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Standing Committee on Veterans Affairs

Wednesday, October 14, 2020

● (1105)

[English]
The Clerk of the Committee (Ms. Jolène Savoie-Day): Hon‐

ourable members of the committee, I see a quorum. I must inform
members that the clerk of the committee can only receive motions
for the election of the chair. The clerk cannot receive other types of
motions, entertain points of order, or participate in debate.
[Translation]

We can now proceed to the election of the chair.

Pursuant to Standing Order 106(2), the chair must be a member
of the government party.

I am prepared to receive motions for the chair.

Mr. Samson, you have the floor.
Mr. Darrell Samson (Sackville—Preston—Chezzetcook,

Lib.): I nominate Mr. Bryan May as chair.
The Clerk: It has been moved by Mr. Samson that Mr. May be

elected as chair of the committee.
[English]

Are there any other further motions? No.

(Motion greed to)

The Clerk: I declare the motion carried and Mr. May duly elect‐
ed chair of the committee. I invite Mr. May to take the chair.

The Chair: Good morning, everyone. Thank you. That was a
tense moment there with that silence, but I'm glad we cut through
that.

Does the committee wish to proceed at this time with the election
of the vice-chairs?

Mr. John Brassard (Barrie—Innisfil, CPC): On a point of
clarification, Mr. Chair, can you indicate how you would like the
committee members to notify you, whether it's by the “raise hand”
feature, or simply by this?

The Chair: I'll go through that, Mr. Brassard. If we can just get
through the election of the vice-chairs, then I have a bit of a script
that we'll go through and I'll answer most of those questions.

Mr. John Brassard: Thank you.
The Chair: You're welcome.

[Translation]
Mr. Luc Desilets (Rivière-des-Mille-Îles, BQ): Mr. Chair, I

have a point of order.

There is currently no French interpretation. I don't know if this is
normal, since we are starting the meeting.

[English]
The Chair: Oh, no.

[Translation]
The Clerk: The interpretation should be working. Give us a mo‐

ment to check it out.

[English]
The Chair: If I speak in English a bit here, would you give a

thumbs-up once it gets fixed. Is there still no translation?

Do you hear any translation now?

Mr. Desilets, do you have the language selected on the bottom
there?

[Translation]
Mr. William Amos (Pontiac, Lib.): I hear the interpretation

when I click on the “interpretation” icon at the bottom of the
screen, next to the word “participants”. I clicked on “French” and I
hear it.

[English]
The Chair: Is anyone else having a problem with the transla‐

tion?

Mr. Desilets, you're on mute, sir.

[Translation]
Mr. Luc Desilets: I'm sorry. I don't know why, but it works now.

I haven't made any changes.

Thank you very much.

[English]
The Chair: Excellent. Thank you very much. We will have tech‐

nical difficulties with this, and I appreciate everyone's patience.

Again, does the committee wish to proceed at this time with the
election of the vice-chairs? Seeing a lot of nodding heads, I invite
the clerk to proceed with the election of the vice-chairs.

The Clerk: Thank you, Mr. Chair.

[Translation]

Pursuant to Standing Order 106(2), the first vice-chair must be a
member of the official opposition.
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I am now prepared to receive motions for the position of first
vice-chair.
[English]

The Chair: If I can interrupt the clerk for just a moment, now I
don't hear the French translation. I was hearing it without difficulty,
but now that is not the case.

The Clerk: Okay, I'll verify with the interpreters.
[Translation]

Mr. Dan Albas (Central Okanagan—Similkameen—Nicola,
CPC): The interpretation is working well.
[English]

The Chair: There's still no interpretation. I can hear it in En‐
glish.

Do you want to test it out there again, Madam Clerk?
The Clerk: Absolutely.

[Translation]

Pursuant to Standing Order 106(2), the first vice-chair must be a
member of the official opposition.

I am now ready to receive motions for the position of first vice-
chair.

You have the floor, Mrs. Wagantall.
[English]

Mrs. Cathay Wagantall (Yorkton—Melville, CPC): Madam
Clerk, I would be pleased to nominate John Brassard.

The Clerk: Thank you.

It has been moved by Mrs. Wagantall that Mr. Brassard be elect‐
ed as first vice-chair of the committee.

(Motion agreed to)

The Clerk: Are there any further motions?

Pursuant to Standing Order 106(2), the second vice-chair must be
a member of an opposition party other than the official opposition. I
am now prepared to receive motions for the second vice-chair.

Go ahead, Mr. Samson.
● (1110)

[Translation]
Mr. Darrell Samson: Thank you very much.

I nominate Mr. Luc Desilets of the Bloc Québécois as second
vice-chair.

The Clerk: It has been moved by Mr. Samson that Mr. Desilets
be elected as second vice-chair of the committee.

Are there any further motions?

(Motion agreed to)
The Clerk: I declare the motion carried and Mr. Desilets duly

elected second vice-chair of the committee.
Mr. Luc Desilets: Thank you, Mr. Samson.

Mr. Darrell Samson: You're welcome.

[English]

The Chair: Thank you.

Before we proceed, I did have some continued difficulties with
the translation. The French was coming through, but when people
switched to English, I was hearing the French and not their micro‐
phone, so we do have some continued technical issues here.

Did anybody else experience difficulties, or is it just me? I see
that some of us did.

Okay, just to clarify, when there was a switch from French to En‐
glish, I heard the interpreter in both situations. I did hear the trans‐
lation into English when French was being spoken, but when the
speaker switched to English, I was hearing the French being spoken
in my ear, not the person speaking.

We'll just give them a few minutes here to see if they can figure
out what the issue is before we proceed.

Was anybody having difficulty with anything other than the
French translation? Was the English translation working for those
who were listening to the French?

I'm just getting word that we should be good now to move for‐
ward. That's great. Thank you.

This is going to be an ongoing thing, folks. I just wanted to say at
the outset a huge thank you to the technical folks there in Ottawa.
This is not going to be an easy process, and we will try to be as pa‐
tient as possible as we learn the process together.

First and foremost, thank you for your confidence. It's an honour
to chair this committee again. Today's meeting is taking place by
video conference, and the proceedings will be made available via
the House of Commons website. The webcast will always show the
person speaking rather than the entirety of the committee.

Before we get into the routine motions, I promised MP Brassard
that I would do a run-through of how we would proceed. To ensure
an orderly meeting, I would like to outline a few important things
to know moving forward.

