous housing providers in Ottawa just two weeks ago, who also put
forth this call for the government to address what is clearly a gap in
the national housing strategy, and in fact in indigenous housing pol‐
icy that is historic in this country.
This is a great motion. I think it sets us in a position to start
building on some of the success of the national housing strategy,
but clearly it allows us to address what is a long-standing need in
this country and a long-standing gap in housing provisions. I think
that making this a priority sends a clear signal that this Parliament
is serious about solving this crisis.
I will note that in Ontario, the number is 87% of indigenous peo‐
ple who live in urban and rural areas, including in the north of On‐
tario. In every single major city, we're seeing a significant overrep‐
resentation of indigenous peoples in the point-in-time homeless
counts, whether on the street, sleeping rough or in shelters or pre‐
carious housing.
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Finally, I think the other issue which has to be mentioned is that
the inquiry into missing and murdered indigenous women clearly
lays this challenge at the feet of the federal government to resolve. I
don't think we would have had the astonishingly awful numbers
and the tragedy, which this country has to wear with shame, if we
had had a stronger housing policy in this area. It's an area of clear
federal responsibility. Other parts of the housing file may be disput‐
ed between different jurisdictional governments, but this one is
clearly a federal responsibility, and the Supreme Court Mikisew
case has also identified it as such.
I think this is an incredibly important motion. I'm thankful that
the member for Winnipeg Centre has contributed to making it an
even better motion, and I look forward to getting the study under
way as quickly as possible.
The Chair: Mr. Albas.
Mr. Dan Albas: I want to thank you, Mr. Chair, for clarifying
this. I wanted to make sure that I know exactly what I'm going to be
voting on.
Thank you.
The Chair: Are we ready for the question?
(Amendment agreed to [See Minutes of Proceedings])
The Chair: It's unanimous.
Mrs. Kusie.
Mrs. Stephanie Kusie: That's wonderful. I think that's a real
spirit of collaboration, one that is much needed here. Thank you to
both individuals for working on that.
Also in the spirit of collaboration, I would like to put forward
again a notice of motion brought forward, which I could move to‐
day in agreement with a fellow member of Parliament here in re‐
gard to the national housing strategy. I think Parliamentary Secre‐
tary Vaughan has spoken today of the steps that have been made
relative to the national housing strategy. I commend them for heed‐
ing the first recommendation of CMHC's three recommendations of
moving forward on further evaluation of first nations housing.
Considering that spirit of wanting to provide effective program‐
ming and ensuring that the programming follows its intention,
which was to be beneficial to the many Canadians in need whom it
was supposed to serve, I can't think of a better way to do that than
to support the motion of Mr. Long:
That the committee undertake a study of the effectiveness of distributing funds
through the National Housing Strategy, and any barriers which may be prevent‐
ing the distribution of funds to developers.

● (1620)
Mrs. Stephanie Kusie: I certainly have seen, in my short time as
the shadow minister for families, children and social development,
that the problem is largely a supply problem. As I said to Parlia‐
mentary Secretary Vaughan, certainly my knowledge of the housing
sector and needs is nowhere near as great as his, but in the short
time I have been in this position, I recognize that there is a supply
problem—or this is what I am told—in addition to the necessity for
more private partnerships. The reference to developers here certain‐
ly speaks to that.
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In that same spirit of co-operation and evaluation, I would like
to.... Chair, frankly, I am not sure if I am putting forward Mr.
Long's motion or if I am putting forward my own motion, which
would be identical to Mr. Long's motion, at this time.
Dan, please don't cry. I have only so much kleenex.
The motion is:
That the committee undertake a study of the effectiveness of distributing funds
through the National Housing Strategy, and any barriers which may be prevent‐
ing the distribution of funds to developers.

