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The House met at 2 p.m.

 

Prayer

● (1405)

[Translation]
The Speaker: It being Wednesday, we will now have the singing

of the national anthem led by the hon. member for Glengarry—
Prescott—Russell.

[Members sang the national anthem]

STATEMENTS BY MEMBERS
[English]

BIRTHDAY CONGRATULATIONS
Mr. Tony Van Bynen (Newmarket—Aurora, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐

er, last Wednesday, our community celebrated the 100th birthday of
George Markow, a Second World War veteran and a community
hero.

At the start of the pandemic, George vowed to walk 100 kilome‐
tres around his retirement home in Newmarket, and to
raise $100,000 for medical research before his 100th birthday. A
year later, George has raised over $160,000 and walked more than
150 kilometres. At 100 years young, he says that he will continue to
walk and fundraise to help fight the coronavirus.

May George’s kindness motivate all of us to help those in need,
and may his determination to give back to his community inspire
all of us today and into the future.

On behalf of Newmarket-Aurora, I wish George a happy birth‐
day, and I thank him for his service.

* * *

COVID-19 RESTRICTIONS
Mr. John Williamson (New Brunswick Southwest, CPC): Mr.

Speaker, the Canada-U.S. border agreement includes an exemption
for Campobello. Residents of this New Brunswick island must
drive through the state of Maine to re-enter Canada for essential
reasons.

On April 9, Ottawa decided that islanders must comply with its
new registry, ArriveCAN, each time they drove on and off the is‐

land or risk fines. This means the responsible minister wants to
know whenever islanders go to and from work, buy groceries or fu‐
el, go see a doctor or comply with child custody arrangements.

However, New Brunswick already collects this health and travel
data. Ottawa's work is redundant. Campobello should be exempt
from ArriveCAN given its unique situation.

Canada is in a troubling third wave because of Ottawa's incom‐
petence securing vaccines. From April 4 to 16, 120 international
flights with COVID-positive passengers arrived in Canada. Leave
Campobello alone. The provincial government has it covered. Ot‐
tawa should instead do its job.

* * *
● (1410)

RAMADAN

Hon. Kirsty Duncan (Etobicoke North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
Muslims in Etobicoke North and across Canada are celebrating the
holy month of Ramadan. It is a month-long religious journey, a
time of spiritual reflection and an opportunity to show gratitude for
the many blessings we share, through fasting, prayer and charity.

While fasting during the daytime, many Muslim Canadians con‐
tinue to be on the front lines of our fight against COVID-19. Dur‐
ing these unprecedented times, we remember the many contribu‐
tions Muslim communities have made to our country since the pan‐
demic began, as they have done for many generations.

I would like to especially recognize Omar Farouk, president of
the International Muslims Organization that provided food weekly
to the community, and Osman Ali of the Somali Canadian Associa‐
tion of Etobicoke for providing groceries to families.

As we continue to follow public health guidelines to keep our
communities safe, I wish all those celebrating a blessed and peace‐
ful Ramadan.
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[Translation]

RAIL TRANSPORTATION
Mr. Stéphane Bergeron (Montarville, BQ): Mr. Speaker, peo‐

ple in Saint‑Basile‑le‑Grand, Saint‑Bruno‑de‑Montarville and
Saint‑Hubert are extremely concerned about rail safety, and they
are probably not the only ones, given the very preventable
Lac‑Mégantic tragedy, which I had first-hand experience with as
the Quebec minister of public security at the time.

My predecessor and current mayor of Saint‑Basile‑le‑Grand,
Yves Lessard, managed to limit the number of cars per consist trav‐
elling through the riding to 100 by publicly raising the issue again
and again.

However, that number has been rising since then, and we are
now sometimes seeing up to 200 cars per consist. In addition to the
annoyance the passage of a long train causes in terms of vibrations
and traffic disruptions, this situation raises some real safety con‐
cerns, not only because of the potentially hazardous materials trav‐
elling through our communities, but also because
Saint‑Basile‑le‑Grand is literally cut in half for increasingly longer
periods, which could prevent emergency services from travelling
from one side of town to the other when needed.

Canadian National needs to stop turning a deaf ear and start re‐
sponding to the legitimate concerns of those affected.

* * *

MONTREAL NORTH RELIGIOUS LEADERS
Mr. Emmanuel Dubourg (Bourassa, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, today

I want to talk about how religious leaders are helping to fight
COVID‑19 in Montreal North, in the riding of Bourassa.

Thirty or so religious leaders, including pastors, imams, priests
and a Buddhist monk, participated in a virtual meeting that I had
the honour of organizing. These leaders were joined by experts
such as Montreal's regional director of public health; Senator
Mégie; Mr. Boisrond, a sociologist; medical associations serving
the Haitian community; and officials from the Montreal Island
North health and social services centre, the CIUSSS.

In order to foster positive attitudes toward vaccination among
members of religious communities, they suggested a communica‐
tions campaign to counter misunderstandings and misinformation
about the vaccine. Many expressed an interest in having the
CIUSSS set up temporary vaccination clinics in their places of wor‐
ship. I applaud the religious leaders who participated in the meeting
for their dedication and involvement.

* * *
[English]

MENTAL HEALTH
Mr. Colin Carrie (Oshawa, CPC): Mr. Speaker, improving ac‐

cess to mental health care is essential for all Canadians, now more
than ever, especially for our youth.

Right behind me is Simcoe Street United Church, home of the
Back Door Mission. Since COVID, those seeking help are younger
than ever, as young as 15 years old, and almost all are struggling

with mental health issues. Clarence Keesman, head of The Refuge
Youth Outreach Centre, said that this week they lost another of
their beloved youth. That brings the total deaths to five since last
fall.

My daughter Grace, like too many young women, has seen the
prolonged COVID shutdowns play havoc on her mental and physi‐
cal health, jeopardizing her education and healthy future. She asks,
“For young people is the cure worse than the disease?”

I am very thankful to the Oshawa organizations that are working
every day to help these young people, but they cannot do it alone.
Access to mental health care must be a priority. Let us set aside the
politics of division and recognize our common humanity. Let us
stand together and improve access to mental health care for all
Canadians.

* * *

ESSENTIAL WORKERS
Hon. David McGuinty (Ottawa South, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it is

a real privilege for me to thank essential workers in my riding and
across Canada.

Essential workers bravely go to work every day in these very
challenging times. I thank our Canadian Armed Forces, first re‐
sponders, day care workers, teachers and school staff, grocery store
clerks, pharmacists and their staff, automotive technicians, truckers,
municipal workers, bus drivers, waste collection employees, taxi
and ride-share drivers, pilots, warehouse workers, delivery drivers,
veterinarians, farm workers, food processing plant workers, securi‐
ty guards, pharmaceutical manufacturing workers, restaurant em‐
ployees preparing takeout, HVAC technicians, plumbers, electri‐
cians, roofers, contractors and so many more.

We will never forget the sacrifices that all our essential workers
are making, and I thank them on behalf of all our neighbours.

* * *
● (1415)

[Translation]

NATIONAL VOLUNTEER WEEK
Mrs. Brenda Shanahan (Châteauguay—Lacolle, Lib.): Mr.

Speaker, this week is National Volunteer Week, so I would like to
take this opportunity to thank the thousands of Canadians who give
generously of their time and energy to help their communities.

I especially want to recognize the support of volunteers in
Châteauguay—Lacolle as well as organizations like our volunteer
centres in Châteauguay, Napierville and Saint-Rémi and others like
Sourire sans fin, La Rencontre Châteauguoise and Entraide Merci‐
er.

[English]

Volunteering is the oxygen our country needs to thrive. We see
how much volunteers do for all of us, and this is all the more true
during this pandemic.
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I would like to thank each and every person who chooses to vol‐

unteer for this precious gift of his or her time.

* * *

MENTAL HEALTH
Mr. John Brassard (Barrie—Innisfil, CPC): Mr. Speaker, like

all communities across Canada, Barrie—Innisfil has not been im‐
mune to increased anxiety and mental health issues because of this
crisis. The pandemic, resulting lockdowns, restrictions and failures
of the government have taken an unimaginable toll on everyone's
mental health, sparing no one and no age group. Therefore, it
should not surprise anyone that we have seen a marked increase in
suicides in every community, including ours.

As we approach Canadian Mental Health Week and Children's
Mental Health Week, I encourage the Liberal government to move
quickly and implement a national 988 crisis and suicide hotline. Let
me remind the Prime Minister that a motion was passed unani‐
mously by Parliament 129 days ago to implement the hotline.

I was glad that both Barrie City Council and Innisfil Town Coun‐
cil recently moved motions in support of a 988 hotline, and I thank
them both for their endorsement.

Finally, everyone who is suffering, no matter where they live,
their age or the reason, should know there are resources within their
communities across Canada that they can access. They are not
alone, and there is always someone to talk to.

* * *
[Translation]

HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN OF CANADA
Mrs. Alexandra Mendès (Brossard—Saint-Lambert, Lib.):

Mr. Speaker, 95 years ago today, a princess was born in London.
Her future looked rather ordinary, but she went on to make history.

[English]

Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth II, Queen of Canada, today marks
nine and a half decades of a life so profoundly dedicated to service
that few, if any of us, can ever begin to imagine or comprehend.

However, today, Her Majesty is also living her greatest loss.
Mourning for the Duke of Edinburgh, her closest companion for 73
of those 95 years, can only be a profoundly painful reminder that
the solitude of her reign is now total.

[Translation]

My lifelong monarchist leanings aside, today I wish to salute our
extraordinary sovereign, Her Majesty the Queen of Canada. I want
to commend her sense of duty, her undeniable dedication as the
head of the Commonwealth to foster harmony among its member
states and, above all, her refusal to let adversity conquer hope.

[English]

With deep respect, Your Majesty, my heartfelt wishes for a day
blessed with the affection of millions of people throughout the
Commonwealth.

THE ENVIRONMENT

Ms. Leona Alleslev (Aurora—Oak Ridges—Richmond Hill,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, climate change is real. Constituents in my rid‐
ing and across Canada are committed to reducing greenhouse gas
emissions at home and abroad.

Canadians know that an environment plan that is realistic, pro‐
portional and achievable is long overdue. Over five years, the Lib‐
erals have made grand pronouncements but failed to deliver con‐
crete results. Canada has the highest environmental standards in the
world, but we must do more.

A Conservative plan with a carbon border tariff would deliver re‐
sults. It would reward industries for their emissions reduction inno‐
vations while incentivizing other nations to strive to meet Canadian
standards. If other countries were to adopt Canadian practices,
worldwide greenhouse gas emissions would be reduced by 25%.

Real progress on climate change will come when Canadian com‐
panies can remain competitive and other countries move closer to
Canada's world-class standards. Only the Conservative plan would
secure our environment and our future.

* * *

THE ECONOMY

Mr. Philip Lawrence (Northumberland—Peterborough
South, CPC): Mr. Speaker, Canada is facing the worst health and
economic crisis in a generation.

While the government has announced record spending in its bud‐
get, what it did not introduce was a responsible recovery plan.
Many of my constituents are rightfully concerned that the debt in‐
troduced by the government will be felt for generations.