Number one, interpretation in the video conference will work
very much as it does in a regular committee meeting. You have the
choice at the bottom of your screen of either “floor”, “English” or
“French”.

Two, as you are speaking, if you plan to alternate from one lan‐
guage to the other, you will need to also switch the interpretation
channel so it aligns with the language that you're speaking. You
may want to allow a short pause when switching.

Three, before speaking, please wait until I recognize you by
name. When you're ready to speak, you can click on the micro‐
phone icon to activate your microphone.

Four, I remind you that all comments by members should be ad‐
dressed through the chair.
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Five, should members need to request the floor, they should acti‐
vate their mike and state that they have a point of order.

Six, if you wish to intervene on a point of order that has been
raised by another member, you should use the “raise hand” func‐
tion. This will signal to the chair your interest in speaking. In order
to do so, you should click on the “participants” button at the bottom
of the screen. When the list pops up, you will see next to your name
that you can click on “raise hand”.

Seven, when speaking, please speak slowly and clearly.

Eight, when you're not speaking, your mike should be on mute.
● (1115)

Nine, the use of the headset is strongly encouraged. In fact, if we
can all agree that it would be not just an encouragement but a re‐
quirement, that would be good. Interpreters will have a very diffi‐
cult time if you don't have your headset in use.

Should any technical challenges arise—for example, in relation
to interpretation or a problem with your audio—please advise the
chair immediately, and the technical team will work to resolve
them. Please note that we may need to suspend during these times,
as we need to ensure all members are able to participate fully.

Before we get started, can everyone click on their screen on the
top right-hand corner to ensure that they are in gallery view? With
this view you should be able to see all the participants in a grid
view. It will ensure that all video participants can see one another.

If the committee wishes, we can now proceed to the considera‐
tion of routine motions.

Ms. Rachel Blaney (North Island—Powell River, NDP): Mr.
Chair, I have a point of order.

The Chair: Go ahead, MP Blaney.
Ms. Rachel Blaney: I'm just asking for clarification. I just see on

the screen here that a staff member from Mr. Brassard's office is
here, and that is fine, but my staff don't have access. Just for clarity,
I'm wondering if this is a normal practice or if something else has
happened.
[Translation]

The Clerk: No, he isn't supposed to be there.
[English]

The Chair: I'm not sure who is talking there. It says “clerk”.

I'm not sure who admitted him, so you're absolutely correct, MP
Blaney, that that person should not be on there. There is a phone
line that staff can sign into. If your staff do not have that phone
line, please let the clerk know, and we'll get that to you right away.
This is important because, if they try to listen on the website, there
is a delay. We want you guys to have access to your staff in real
time, so the phone line is critical to use.

Thank you for catching that, MP Blaney.
Ms. Rachel Blaney: I just thought I was unaware of something

that had changed, so thank you for that clarification.
The Chair: I appreciate that. Thank you.

Are there any other questions before I move on to routine mo‐
tions?

I see the “raised hand” function. Very good, MP Lalonde, for us‐
ing that. You have the floor.

Mrs. Marie-France Lalonde (Orléans, Lib.): Thank you, Mr.
Chair, and I wish you congratulations from the people here in
Orléans on this appointment as chair.

I would like to bring, Mr. Chair, the routine motions, and I would
like to start with the analyst services:

That the committee retain, as needed and at the discretion of the Chair, the ser‐
vices of one or more analysts from the Library of Parliament to assist it in its
work.

The Chair: Is there any discussion?

I guess a question for the clerk is whether a hand up is sufficient,
and I'm just getting word here. Yes, as long as we have agreement
from everybody, we can move forward in that way.

At this point, seeing no disagreement, I would like to invite Jean-
Rodrigue Paré, the committee's analyst, to activate his camera in
order to participate in the meeting.

Seeing that he's just joined us, hello, sir.

● (1120)

[Translation]

Mr. Jean-Rodrigue Paré (Committee Researcher): Good
morning.

I'm only going to make a few comments in French, so as not to
confuse the interpreter unnecessarily. I know some of you, and it's a
pleasure to meet you again. If you need anything in terms of con‐
tent, organization of files or material you may need, it will of
course be my pleasure to help and support you until the end of the
session.

[English]

The Chair: Excellent.

MP Lalonde, we'll go back to you.

Mrs. Marie-France Lalonde: Thank you very much.

We will continue with the motion on “Subcommittee on Agenda
and Procedure”:

That the Subcommittee on Agenda and Procedure be established and be com‐
posed of five members, namely the Chair and one member from each recognized
party; and that the subcommittee work in a spirit of collaboration.

The Chair: Is there any discussion?

(Motion agreed to)

The Chair: Excellent.

Go ahead, MP Lalonde.
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[Translation]
Mrs. Marie-France Lalonde: This is the motion about meeting

without a quorum:
That the Chair be authorized to hold meetings to receive evidence and to have that

evidence printed when a quorum is not present, provided that at least four members are
present, including two members of the opposition and two members of the govern‐
ment, but when travelling outside the Parliamentary Precinct, that the meeting begin
after 15 minutes, regardless of members present.

[English]
The Chair: Thank you.

Is there any discussion?

(Motion agreed to)

The Chair: Excellent.

MP Lalonde, you may proceed.
Mrs. Marie-France Lalonde: The motion on “Time for Open‐

ing Remarks and Questioning of Witnesses” is as follows:
That witnesses be given ten minutes for their opening statement; that, at the dis‐
cretion of the Chair, during the questioning of witnesses, there be allocated six
minutes for the first questioner of each party as follows: Round 1: Conservative
Party, Liberal Party, Bloc Québécois, New Democratic Party. For the second and
subsequent rounds, the order and time for questioning be as follows: Conserva‐
tive Party, five minutes; Liberal Party, five minutes; Conservative Party, five
minutes; Liberal Party, five minutes; Bloc Québécois, two and a half minutes;
New Democratic Party, two and a half minutes.

The Chair: Thank you.

Is there any discussion?

Go ahead, MP Blaney.
Ms. Rachel Blaney: Thank you.

Again, I want to add my congratulations. I've always enjoyed
you as a chair, so I'm happy to see that happen again.

I have a couple of amendments that I would like to propose.

In PROC and in many other committees, they have looked at the
10-minute timeline for an opening statement and changed it to “be‐
tween five and seven and a half minutes”. That's to make sure that
when people do their presentations, we get through them quickly so
that we can get to the question portion, which is so important.