Thank you, Chair.
The Chair: Thank you, Mrs. Kusie.
Mr. Housefather.
Mr. Anthony Housefather: Thank you.
I appreciate the spirit of Mrs. Kusie's kind motion.
I just want to go back to the previous motion, Chair. I just want
to make sure we all understood that we adopted an amendment, but
we never came back to the principal motion. Did you rule that the
amendment had simply replaced the principal motion and, as a re‐
sult, we didn't need to have a vote on the principal motion?
I think that, before Mrs. Kusie's motion goes forward, we should
make sure that we did adopt the previous motion.
The Chair: I think he's right and I am wrong.
We adopted the amendment, so I think we now need to vote on
the main motion, which looks an awful lot like the amendment.
Is there any further discussion on the main motion?
Ms. Gazan.
Ms. Leah Gazan: Would this be a time that I could suggest a
small amendment?
The Chair: Of course, yes.
Ms. Leah Gazan: I just have a small recommendation, that the
committee undertake a study of the effectiveness of the programs in
the National Housing Strategy—
The Chair: Ms. Gazan, we're turning into knots a little bit here.
We have now reverted to the motion that you amended.
Ms. Leah Gazan: Oh, sorry.
The Chair: I made the mistake of calling a vote on the amend‐
ment but not completing the main motion, so that's where we are
now.
I'm hoping this will move quickly.
Ms. Young.
Ms. Kate Young: If I can just try to clarify, I'd like to thank the
committee for accepting my notice of motion with the amendments.
I'm so glad that we were able to work with the NDP to make sure
that the motion is fulsome and does what I think we all want, in the
spirit of collaboration. I'm glad, in a minority Parliament, to be able
to work across party lines to get the best wording for the motion.
I'm very happy with the motion as it stands now with the amend‐
ments. I hope that we'll be able to approve that motion.
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The Chair: Are we ready to vote on the main motion?
(Motion agreed to)
The Chair: We now have a motion before us presented by Mrs.
Kusie.
We have Mr. Albas on that motion.
Mr. Dan Albas: I wanted to simply say that MP Kusie should
not sell herself short. I'm sure Mr. Vaughan is quite capable, as is
she.
The Chair: Mr. Long.
● (1625)
Mr. Wayne Long: Thank you, Mr. Chair.
Thank you to MP Kusie for also recognizing that the motion is
important. One of the reasons I wanted to bring that motion forward
was that I certainly have a lot of developers or proponents in my
riding who are frustrated, because, especially through the co-invest‐
ment fund, there are monies available there through CMHC but
they're having trouble grabbing those monies, pulling those monies
down. I have individual proponents who have had a long applica‐
tion process, had to spend money. From a federal government per‐
spective, I think it's prudent for us to look at how we can streamline
that, how we can make that program available to developers who
need it. I think CMHC is also looking for areas where they can im‐
prove that.
I thank you for bringing that forward.
The Chair: Madame Chabot.
[Translation]
Ms. Louise Chabot: I would support Mr. Long's motion. When
we talk about housing, especially social housing or indigenous
housing, as we just did, we know that there are problems and needs.
The study will make it possible for us to determine what they are.
I represent the Bloc Québécois, and therefore you will not be sur‐
prised that we are interested in this issue. With respect to a national
housing strategy, we may not have the same concerns or positions
on these issues because of provincial differences. However, I would
agree to the motion because the idea is to conduct a study. As for
the solutions, we shall see.
Thank you very much.
[English]
The Chair: Mr. Dong.
Mr. Han Dong: Sorry, Chair. I'm a bit confused here. Which mo‐
tion are we discussing right now? Are we still on Mrs. Kusie's mo‐
tion?
The Chair: It's Mrs. Kusie's motion, to undertake a study on the
effectiveness of distributing funds through the national housing
strategy and any barriers.
Mr. Han Dong: Can I have a copy? Is it identical to Mr. Long's
motion? Okay.
Mrs. Stephanie Kusie: Sorry, Mr. Dong.
Mr. Han Dong: Sorry, I'm just a little confused.
The Chair: Ms. Gazan.
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Ms. Leah Gazan: Can I recommend an amendment to this mo‐
tion?
The Chair: Of course.
Ms. Leah Gazan: I'm so sorry, everybody. I'm really learning. I
know I'm stumbling, and I apologize.
It's just a small recommendation:
That the committee undertake a study of the effectiveness of the programs in the
National Housing Strategy, the distributing of funds through the National Hous‐
ing Strategy to communities, and any barriers which may be preventing the dis‐
tribution of funds to developers.

The Chair: Thank you, Ms. Gazan.
The amendment appears to be in order. Now we have debate on
the amendment.
Mr. Long.
Mr. Wayne Long: Could you read that again?
The Chair: Ms. Gazan, go ahead.
Ms. Leah Gazan: It says:
That the committee undertake a study of the effectiveness of the programs in the
National Housing Strategy, the distributing of funds through the National Hous‐
ing Strategy to communities, and any barriers which may be preventing the dis‐
tribution of funds to developers.