Canadians deserve a government with a plan to secure jobs, ac‐
countability, mental health, our environment, economy and, indeed,
our country. Now is the time to get back to work and secure the fu‐
ture for all Canadians.

* * *
● (1420)

CHILD CARE

Ms. Leah Gazan (Winnipeg Centre, NDP): Mr. Speaker, after
28 years of broken promises, the Liberal government announced
plans to invest $30 billion into a national child care program.
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Today, I want to thank organizations such as Child Care Now

and the Child Care Coalition of Manitoba for their efforts in this
long fight; however, I am not holding my breath. It has been 28
years since the Liberal government promised a national childcare
program.

Our party is ready to push the government to finally implement a
child care system that must be universally accessible and afford‐
able, and of high quality. It must be publicly and sufficiently funded
and publicly managed, and it must provide fair compensation that
respects this critical and vital profession.

This system must be tied to national standards developed with
those on the front lines who have expertise in the field, including
early childhood educators, child care staff, unions and activists. As
a former child care educator, I know that children, caregivers and
workers deserve nothing less.

* * *
[Translation]

THE BUDGET
Ms. Christine Normandin (Saint-Jean, BQ): Mr. Speaker, on

behalf of the Bloc Québécois, I want to inform the House that the
Quebec National Assembly unanimously adopted the following
motion in response to the budget:

THAT the National Assembly note that the Canadian budget tabled yesterday
represents an unacceptable encroachment on its exclusive jurisdictions;

THAT it reaffirm its utmost confidence in the Québec network of childcare ser‐
vices and that it refuse outright any condition that may be imposed on Québec in
future negotiations on the full amount of compensation that it should be paid;

THAT it reiterate its resolution of 2 December 2020 that denounced Ottawa’s
desire to impose Canadian standards in Québec CHSLDs and long-term care facili‐
ties for the elderly, and that requested that health transfer payments be increased to
the equivalent of 35% of healthcare network costs;

THAT it deplore the fact that this issue was not addressed in the Canadian bud‐
get;

THAT it recall that mental health is the exclusive jurisdiction of Québec and that
the National Assembly is opposed to the establishment of Canadian standards in
this field.

This is the unanimous voice of Quebec, and the House must ac‐
knowledge it.

* * *
[English]

HER MAJESTY QUEEN ELIZABETH II
Hon. Michael Chong (Wellington—Halton Hills, CPC): Mr.

Speaker, today is the Queen's birthday. Her Majesty is 95. This
birthday takes place at a sad time, following the death of His Royal
Highness The Prince Philip.

Her reign began on February 6, 1952. At that time, Louis St.
Laurent was prime minister. Since then, the Queen has worked with
12 Canadian prime ministers and has been Canada's Queen for al‐
most half the time since Confederation.

At 18 she joined the armed forces, training as a driver and me‐
chanic during the Second World War. At 21 she said:

My whole life whether it be long or short shall be devoted to your service.

That is a commitment she has more than fulfilled.

[Translation]

Queen Elizabeth II has supported Canada through some water‐
shed moments in our country's history and has established herself
as a protector of our traditions.

[English]

Today, I know the House and the country join with me in wishing
Her Majesty the Queen all health and strength on her birthday.

Long live the Queen. God save the Queen.

* * *

BLACK LIVES MATTER

Ms. Marci Ien (Toronto Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, he cried
for his mother. He begged to breathe with a police officer's knee
pressing on his neck. Minutes later he was gone, and everybody
knew his name: George Floyd.

There were marches around the globe. A sea of people took to
the streets, chanting “Black lives matter” and demanding justice.
For anyone who ever questioned systemic racism, George Floyd
was an answer. Even with the video captured from the cellphone of
a brave 17-year-old girl, who chose to stop and record what the
world would see, I was not sure what would happen. Would there
be a guilty verdict?

Yes, on all three counts. I wept not tears of joy, but of relief and
resolve. This is not an ending, it is a beginning. There is no joy.
There is no complete justice. There is only work and we have much
more to do.

ORAL QUESTIONS

[English]

HEALTH

Hon. Erin O'Toole (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Fifty-
eight per cent capacity, Mr. Speaker: that is what the Public Health
Agency of Canada says the vaccine rollout is operating at because
we do not have the supply to do more. It was operating at close to
zero when the third wave started building in January and February.

Why does the Prime Minister think that 58% is good enough for
Canadians?
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● (1425)

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, we are working closely with the provinces and territories to sup‐
port them in their responsibility of administering vaccines. We have
sent more than 13.6 million vaccines to the provinces and territo‐
ries, with millions more arriving in the weeks and months to come.
We know that in the month of May there are at least two million
Pfizer vaccines and more others coming in every single week. In
the month of June, there will be tens of millions coming in. That is
why it is important that the provinces be ready, as they are, for the
ramp-up as we move forward on getting everybody vaccinated.

Hon. Erin O'Toole (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, more will be coming when the countries that had a plan
are finished vaccinating their populations.

We are in a race against variants in this third wave, and we are
losing because we did not have the vaccines needed in January and
in February. In fact, we still do not. However, the Prime Minister is
now not even restricting flights from COVID hot spots to stop the
entry of new dangerous variants.

The Prime Minister failed at the border last year. Why is he fail‐
ing again?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, as I said, we have delivered more than 13.6 million doses of
vaccines to provinces and territories. We actually passed, by about
50%, our target of delivering six million vaccines by the end of
March, and we will continue to deliver more vaccines to get Cana‐
dians through this.

At the borders we have some of the strongest measures in the
world, but we will also continue to look at other ways based on sci‐
ence and data to keep Canadians safe. Importation from the border
is a fraction of the cases that are coming in, but we will still make
sure that we are doing everything necessary to keep Canadians safe.

Hon. Erin O'Toole (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): It is a
sad day, Mr. Speaker, when a Canadian Prime Minister celebrates
making his targets by stealing vaccines from the developing world.

Having no vaccines in January or in February means we are hav‐
ing a third wave in April. No border measures immediately means
that the third wave could last until June. The Americans have intro‐
duced new border measures against Canada because of the lack of
control of variants by this Prime Minister.

What is it going to take for Canadians to finally see action on
COVID from this Prime Minister?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): First of all,
Mr. Speaker, once again we see Conservatives pedalling falsehoods
when they say “no vaccines in January or February”. That is simply
not true. We have continued to deliver. We have continued to in‐
crease our vaccine supplies and we actually went well beyond the
predicted targets.

At the same time, we see once again that the Conservatives are
not asking any questions about the budget. Why? It is because they
must support it. They must think that it is excellent, and they recog‐
nize how targeted it is for Canadians, how it is going to get us
through this COVID recession and how it is going to build us back
better. I thank the Conservatives for their support.

[Translation]

THE BUDGET

Hon. Erin O'Toole (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I have a question about the budget.

The third wave and the variants are out of control. That is a fact.
Canadians are tired. That is the reality.

The Prime Minister is promising to increase health transfers to
the provinces, but not until after the pandemic. He is sending water
after the fire has been put out.

Why is the Prime Minister abandoning the provinces yet again
when they need help right now?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, it is interesting to see that the Conservative leader asks questions
about the budget only in French. I am sure there is something to
that, but let us move on to something else.

Then he just keeps talking nonsense. We have transferred billions
of dollars to help the provinces and their health care systems during
this pandemic. With this budget, we are providing an additional $4
billion.

We have been there for Canadians despite the fact that the Con‐
servatives say that we are spending too much, that we should spend
less and that we should not be there for Canadians so much.

That is not right. We will always be there to support Canadians.

* * *

HEALTH

Hon. Erin O'Toole (Leader of the Opposition, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the provinces need a leader, not a father.

Last year, the Prime Minister failed to close the border because
he had no plan to slow the spread of the virus. Yesterday, the Unit‐
ed States introduced new measures for our border because this gov‐
ernment is slow to take action to stop the variants.

We are in the third wave, and the Prime Minister is still slow to
take action in the hot spots.

When will he take action?
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● (1430)

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, today, the Leader of the Opposition asked five questions and in‐
vented facts for each one. I understand that parliamentarians have a
responsibility to debate in this place, but when he says, for instance,
that the United States has just changed their position on Canada,
that is simply not true. The United States has expressed concerns
about many countries, including Canada, since November and con‐
tinues to do so.

The Conservatives feel the need to spout falsehoods to play poli‐
tics. That is not the way it should be.

Mr. Yves-François Blanchet (Beloeil—Chambly, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, according to The Globe and Mail, Canada's Prime Minis‐
ter promised to approve long-term provincial health transfer in‐
creases. That is all well and good, but the budget is here and now.
That does not show up in any of the next few years in this budget.
How strange.

My question is very simple: Are these health transfer increases
happening now? Will they cover 35% of costs?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, the Bloc Québécois appears to have forgotten that, in December,
we met with all the provincial and territorial premiers. I stated very
clearly at that time that, yes, we will be there to increase health
transfers for the long term, but not until we have gotten through the
pandemic. I also said that we will continue to be there throughout
the pandemic with billions of dollars in support for the provinces.
We are allocating $19 billion for the recovery, $4 billion of it now,
in this budget, for health transfers and all the help the provinces
need now.

Mr. Yves-François Blanchet (Beloeil—Chambly, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, I realize that, in the Prime Minister's mind, the pandemic
is going to last even longer than five years.

I would like to repeat something we heard earlier today. The
Quebec National Assembly unanimously adopted the following:

That it reiterate its resolution of 2 December 2020 that denounced Ottawa's de‐
sire to impose Canadian standards in Québec CHSLDs and long-term care facilities
for the elderly, and that requested that health transfer payments be increased to the
equivalent of 35% of healthcare network costs;

That it deplore the fact that this issue was not addressed in the Canadian budget;

I am not the only one who missed it. Quebec has voted unani‐
mously against the Prime Minister.

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, all Quebeckers and all Canadians are concerned about what hap‐
pens to seniors across the country. They recognize that all seniors
across the country must be able to retire with dignity and security.
That is precisely why we are working with the provinces and terri‐
tories to ensure that our seniors have a secure retirement and are
properly protected in long-term care homes.

We recognize and respect provincial jurisdictions, but we will
provide funding to help the provinces ensure that all seniors are
protected.
[English]

Mr. Jagmeet Singh (Burnaby South, NDP): Mr. Speaker, a
doctor in Ontario wrote to the Prime Minister, urging the Prime

Minister to invoke the Emergencies Act and to step in and help.
She writes of how the situation in Ontario is so bad that not only
COVID-19 patients, but all patients seeking health care, are limited
in the health care they can receive.

Specifically, she wrote, “How angry would you be, if your loved
one had a heart attack and there was no hospital or ICU bed for
them?”

Will the Prime Minister declare a public welfare emergency and
immediately get the help that people need to get vaccines to those
who need it most?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, as I said, the federal government is here to help all Canadians.
We have their backs. That is why we have indicated to the Govern‐
ment of Ontario that we are there to provide more supports.
Whether it is through Red Cross, more vaccine doses or invest‐
ments in health care, we will continue to be there to support Cana‐
dians right across the country.