The other amendment I would like to propose in this section is
changing the second round to “Conservative Party, five minutes;
Liberal Party, five minutes; Bloc Québécois, two and a half min‐
utes; New Democratic Party, two and a half minutes; Conservative
Party, five minutes; and Liberal Party, five minutes.” Again, this
has been done in PROC and the majority of the other committees
that have met to this point.

The Chair: Do we have any discussion on this amendment? We
obviously have to deal with the amendment first.

Go ahead, Monsieur Brassard.
Mr. John Brassard: Rachel, I am wondering if you could clari‐

fy. You're proposing to reduce the 10-minute timeline to five min‐
utes to seven and a half minutes.
● (1125)

Ms. Rachel Blaney: Yes. I would recommend five minutes.

Thank you for that question. I think that's important.

In other committees, I know they've largely gone to between five
minutes and seven and a half minutes. Some have done five. That's
what PROC did. Yesterday, for example, INAN did six. I know that
some other committees have done seven and a half. I would pro‐
pose five minutes.

Mr. John Brassard: Then you're proposing that this timeline
would extend the level of questioning into a third round. Is that
right?

Ms. Rachel Blaney: It potentially could.
Mr. John Brassard: Okay.
The Chair: It would depend on how many witnesses we have.
Mr. John Brassard: Right.

Just so that I'm clear again, and so that everybody else is clear—
because this is the first time I'm hearing about this—in the case of
the Conservatives, it would be a six-minute first round and a five-
minute second round, and you're proposing a potential five-minute
third round if the timeline is good. Is that correct?

Ms. Rachel Blaney: Correct.

Mr. John Brassard: Okay, thanks.
The Chair: Is there any further discussion?

Go ahead, MP Amos.

[Translation]
Mr. William Amos: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and congratulations

on your election.

I just want to mention that I support the suggestions made by
Ms. Blaney.

[English]
The Chair: Is there any further discussion?

Go ahead, MP Lalonde.
Mrs. Marie-France Lalonde: Mr. Chair, I'm just questioning if

the suggestion of MP Blaney is for five minutes or seven and a half.
What is part of her amendment to the motion, please? It's just for
clarification.

Ms. Rachel Blaney: My recommendation is for five minutes. I
just wanted to make it clear to the committee that other committees
have had discussions and had moved it to between five minutes and
seven and a half. I just wanted to make sure to share that informa‐
tion. My recommendation is for five.

Mrs. Marie-France Lalonde: Mr. Chair, I would support the
five-minute amendment also.

The Chair: Just before we move on, does the clerk have any
questions in terms of clarification on the amendment?

The Clerk: The amendment is that witnesses be given five min‐
utes for their opening statements, and then when we go down the
text of the motion.... I can read it all, and then Ms. Blaney can make
sure that I have it done correctly. The amended motion would read:
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That witnesses be given five minutes for their opening statement; that, at the dis‐
cretion of the Chair, during the questioning of witnesses, there be allocated six
minutes for the first questioner of each party as follows: Round 1: Conservative
Party, Liberal Party, Bloc Québécois, New Democratic Party.

Then it would be:
For the second and subsequent rounds, the order and time for questioning be as
follows: Conservative Party, five minutes; Liberal Party, five minutes; Bloc
Québécois, two and a half minutes; New Democratic Party, two and a half min‐
utes; Conservative Party, five minutes; Liberal Party, five minutes.

Is that correct?
Ms. Rachel Blaney: That is correct.
The Chair: Excellent.

Is there any further discussion?

Go ahead, MP Albas.
Mr. Dan Albas: Mr. Chair, I'm not a steady committee member,

but one thing I would be mindful of is that five minutes can be aw‐
fully short, so if there is a veteran who has issues with speaking, I
would just ask that you use a little bit of discretion—that all mem‐
bers use a little bit of discretion—to allow them to have their say.

Coming to this committee is probably one of the most intimidat‐
ing things that a veteran can do, but I would hope that all members
would just show a little bit of compassion in those unique situa‐
tions. That's all I have to say. Thank you.

The Chair: I would concur with that, MP Albas. Thank you for
bringing that up.

MP Wagantall is next.
Mrs. Cathay Wagantall: Thank you, Chair.

What Dan has said is very true. We want to be able to know that
they are comfortable coming and that they aren't pressured. Five
minutes is so limiting. I would prefer to see seven minutes as the
standard compromise.

The Chair: We will have to move and dispense with MP
Blaney's amendment before we would discuss an additional amend‐
ment if we want to change that time.
● (1130)

Mr. John Brassard: Mr. Chair, if Rachel is good with this, what
I would propose is that it could be up to seven minutes rather than
just the straight five, but that the witnesses could have up to seven
minutes for their opening statement.

That might resolve the situation of whether it's five or seven. At
least we can give them up to seven. That might be a resolution.

The Chair: Again, that's an additional amendment that we
would have to come back to. I just want to make sure we're staying
in the realm of procedure here in terms of dealing with the motion.

The exception—and I'll confer with the clerk—would be if MP
Blaney would amend her motion. I think that would be okay.

Ms. Rachel Blaney: Mr. Chair, yesterday when I moved some‐
thing similar in INAN, of course we talked about elders and need‐
ing the time, so that's why we felt it was important to leave it to the
discretion of the chair. There was a friendly amendment for six
minutes rather than five minutes.

I'm more than happy to see Ms. Wagantall's amendment as a
friendly amendment to my amendment. I don't know if that's proce‐
durally correct. I leave it to the chair.

The Chair: I can simply say, folks, that if the latitude is still
there for the chair to hold those conversations before the meeting,
obviously it would depend upon how many witnesses we have at
the meeting. If there's one witness, we have much more leeway. For
the second part of your amendment to work, we'd have to shorten
the witnesses' time a little bit.

I see that MP Casey has his hand up as well.

Mr. Sean Casey (Charlottetown, Lib.): Thank you, Mr. Chair.

I would not support having opening statements at any more than
five minutes, and here's why.

Let me say this. My support for the motion will be conditional on
the opening statements being limited to five minutes.

I agree that the chair should have discretion in the circumstances
Mr. Albas described, but in the first round you have four six-minute
slots. That makes 24 minutes. In the second and subsequent rounds,
you have four five-minute slots and two slots of two and a half
minutes. That's 25 minutes.

You thus have 49 minutes of questions. Take that 49 minutes of
questioning, with two witnesses presenting for five minutes each,
and there's your 59 minutes for one panel.