The Chair: Mr. Long, go ahead.
Mr. Wayne Long: Although I certainly understand what MP
Gazan is undertaking here, the only concern I would have with that
amendment would be.... We all know that through the bilateral
agreements, all that housing money goes out through the province,
or the co-investment fund is a direct way, through CMHC, to cir‐
cumvent the bilats.
I'll throw it out for debate, but my concern would be that we're
opening up a whole...delving into provincial jurisdiction that I think
complicates what I was trying to get at with that study.
The Chair: Mr. Housefather.
● (1630)
Mr. Anthony Housefather: Thank you.
Mr. Chairman, if I may, I would like to ask Ms. Gazan to explain
from her perspective how the wording changes the motion, because
I guess I don't understand what the amendment is actually trying to
achieve.
The Chair: Ms. Gazan.
Ms. Leah Gazan: The focus of this motion is on developers, and
I think it leaves out community. Talking about developers in the ab‐
sence of community, and decision-makers as stakeholders in it....
That was the purpose of the change.
Thank you.
[Translation]
The Chair: Ms. Chabot, you have the floor.
Ms. Louise Chabot: I would like some clarification so that I can
understand the motion before I vote.
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First, with respect to the effectiveness of the programs, what ex‐
actly are we talking about? Second, could you please clarify why
you are adding the words "to communities"?
Thank you.
[English]
Ms. Leah Gazan: Thank you very much for your question.
One of the first amendments is also the study of the effectiveness
of the programs in the national housing strategy. I think that's one
of the critical amendments. Also, it's about how the funds are actu‐
ally being distributed through the national housing strategy itself.
In my riding, the third-poorest riding, I've had no money dis‐
tributed for housing. It's of interest to me to find out how decisions
are being made and if they're being made effectively in terms of
how monies are being distributed.
I said, “the distributing of funds through the National Housing
Strategy to communities”. How is the distributing of funds through
the national housing strategy to communities happening? How are
decisions being made? I think that's an important research question.
The Chair: Mr. Vaughan, please.
Mr. Adam Vaughan: I'll be supporting this motion. When the
province has direction and isn't spending in the poorest jurisdiction
in Manitoba, we need to find out why that government is making
that decision. We have a national housing program that is made up
of different programs. It's not a single program, but a combination
of programs around fighting homelessness and around community
investments with housing providers and developers. We usually say
“providers” rather than “developers” because they share jurisdic‐
tion and capacity across non-profits and private sector developers.
We also have the Canada housing benefit, which is the costshared program that Ontario is rolling out. Quebec is a province
that hasn't signed on to receive federal funding to subsidize low-in‐
come tenants in that province. We'd really like to see additional dol‐
lars be spent in Quebec. Maybe we can find out why Quebec has
refused to receive federal dollars to subsidize low-income folks.
I'm very open to having that conversation. We know that in Al‐
berta they want to rip up the agreement and not spend any money
on new housing. I think having an examination of where the barri‐
ers are in the program design and which jurisdictions.... B.C. is em‐
bracing it and has made a dozen or so housing announcements. It
would look at why some governments are embracing it, housing
people, subsidizing low-income folks and getting the numbers of
homeless people down, while other communities have decided to
withdraw services in that area.
I think getting an environmental scan of the whole national hous‐
ing strategy would be fascinating. We can then understand why per‐
haps we need to bypass provinces occasionally to help people when
they have housing needs, and why sometimes working with other
provinces works really well. Maybe there are lessons that can be
learned across jurisdictions.
We can also understand some of the challenges that smaller
provinces are having in realizing the capital requirements to partici‐
pate in the program.
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I have no problem supporting it as amended. I think we can prob‐
ably vote on it and get on to the next one.
The Chair: Mr. Albas.
Mr. Dan Albas: I was going to ask for some more details on
what we meant by “communities”, but I think I have a very good
picture now. Thank you.
The Chair: Mr. Long.
Mr. Wayne Long: I can support the amendment. It's important,
though, that we recognize that we want to investigate ways that we
as a federal government can make more money for housing avail‐
able.
To MP Vaughan's point, you can go province to province. You
can say the government in New Brunswick isn't spending enough
money on affordable housing, but maybe the government in New
Brunswick ran on a platform of more austerity.
I'm good with the amendment. I certainly will support it. I thank
MP Kusie for bringing the whole thing forward. I caution, though,
that we don't want to go down a rabbit hole of going province by
province and looking at each government. Every government has a
different platform and a different strategy on housing, which, obvi‐
ously, we may not agree with.
Anyway, I will just throw that out there.
● (1635)
The Chair: Are we ready for the question?
We're on the amendment proposed by Ms. Gazan. The motion as
amended would read as follows:
That the committee undertake a study of the effectiveness of the programs in the
National Housing Strategy, the distributing of funds through the National Hous‐
ing Strategy to communities, and any barriers which may be preventing the dis‐
tribution of funds to developers.

We are voting on the amendment.
(Amendment agreed to [See Minutes of Proceedings])
The Chair: Is there any debate on the main motion?
(Motion as amended agreed to)
The Chair: Thank you.
Mr. Turnbull.
Mr. Ryan Turnbull: I would like to move another motion, if
possible.
The motion reads:
That the committee undertake a study to investigate and make recommendations
on the issue of supportive housing for seniors with an emphasis on how the Na‐
tional Housing Strategy can better incorporate measures to address a wide range
of seniors’ housing needs as they relate to the National Housing Strategy; and
that the committee report its findings to the House.

The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Turnbull. The motion is in order.
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Is there any debate?
Mr. Vis.
Mr. Brad Vis (Mission—Matsqui—Fraser Canyon, CPC): I
have a question for the member opposite, through the chair.
Given that we just passed a motion unanimously on the national
housing strategy, is it pertinent to commence an additional study on
one subsection of the overall national housing strategy?
The Chair: Mr. Turnbull.
Mr. Ryan Turnbull: Obviously, I think it is pertinent, and I will
give some reasons as to why, but I understand the question, and I
appreciate it.
I think seniors are identified as a vulnerable group within the na‐
tional housing strategy already. I think there are several indications
within the national housing strategy that to date there has been lim‐
ited data to fully address the housing issues.
Coming from Whitby and representing the people of Whitby, I
hosted a consultation during the last break week. There are quite a
lot of individuals in my community who are seniors, who are say‐
ing that there really is a gap between the folks who are living at
home aging in place and the other end of the spectrum, which I
think involves those in long-term care.
I think there really is an opportunity to improve on the great
work that has already been done on the national housing strategy. I
think a study on this matter deserves some focus.
The Chair: Ms. Gazan.
Ms. Leah Gazan: Thank you, Mr. Chair.
Thank you, Mr. Turnbull, for your motion.
I want to suggest a couple of small amendments. The motion
would then be as follows:
That the committee undertake a study to investigate and make recommendations
on the issue of supportive housing for Seniors with an emphasis on how the Na‐
tional Housing Strategy can better incorporate measures to address a wide range
of seniors' housing needs, including affordable, accessible social housing and
coop housing as they relate to the National Housing Strategy; and that the com‐
mittee report its findings to the House with recommendations on how the Na‐
tional Housing Strategy needs to be revised.