I find it interesting, however, that the NDP is now calling on us
to invoke the Emergencies Act, when Tommy Douglas famously
criticized my father for doing the same thing. We believe in work‐
ing with the provinces and delivering concretely. That is what we
will continue to do.

● (1435)

Mr. Jagmeet Singh (Burnaby South, NDP): Mr. Speaker, the
Prime Minister knows that is a completely different act. The Prime
Minister also knows that having someone's back means actually
stepping in and helping, not standing back and watching. Radhika,
from the greater Toronto area, lost her father to COVID-19. Her fa‐
ther worked for 26 years in the same factory in the greater Toronto
area before getting COVID-19, getting sick and then dying. She
says that the way forward is to make sure people have paid sick
leave.

Will the Prime Minister, if he believes he can have people's
backs, improve access to paid sick leave and protect workers?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, the tragedies faced by far too many Canadian families over these
past many months have been heartbreaking.

Every step of the way, governments have been there to support
people. We have been working hand in glove with provincial and
territorial governments. We have been delivering direct supports to
families, and we know that there continues to be more to do.

We moved forward with paid sick leave to make sure that people
did not have to face the impossible choice between going to work
and putting food on the table, and we will continue to work to do
more. We know that people need us to continue to have their backs,
and we will.
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[Translation]

Mr. Gérard Deltell (Louis-Saint-Laurent, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
there was a 10-day period in January and February when Canada
did not receive any vaccines and we are seeing the results of that
now.

As a result of that gap created by the Prime Minister, the third
wave is much worse in Canada than anywhere else, resulting in
very strict lockdown measures being imposed on Canadians. They
are being told not to travel. Not so long ago, however, the Prime
Minister said he was getting ready to travel to Great Britain this
summer.

Why does the Prime Minister say one thing and do another?
Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐

er, it is amazing to see the lengths to which the Conservative Party
will go to make political comments and attacks.

I was hoping to attend the heads of government meeting, the G7,
in person in June. Obviously that will very much depend on the sit‐
uation when the time comes. That is exactly what I said.

We will be responsible and we will continue to work with our
counterparts around the world to get through this global crisis and
work on the vitally important global economic recovery.

Mr. Gérard Deltell (Louis-Saint-Laurent, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
I certainly do not need to go to great lengths to find examples. In
fact, let us look to another country and talk about CNN.

Not long ago, CNN said that this was a real failure by the Prime
Minister's government and that Canadians deserve better.

That is what other countries think about the Prime Minister's
management.

The spokesperson for British Prime Minister Boris Johnson said
the same thing. He chided the Prime Minister for saying that Great
Britain was having serious problems, which was not true. Canada is
the one having serious problems, because the Prime Minister did
not do a good job with the vaccines in January and February.

Can he at least recognize that?
Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐

er, the Conservative Party health critic told Canadians that they
might not get vaccinated until 2030.

We got people vaccinated in 2020, even before the new year. At
the same time, we recognize that there is still work to be done. We
have now passed the threshold of having vaccinated 25% of Cana‐
dians, but we know that we need to do more. That is why, in a week
and a half, in May, we are going to to start getting more than two
million vaccines per week, and those numbers are going to keep go‐
ing up. We are working hard on this every day.

Mr. Gérard Deltell (Louis-Saint-Laurent, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
Canadians remember that we received vaccines in December 2020.

The Prime Minister put on a dog and pony show, but Canadians
also remember that there were no vaccines for 10 days in January
and February. Today, the consequence is that the third wave is hit‐
ting harder in Canada than elsewhere because the Prime Minister

created unfavourable conditions for this third wave, which has
caused Canadians to suffer.

Can the Prime Minister acknowledge his failure to deliver vac‐
cines in January and February?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, it is important to stick to the facts.

We promised Canadians that we would receive six million doses
of vaccines in the first three months of 2020. We exceeded that by
50% and received nine million doses. We are exceeding our projec‐
tions, but we do acknowledge that there is much more work to be
done. We will continue to work day and night to deliver more and
more vaccines so we can get through this pandemic.

● (1440)

[English]

Ms. Raquel Dancho (Kildonan—St. Paul, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
4,000 Manitoba essential workers will be fully vaccinated months
earlier than the Prime Minister planned, thanks to the kindness and
generosity of the North Dakota people. While transporting goods
within the United States, Manitoba truckers will receive both rec‐
ommended doses, two doses, within a short six-week period. Full
credit goes to Manitoba's premier for his visionary leadership on
this.

Will the Prime Minister admit that it is in fact his vaccine short‐
ages that caused the third wave of the pandemic and encouraged
multiple premiers to go cap in hand to the governor of North Dako‐
ta?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, the Conservatives would do well to pay a little more attention to
science rather than grounding everything in their partisan attacks.

I would like to remind the hon. member that we have worked ev‐
ery step of the way with the provinces and territories throughout
this pandemic, including on procuring and supplying them with
vaccines. Provinces are free to make their own decisions on who
should be prioritized for vaccination. We are happy to see the
Province of Manitoba making essential workers such as truckers a
priority.

As I have said many times, every Canadian who wants to be will
be fully vaccinated by September.

Ms. Raquel Dancho (Kildonan—St. Paul, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
the Prime Minister would do well to remember that the third wave
is raging in Canada, and Canadians are tired of waiting for vac‐
cines. We are seeing dual citizens in Ontario crossing the U.S. bor‐
der to get vaccinated. Many Canadians know snowbirds who have
done the same. Everyone but the Prime Minister can see that suc‐
cess in the U.S. and the U.K. has allowed them to begin reopening,
yet Canada has resorted to taking vaccines from developing na‐
tions, which is an international embarrassment.
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Oral Questions
Canadians deserve far better than the Prime Minister's medi‐

ocrity. Will he admit that his failure to deliver enough vaccines in
January and February led to the third wave of the pandemic in
Canada?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, instead of talking down the hard-working Canadians across the
country, in the provinces, the territories and the federal government,
who have been working unbelievably hard to get people vaccinated,
they should respect and reflect on the fact that Canada is now third
in the G20, in terms of people who have been vaccinated. In terms
of the G7, we are also third, behind the U.S. and the U.K., indeed,
but ahead of many of our European counterparts.

We will continue to do even better. We will continue to bring in
even more vaccines because we know that vaccination and science
is the way through this pandemic.

Ms. Raquel Dancho (Kildonan—St. Paul, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
this is serious. People are getting sicker, and they are dying.
Provinces are heading back into the third wave of the pandemic
with lockdowns. ICUs are overwhelmed, and field hospitals are be‐
ing built in Ontario. A Vancouver nurse is asking for prayers be‐
cause the situation is worse than she has ever seen. She is seeing
people as young as 20 years old in her ICU. Canadians are frustrat‐
ed, and they are tired. It is costing more Canadian lives and liveli‐
hoods.

This is the COVID-19 legacy of the Prime Minister. Will he
show humility for once and acknowledge that his failure to get vac‐
cines to Canada adequately in January and February led to the third
wave of the pandemic and is costing Canadian lives?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, on this we can agree. Canadians are tired of this COVID pan‐
demic. People are frustrated about the restrictions that continue, but
we need to get through this as quickly and as best as possible. That
is why we are working day and night to bring in even more vaccine
doses, so we can end this pandemic. In the meantime, we are going
to need to continue to follow local public health guidelines.

We actually, as a federal government, brought in measures so
that premiers across the country could make tough decisions around
closing down various sectors of the economy, knowing that the fed‐
eral government would be there to support workers and small busi‐
nesses, and to have Canadians' backs.

* * *
[Translation]

JUSTICE
Mr. Yves-François Blanchet (Beloeil—Chambly, BQ): Mr.

Speaker, a ruling on Bill 21 has finally been handed down.

The justice recognized that the Quebec National Assembly has
viable and legitimate authority over such matters, but ruled that the
National Assembly does not have authority over one aspect. Que‐
bec will obviously be appealing.

Does the Prime Minister recognize Quebec's jurisdiction over
such matters? Will he commit to not funding its opponents?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, we are of course aware of the ruling. We will let the legal pro‐

cess take its course and will continue to monitor this situation
closely.

● (1445)

Mr. Yves-François Blanchet (Beloeil—Chambly, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, I want to read something out, to get some more details
from the Prime Minister.

That the National Assembly recall that the Québec nation has never consented to
the constitutional order imposed in 1982 by the Government of Canada;

That it affirm that the Québec nation can legitimately establish its own rules for
living together, in accordance with its own history, culture and institutions;

That it reiterate that all Québécois are equal before the law and that the law ap‐
plies to all;

That it recall that the laws passed by the National Assembly apply across the en‐
tire territory of Québec.

This was a motion unanimously adopted by every single member
of the Quebec National Assembly. Will the Prime Minister respect
Quebeckers?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, we are of course aware of the ruling. We will let the legal pro‐
cess take its course and will continue to monitor this situation
closely.

* * *
[English]

HEALTH

Hon. Michelle Rempel Garner (Calgary Nose Hill, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I cannot get over this. The Prime Minister is standing in
question period today while millions of Ontarians are under lock‐
down again. The third wave is raging and he is speculating about
his own international travel. It is not the time for international trav‐
el unless it is FOMO for the Prime Minister missing out on a cock‐
tail party or some sort of photo op.

The reality is that by the end of February, only 5% of Canadians
had received even their first shot. That is unconscionable. Will the
Prime Minister admit that if he had—

The Speaker: The hon. Prime Minister.

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, the reality is 25% of Canadians have received at least their first
shot of the vaccine. In the coming weeks we are going to start get‐
ting more than two million vaccines every single week and those
numbers are going to keep going up. We know how important this
is.

On the issue of international travel, it is amazing to see the
lengths to which the Conservative Party will go to make attacks. I
highlighted that I was hoping to attend the G7 heads of government
meeting in June in Cornwall to work on the global recovery, but the
Conservatives certainly cannot have any of that.
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Oral Questions
Hon. Michelle Rempel Garner (Calgary Nose Hill, CPC): Mr.

Speaker, there are a lot of Canadians who want to travel to go to
funerals, to visit ailing loved ones, but they are not having any of
that, and that is because the Prime Minister only delivered enough
for 5% of Canadians to get their first dose of vaccine within the
first two months of the year, that critical time when we could have
stopped the third wave. He spent last summer covering up the WE
scandal and shutting down Parliament instead of negotiating con‐
tracts that could have gotten us those vaccines.

Will he admit that his failure to procure vaccines in January and
February led to the third wave?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, again, we have now passed the threshold of having vaccinated
25% of Canadians. We need to continue to do more, and that is
something we are going to continue to do.

In terms of opportunities for the global community to come to‐
gether, particularly the leaders of the seven largest economies, as I
said, it is not certain, but I am hopeful to be able to sit with them in
person. I would do it wherever it was. Whether it was in Cornwall,
whether it was held in Oklahoma, I would be there for the G7.

Hon. Michelle Rempel Garner (Calgary Nose Hill, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the Prime Minister can mock his international travel
against people who need to travel to see ailing loved ones who are
separated from their families, but that is not going to cut it. He cites
statistics, but one statistic is fact: only 2% of Canadians have been
fully vaccinated. That is abysmal. That is not going to stop the third
wave. There is not enough supply. We are having to administer first
shots of vaccines off-label for four months because he did not pro‐
duce enough vaccines.