The problem I have is that if you increase the time for the pre‐
sentations, the slot that gets cut is the Liberal slot at the end. To be
comfortable with moving us to the back of the line and moving the
NDP and the Bloc up the line from where they were in the last Par‐
liament, I would want to have the assurance that there's some hope
of getting to us. That assurance is gone if the opening statements
are longer than five minutes.

Ms. Rachel Blaney: I'm happy to leave my motion at five min‐
utes.

The Chair: Is there any further discussion?

We have to deal with MP Blaney's initial amendment.

To clarify from the clerk, we will be voting on MP Blaney's
amendment. Is that correct?

The Clerk: Yes, that's correct.

The Chair: Do we need to do a recorded division on this mo‐
tion?

The Clerk: If the whole committee agrees, then we don't need to
go to a recorded division. If not everyone agrees, then we can go to
a recorded division.

The Chair: Okay.

Let me ask—and committee members can either nod or shake
their heads—does everyone agree with MP Blaney's amendment?

Mr. John Brassard: We agree.
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The Chair: Excellent.

(Amendment agreed to)

(Motion as amended agreed to [See Minutes of Proceedings])

The Chair: We'll go back to MP Lalonde, please.
[Translation]

Mrs. Marie-France Lalonde: Thank you very much, Mr. Chair.

I will now present the motion concerning document distribution:
That only the clerk of the committee be authorized to distribute documents to mem‐

bers of the committee, only when the documents are available in both official lan‐
guages, and that witnesses be advised accordingly.

● (1135)

[English]
The Chair: Thank you.

Is there any discussion?

(Motion agreed to)

The Chair: MP Lalonde, you may continue.
[Translation]

Mrs. Marie-France Lalonde: This is the motion concerning
working meals:

That the clerk of the committee be authorized to make the necessary arrangements
to provide working meals for the committee and its subcommittees.

[English]
The Chair: Is there any discussion?

(Motion agreed to)

The Chair: Please continue, MP Lalonde.
[Translation]

Mrs. Marie-France Lalonde: I will move on to the motion re‐
garding travel, accommodation and living expenses of witnesses:

That, if requested, reasonable travel, accommodation and living expenses be reim‐
bursed to witnesses not exceeding two representatives per organization; and that, in ex‐
ceptional circumstances, payment for more representatives be made at the discretion of
the chair.

[English]
The Chair: Is there any discussion?

(Motion agreed to)

The Chair: Go ahead, MP Lalonde.
[Translation]

Mrs. Marie-France Lalonde: This is the motion regarding ac‐
cess to in camera meetings:

That, unless otherwise ordered, each committee member be allowed to have one
staff member at an in camera meeting and that one additional person from each House
officer’s office be allowed to be present.

[English]
The Chair: Is there any discussion?

(Motion agreed to)

The Chair: You may continue, MP Lalonde.

[Translation]
Mrs. Marie-France Lalonde: Here is the motion regarding tran‐

scripts of in camera meetings:
That one copy of the transcript of each in camera meeting be kept in the committee

clerk’s office for consultation by members of the committee or by their staff.

[English]
The Chair: Is there any discussion?

Go ahead, MP Brassard.
Mr. John Brassard: Mr. Chair, I know that it's been the experi‐

ence of other committees for the chair to ask for unanimous con‐
sent, given the fact that we are virtual. I'm going to make a sugges‐
tion that we verbalize our consent as opposed to maybe going to a
recorded vote. If there's a need to go to a recorded vote, then we do
that, but I think we should be verbalizing our consent just so that
everyone is clear where everyone stands.

That's just a suggestion.
The Chair: Just so I'm clear, are you referring to this process

we're going through right now?
Mr. John Brassard: Yes, that's exactly what I'm referring to.
The Chair: It just gets really tough with everybody talking at the

same time. The microphones don't really work well that way. I'm
trying to do that visually. We can try it. I'm just not sure if our inter‐
preters....

Mr. John Brassard: You can direct and call us on it, right? You
could say, “Do the Conservatives agree? Yes. Do the Liberals
agree? Yes.”

The Chair: Sure, okay.
Mr. John Brassard: That's my suggestion.
The Chair: Can I make a suggestion, just for the sake of speed?

I can change it to asking if anybody disagrees. If anyone disagrees,
then they can verbalize it at that point. I'm just thinking of trying to
get through these motions as efficiently as possible.

Is that a good compromise?
Mr. John Brassard: I agree.
The Chair: Okay, that's excellent.

I'm sorry; I lost my place. I'm not sure where I was at, to be hon‐
est.

Mr. John Brassard: You were on meals.
The Chair: I was on notice of motion, I think. I was not on

meals.
[Translation]

Mrs. Marie-France Lalonde: No.
[English]

The Chair: That was a nice try.

Is there any discussion on notice of motion? No, we haven't read
it yet.

Go ahead, MP Lalonde.
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[Translation]
Mrs. Marie-France Lalonde: I'm starting to be a little confused

myself, Mr. Chair.

This is the motion regarding notices of motion:
That a 48 hours notice, interpreted as two nights, shall be required for any substan‐

tive motion to be considered by the committee, unless the substantive motion relates
directly to business then under consideration, provided that (1) the notice be filed with
the clerk of the committee no later than 4:00 p.m. from Monday to Friday; that (2) the
motion be distributed to Members in both official languages by the clerk on the same
day the said notice was transmitted if it was received no later than the deadline hour;
and that (3) notices received after the deadline hour or on non-business days be
deemed to have been received during the next business day, and that when the commit‐
tee is travelling outside the Parliamentary Precinct, no substantive motions may be
moved.

● (1140)

[English]
The Chair: Thank you.

Is there any discussion? Does anyone disagree with the motion?

(Motion agreed to)

The Chair: MP Lalonde, please continue.
[Translation]

Mrs. Marie-France Lalonde: The last routine motion concerns
orders of reference from the House respecting bills:

That, in relation to orders of reference from the House respecting Bills:
(a) the clerk of the committee shall, upon the committee receiving such an order of

reference, write to each member who is not a member of a caucus represented on the
committee to invite those members to file with the clerk of the committee, in both offi‐
cial languages, any amendments to the bill which is the subject of the said order, which
they would suggest that the committee consider;

(b) suggested amendments filed, pursuant to paragraph (a), at least 48 hours prior to
the start of clause-by-clause consideration of the Bill to which the amendments relate
shall be deemed to be proposed during the said consideration, provided that the com‐
mittee may, by motion, vary this deadline in respect of a given Bill; and

c) during the clause-by-clause consideration of a Bill, the Chair shall allow a mem‐
ber who filed suggested amendments, pursuant to paragraph (a), an opportunity to
make brief representations in support of them.