● (1640)
The Chair: All right, the amendment is in order.
Is there any debate on the amendment?
Madame Chabot.
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If we are going to study the effectiveness of our programs, why
not look at all aspects of this issue? We might find different solu‐
tions. That said, I am in favour of the motion.
[English]
The Chair: Are we ready for the question on the amendment?
(Amendment agreed to [See Minutes of Proceedings])
The Chair: Is there any debate on the motion as amended?
Mrs. Kusie.
Mrs. Stephanie Kusie: I'll just say that as the official opposi‐
tion, the Conservative Party of Canada supports seniors. We were
the first government to have a minister of seniors. I think we would
like to see the people who built this nation, and who are truly the
most vulnerable, taken care of. In fact, I'm very concerned for the
future in terms of the organizational structure of OAS and CPP. I
think demographics and personal investment history are not on our
side, so this is probably the least we can do for them.
The Chair: Are there any further interventions?
(Motion as amended agreed to)
The Chair: Thank you.
Mrs. Falk.
Mrs. Rosemarie Falk (Battlefords—Lloydminster, CPC):
Thank you, Mr. Chair.
I would like to move:
That, pursuant to Standing Order 108(2), the committee undertake a study on the
social and economic impacts and overall well-being of Canadian grandparents
who become guardians of their grandchildren; that the study comprise no fewer
than four meetings; that the committee report its findings, with recommenda‐
tions, to the House; and that, pursuant to Standing Order 109, the committee re‐
quest that the Government provide a comprehensive response.

I think—especially in my past line of work—that we're seeing
more and more children who are being taken care of by grandpar‐
ents. I think it is imperative for us to study to see why that is, if
there are supports, or what can be done differently to help alleviate
that stress.
● (1645)

[Translation]

The Chair: Ms. Falk, the motion is in order.

Ms. Louise Chabot: Earlier, a member asked why a previous
motion was adopted when we have this one before us. I read the
motion and I am leaning towards supporting it, whether it is amend‐
ed or not. The amendment does not change the substance of the
motion.

Mr. Long.

From the outset, we decided to tackle the issue of social housing
or housing in general. Earlier we focused on indigenous people. We
then discussed the issue of social housing in general. Now we are
discussing seniors.

Mr. Wayne Long: Thank you, Chair.
I think that is a good motion. It's something we deal with weekly
in our constituency office, grandparents coming in as full-time
guardians of their grandchildren and the lack of recognition and
lack of support they get. I certainly will be supporting the motion.
The Chair: Mr. Turnbull.
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Mr. Ryan Turnbull: I just wanted to relay a bit of a personal
note. I'm fully in support of this. I think it's a fantastic motion, and I
appreciate Ms. Falk's putting it forward. My nephew had both his
parents pass away, and my wife's mother and father are now taking
care and have become the legal guardians of little Ryan, so I have
heartfelt support for this.

I would agree with including grandparents. There are some love‐
ly stories about grandparents. First, there is the issue of well-being.
There are also situations where grandparents freely agree, but other
situations that are created by deplorable events. I have reservations
about broadening this to include other family members who could
find themselves in this situation.

Thank you very much for putting it forward. I'll be supporting it.
The Chair: Mrs. Kusie.
Mrs. Stephanie Kusie: Further to Mr. Turnbull's touching story,
I think there are many segments of our broken society that touch
upon this motion. I feel that an examination of this situation, which
many are put into unexpectedly and often unknowingly, is neces‐
sary. If we can attempt to do an evaluation of the supports that are
necessary or required to assist those, I think we'll actually see im‐
provements in other segments of society as well.

I agree that grandparents may find themselves with the obliga‐
tions and responsibilities of providing support. There are also legal
and social issues. You will have to convince me of the merits of
your amendment, which would broaden the scope of this motion to
include other family members.

Thank you.
The Chair: Mr. Vaughan.
Mr. Adam Vaughan: I have two concerns with this motion. One
is “Canadian grandparents”. We know of complicated families. I
won't even get into my grandmother with her five husbands and her
complicated life in Australia. It's a long story. I'm named after one
of her boyfriends.

● (1650)
The Chair: Thank you, Ms. Chabot.
[English]
Ms. Gazan, go ahead, please.
Ms. Leah Gazan: Thank you, Mr. Chair.
I do support Adam's amendment. It takes into consideration cul‐
tural diversity in terms of different definitions of family. I'll give
you an example. In indigenous communities, there are no aunts.
Everybody is a mother. What that does is take into consideration di‐
verse understandings of family.

Voices: Oh, oh!

The Chair: Mrs. Falk.

Mr. Han Dong: We have time.

Mrs. Rosemarie Falk: Thank you, Chair.

Mr. Adam Vaughan: It gets worse on my father's side.

I'd just like to respond to the amendment.

It's not just grandparents; it's also aunts and uncles who quite of‐
ten are called in, or older relatives. I think what the motion aims to
get at are seniors who may be outside of being able to earn EI be‐
cause they're on pensions. I would strike out “Canadian grandpar‐
ents” and put as an amendment “older relatives, in particular se‐
niors, who become guardians”. I would just change that one phrase
to make sure we capture the real dynamic of the complexity of
Canadian families.

I think that's fair. I just want to make mention of the four meet‐
ings. In the past, with this committee, that is definitely how motions
were structured, and I just want to make sure this is something that
doesn't get overlooked or maybe receive less attention than what it
deserves.