We could have stopped the first wave if he had gotten us vac‐
cines in January and February, but he did not. Why?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, once again the Conservatives demonstrate that they will never
let the facts get in the way of a good political partisan attack.

The reality is that we have been working diligently. Indeed, ex‐
perts on the National Advisory Council on Immunization made a
recommendation that Canada follow a one-dose strategy with a
larger stretch point between the two doses so that we could ensure
more Canadians are protected. Those decisions are grounded in sci‐
ence and even the Conservative health critic has to recognize that
rather than make partisan attacks.
● (1450)

Hon. Michelle Rempel Garner (Calgary Nose Hill, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, it is just ridiculous. It is off-label. No other country is sep‐
arating doses by four months, only Canada because he did not get
us enough vaccines. Fact, only 2% of Canadians are fully vaccinat‐
ed. Fact, only 5% were fully vaccinated by the end of January. That
is his partisan fault. Enough with the partisan games. He did not get
us these vaccines and now we are in the third wave. Now ICUs are
overflowing and it is because he did not negotiate these contracts.

Why did we not have enough vaccines in January and February?
For shame.

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, again I do not want to tell the health critic for the Conservative

Party how to do her job, but if she looked around, the U.K. was ac‐
tually the first country to expand that four-month spread strategy. It
is a way of getting more people protected as quickly as possible.
That is the strategy that Canadian scientists and experts have rec‐
ommended and that is what we are continuing to do.

We have now passed the threshold of 25% of Canadians vacci‐
nated, we have millions more vaccines coming in the coming
weeks and months and we look forward to getting through this pan‐
demic by working together.

Mr. Jagmeet Singh (Burnaby South, NDP): Mr. Speaker, sad‐
ly, people are still faced with the impossible choice of going into
work sick or staying at home and not getting paid because the
Prime Minister refuses to fix the paid sick leave.

The Ontario Science Table agrees paid sick leave saves lives, yet
the Prime Minister continues to refuse to improve access to paid
sick leave. He is not listening to the scientists, he is not listening to
workers and he is not listening to families who have lost loved
ones.

What will it take for the Prime Minister to improve access to
paid sick leave and save workers?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, from the beginning of this pandemic, we have had Canadians'
backs with unprecedented supports for workers, for families, for
small businesses, for seniors and for young people, and we have
continued to do that.

In discussions with the provinces and territories at the end of last
summer, we moved forward with two weeks of paid sick leave,
knowing it would make a big difference across the country and we
continue to work on that. We expanded it to four weeks.

We also recognize the provinces themselves have a role to play,
and I hope a number of them will continue to step up on paid sick
leave. There is work for all of us to do, but eight dollars out of ev‐
ery 10 dollars to support Canadians came from the federal govern‐
ment.

[Translation]

Mr. Jagmeet Singh (Burnaby South, NDP): Mr. Speaker, the
Prime Minister has finally tabled a budget that responds to the
NDP's concerns and signature demands. I congratulate him, but the
Prime Minister forgot to address an urgent demand from the
provinces and territories to increase health transfers.
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Oral Questions
We are in the middle of a health crisis, and our health care sys‐

tem has to meet the needs of the people. Will the Prime Minister
promise to increase health transfers, yes or no?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, yes, I promised that last December during conversations and
meetings with the provincial and territorial premiers.

I also acknowledged that our health care system has urgent needs
in the short term. That is why we transferred billions of dollars
more to the provinces and territories to get through this pandemic.

Once this crisis is behind us, we will sit down together and figure
out how we will continue to increase health transfers for the long
term. That is what we will do.

* * *
[English]

FAMILIES, CHILDREN AND SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT
Ms. Lenore Zann (Cumberland—Colchester, Lib.): Mr.

Speaker, the global pandemic has been tough on all Canadians, but
particularly on women, who tend to be the family caregivers, espe‐
cially during a crisis. Research shows many women have had to ex‐
it the workforce, risking decades of women's hard-fought gains in
the workplace. We know this often due to a lack of affordable, ac‐
cessible and quality early learning and child care.

Can the Prime Minister please tell us how much we are investing
in a national child care program, why it is so important for parents
now and how this will support women right across Canada?
● (1455)

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, I thank the member for Cumberland—Colchester for raising this
important issue.

Child care should not be a luxury, it should be something every‐
one can afford. That is why budget 2021 commits up to $30 billion
over five years to build a Canada-wide child care system. This plan
aims to cut fees by 50% by the end of next year, and in five years,
we aim to reach an average of $10-a-day day care right across the
country.

We look forward to working with all the provinces and territories
to ensure all Canadians have access to early learning and child care.

* * *
[Translation]

HEALTH
Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Carleton, CPC): Mr. Speaker, in the

United Kingdom, restaurants are beginning to reopen. New Zealand
and Australia are accepting international passengers without a quar‐
antine. In the United States, major sports and music venues are be‐
ginning to reopen safely.

Here in Canada, we are dealing with a huge third wave. Why is
Canada faring so poorly compared to some of our international al‐
lies?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, we recognize that many Canadians are going through extremely
tough times because of this third wave.

We also recognize that there are places in Canada that have been
spared this third wave, including the Atlantic provinces, where the
federal government's work with those provinces has led to a differ‐
ent pandemic reality, and the far north, where the federal govern‐
ment's work with the territorial premiers has led to a different pan‐
demic outcome.

We recognize that there are places that need more help, and the
federal government is going to be there for Ontario and any other
places needing that assistance.

[English]

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Carleton, CPC): Mr. Speaker, what they
needed is vaccines. That was the one job he had at this point in the
crisis.

Now he tries to throw on a cape and say he is the hero who is
going to solve the problem that he caused. The reality is, the rest of
the world was being vaccinated in January and February. Vaccina‐
tion rates in the U.S. and U.K. are twice what they are here in
Canada. The rest of the world is reopening while we are being con‐
fined to our basements because of the wave of variants that the
Prime Minister allowed.

Why did the rest of the world have access to vaccines in January
and February while we did not?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, again, it should come as no surprise that that particular member
has a way of inventing facts.

The reality is, we did get vaccines in January and February, un‐
like what the member is saying. Indeed, we need to continue to in‐
crease it. Although, for January, February and March, we actually
surpassed our target of six million vaccines by almost 9.5 million
vaccines total.

The reality is, we will continue to deliver vaccines to Canadians
as quickly as possible. We are now third in the G20 in terms of the
number of citizens vaccinated with at least one dose. We will con‐
tinue to accelerate our vaccination.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Carleton, CPC): Mr. Speaker, inventing
facts? This from the Prime Minister who has been embarrassed,
again, on the international stage for stating falsehoods.

The Independent of London stated that the Canadian Prime Min‐
ister:

...has bizarrely claimed that the UK is facing a “very serious third wave” of
Covid-19, despite cases in Britain currently being much lower than in Canada.

He spreads misinformation here at home and embarrasses us
abroad, when he should be apologizing for his colossal failure to
deliver vaccines.
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Oral Questions
Why were Canadians not vaccinated in January and February,

like everyone else?
Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐

er, I have answered that question.

It is fascinating to me that the former finance critic for the Con‐
servative Party, the now critic for jobs and growth, has absolutely
nothing to say about our federal budget. We just put forward an am‐
bitious plan for jobs and growth. I am quite aware that the Conser‐
vatives have taken issue with it, but they are choosing to not use
this opportunity for debate and for discussion in this House of
Commons.

I know the member for Carleton never shies away from debate,
but why is he not asking any questions about our plan to grow the
economy? Is it because it is that good?
● (1500)

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Carleton, CPC): Mr. Speaker, it is be‐
cause I looked through it, and there was no plan for jobs or for
growth to debate.

All the Prime Minister has done is lock down the businesses that
provide the jobs and growth. He has locked them down through his
failure, and his failure alone, to deliver the vaccines that are open‐
ing up economies around the world.

The President of the United States said every single adult in
America is now eligible for vaccines. Here in Canada, we have not
even had 30 vaccines for 100 people. That is the contrast.

If the Prime Minister wants to know why we have 300,000 miss‐
ing jobs and so many people seeing the end of their lives as a result
of COVID-19, it is because of his failure. Why did we not get vac‐
cinated in January and February, like everyone else?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, I now understand why the hon. member for Carleton is not ask‐
ing questions about the budget; he has not actually read the budget.

Let me inform him that in this budget, we are extending emer‐
gency supports to bridge Canadians and Canadian businesses
through to recovery. We are extending employment insurance sick‐
ness benefits from 15 to 26 weeks. We are revitalizing Canada's
tourism sector with a $1-billion investment. We are funding to en‐
hance initiatives, like the Black entrepreneurship program and the
women entrepreneurship strategy. We are establishing a $15 mini‐
mum wage, enriching the Canada workers benefit, and investing in
our small businesses and the transformation of supports they are
going to need for the future.

This is a jobs and growth budget, and we are all, apparently, very
proud of it in this House.

* * *
[Translation]

THE BUDGET
Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie (Joliette, BQ): Mr. Speaker, one of the

Prime Minister's marquee commitments in this budget is for a uni‐
versal child care system inspired by Quebec, which became a glob‐
al pioneer when Pauline Marois and the Parti Québécois created
early learning centres in 1997.

The Prime Minister is following Quebec's lead, so of course he
would not presume to tell Quebec what to do with its share of the
money. As they say, students do not correct the teacher's work.

Can the Prime Minister confirm that Quebec will get its fair
share of the funding, no strings attached? Will it be unconditional?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, Quebec and Quebeckers have been child care trailblazers for
some time now.

We know it is not only the right thing to do, but also the smart
thing to do for the economy, for equality, for opportunity and for
economic growth. That is exactly why we are going to take what
we have learned from Quebec and apply it across the country.

However, I can assure the House that budget 2021 includes an
asymmetrical agreement with Quebec that will allow for further im‐
provements to its system.

Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie (Joliette, BQ): Mr. Speaker, we want to
know whether there are any strings attached to this asymmetrical
agreement. Quebec wants it to be unconditional. We want confir‐
mation of that.

Will the agreement be unconditional or not?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, for several years, we have been investing tens of billions of dol‐
lars across the country to improve the child care system.

Every time, we have been able to come to a very positive agree‐
ment with Quebec in order to send the province money so that it
can invest in families and children.

We are confident that the work that we will do together, with
Quebec, will meet the needs of families across the country and that
the funding that we will send to Quebec will be invested properly.

We are happy to be coming to an agreement with Quebec, and I
am sure that it will happen.

* * *

PUBLIC SERVICES AND PROCUREMENT

Mr. Luc Berthold (Mégantic—L'Érable, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
some transparency and humility would be in order.

Since the beginning of question period, the Prime Minister has
continued to claim that he did not make any mistakes with regard to
the procurement of vaccines for Canadians.