[English]
The Chair: Thank you.

Is there any discussion? Does anyone disagree with that motion?

(Motion agreed to)

The Chair: Seeing no other routine motions, does the committee
wish to discuss future business at this time?

I don't know if this is an old hand up, but I see that Sean Casey
has his hand up. Please go ahead, MP Casey.

Mr. Sean Casey: It's about 58 years old.

Voices: Oh, oh!

Mr. Sean Casey: I have a motion to present, Mr. Chair. This is
what I would call a continuation motion, I guess.

The motion is as follows: I move that the Standing Committee on
Veterans Affairs agrees that all substantive motions adopted by the
committee to undertake studies or hear from witnesses in the first

session of the 43rd Parliament are hereby readopted by the commit‐
tee without modification or amendment.

That's the motion I wish to present. Perhaps I can offer just a lit‐
tle bit of colour, because I know that we have some new members
on the committee.

Essentially, the committee had adopted four specific motions as a
work plan and had assigned priorities to each of them. As the first
order of business they covered, first and foremost, the backlog, and
they dedicated no fewer than four meetings to that study. The sec‐
ond was to undertake a study of federal supports and services to
veterans, caregivers and families, with no fewer than three meet‐
ings dedicated to that study. The third order of business was to un‐
dertake a study of the efficacy and use of psychiatric service dogs,
with no more than three meetings devoted to that study. The fourth
was a study on commemoration, with no fewer than three meetings.

That's just by way of background, Mr. Chair. The motion is es‐
sentially to readopt all of those four substantive motions as our
work plan.

The Chair: Thank you.

I see that a few other people have put their hand up.

Just for clarification, Monsieur Desilets, you had your hand up
very briefly and brought it down. I just want to make sure you're
good.
[Translation]

Mr. Luc Desilets: Everything's fine, Mr. Chair. We're just look‐
ing forward to moving the next motions.
[English]

The Chair: Okay.

MP Blaney, is your intervention about MP Casey's motion or is
this an additional motion that you'd like to bring forward?
● (1145)

Ms. Rachel Blaney: I will speak to Mr. Casey's motion first.

I agree that of course the studies this committee put forward ear‐
lier in the session are important ones. I do think we need to revisit
these. I have some additions that I would like to look at, so I'm not
comfortable supporting the motion unless I have more clarity about
the process.

My understanding is that the subcommittee would be able to
meet, review what had been done, look at any new motions that are
applied, and then create a work plan based on that. Things have
changed. I think it's important to continue a study on the disability
backlog, but it has been a significant number of months. There is a
PBO report that all of you know, and I'm very interested in follow‐
ing up on that and in making sure we get more clarity on that issue.

I guess what I'm saying is that I want to know the process before
I commit to agreeing to anything. I don't think moving forward
with the old work plan makes sense until there is a more substan‐
tive debate about where we need to go.

Thank you, Mr. Chair.
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The Chair: You're welcome.

If I can add to that, I would agree that things have definitely
changed. Not to speak for Mr. Casey, I believe the focus is to get us
moving and back up and running—to hit the ground running, so to
speak. I agree that a subcommittee is a very good idea to flesh out
the specifics of each of these studies to make sure they're substan‐
tive enough and have the right focus, but I think that would be de‐
termined in subcommittee, not in relation to MP Casey's motion. I
think it's not completely necessary to have the subcommittee before
we can move this motion so that we can give direction to the clerk
to get moving and get back up and running.

Ms. Rachel Blaney: I would like to hear the motion again. I
might want to make an amendment so that the first meeting, prior
to the whole committee meeting, is a subcommittee meeting to put
forward work plans. Then we'd be bringing a plan about how we're
moving forward to the first meeting of all members. It's to have that
discussion in our second committee meeting after this one.

The Chair: We have to discuss Mr. Casey's motion and vote on
it first. Then we can discuss what the next meeting looks like. I
don't think we have to defeat Mr. Casey's motion in order to have a
subcommittee meeting.

Mr. Casey, do you want to elaborate?
Mr. Sean Casey: The only thing that I wanted to do was reread

the motion, as Ms. Blaney suggested. It is as follows: That the
Standing Committee on Veterans Affairs agrees that all substantive
motions adopted by the committee to undertake studies or hear
from witnesses in the first session of the 43rd Parliament are hereby
readopted by the committee without modification or amendment.

I would take that to mean—exactly as you indicated, Mr. Chair—
that at our next meeting, we would start in with the backlog study
because that was what was adopted in the last Parliament.

The Chair: A subcommittee meeting could also be held in addi‐
tion to our next scheduled meeting, if I'm not mistaken.

Mr. Sean Casey: Agreed.
Ms. Rachel Blaney: The motion says “without modification or

amendment.” I can't support that, because I would want to modify
the study on backlog. I'm just being clear. I will not support the mo‐
tion because of that language.

The Chair: I understand that. Any motion we move here just
gives direction to the clerk to get started. We would follow that up
with the subcommittee meeting. If those adjustments are needed,
we can do that then and there. I think we agree, MP Blaney, that
this is a good course to move on.

Is there any other discussion?

Go ahead, MP Brassard.
● (1150)

Mr. John Brassard: Mr. Chair, I'm not sure the “raise hand”
function is working properly. I've raised it about three or four times.

The Chair: I'm sorry. It didn't come up. For whatever reason,
you're not on my screen.

There we go. I can see you just fine there, sir.

Mr. John Brassard: You'd think I would have learned my lesson
with PROC.

Frankly, I share Rachel's concern regarding the “without amend‐
ment” aspect of this motion. I believe there are some significant is‐
sues that we still need to deal with.

We have, as Rachel said, the parliamentary budget office report
on the backlog. There's a lot of new information in there. I'm not in
disagreement with moving on that report and the backlog situation,
but the process is that we go to the subcommittee. That, in effect,
sets course and direction for this committee.

My concern is that with respect to the family caregiver question,
the efficacy of service dogs and...what was the other one? There
were four specific things, and there's a new session. There's more
information. We've had the supplementary estimates, for example,
that have been tabled in the House of Commons. We haven't dealt
with that issue. That doesn't reflect what's in Mr. Casey's motion.
There's an order of the House on April 20 for committees to look
into this and report back by November 27.