The second one is that none of the other motions sets the number
of meetings. I think it's pre-emptive and a little early to start carv‐
ing out certain weeks and certain meetings. I would just strike “the
study comprise no fewer than 4 meetings”, that phrase between the
semi-colons. Once we have set which motions we've accepted, then
we can set a calendar that marries itself with the parliamentary
timetable, the committee timetable and the number of sitting days
we have. We may find that if we start allotting days now, we have
no days for the priorities we set later.

Mr. Adam Vaughan: I appreciate that, and I said that we would
come back in good faith to set the timetables and make sure that the
appropriate days are set aside. I have no problem with it. Four is
not an overreach by any stretch, but we haven't even looked at the
full calendar in front of us—

We'll come back to it in good faith once we have all the compo‐
nents of the agenda on the table, and then we can apportion the cal‐
endar as we move forward.
The Chair: The amendment is in order, and now we have debate
on the amendment.
Madame Chabot.
[Translation]
Ms. Louise Chabot: What I understood from the interpretation
is that you want to broaden this to include all family members.

Thank you.
The Chair: Mr. Vaughan.

Mrs. Rosemarie Falk: Absolutely.
Mr. Adam Vaughan: We'll do the math later, but I appreciate
the point you're raising.
The Chair: Ms. Young.
Ms. Kate Young: I just wanted to ask.... If the amendment
changes “Canadian grandparents” to “older relatives...who become
guardians”, then it can't be “of their grandchildren”, so we're taking
out the word “grandchildren” as well. I just wanted to make sure
that we have the wording right.
I wasn't sure, Adam, if you included that. If it's “older relatives”
and if we're including anyone other than their parents, then we can't
use the word “grandchildren”.
Mr. Adam Vaughan: Good catch. It's a friendly amendment.
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Ms. Kate Young: I propose a friendly amendment—
Mrs. Rosemarie Falk: First we have to vote.
The Chair: No, we have to vote on the subamendment and then
the amendment and then the motion as amended. That's what's
coming.
Go ahead, Ms. Young.
Ms. Kate Young: I would like to propose a friendly amendment
that we take out the word “grandchildren”. I'm not certain that it
needs to have a replacement. Am I right? Could it just be “chil‐
dren?”
An hon. member: Could it be “related children?”
Ms. Kate Young: I look for direction on that.
The Chair: How about deleting the three words after
“guardians”?
Ms. Kate Young: Right. That would be a good way to handle
that. Thank you.
The Chair: All right, I'll go to Mrs. Falk, and then Madame
Chabot.
Mrs. Rosemarie Falk: Then we don't even have reference to
children at all.
The Chair: Okay, that doesn't work.
An hon. member: You could just say, “under their care”.
Mrs. Rosemarie Falk: Let's just leave it the way it is and not
have any amendments.
The Chair: Madame Chabot.
[Translation]
Ms. Louise Chabot: We were talking about a specific situation
and now we have broadened that to include the entire family.
At what age do we become older people? If we want to include a
definition, we have to know what that means. Could it be a 45-yearold aunt, for example?
We are discussing a specific motion, and I imagine that there
were also specific problems with respect to grandparents. I under‐
stand the cultural nuance.
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First of all, I think you need to have the word “children” in there.
I think we should probably say “of minor children”, if we're not
leaving it the way it is.
[Translation]
In general, I agree with Ms. Chabot.
[English]
If we're not leaving it the way it is, we need to have “of minor
children”. Otherwise, you could become a guardian of an adult
who's under curatorship. You could become a guardian of a parent
with Alzheimer's. This is not the point of the motion. At the very
least, if we're not sticking with grandparents and grandchildren, we
should say “of minor children”. That's for sure.
I would like to hear from Mrs. Falk if there was a reason why she
originally mentioned grandparents. I think there's a specific context
to grandparents in our society becoming custodians of minor chil‐
dren, as opposed to any other relatives who might take over.
I'm happy either way, but for sure we need to reference “minor
children”.
The Chair: Mrs. Falk.
Mrs. Rosemarie Falk: Absolutely. I think this conversation
proves that this isn't black and white but very grey. Even on MP
Vaughan's point about seniors, some people are becoming grand‐
parents at a very young age. They're not necessarily seniors.
The other thing is that, even just leaving the motion as it is, we
could have a study and recommendations that come out of this. If
there are future studies that need to happen or whatnot, it can also
be looked into at that point.
The Chair: Mr. Turnbull.
Mr. Ryan Turnbull: I was thinking of some additional wording
that we could consider around “who become guardians of related
and non-related children”, just in case we want to include people
who are not relatives in the study as well. Or you could just consid‐
er “of related children”.

Should we now study all family members who are more or less
older and who might become a guardian of the children? Some peo‐
ple volunteer to become guardians in sad cases of domestic vio‐
lence that result in the children becoming orphans. There are yet
other situations where the family takes care of the children.

Mrs. Rosemarie Falk: Let's just leave it the way it is. It would
be a lot simpler.

Is that what we want to study? This Conservative Party motion
would study a very specific situation. It is important to have clarifi‐
cation. Otherwise, we would be studying a fairly broad phe‐
nomenon and I am not sure that this is the objective of our efforts.

Mr. Dan Albas: Again, we don't need to have everything per‐
fect. Let's not let the perfect become the enemy of the good.