Unfortunately, he is the one responsible for the third wave that
Canada is currently experiencing. We are seeing an average of
8,000 new cases per day. Quebeckers are dealing with a curfew that
restricts their ability to leave their homes and prevents them from
seeing their families.
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Oral Questions
If the Prime Minister had done his job properly, this would not

be happening. Why did he not provide vaccines to Canadians in
January and February as he should have?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, once again, let us look at the facts. During the first few months
of the year, we promised Canadians that we would deliver six mil‐
lion doses of the vaccine. We delivered 9.5 million doses.

We are keeping our word, but we recognize that we need to do
more. That is why we are working hard every day to deliver even
more doses of the vaccine across the country.
● (1505)

Mr. Luc Berthold (Mégantic—L'Érable, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
from the start of oral question period, the Prime Minister has been
telling us about his vaccine supply targets.

Who set those targets? He did.

Where are the contracts showing that the targets are based on
something? We are not allowed to see them.

Who does not believe the Prime Minister? Canadians, including
restaurant owners.

In my riding, the restaurant La Bourgade was forced to close af‐
ter throwing out all the inventory it had purchased for Easter. Chil‐
dren cannot have a social life because they have had to go back to
school on Zoom.

Why did he not do his job in January and February?
Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐

er, small and medium-sized businesses across the country have re‐
ceived unprecedented support from the federal government.

With regard to support during the pandemic, $8 of every $10
spent has been spent by the federal government.

We are there for families, we are there for students, we are there
for small business owners, and we will continue to be there even as
vaccines arrive—

The Speaker: Order. The hon. member for Mégantic—L'Érable.
Mr. Luc Berthold (Mégantic—L'Érable, CPC): Mr. Speaker,

if we had gotten vaccines, we would not still be providing loans to
small businesses that will have to pay these loans back in six
months, a year or two years.

If we had gotten vaccines, Quebec would not have had a curfew
preventing families from getting together and children from going
to school.

If we had been able to vaccinate at the same rate as the United
States, at least 26% of Canadians would have already gotten both
doses.

Today, the U.S. President was proud to announce that 200 mil‐
lion Americans had been vaccinated in just 100 days. Now, that is
something.

Why was the Prime Minister not able to get vaccines to Canadi‐
ans in January and February, to prevent the third wave we are in
right now?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, we have been working to help Canadians, small businesses and
families from the beginning of this pandemic. We have been devel‐
oping a strategy to vaccinate as many Canadians as possible as
quickly as possible.

Every week more and more vaccines are arriving in Canada. Ev‐
eryone will be vaccinated by the end of September. Many provinces
will be able to get the vast majority of Canadians their first dose be‐
fore the beginning of the summer.

We will keep going. We need to hold on through this third wave.

* * *

SENIORS

Mr. Yves Robillard (Marc-Aurèle-Fortin, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the older seniors get, the more financially vulnerable they become,
especially women.

We know that seniors over 75 are often unable to work, that they
have disabilities and greater health needs. The combination of high‐
er expenses and lower income means that seniors over 75 need ad‐
ditional support.

Can the Prime Minister explain what our government is doing to
make life more affordable for aging Canadians?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, I thank my colleague from Marc‑Aurèle‑Fortin for his hard work
on behalf of seniors.

Seniors are more likely to deplete their savings, have disabilities
and be widowed at a time when their health needs are on the rise.

In budget 2021, we kept our promise to increase old age security
by 10% for Canadians 75 and up. We will also support them in the
short term with a one-time payment of $500 in August.

Seniors built our country and they can rest assured that we will
be there for them.

* * *
[English]

HEALTH

Mr. Michael Barrett (Leeds—Grenville—Thousand Islands
and Rideau Lakes, CPC): Mr. Speaker, when confronted with
facts, the Prime Minister screams out that it is fake news, but he
justifies Canada going off label on the vaccines with a four-month
dosing by saying that the Brits did the same, when in fact they used
a three-month dosing interval.
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Oral Questions
Instead of spreading misinformation, can the Prime Minister

stand up and admit that Canada is in its third wave of lockdowns
because he failed to deliver enough vaccines for Canadians to get
both doses in January and February?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, a year ago, there was no COVID-19 vaccine. Now there are
many. Canada, because of our procurement strategy, was able to
sign deals with seven different potential vaccine makers, many of
which are now able to deliver vaccines, including to Canada. We
continue to increase the pace of vaccine doses arriving in Canada.
Indeed, in about a week and a half, we will switch to more than two
million doses of vaccines arriving every single week. We will have
close to 50 million vaccine doses by the end of June here in
Canada. We are on track to get through this pandemic.
● (1510)

Mr. Michael Barrett (Leeds—Grenville—Thousand Islands
and Rideau Lakes, CPC): Mr. Speaker, it is a real shame that the
Prime Minister says that with only 2.5% of Canadians fully vacci‐
nated we are on track. This third wave is his failure. Residents in
my riding can look across the border and see Americans in New
York state who can get vaccinated at 16 years of age, at their will,
because they have availability of supply. This is the third wave of
COVID and the third wave of lockdowns, because the Prime Minis‐
ter failed to get enough vaccines for Canadians.

Instead of making deals with the Chinese-owned CanSino, why
did the Prime Minister not focus on doing what was best for Cana‐
dians and getting vaccines for January and February?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, once again, it is important that in this House we base our debate
in facts. In January and February, we did deliver hundreds of thou‐
sands of vaccine doses to Canadians and, indeed, by the end of
March, by the end of the first quarter, we had surpassed our sched‐
uled deliveries of six million vaccines, for a total of 9.5 million
vaccines. We recognize there is much more to do, but as of right
now, over 25% of Canadians have received at least one dose of the
vaccine, and we are on our way to getting through this pandemic.

Mr. Michael Barrett (Leeds—Grenville—Thousand Islands
and Rideau Lakes, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I guess the Prime Minister
hopes that Canadians will accept that he will under-promise and
over-deliver up to 2.5% of Canadians being fully vaccinated. I can
tell the Prime Minister that is not good enough. The Prime Minister
shut down Parliament during a pandemic and had his members fili‐
buster the health committee, the defence committee, the ethics
committee and the procedure and House affairs committee, instead
of working together in a team Canada approach to vaccinate Cana‐
dians.

This third wave is a failure of the Prime Minister, and 25% of
Canadians getting their first dose is not enough to stop the third
wave. Why did the Prime Minister let us down?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, throughout this pandemic, one thing that has been strong and re‐
markable is the level of collaboration we have seen across political
parties and, indeed, across orders of government. That is what
Canadians have wanted to see, people working together. The feder‐
al government has consistently been there to support the provinces
and territories as we make it through the various waves and as we

face far too many tragedies. That is why $8 out of every $10 of
support for families through this pandemic came from the federal
government.

We have continued to step up every step of the way, and we will
continue to. We know we need to continue to work together. No‐
body wants to see the partisan attacks that are being demonstrated
now. They want to see us all working together, which we will.

* * *

THE BUDGET

Mr. Vance Badawey (Niagara Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we
are in the midst of this third wave of the COVID-19 pandemic.
Canadians need support now, and they need reassurance that the
economy will be strong and jobs will be created once we are
through this pandemic.

Could the Prime Minister update the House on how budget 2021
will support all Canadians?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, I would like to thank the hon. member for Niagara Centre for his
important question. This budget is about finishing the fight against
COVID-19 and it is about creating prosperity for Canadians. Bud‐
get 2021 is a historic investment to address the wounds of
COVID-19, put people first, create jobs, set businesses on a track
for growth, and ensure that Canada's future will be more equitable,
greener and more prosperous.

[Translation]

Mr. Jagmeet Singh (Burnaby South, NDP): Mr. Speaker, in his
budget, the Prime Minister is proposing to cut support payments
this summer.

Why? We are in the third wave of COVID‑19, people are still in
lockdown, and many are very much at risk of losing their jobs.

Why do the Liberal government and the Prime Minister want to
cut back support payments from $500 to $300 this summer? Why?

Right Hon. Justin Trudeau (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐
er, we have been there for Canadians every step of the way.

We promised to be there for as long as it takes with all the help
they need. We are there, and we will continue to be there to support
families, businesses, workers and all Canadians.
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We are all very hopeful that, by summer, we will be able to relax

restrictions and step up economic activity. We know that employers
will want to hire lots of people. That is why we invested in a hiring
incentive for employers.

We will always look closely at things to be sure we are doing
what it takes to give Canadians all the help they need.

● (1515)

The Speaker: That is all the time we have today for question pe‐
riod.

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS
[English]

GOVERNMENT RESPONSE TO PETITIONS
Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Presi‐

dent of the Queen’s Privy Council for Canada and Minister of
Intergovernmental Affairs and to the Leader of the Govern‐
ment in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, pursuant to
Standing Order 36(8)(a) I have the honour to table, in both official
languages, the government's response to 17 petitions. These re‐
sponses will be tabled in an electronic format.

* * *

PETITIONS

HUMAN RIGHTS

Mrs. Stephanie Kusie (Calgary Midnapore, CPC): Mr. Speak‐
er, I have the honour today to present, in both official languages,
petition e-2559, which calls upon the government to take further
steps with the People's Republic of China. The specific actions are
outlined within the petition as points of recommendation.

I look back to the years of the Harper administration when gov‐
ernment, in its foreign policy, went by the values of justice, democ‐
racy, human rights and the rule of law. This petition and those who
have signed it are in support of seeing these values once again
brought back to our government.

The Speaker: I want to ask the hon. members to be considerate.
We have a lot of people presenting petitions and only a limited
amount of time. If they can be as concise as possible, it would cer‐
tainly be appreciated.

The hon. member for Port Moody—Coquitlam.

FALUN GONG

Ms. Nelly Shin (Port Moody—Coquitlam, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to present two certified petitions from constituents.
Both call on the Government of Canada to deploy legal sanctions
against certain officials of the Communist Party of China who have
orchestrated gross human rights violations against the Falun Gong
practitioners.

I have 119 signatures for the first petition and 30 signatures for
the second.

HUMAN ORGAN TRAFFICKING

Mr. Garnett Genuis (Sherwood Park—Fort Saskatchewan,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, I have three petitions to present to the House
today.

The first petition is with respect to Bill S-204, to prohibit forced
organ harvesting and trafficking. That bill has just passed the Sen‐
ate committee and is back for third reading. The petitioners are in
support of the bill.

● (1520)

CONVERSION THERAPY

Mr. Garnett Genuis (Sherwood Park—Fort Saskatchewan,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, the second petition is about Bill C-6.

The petitioners support a ban on conversion therapy. They ask
the government to fix the problems with the definition of conver‐
sion therapy to align that definition with definitions of conversion
therapy that are used in other bans in other jurisdictions.

ETHIOPIA

Mr. Garnett Genuis (Sherwood Park—Fort Saskatchewan,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, the third and final petition draws the attention
of the House to the situation in the Tigray region of Ethiopia.

The petitioners call for greater government engagement in re‐
sponse to the humanitarian and human rights challenge in terms of
investigation and engagement with the relevant governments.

I commend these petitions to the consideration of all members.

CONVERSION THERAPY

Mr. Ted Falk (Provencher, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I rise to table a
petition signed by Canadians who are concerned about Bill C-6.