I'm not going to support this motion as is. The Conservatives will
not support this motion as is. I think we need to go through the pro‐
cess, have the subcommittee provide direction and then have the
clerk work on whatever comes out of that subcommittee at that
time, Mr. Chair.

The Chair: Thank you.

I see MP Wagantall has the “raise hand” function there.

Mrs. Cathay Wagantall: Mr. Chair, I don't believe that this can
be done as it's being presented today, as those motions were all dis‐
solved. He'd have to bring back the evidence and witness testimony
and table a whole new motion, even if it's the same. My under‐
standing is that this blanket motion can't actually take place.

The Chair: We can definitely ask the clerk for some direction on
that. I believe we are able to do that.

Maybe the clerk can clarify if it is out of order, but I don't believe
it is out of order.

The Clerk: One moment, please. I'm just consulting.

The Chair: MP Casey, you have your hand up again.

Mr. Sean Casey: On that point, Mr. Chair, with respect to the
four motions that were adopted, there was only one on which we
heard any testimony. That was with respect to the backlog. If there
is an issue over the fact we've received testimony, it would only be
applicable to the one.

I'm not sure why we wouldn't be able to consider the testimony
from that previous meeting as read into the record. I'd certainly de‐
fer to the clerk on that.
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The Chair: I will also point out, folks, that we don't actually
have a schedule for this committee right now. I know there are still
negotiations happening in terms of when that's going to be. We can
most certainly use this normal time slot for a subcommittee meeting
if we don't have that schedule ready to roll.

The Procedural Clerk (Christine Lafrance): Mr. Chair, my
name is Christine Lafrance. I'm another clerk of the House of Com‐
mons.

The Chair: Hello.
The Procedural Clerk: Can I shed some light on this motion?

● (1155)

The Chair: Yes, please.
The Procedural Clerk: It's a whole new session, so what hap‐

pened before, procedurally speaking, is not in front of the commit‐
tee right now. If the committee wants to follow up on these studies,
I would suggest that every motion be readopted one by one and that
the committee undertake a study on what it wants to do.

Also, we have some wording to import into the session with re‐
spect to whatever happened during the last session. For example, it
would be, “Pursuant to Standing Order 108(2), the committee un‐
dertake a study on [subject] and that the evidence and documenta‐
tion received by the committee during the first session of the 43rd
Parliament on the subject be taken into consideration by the com‐
mittee in the current session.”

That would be the appropriate way to continue a study that was
started in the previous session. It would be one by one. The motion
states “all substantive motions”. I don't know how many motions
the committee adopted during the last session, but it means that all
of them would be imported.

The Chair: That's a very good point. Thank you very much for
that clarification.

Mr. Casey, would it make sense to withdraw this motion and
move this to a discussion at the next available opportunity to con‐
vene and have a subcommittee meeting?

Mr. Sean Casey: Based on that advice, I think that is the logical
next step, Mr. Chair. You can consider my motion withdrawn.

The Chair: Thank you all for catching that.

Mr. Brassard has his hand up. I see Mr. Desilets as well.

I will go to MP Brassard first.
Mr. John Brassard: Thank you, Chair.

I'm glad the clerk clarified that, because the logical next step in
this new session of Parliament is to go to the subcommittee and
deal with not just potential motions but the agenda and dates of the
meetings.

The Chair: Go ahead, MP Desilets.
[Translation]

Mr. Luc Desilets: Thank you, Mr. Chair.

Is this the time to introduce some motions?

If that is the case, perhaps some of them could rally my col‐
leagues and allow old motions to disappear.

[English]
The Chair: Yes. We are in committee business, so it is proper to

move motions. If it pertains to our study schedule, I would ask that
maybe we move that to the subcommittee so that we're not divid‐
ing, but that is up to you, sir.

[Translation]
Mr. Luc Desilets: Mr. Chair, if I may, I would like to move four

motions.

[English]
The Chair: Sure. I don't have them to share with the rest of the

committee. To clarify, we're just putting them on notice. Is that cor‐
rect?

[Translation]
Mr. Luc Desilets: They should have been translated and dis‐

tributed to my colleagues, if I am not mistaken.

[English]
The Chair: Yes, the clerk did receive them just before the com‐

mittee meeting but did not have an opportunity to review them as of
yet. You can read them into the record right now.

[Translation]
Mr. Luc Desilets: Perfect.

I will read it slowly to make sure that the interpretation is cor‐
rect.

The first motion reads as follows:
That, pursuant to Standing Order 108(2), the committee resume at the earliest op‐

portunity its study on the backlog of disability benefit claims at the Department of Vet‐
erans Affairs, which it began in the 1st Session of the 43rd Parliament; that the com‐
mittee give special consideration to the possibility of pre-approving all disability bene‐
fit claims at the Department of Veterans Affairs; and that the evidence and documents
received by the committee at that time on the subject be taken into consideration by the
committee in this session.

I will now continue with the other motions.

Am I reading at an appropriate speed?

[English]
The Chair: Read a little more slowly, please.

[Translation]
Mr. Luc Desilets: It will be my pleasure.

The second motion reads as follows:
That, pursuant to Standing Order 108(2), the committee undertake a study on the

quality of life of veterans in major centres and the impact the COVID-19 pandemic has
had on them; that the committee devote a minimum of four (4) meetings to this study;
and that the committee report its findings and recommendations to the House.

The third motion reads as follows:
That, pursuant to Standing Order 108(2), the committee undertake a study on ad‐

ministrative delays in processing files at Veterans Affairs Canada, including the differ‐
ences in processing times between the files of English-speaking and French-speaking
veterans; that the committee devote a minimum of two meetings to this study; and that
the committee report its findings and recommendations to the House.

The fourth and final motion is the following:
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That, pursuant to Standing Order 108(2), the committee undertake a study and make
recommendations on the challenges and barriers faced by minority veterans (women,
LGBTQ2+ and racialized veterans); that the committee give particular attention to the
specific needs of veterans in these minority groups, as well as specific supports and
services that could be provided by Veterans Affairs Canada; that the committee devote
a minimum of three meetings to this study; and that the committee report its findings
and recommendations to the House.