Thank you.
● (1655)
[English]
The Chair: Mr. Housefather, please.
Mr. Anthony Housefather: Thank you, Mr. Chair.

Mr. Ryan Turnbull: Oh, no. This is revision at its best.
The Chair: We have Mr. Albas, and then Mr. Long.

What I would simply suggest is that, as Mr. Vaughan has pointed
out, if we need to change some language around grandparents so
that we recognize there are other arrangements, we could say, “the
well-being of Canadian grandparents”, or whatever term, “such as
who become guardians of their grandchildren”. It doesn't include
every single opportunity. What it says is the primary: “such as those
who are looking after their grandchildren”. This way, it has the
spirit of it.
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Really, I'm going to submit “grandparents”, because I have two
cases in my riding. In one case, the mother was killed by her hus‐
band and the grandparents have had to take over two completely
shell-shocked children. Those are the kinds of people I'm going to
be suggesting. This doesn't mean that other members can't invite
someone else, but I would just ask us all to work within the inten‐
tion of it. Again, let's not let the perfect become the enemy of the
good.
The Chair: Mr. Long.
Mr. Wayne Long: Thank you, Chair.
I was just trying to wordsmith that a bit. I thought that maybe it
could be “economic impacts and overall well-being of Canadian
families who have, other than their parents, guardians of grandchil‐
dren”. Is that too...? I tried.
The Chair: Ms. Young.
Ms. Kate Young: Well, I've changed a number of times, but I
think I'm back to the original. I think MP Falk has given us an un‐
derstanding of what she's trying to get at here. I do appreciate what
MP Albas was saying. Let's not change it too much, because then
we get away from the original idea here.
The only thing that concerns me is putting in the number of
meetings. If that were taken out, I would certainly be in favour of
the motion, keeping in mind what MP Gazan said about the differ‐
ences in families, which are just a matter of fact at this time.
● (1700)
The Chair: Mr. Dong.
Mr. Han Dong: I want to thank MP Falk for bringing this for‐
ward.
When I first saw this motion, it completely resonated with me.
Having been in politics for many years, I look to my parents to look
after my kids. They are 10 and 12. It's great support. That allows
my wife and me to do the things we want to do.
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Again, I'm perfectly happy sticking with the original wording.
The Chair: Mrs. Falk.
Mrs. Rosemarie Falk: Thank you, Chair.
I think if we go much broader, then we would need more meet‐
ings.
My background is social work, and I've dealt with and been a
part of a lot of cases and sad situations. If we're just looking at legal
guardians in highlighting this.... I think this gets underlined a lot.
We are usually only hearing about mothers, fathers and children.
I think it can get very messy. What I would propose is that we
leave the motion the same, but I'm willing to move a motion to re‐
move the “four meetings”. I would leave all the wording and re‐
move “that the study comprise no fewer than 4 meetings”.
The Chair: Okay, folks, here's where I think we are. There have
been several subamendments put forward, none of which have been
moved. There have been a bunch of suggestions on subamend‐
ments. There is an amendment that has been moved.
What I propose to do is take it that there have been no suba‐
mendments. I'm going to read to you what I understand to be the
amendment, and if we're ready for the question on that, great.
If a subamendment to that needs to be moved.... I don't think that
a subamendment has been moved, but an amendment certainly has
been moved.
Mr. Vaughan, go ahead.
Mr. Adam Vaughan: Can you split it into two, because there are
two amendments, right? If we split it so that.... I mean, I could
withdraw the first part, which is to acquiesce to—
We can just vote on taking out that one phrase about the four
meetings and we're good.

Then, when I started reading the words, I understood that there is
perhaps a more narrow scope that you're looking at. You're looking
at grandparents becoming legal guardians—in the absence of their
parents—to look after the children.

The Chair: What is before the committee, then, is the following:
to amend the motion to delete the words after “grandchil‐
dren;”—”that the study comprise no fewer than four meetings”.

I wondered—and maybe MP Falk can clarify this for me—why
we wouldn't look at the social and economic impact and overall
well-being of all grandparents who are providing this invaluable
support to their families in looking after their grandchildren. Or are
we speaking specifically to guardians?

That's the question. Is there any further debate on that amend‐
ment?

The Chair: Mr. Housefather.
Mr. Anthony Housefather: Thank you, again, Mr. Chair.
My presumption is that we should stick with the original wording
from Ms. Falk.
If we're not going to do that—since 30 different versions were
thrown out—I think the right version, if you want to go broader, is
“well-being of Canadian grandparents or other relatives who be‐
came guardians of minor children”. I think that would be the right
way to express it, because then it would encompass all relatives
who became guardians of minor children.

(Amendment agreed to [See Minutes of Proceedings])
The Chair: Now, is there any discussion on the motion as
amended?
(Motion as amended agreed to [See Minutes of Proceedings])
The Chair: Mrs. Falk, if I may briefly remove my hat as chair
and speak as the member of Parliament for Charlottetown, this is a
very significant issue on Prince Edward Island. If I had to vote, I
would have been right there with you. Thank you for bringing for‐
ward that motion.
● (1705)
Mr. Brad Vis: I'd like to move another motion, Mr. Chair.
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That, this committee undertake a study to review the first Spring 2019 report of
the Auditor General of Canada on Call Centres and hear testimony from Em‐
ployment and Social Development Canada officials on the action taken to pro‐
vide Canadians with accessible and timely call centre services for Employment
Insurance, the Canada Pension Plan, and Old Age Security; and that the commit‐
tee report its findings, with recommendations, to the House and request that the
government provide a comprehensive response.