The petitioners state that violent, coercive actions that seek to
change someone's sexuality against his or her will are unacceptable,
but the definition of conversion therapy in Bill C-6 is so broad that
it captures instances that do not fit that description. They recognize
the impact this bill would have on the choices available to Canadi‐
ans, including the LGBT community.

The petitioners call on the House of Commons to do five things:
ban coercive, degrading practices; ensure that no laws discriminate
against Canadians by limiting the service they can receive; allow
parents to speak with their children about sexuality and gender; al‐
low free and open conversation about sexuality and sexual be‐
haviour; and avoid criminalizing professional and religious coun‐
selling voluntarily requested and consented to by Canadians.
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Receiving counsel from parents, teachers or counsellors can be

healthy, and this bill must take into account the benefits of talk
therapy to those struggling with their sexual orientation or gender
identity. These conversations should not be limited by a govern‐
ment that simply cannot know and appreciate the unique needs of
every individual. We must respect the choices individuals make in
seeking counsel and support. Let us heed the words of these peti‐
tioners and fix the definition in Bill C-6.

SEX WORKERS

Mr. Randall Garrison (Esquimalt—Saanich—Sooke, NDP):
Mr. Speaker, I was pleased to sponsor petition e-3132, and I am
even more pleased to present it today as it received more than 9,500
signatures in very short order.

The petitioners call for the full decriminalization of consensual
sex work in Canada. They note that criminalizing sex work was
found to be a violation of the right to security of person by the
Supreme Court in the Bedford decision of 2013. They point out that
instead of decriminalizing sex work, Bill C-36 simply found new
ways to make sex work illegal, and the result has been to further
endanger sex workers.

In the absence of the legislative review of Bill C-36 that was sup‐
posed to take place, the petitioners ask that instead of forcing sex
workers to go back to court to protect their rights, the House simply
repeal Bill C-36.

THE ECONOMY

Mr. Paul Manly (Nanaimo—Ladysmith, GP): Mr. Speaker, it
is a privilege to table petition e-3071, which was initiated by Bron‐
wen Brice in Nanaimo—Ladysmith. It has 1,188 signatures.

The petitioners are concerned that the fixation on profit and
growth is taking us down a dangerous path leading to a widening
gap between rich and poor, spiralling poverty, environmental break‐
down and a mental health crisis. They note that GDP growth has
been a poor measure of success. It counts polluting factories and
the manufacture of weapons, but tells us nothing about the quality
of education our children receive, the availability of well-paid and
secure jobs or the number of species threatened with extinction, yet
GDP growth is still the government's main economic goal.

The petitioners state that a well-being economy would prioritize
public health and well-being indicators, reorienting our economy
toward what matters most. Scientists have called on governments to
shift away from pursuing GDP growth and affluence and toward
sustaining ecosystems and improving well-being to tackle the cli‐
mate crisis. Well-being economics has already been adopted by
several jurisdictions.

The petitioners therefore call upon the Government of Canada to
discontinue GDP measurement and shift to a well-being economy.

The Speaker: I want to remind the hon. members to be as con‐
cise and brief as possible.

The hon. member for Saanich—Gulf Islands.
PHARMACARE

Ms. Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Mr. Speaker,
it is an honour to present a petition today signed by many members
of my constituency on the subject of pharmacare.

The petitioners note that Canada is the only country that has a
universal health care program but does not have universal drug cov‐
erage. They call on the government to move expeditiously to put in
place universal prescription drug coverage and bring down the
price of prescription drugs through a bulk purchasing program at
the federal level.

INTERNATIONAL TRADE

Mr. Daniel Blaikie (Elmwood—Transcona, NDP): Mr. Speak‐
er, I rise today on behalf of hundreds of Canadians to present peti‐
tion e-3181.

The petitioners call on the government to sign onto the tempo‐
rary waiver that has been proposed at the World Trade Organization
of certain trade-related aspects of intellectual property rights, or
TRIPS provisions, to help more countries access the intellectual
property they need to produce vaccines, as part of our moral obliga‐
tion to the world, to be sure, but also to protect Canadians against
the development of new variants and to reduce the economic conse‐
quences of the pandemic, as we could be part of a solution to en‐
sure people are vaccinated the world over.

● (1525)

JUSTICE

Mr. Matthew Green (Hamilton Centre, NDP): Mr. Speaker, as
the haze of 420 settles, Canadians are still looking for justice. I am
pleased to present petition e-2824, sponsored by Louder Together,
which seeks to address the over-policing, the over-incarceration and
the other disproportionate impacts that criminalization of cannabis
has had on Black, indigenous and other racialized Canadians.

The petition calls on the Government of Canada to develop a de‐
partment for the equality of Black, indigenous and people of colour
and to allocate funding for our community initiatives, including
harm reduction, PTSD treatment programs, community revitaliza‐
tion programs and the creation of a business development program
with the express mandate of creating and funding opportunities for
BIPOC in the regulated cannabis sector.

* * *

QUESTIONS ON THE ORDER PAPER

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Presi‐
dent of the Queen’s Privy Council for Canada and Minister of
Intergovernmental Affairs and to the Leader of the Govern‐
ment in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the follow‐
ing questions will be answered today: Nos. 455 to 458, 460 to 463
and 466.
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Question No. 455—Mr. Kenny Chiu:

With regard to the statement by the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Foreign Affairs in the House of Commons on February 23, 2021, that “A registry of
foreign agents is something that we are actively considering”: (a) what is the time‐
line for when a decision on such a registry will be made, including the timeline for
the implementation of such a registry; (b) when did the government begin consider‐
ing a foreign agent registry; (c) who has been assigned to lead the government’s
consideration of a foreign agent registry, and when did that person receive the as‐
signment; (d) what other changes have been implemented since January 1, 2016, to
address the threat of foreign influence; and (e) what other specific actions does the
government plan to implement to address the threat of foreign influence, and what
is the timeline for the implementation of each such measure?

Mr. Robert Oliphant (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minis‐
ter of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the following reflects a
consolidated response approved on behalf of Global Affairs Canada
ministers.

In response to (a), the Government of Canada does not tolerate
harmful activities such as foreign interference and applies a whole-
of-government approach to safeguarding our communities, demo‐
cratic institutions, and economic prosperity.

In December, Minister Blair publicly outlined the threats related
to foreign interference and the critical work of the security and in‐
telligence community in a letter addressed to all members of Parlia‐
ment. The Government of Canada is always evaluating the tools
and authorities required by our security agencies to keep Canadians
safe, while respecting their fundamental rights.

In response to (b), the Government of Canada is always looking
to learn from the experiences of our international partners to see
what may be advisable or possible in Canada.

In response to (c), the Government of Canada takes a whole-of-
government approach to combatting foreign interference. As part of
this effort, the Government of Canada is always evaluating the
tools and authorities that our national security agencies need to help
keep Canadians safe. This involves officials across multiple depart‐
ments and agencies.

In response to (d), Canada has been leading the G7 rapid re‐
sponse mechanism aimed at identifying and responding to foreign
threats to democracy since it was agreed at the 2018 Charlevoix
summit. Since its establishment, the mechanism has focused on
countering foreign state-sponsored disinformation, in recognition of
the critical threat this issue poses to the rules-based international or‐
der and democratic governance. The mechanism’s coordination
unit, located at Global Affairs Canada, also supports whole-of-gov‐
ernment efforts aimed at safeguarding the Canadian federal elec‐
tions, as a member of the security and intelligence threats to elec‐
tions, SITE, task force, along with the Communications Security
Establishment, the Canadian Security Intelligence Service and the
Royal Canadian Mounted Police.

There has been an increase in foreign interference, FI, investiga‐
tions at the RCMP over the last few years, which could be attribut‐
ed to several factors, including increased reporting by victims,
greater awareness by local police, and media attention.

It is predominantly the RCMP’s federal policing national security
program that looks to identify common activities that could be at‐
tributed to FI, including intimidation, harassment and threats. This

work requires collaboration with police of local jurisdiction and
other local partners, as these types of criminality are almost always
brought to their attention first. Should there be criminal or illegal
activities occurring in Canada that are found to be backed by a for‐
eign state, the federal policing national security program will take
the lead in these types of investigations, given the complexity and
the classification of information that form their basis. As such, the
RCMP can only confirm that it is monitoring and actively investi‐
gating threats of FI in Canada.

The RCMP has a broad, multi-faceted mandate that allows it to
investigate and disrupt FI by drawing upon various legislative
statutes with a view to laying charges under the Criminal Code of
Canada. The RCMP also works closely with its security and intelli‐
gence partners to identify and protect those who may be experienc‐
ing harassment or intimidation, which may be at the direction of a
foreign state. Furthermore, the RCMP works with police of local
jurisdiction and other local enforcement to ensure that instances of
harassment and intimidation, which are commonly reported at the
local level, with potential links to national security are considered
by the RCMP’s federal policing national security program for in‐
vestigation.

In response to (e), the Government of Canada’s security and in‐
telligence community is combatting foreign interference threats
within their respective mandates. The Government of Canada con‐
tinues to look for new and innovative ways to enhance the mea‐
sures in place to address foreign interference.

Question No. 456—Mr. Taylor Bachrach:

With regard to the Canada Revenue Agency’s (CRA) actions concerning the
Panama Papers case and the Paradise Papers case, broken down by each case: (a)
how many taxpayer or Canadian business files are currently open with the CRA; (b)
how many taxpayer or Canadian business files have been referred to the Public
Prosecution Service of Canada; (c) what is the number of employees assigned to
each case, broken down by job post title; (d) how many audits have been conducted
since each case was disclosed; (e) how many notices of assessment have been is‐
sued by the CRA; (f) what is the total amount recovered so far by the CRA; (g)
what is the average time to close a case; (h) what is the average return for closed
cases; and (i) how many have been settled and what was the loss in amounts recov‐
ered?

Hon. Diane Lebouthillier (Minister of National Revenue,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, with respect to the above-noted question, what
follows is the response from the CRA.

In response to part (a), as of December 25, 2020, the most recent
data available, the CRA defines “files” as audits, and there are 160
taxpayers audits currently ongoing related to the Panama papers
and close to 50 audits currently ongoing related to the paradise pa‐
pers.

In response to part (b), as of March 31, 2020, the most recent da‐
ta available, no cases related to the Panama papers or the paradise
papers have been referred to the Public Prosecution Service of
Canada, PPSC.
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Criminal investigations can be complex and require years to

complete. The length of time required to investigate is dependent
on the complexity of the case, the number and sophistication of in‐
dividuals involved, the availability of information or evidence, the
co-operation or lack thereof of witnesses or the accused, and the
various legal tools that may need to be employed to gather suffi‐
cient evidence to establish a case beyond reasonable doubt.

In response to part (c), the CRA is interpreting the term “employ‐
ees” as noted in the question as the budgeted full-time equivalents,
FTEs, in the auditors, AU, category: 37 auditors are assigned to the
Panama papers workloads, and 14 auditors are assigned to the par‐
adise papers workloads. It is important to note that these auditors
are not solely dedicated to Panama papers and paradise papers, and
some auditors work on both the Panama papers and the paradise pa‐
pers workloads.