Those are the four motions I wanted to submit, Mr. Chair.
● (1200)

[English]
The Chair: Thank you, MP Desilets.
Mr. John Brassard: Mr. Chair, I have a point of order.
The Chair: Is it on this particular motion, sir?
Mr. John Brassard: It's on the motions that were just presented.

The Chair: Sure.

Mr. John Brassard: I need clarification from you. Are we pro‐
ceeding with notices of motion here, or are these motions being
tabled for debate right now? I don't understand how this process is
playing out. I have motions for which I can give notice as well, and
I'm prepared to do that, but are we going to be debating these four
motions, the subsequent motions that I suspect will be coming from
Ms. Blaney, and then the motions that I'll be putting forward? Are
we debating them today, or are we just putting these motions on no‐
tice?

The Chair: I don't want to speak for Mr. Desilets, but I suspect
that these are just to be put on notice. I think we agreed just a few
moments ago that we needed to push MP Casey's motion to a sub‐
committee, and I think we should do that with all of these. If you
want to read it into the record for the purpose of getting it on no‐
tice, we can definitely do that, but I think the commitment we just
made was that we're going to move to subcommittee to deal with
all of these in a substantive way, one by one, so that we can draw
up that new road map for this committee.

Unfortunately, I don't have these motions to distribute. The clerk
has them, but they haven't been translated, so I can't distribute the
motions to even have us look through them with a fine-tooth comb.
I'm definitely open to folks jumping in to move a notice of motion
as Mr. Desilets just did, but I would recommend strongly that we
move all of this to the subcommittee to discuss.

Does that answer your question, Mr. Brassard?
Mr. John Brassard: It does. Thank you.
The Chair: Okay.

In terms of order, I have a couple of raised hands here. I have
Rachel, Monsieur Brassard and then Sean Casey.

We'll go to you first, Rachel. Is this a motion or is this to dis‐
cuss—
● (1205)

Ms. Rachel Blaney: This is not a motion.

The Chair: Okay.

Ms. Rachel Blaney: I have a motion to propose, but I'm more
than happy, if I understand the clarity that I think I've reached, if we

do that through the process and give the notice of motion to the
clerk. Then we'd have a discussion during the appropriate time at
the subcommittee meeting.

The Chair: Correct.
Ms. Rachel Blaney: If that's how that is going to work, then I

think I will go through that process.

Thank you so much for those motions. I found some of them
very thoughtful and I look forward to discussing them.

I recognize just how unprecedented these times are, in that we
don't know a lot about when committees are going to be meeting. I
know that the House staff is working very hard and I thank them so
much for their incredible work to make sure we move as quickly as
possible and get the committees up and running. I know that it will
happen.

I am wondering, Chair, if you could just clarify for me that, as I
think I'm hearing, our first meeting, once the whips make their
agreement and send that out and it's public, will in fact be a meet‐
ing of the subcommittee, so that it can bring forward to the full
committee recommendations about how to move forward. At that
point, we can review all motions that have been put forward and
perhaps amend and put together some that are similar and then
present something to the larger committee.

I'm just looking for clarification.
The Chair: Yes, I would say that's the intent on how to move

forward. The very next meeting would be a subcommittee meeting
so that we can do this properly. I know through the clerk that we
have received motions from other members, and we can circulate
those in as quick a time as possible.

Mr. Brassard is next. Then I have MP Casey and MP Desilets.
Mr. John Brassard: Thank you, Mr. Chair.

I'm going to run through these quickly. I think the clerk can con‐
firm that she did receive our notices of motion as well as the trans‐
lation of those motions. If she could just confirm that for the record,
I would appreciate it.

The Clerk: Yes, Mr. Brassard, I have received your notices of
motion. I have them in both languages, and if members wish, I
could circulate them through the P9 addresses right now.

Mr. John Brassard: Right.

Since I have the floor, I am going to read these notices of motion
into the record in advance of their going into subcommittee.

Motion number one is “That pursuant to Standing Order 81(4),
the committee undertake the study of the Supplementary Estimates
(B) 2019-2020, and that the committee invite the Minister of Veter‐
ans Affairs and departmental officials to appear.”

I will note as well that the estimates, as I said earlier, were tabled
September 30, and that pursuant to Standing Order 81(4) and the
order made on Monday, April 20, each committee may consider
and report or shall be deemed to have reported the same back to the
House no later than Friday, November 27, 2020.
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Therefore, I think it's important that we pursue the supplemen‐
tary estimates in advance of that timeline of November 27, 2020.

The second motion for which I'm giving notice is “That as its
first order of business and pursuant to Standing Order 108(2), the
committee conduct a study of the backlog of pending veteran dis‐
ability benefit applications at Veterans Affairs Canada, and that no
fewer than four meetings be devoted to this study.”

I want to commend Ms. Blaney for her question to the PBO on
the backlog and the subsequent report that was issued last week,
outlining that we are now upwards of 50,000 cases of veterans and
their families not receiving adjudication or decisions on their
claims. I think that is an extremely important study. We need to
have witnesses and have the PBO come in, and I want to thank Ms.
Blaney again for that.

The third notice of motion is “That pursuant to Standing Order
108(2), the committee undertake a study of the Royal Canadian Le‐
gion and other veteran organizations and their financial health dur‐
ing and after the COVID-19 crisis.”

The situation involving veterans' organizations such as the RCL
has come to the attention of all Canadians. I know that Bill C-4 ad‐
dresses some of the issue, but this is not a “just now” issue. It is
going to be a long-standing problem across this country for these
service organizations, including Dominion Command and the Roy‐
al Canadian Legion, to help veterans and their families as we move
forward, because many of them are facing financial hardship. It's
important that we look at these organizations and the impact of
many of these service organizations not being able to function in
their proper fashion. We need to study the impact on veterans and
their families and on those organizations.

The final motion—and I'm glad to see Mr. Casey sees this as im‐
portant—that is on notice is “That as the fourth order of business
and pursuant to Standing Order 108(2), the committee undertake a
study of (a) the efficacy and use of psychiatric service dogs by
Canadian Armed Forces veterans to alleviate the symptoms of post-
traumatic stress disorder; b) that the resources required by Veterans
Affairs Canada to implement access to psychiatric service dogs; c)
the challenges faced by veterans with psychiatric service dogs; and
d) what should constitute minimum national standards for the train‐
ing of PTSD psychiatric service dogs, and that no fewer than three
meetings be devoted to this study."

As Ms. Casey indicated, this study was being done in a previous
session of Parliament. We feel it is extremely important, and now is
the time to continue that study.