I can add the reasoning behind this, Mr. Chair. I think all of us in
this room have had constituents come forward to us and demand
that the Government of Canada do a better job with the telephone
services that are operated on their behalf. I think we had an Auditor
General report, and it's timely for us as committee members to re‐
spond to any changes that might have taken place in this major gov‐
ernment department.
I'm thinking of the seniors in my riding who might not be good
on the Internet and who have so much difficulty reaching a federal
agent and of some of the remote and rural communities where ac‐
cessible Internet is not an option yet, and they require these phone
services to get the services they need. That's the basis behind doing
this, sir, to improve accountability for Canadians with this depart‐
ment.
Thank you.
The Chair: Thank you, Mr. Vis.
The motion is in order.
Mr. Dong.
Mr. Han Dong: Thank you, Chair.
I'm new to Ottawa, but going back to my Queen's Park days, the
AG's reports usually go to the public accounts committee. They're
the ones who would review the report. I don't know what the cus‐
tom is here.
The Chair: Mr. Albas.
Mr. Dan Albas: In my days of being a parliamentary secretary, I
served on the public accounts committee. In the last Parliament,
when I sat on industry as a regular backbencher, we supported a
motion to have the Auditor General come to the industry committee
to specifically speak about rural broadband. It was highly educa‐
tional. Oftentimes public accounts will look at a particular area in
terms of dollars and cents.
I think this issue is so tied into how people are respected and
whether or not they can access services that it affects all our con‐
stituents. I was contacted last week exactly on this particular note.
I would really hope that we study this, because the Auditor Gen‐
eral does fantastic work, and this gives us some parameters to work
around. I'm sure each one of us would also be able to call forward
some witnesses and be able to derive some benefit that perhaps the
public accounts committee may not have looked into in their own
report.
Again, going back to my days in public accounts, the previous
Auditor General would say that he would encourage all parliamen‐
tarians to take advantage of their material, not just the public ac‐
counts, because there's a lot that both the AG and the environmen‐
tal commissioner do. Unfortunately, there are just so many reports
that they don't get the proper scrutiny and public display.
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I look at this committee and I think, “What a great group.” Why
wouldn't we want to study this?
The Chair: The ever-helpful analysts have pointed out to me
that in the last Parliament, Mr. Long was in this committee at the
time. On May 28, 2019, the committee invited the Auditor General
along with officials from ESDC in relation to report 1, “Call Cen‐
tres”.
Just so you know, this happened in the last Parliament. I offer
you that because it was pointed out to me by the analysts. I'm not
sure that it precludes us from doing it again, just so you know.
Mr. Turnbull.
● (1710)
Mr. Ryan Turnbull: We've had time to review most of the other
motions. While I have nothing against the one that was put forward
in the moment, I'd like to ask for a five-minute recess to confer
with my colleagues so we can discuss it, if that would be amenable
to the group.
The Chair: Let's exhaust the speakers list and then suspend. I do
think it's a good idea, but there are some other people who may
want to make contributions that will form part of your deliberations
during the suspension.
Mr. Vis.
Mr. Brad Vis: I will flag that the Auditor General already ap‐
peared at this committee on this item.
I'm not looking for a long and exhaustive study on this subject
matter, but the point of Auditor General reports is to provide parlia‐
mentarians with information on how to improve certain services or
programs offered by the federal government, and ultimately im‐
prove accountability for the people we all represent.
This is a significant issue for a lot of people, so what I'm really
asking for is that we follow up. It was over a year ago, now, that
this report was issued, I believe. It's a good opportunity for us to
see what actions have been taken from the recommendations put
forward by the Auditor General.
That's what I'm seeking, Mr. Chair. Thank you.
The Chair: Mrs. Falk.
Mrs. Rosemarie Falk: Thank you, Mr. Chair.
With Mr. Long, I was also on the HUMA committee in the last
Parliament.
I was going to say what Mr. Vis said. It would be great to see the
improvements that have been made. Sometimes people are calling
Service Canada, and it's not necessarily fun, so it's just about mak‐
ing sure Canadians, who are our constituents, are receiving the best
service possible. I think we owe that, at a minimum, to our con‐
stituents.
Thank you.
The Chair: Mr. Vaughan.
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Mr. Adam Vaughan: I move that we defer the consideration to
the next meeting and ask the clerk and the staff to distribute the re‐
port from the previous one and consider the motion at that time,
based on what we see. We may be able to fine-tune what we're ask‐
ing for and looking at.
As parliamentary secretary, I was part of that committee, as well,
although not a voting or speaking member. I was very happy to
hear about some of the improvements but also some of the chal‐
lenges that were there, quite frankly.
I suggest we defer consideration of this motion, ask the clerk to
distribute the report that was done from the previous Parliament
and then, with that in hand, make a decision.
The Chair: I would like to suspend for five minutes, please, and
then we'll circle back on what's been discussed.
● (1710)
_____________________(Pause)_____________________
● (1715)
The Chair: All right. We're back in session.
There are a couple of things. It was pointed out to me that, in the
previous Parliament, when the AG came before this committee on
this topic, it was a single meeting and there wasn't a report. There‐