In response to part (d), as of December 25, 2020, the most recent
data available, the CRA has completed close to 200 taxpayer audits
linked to the Panama papers and close to 80 taxpayer audits linked
to the paradise papers.

In response to part (e), as of December 25, 2020, the most recent
data available, there have been over 35 audits resulting in reassess‐
ment for the Panama papers and under five for the paradise papers
that resulted in tax earned by audit, TEBA.

It is important to note that with each individual audit, there may
be multiple notices of reassessment issued to each taxpayer depend‐
ing on the number of years audited and whether penalties are appli‐
cable to the audit. For example, if there are six years under audit,
there can be potential for several notices of reassessment issued for
the one taxpayer audit should non-compliance be identified.

In response to part (f), the CRA is unable to respond in the man‐
ner requested, as it does not track payments against specific ac‐
count adjustments like audits, as its systems apply payments to a
taxpayer’s cumulative outstanding balance by tax year, which can
represent multiple assessments, reassessments such as audits of dif‐
ferent types, and other adjustments.

However, based on an October 2020 study by the Parliamentary
Budget Officer of recent federal budget investments in the CRA tax
compliance operations, it was generally estimated that approxi‐
mately 80% of total audit fiscal impact will materialize and result
in successful collection actions.

In response to part (g), the CRA is defining “case” as an audit.
Please note that there are many factors that could impact the
amount of time to complete a Panama papers and paradise papers
audit, such as the time from the date the case is created to the date
the case is assigned to an auditor; delays beyond our control such as
the time it takes the taxpayer to respond to questions; cases involv‐
ing offshore assets require exchange of information with other ju‐
risdictions, other tax administrations, which can take a significant
time. The average time to complete a Panama papers audit is close
to 380 days per audit and close to 360 days per audit for paradise
papers.

In response to part (h), as outlined in part (d), there have been
close to 280 taxpayers audits completed linked to the Panama pa‐
pers and paradise papers, resulting in more than $21 million in fed‐

eral taxes and penalties assessed. The average return, TEBA, for
closed audits for the Panama papers is $110,216.

However, as noted under part (e), to date, there have been fewer
than five taxpayer audits with links to the paradise papers that re‐
sulted in non-compliance. Under the confidentiality provisions of
the acts administered by the CRA, in situations where the sample
size is so small that a taxpayer or business could be directly or indi‐
rectly identified, aggregate data is not released. Therefore, disclos‐
ing dollar values related to paradise papers cannot be provided as
the identities of the taxpayers or businesses could be revealed or in‐
ferred.

In response to part (i), under the confidentiality provisions of the
acts administered by the CRA, in situations where the sample size
is so small that a recipient could be directly or indirectly identified,
aggregate data is not released. Given the small volume of cases and
the need to ensure confidentiality, the details cannot be provided as
the identities of the taxpayers or businesses could be revealed or in‐
ferred.

Question No. 457—Mr. Gérard Deltell:

With regard to the announcement by the current Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Innovation, Science and Industry on February 19, 2018, related to a fed‐
eral contribution of $2,066,407 to have Bell install broadband Internet in Lac
Pemichangan and certain other Outaouais communities: (a) did the government
chose which communities would be covered or did Bell; (b) what specific criteria
was used to determine which communities would be covered by the announced
funding; (c) on what date did (i) the Minister of Innovation, Science and Industry,
(ii) the current Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Innovation, Science, and
Industry, become aware that the Chief Executive Officer of Bell had a vacation
property in Lac Pemichangan; and (d) why was the funding not used to expand
broadband service in Chelsea or other more populated areas of the Outaouais?

Ms. Gudie Hutchings (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minis‐
ter for Women and Gender Equality and Rural Economic De‐
velopment, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, in response to (a) connectivity has
never been more important, and we continue to make progress in
ensuring all Canadians have access to reliable high-speed Internet,
no matter where they live. Since 2015, we have approved programs
and projects that will connect 1.7 million Canadian households.
Our government has introduced programs like connect to innovate,
or CTI, and the universal broadband fund that are working to im‐
prove Internet connectivity, because we understand that all Canadi‐
ans need access to high-speed Internet to live, work and compete in
today’s digital world.
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Through CTI, we are helping more than 900 rural and remote

communities, more than triple the 300 communities initially target‐
ed and including 190 indigenous communities, get access to high-
speed broadband. This project was chosen under the CTI program.
CTI focused on building transformative high-capacity backbone
connectivity to connect public institutions like schools, hospitals,
and first nations band councils.

Applications were accepted between December 2016 and April
2017 for broadband infrastructure projects in areas identified as un‐
derserved because they lacked a backbone connection of one giga‐
bit per second, Gbps. Innovation, Science and Economic Develop‐
ment Canada’s, ISED’s, national broadband Internet service avail‐
ability map was used to determine these areas. For this project,
ISED selected Bell’s application, in which Bell proposed to provide
backbone access to the underserved communities of Grand-Re‐
mous, Clément, Lac-Pemichangan, Petit-Poisson-Blanc, Danford
Lake, Alcove and Lascelles and did not include the last mile con‐
nection to homes.

The communities ultimately covered by this project were decided
through contribution agreement negotiations between ISED and
Bell. However, Bell had committed to invest its own contribution to
build a last mile network to connect homes. As no federal funding
contributed to the building of the last mile network, Bell is solely
responsible.

In response to (b), eligible communities were identified on the
eligibility map on the CTI website. The data for these maps was
provided by a number of sources, including Internet service
providers, or ISPs, provinces, territories and others to identify
where points of presence, PoP, delivering service of at least 1 Gbps
are located. For CTI, an eligible rural community was defined as a
named place with a population of fewer than 30,000 residents that
was two kilometres or more from the nearest 1 Gbps PoP.

All applications to the CTI program were assessed using a three-
stage assessment process. First was the eligibility screening to de‐
termine if the applicant was eligible for funding. The second was
the assessment of essential criteria, which included technological
merit and the extent to which the application demonstrated a feasi‐
ble project management plan. The sustainability of the proposed so‐
lution, including whether the applicant had a reasonable plan and
the financial potential to maintain the infrastructure and services on
an ongoing basis for five years after the project is completed, was
also considered at this stage. Finally, those applications that met the
essential criteria underwent an assessment against a series of com‐
parative criteria in the categories of community benefits and part‐
ners and costs. Taken together, the program must ensure that
projects provide a good regional distribution, allow the program to
reach a sufficient number of communities, and do not exceed avail‐
able resources. This project went through each of the steps outlined
above.

In response to (c), the Minister of Innovation, Science and Eco‐
nomic Development and the parliamentary secretary became aware
of this via media reports in February 2021.

In response to (d), projects were selected from applications re‐
ceived for the underserved communities identified on ISED’s eligi‐
bility maps.

Question No. 458—Mr. Taylor Bachrach:

With regard to offshore tax havens, since November 2015: (a) how many tax‐
payer or Canadian business files are currently open with the Canada Revenue Agen‐
cy (CRA); (b) how many taxpayer or Canadian business files have been referred to
the Public Prosecution Service of Canada; (c) what is the number of employees as‐
signed to each case, broken down by job post title; (d) how many audits have been
conducted since each case was disclosed; (e) how many notices of assessment have
been issued by the CRA; (f) what is the total amount recovered so far by the CRA;
(g) what is the average time to close a case; (h) what is the average return for closed
cases; and (i) how many have been settled and what was the loss in amounts recov‐
ered?

Hon. Diane Lebouthillier (Minister of National Revenue,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, with respect to the above-noted question, what
follows is the response from the CRA. In response to parts (a), (c),
(d), (e), (f), and (g), while the CRA may use the term "tax havens"
for illustrative purposes to communicate with a broader audience,
in practice the CRA’s risk assessments focus on jurisdictions of
concern. There are generally two essential attributes that are used to
identify offshore jurisdictions of concern: no taxes or low effective
rates of tax; and banking secrecy or confidentiality laws providing
anonymity.

The CRA does not capture all the audit activity completed in‐
volving all jurisdictions of concern information in the manner re‐
quested above. The CRA does not specifically maintain an official
list of offshore jurisdictions of concern. Through collaborative ef‐
forts with international partners, the CRA is able to identify and
take action against those who are evading and avoiding paying their
fair share of tax. Furthermore, where tax treaties or tax information
exchange agreements are in place, sharing of information amongst
tax authorities can also be used to help identify and address non-
compliance.

In response to part (b), between April 1, 2015, and March 31,
2020, the latest data available, 16 cases with an international com‐
ponent, regarding 19 taxpayers, were referred to the Public Prose‐
cution Service of Canada, PPSC. As with any criminal investiga‐
tion undertaken by law enforcement bodies, including the CRA,
these cases can be complex and require years to complete. The
amount of time required to investigate is dependent on the com‐
plexity of the case, the number of individuals involved, whether in‐
ternational requests for information will be needed, the availability
of information or evidence, the co-operation or lack thereof of wit‐
nesses or the accused, and the various legal tools that may need to
be employed to gather sufficient evidence to establish a case be‐
yond reasonable doubt.

In response to parts (h) to (i), between April 1, 2015 and March
31, 2020, the latest data available, there were seven cases with an
international component, regarding nine taxpayers, that resulted in
convictions. This involved $2,639,269 in federal tax evaded and
court fines totaling $1,501,097 and 24 years in jail. The average re‐
turn for convictions was $377,038.42 per case.
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Question No. 460—Ms. Kristina Michaud:

With regard to youth policy and the launch of the national conversation that
sought to develop a new Canadian youth policy and that involved over 10,000 indi‐
vidual responses and 68 submissions from youth-led discussions and youth-serving
organizations: (a) where did these 10,000 individual responses and 68 briefs come
from, broken down by (i) the official language in which the responses and briefs
were submitted, (ii) the home province of these participants; (b) during the consul‐
tations, did the government pay close attention to the needs of francophones, in‐
cluding francophones in minority communities, as well as those in rural areas; and
(c) what was the total cost of the Canada Youth Summit, that took place on May 2
and 3, 2019?

Mr. Adam van Koeverden (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Diversity and Inclusion and Youth and to the Minis‐
ter of Canadian Heritage (Sport), Lib.): Mr. Speaker, in response
to (a)(i), out of the 10,000 individual responses from youth-led dis‐
cussions, 12% of respondents provided responses to the “Have
Your Say” booklet in French; 88% of respondents provided re‐
sponses to the “Have Your Say” booklet in English; there were 68
submissions from youth-led round tables and stakeholder discus‐
sions, youth-serving organizations, and participants and stakehold‐
ers were offered the opportunity to respond in the official language
of their choice.

The response to (a)(ii) is Ontario 47%, Quebec 13%, British
Columbia 12%, Alberta 9%, Manitoba 6%, Nova Scotia 5%,
Saskatchewan 2%, New Brunswick 2%, Newfoundland and
Labrador 1%, Northwest Territories 1%, Prince Edward Island 1%,
Nunavut less than 1%, Yukon less than 1%.

In response to (b), during the consultations, the government lis‐
tened to the needs of all youth, including francophones from offi‐
cial-language minority communities. Participants were offered the
opportunity to respond in the official language of their choice. The
summit also provided simultaneous translation and interpretation
services.