Those are the notices of motions, Mr. Chair, that are in front of
the committee. I'll be glad to speak to them as we move to subcom‐
mittee and figure out what the agenda is going to be, going forward.

Thank you for your time.
● (1210)

The Chair: Thank you, sir.

MP Casey, you're next.
Mr. Sean Casey: Thank you, Mr. Chair.

I'm going to take my lead from Mr. Brassard. He has put on no‐
tice two of the four motions that were part of my original motion,
the motion that I withdrew. I want to put the other two on notice to
be referred to the subcommittee as well.

The first one is “That pursuant to Standing Order 108(2), the
committee undertake a study of federal supports and services to
Canadian veterans, caregivers and families; that the committee re‐
port its findings to the House with recommendations on how the
government could improve these services and supports to better
meet the unique needs of veterans, caregivers and families; and that
no fewer than three meetings be devoted to the study.”

The second one is “That pursuant to Standing Order 108(2), the
committee undertake a study of a long-term Canadian strategy for
commemorations, which recognizes and honours the service, sacri‐
fice and achievements of all Canadian veterans; takes into consider‐
ation future events, monuments, memorials, graves and cemeteries,
both at home and abroad; that the committee invite officials from
Veterans Affairs Canada, interested stakeholders and Canadian vet‐
erans, educators and other partners; that the committee report its
findings to the House with recommendations to the government on
the best way forward in the 21st century to inspire and educate
Canadians and citizens around the world to recognize the service
and sacrifice of all who have served our country; and that no fewer
than three meetings be devoted to the study.”

The Chair: Mr. Casey, could you send those to the clerk so that
she's able to distribute them?

● (1215)

Mr. Sean Casey: I'm happy to do that.

The Chair: Mr. Desilets, you are next.

[Translation]

Mr. Luc Desilets: Mr. Chair, my intervention is a little late. I just
want to approve of the way you operate in relation to the subcom‐
mittees and tell you that these were obviously just notices of mo‐
tion on my part, just as my colleagues are doing now.

[English]

The Chair: Welcome Mr. Carrie. You're just getting in under the
wire here to the meeting. It's good to see you, sir.

I see no other hands at this point. Is there any additional commit‐
tee business before I call for agreement to adjourn?

Seeing none, is the committee in agreement to adjourn the meet‐
ing?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

The Chair: Excellent.
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It was a great start. We had a few technical glitches at the begin‐
ning. A huge thank you to everybody there in Ottawa who make
this possible. We always seem to work well together.

Thank you very much, and take care. Have a great rest of your
week.

The meeting is adjourned.

 









Published under the authority of the Speaker of
the House of Commons

Publié en conformité de l’autorité
du Président de la Chambre des communes

SPEAKER’S PERMISSION PERMISSION DU PRÉSIDENT
The proceedings of the House of Commons and its commit‐
tees are hereby made available to provide greater public ac‐
cess. The parliamentary privilege of the House of Commons
to control the publication and broadcast of the proceedings of
the House of Commons and its committees is nonetheless re‐
served. All copyrights therein are also reserved.

Les délibérations de la Chambre des communes et de ses
comités sont mises à la disposition du public pour mieux le
renseigner. La Chambre conserve néanmoins son privilège
parlementaire de contrôler la publication et la diffusion des
délibérations et elle possède tous les droits d’auteur sur
celles-ci.

Reproduction of the proceedings of the House of Commons
and its committees, in whole or in part and in any medium,
is hereby permitted provided that the reproduction is accu‐
rate and is not presented as official. This permission does not
extend to reproduction, distribution or use for commercial
purpose of financial gain. Reproduction or use outside this
permission or without authorization may be treated as copy‐
right infringement in accordance with the Copyright Act. Au‐
thorization may be obtained on written application to the Of‐
fice of the Speaker of the House of Commons.

Il est permis de reproduire les délibérations de la Chambre
et de ses comités, en tout ou en partie, sur n’importe quel sup‐
port, pourvu que la reproduction soit exacte et qu’elle ne soit
pas présentée comme version officielle. Il n’est toutefois pas
permis de reproduire, de distribuer ou d’utiliser les délibéra‐
tions à des fins commerciales visant la réalisation d'un profit
financier. Toute reproduction ou utilisation non permise ou
non formellement autorisée peut être considérée comme une
violation du droit d’auteur aux termes de la Loi sur le droit
d’auteur. Une autorisation formelle peut être obtenue sur
présentation d’une demande écrite au Bureau du Président
de la Chambre des communes.

Reproduction in accordance with this permission does not
constitute publication under the authority of the House of
Commons. The absolute privilege that applies to the proceed‐
ings of the House of Commons does not extend to these per‐
mitted reproductions. Where a reproduction includes briefs
to a committee of the House of Commons, authorization for
reproduction may be required from the authors in accor‐
dance with the Copyright Act.

La reproduction conforme à la présente permission ne con‐
stitue pas une publication sous l’autorité de la Chambre. Le
privilège absolu qui s’applique aux délibérations de la Cham‐
bre ne s’étend pas aux reproductions permises. Lorsqu’une
reproduction comprend des mémoires présentés à un comité
de la Chambre, il peut être nécessaire d’obtenir de leurs au‐
teurs l’autorisation de les reproduire, conformément à la Loi
sur le droit d’auteur.

Nothing in this permission abrogates or derogates from the
privileges, powers, immunities and rights of the House of
Commons and its committees. For greater certainty, this per‐
mission does not affect the prohibition against impeaching or
questioning the proceedings of the House of Commons in
courts or otherwise. The House of Commons retains the right
and privilege to find users in contempt of Parliament if a re‐
production or use is not in accordance with this permission.

La présente permission ne porte pas atteinte aux privilèges,
pouvoirs, immunités et droits de la Chambre et de ses
comités. Il est entendu que cette permission ne touche pas
l’interdiction de contester ou de mettre en cause les délibéra‐
tions de la Chambre devant les tribunaux ou autrement. La
Chambre conserve le droit et le privilège de déclarer l’utilisa‐
teur coupable d’outrage au Parlement lorsque la reproduc‐
tion ou l’utilisation n’est pas conforme à la présente permis‐
sion.

Also available on the House of Commons website at the
following address: https://www.ourcommons.ca

Aussi disponible sur le site Web de la Chambre des
communes à l’adresse suivante :

https://www.noscommunes.ca