fore, to the extent that you would receive a report, it would simply
be witness testimony. Also, that appearance by the AG before this
committee wasn't the only time it happened. That is by way of
background.
Procedurally, Mr. Vaughan, if we're going to defer this, the ap‐
propriate way to do so would be to adjourn debate on it and to bring
it back, unless we have a consensus otherwise.
Mrs. Kusie.
Mrs. Stephanie Kusie: Yes, Mr. Chair.
We were just having a discussion. Is Thursday set aside, as well,
for committee business, so we can continue the discussion of priori‐
ties and motions? Obviously, we recognize the time government re‐
quires to make that evaluation. Our NDP colleague also indicated
that she would like more time to consider and review it.
We want to allow for these times, but what we don't want to hap‐
pen is that it be tabled indefinitely so that it never ever returns. We
just want to verify that we are, in fact, having committee business
again on Thursday, please.
The Chair: Well, I am your humble servant, and what we do on
Thursday will be your decision, which I will carry out. I think that
we have at least a couple of options. One is to continue with com‐
mittee business and another is to have a briefing from officials, but
I am entirely in your hands on that.
I take it that your preference would be to continue with the work
that we've started today.
Mrs. Stephanie Kusie: I'm sensing that. Certainly even one
more meeting would be great to finish committee business. As well,
we've determined priorities that are important for the committee,
but I think that now we need to start to think about the weight of
the priorities in terms of the amount of time we want to allocate to
each of these studies. I don't think we need more than one more
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meeting, but I think having one more meeting would be our prefer‐
ence, Chair.
● (1720)
The Chair: Mr. Vaughan.
Mr. Adam Vaughan: I would just move adjournment and ask
the clerk to distribute the testimony that was delivered on this sub‐
ject, and to make it the first item of new business that we consider
at the next meeting so that we can move forward with recommen‐
dations as they relate to the subject matter.
The Chair: We have a motion to adjourn debate on this motion,
which is not debatable.
(Motion agreed to)
The Chair: The debate on this motion is adjourned.
Ms. Gazan, you have the floor.
Ms. Leah Gazan: Thank you, Mr. Chair.
I want to move a motion that as a first study we use the motion
proposed by Kate Young today with my amendments.
The Chair: That's the one on indigenous housing.
Ms. Leah Gazan: Yes.
The Chair: The motion is in order, that the business of the com‐
mittee commence with the motion presented by Ms. Young and
amended by Ms. Gazan.
Mrs. Falk.
Mrs. Rosemarie Falk: Perhaps you could just clarify something
for me, Mr. Chair. I don't know if I missed it, but I thought the pur‐
pose of today was to discuss motions and then have the subcommit‐
tee decide the priority of those motions. Did I misunderstand that?
The Chair: That was certainly raised, and that could be the way
that we proceed. I know it was raised. I don't know that it was de‐
cided upon. I'm happy to entertain a motion or a consensus to that
effect.
Mrs. Kusie.
Mrs. Stephanie Kusie: I also understood that that would be the
procedure we would take for the time being, until we found that it
wasn't working or wasn't serving the needs of the committee. I
think enthusiasm is always wonderful. No one has ever accused me
of not being enthusiastic. It's true, despite my monotone lecture
here.
I support Mrs. Falk's comment. We'll have more time to discuss
it if there are four of us there having the discussion than there
would be if we had it at the committee. I'm interested in trying this
process.
The Chair: Mr. Vaughan.
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Mr. Adam Vaughan: I'll be supporting MP Gazan's motion, and
I think the urgency of the issue is front and centre to us. I think we
need to set that as a number one priority and let the scheduling
committee come back with timetables and consideration of the oth‐
er motions that we have also put on the table. I think we need to be
prioritizing the issue, and I think it's an important one to get under
way as quickly as possible.
The Chair: The motion before you is that the urban indigenous
housing strategy be the first order of business.
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Mr. Dan Albas: I'll just quickly say that we prioritized one. We
also do need to give direct authority to the chair and the clerk to
start inviting the ministers. I would ask all members that we support
this so that the clerk has adequate planning time, because the minis‐
ters' schedule and other priorities do require a lot of balancing.
The Chair: Is there any further discussion?
(Motion agreed to)

(Motion agreed to)

The Chair: Is there any further business to come before the
committee?

The Chair: Mrs. Kusie.
Mrs. Stephanie Kusie: Thank you.

● (1725)

Again, we support this in solidarity with the committee.
I want to present another motion, please, Mr. Chair:
That pursuant to the order of reference of Tuesday, February 18, 2020, the com‐
mittee invite the Minister of Employment, Workforce Development and Disabil‐
ity Inclusion, the Minister of Families, Children and Social Development, the
Minister of Labour, and departmental officials to appear on Supplementary Esti‐
mates (B), 2019-20, before the reporting deadline set out in Standing Order
81(5) and that these meetings be televised.

Mr. Dong.
Mr. Han Dong: Mr. Chair, I have more motions to move, but
looking at the time, I see it's close to 5:30 and—
The Chair: It sounds to me as if you might be making a motion
to adjourn.
Mr. Han Dong: I'd be happy to move a motion to adjourn.
The Chair: Does everyone agree?

The Chair: The motion is in order.

(Motion agreed to)

Mr. Albas.

The Chair: Thank you. We're adjourned.
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