Various youth-serving organizations were included in the consul‐
tation process, for example Indspire, Fédération de la jeunesse
canadienne-française, Oxfam-Québec, RDÉE, leader in the eco‐
nomic development of the francophone and Acadian communities,
Regroupement des jeunes chambres du commerce du Québec, YM‐
CA Montréal.

The consultation was designed to gather feedback from young
Canadians, including indigenous youth, youth from different in‐
come groups, youth living in rural and remote areas, newcomers,
vulnerable youth facing social and economical barriers, and youth
from diverse backgrounds and communities.

Seventy-seven per cent of respondents indicated that they live in
an urban community; 20% of respondents indicated that they live in
a rural community; 3% of respondents indicated that they live in a
remote community.

The response to (c) is $86,000.
Question No. 461—Mr. Arnold Viersen:

With regard to the motion adopted by the House of Commons on June 19, 2019,
calling on the United Nations to establish an international independent investigation
into allegations of genocide against Tamils committed in Sri Lanka: (a) does the
government support calls for an international investigation into allegations of geno‐
cide; (b) has the government made any official statements or representations to oth‐
er states, multilateral bodies, or other international entities respecting a possible in‐
dependent investigation, and, if so, what are the specific details, including (i) who

made the representation, (ii) the date, (iii) the summary of the contents, (iv) the
form of representation (official statement, phone call, etc.), (v) the name of the
state, body or entity the representation was made to, (vi) the title of individuals
whom the representation was made to; and (c) does the government intend to raise
this issue or any other issues related to human rights in Sri Lanka during upcoming
United Nations Human Rights Council sessions?

Mr. Robert Oliphant (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minis‐
ter of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the following reflects a
consolidated response approved on behalf of Global Affairs Canada
ministers.

Canada has long supported calls for credible truth-seeking, ac‐
countability and justice in Sri Lanka.

In 2014, Canada supported the UN Human Rights Council’s,
UNHRC, mandated investigation by the Office of the High Com‐
missioner for Human Rights, OHCHR, into alleged serious viola‐
tions and abuses of human rights and related crimes in Sri Lanka,
OISL. In 2015, Canada supported UNHRC resolution 30/1, co-
sponsored by Sri Lanka, which affirmed that a credible justice pro‐
cess should include independent judicial and prosecutorial institu‐
tions and the participation of Commonwealth and other foreign
judges. Canada also supported resolutions 34/1, 2017, and 40/1,
2019, which rolled over the commitments agreed to by the Govern‐
ment of Sri Lanka in 2015, while calling for their timely implemen‐
tation.

When the Government of Sri Lanka withdrew its support from
the above resolutions in February 2020, Canada, along with its core
group partners on the resolution, led efforts to bring a new resolu‐
tion to the 46th session of the UNHRC, February-March 2021. This
was done in recognition that previous domestic processes have
proven insufficient to tackle impunity and deliver real reconcilia‐
tion, and that the international community’s continued scrutiny of
Sri Lanka at the UNHRC constitutes a key step for advancing ac‐
countability.

The new resolution 46/1, adopted on March 23 strengthens the
capacity of the OHCHR to collect and preserve information and ev‐
idence of crimes related to Sri Lanka’s civil war that ended in 2009.
It also requests the OHCHR to enhance its monitoring and report‐
ing on the situation of human rights in Sri Lanka, including the
preparation of a comprehensive report with further options for ad‐
vancing accountability to be presented at the Human Rights Coun‐
cil 51st session, September 2022. Canada and the international
community will consider these options for future accountability
processes, which may include an international investigation, when
the OHCHR presents its comprehensive report.

Canada played a key role in building support for the adoption of
this resolution during the council session. This included the Minis‐
ter of Foreign Affairs’ statement during the high-level segment on
February 24, during which he shared Canada’s concern over warn‐
ing signs of a deteriorating human rights situation in Sri Lanka, rec‐
ognized the lack of progress in achieving accountability and recon‐
ciliation, acknowledged the frustration of victims, and reiterated
Canada’s belief that the council has a responsibility to continue to
closely monitor and engage on the human rights situation in Sri
Lanka.
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On February 25, the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of

Foreign Affairs delivered Canada’s statement on the OHCHR re‐
port on Sri Lanka. He echoed concerns about Sri Lanka’s commit‐
ment to a domestic reconciliation process and he asked council
members whether Sri Lanka’s newly announced commission of in‐
quiry could achieve justice for victims of the conflict, given it lacks
a comprehensive mandate, independence and inclusivity.

Canada, alongside core group partners, also conducted advocacy
and outreach to council members to build support for the resolution
in the weeks leading up to the vote. These coordinated advocacy ef‐
forts were critical to the resolution’s successful adoption.

Canada will continue to urge Sri Lanka to uphold its human
rights obligations, end impunity and undertake a comprehensive ac‐
countability process for all violations and abuses of human rights.
Resolution 46/1 is a step toward securing a safe, peaceful and inclu‐
sive future for Sri Lanka, and, to this end, Canada stands ready to
support efforts that work towards this goal.
Question No. 462—Mr. Taylor Bachrach:

With regard to the rebuilding regulations developed as part of implementing the
2019 amendments to the Fisheries Act: (a) will the regulations include definitions
of targets for each prescribed fisheries stock; (b) will these targets be set to a level
that will produce maximum sustainable yields; (c) will the regulations include a
timeline for rebuilding each prescribed stock; (d) what criteria will be used to de‐
velop each timeline; (e) will all prescribed stocks in the critical zone be included in
the first set of regulations to be released; (f) will the regulations direct related fish‐
eries management to ensure science-based decision making; (g) will the departmen‐
tal review of the resulting rebuilding plans be made public; (h) what indicators will
be used to track progress towards the objectives of rebuilding plans; and (i) will the
regulations seek to ensure protection and recovery of all conservation units within a
Stock Management Unit consistent with Canada’s Policy for Conservation of Wild
Pacific Salmon?

Hon. Bernadette Jordan (Minister of Fisheries, Oceans and
the Canadian Coast Guard, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the proposed reg‐
ulations to implement the Fisheries Act Fish Stocks provisions, sec‐
tions 6.1–6.3, recently went through the Canada Gazette, part 1,
CG1, 30-day public comment period. Fisheries and Oceans Canada,
DFO, is currently examining the feedback received.

With regard to parts (a)-(g) and (i), as the process to develop the
proposed regulations is still under way, DFO may not comment on
any specific changes that might be made to the regulations based on
the public feedback received. However, the member’s points in (a)
through (i) will be taken into account as DFO continues to review
the comments received on the regulations during CG1.

With regard to part (h), the indicators used to track progress to‐
wards rebuilding plan objectives will depend on the particular ob‐
jectives set for a stock in its rebuilding plan and the nature of the
stock assessment for the stock, as the latter will determine the types
of indicators that can be used. Thus the indicators may vary by fish
stock. As an example, if an objective is to promote the growth of a
stock’s biomass to a certain amount, estimated in tonnes, within a
certain number of years, then the indicator would be the estimated
biomass. DFO would estimate the biomass as part of the scheduled
peer-reviewed science stock assessment process for the stock. If the
biomass cannot be estimated for a certain stock, then other indica‐
tors may be used to determine progress to promote the growth of
the stock. For example, for a salmon stock, the department may es‐
timate the number of fish that return to a river or lake to spawn or
the number of eggs per square metre laid in a riverbed.

Finally, with regard to part (i), DFO is committed to the conser‐
vation and sustainable use of Canada’s fish stocks and ensuring that
Canada’s fisheries are managed sustainably using the best available
scientific information. The department is also committed to taking
actions aimed at rebuilding fish stocks that have declined and re‐
mains committed to implementing Canada’s policy for the conser‐
vation of wild Pacific salmon.

Question No. 463—Mr. Peter Julian:

With regard to the Canadian-American Council for the Advancement of Women
Entrepreneurs and Business Leaders and the implementation of its recommenda‐
tions by federal government, since its inception, and broken down by fiscal year:
(a) how much was spent by the government; (b) which recommendations have been
implemented by the government; (c) of the recommendations in (b), what is the im‐
plementation status of each recommendation; (d) which recommendations are still
not implemented and what is the rationale for each; (e) how many full time staff
have been assigned; (f) what are the details of contracts awarded by the Council,
including (i) the date of the contract, (ii) the value of the contract, (iii) the name of
the supplier, (iv) the reference number, (v) the description of the services rendered;
(g) what are the details of all travel expenses incurred, including for each expense
(i) the name of the traveller, (ii) the purpose of the trip, (iii) the dates of travel, (iv)
the air fare, (v) the cost of any other transportation, (vi) accommodation, (vii) meals
and incidental expenses, (viii) other expenses, (ix) the total amount; and (h) what
are the details of all hospitality expenses incurred by the Council, including for each
expense (i) the name of the guest, (ii) the location of the event, (iii) the service
provider, (iv) the total amount, (v) the description of the event, (vi) the date, (vii)
the number of participants, (viii) the number of officials present, (ix) the number of
guests?

Mr. Greg Fergus (Parliamentary Secretary to the Prime Min‐
ister, to the President of the Treasury Board and to the Minister
of Digital Government, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the full and equal par‐
ticipation of women in the economy is not just the right thing to do;
it is also good for the bottom line. Canadian women entrepreneurs
are key to our economic success as a country, and are critical to key
sectors. However, women today still face unique and systemic bar‐
riers to starting and growing a business, and these challenges have
been amplified by the COVID-19 pandemic.

The Canada-United States Council for Advancement of Women
Entrepreneurs and Business Leaders, which was created in Febru‐
ary 2017 to drive women’s participation, leadership and success in
the workforce, developed advice to help boost women’s economic
engagement and share the many inspiring stories of progress and
successful women to motivate others to follow their lead.
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As the final report highlighted, to create real opportunities for

women business leaders, we need to make gender diversity in lead‐
ership a priority. This is why in the 2018 budget, our government
took action by introducing the women’s entrepreneurship strategy,
WES, and new policies to help more parents take parental leave.
We also introduced new legislation to encourage diversity on
boards and recognize corporations committed to promoting women
leaders.

The women’s entrepreneurship strategy is a nearly $5-billion in‐
vestment that aims to increase women-owned businesses’ access to
the financing, talent, networks and expertise they need to start up,
scale up and access new markets. In fall 2020, the government
committed to accelerating the work of the WES.

The Government of Canada will continue to support women-led
businesses as part of their long-standing commitment to advancing
women’s economic empowerment, which is key to Canada’s
COVID-19 economic response plan. Women-led businesses pro‐
vide good jobs that support families across the country, and by sup‐
porting them today, Canada will be in a stronger position as we re‐
build for future success.
Question No. 466—Mr. Peter Julian:

With regard to the Canada Emergency Wage Subsidy and the applications of
companies practicing aggressive tax avoidance and tax evasion, broken down by
aggressive tax avoidance case and tax evasion case: (a) how many full-time em‐
ployees were verifying the applications of enterprises, broken down by category of
employees; (b) what is the average duration of each verification; (c) how many ver‐
ifications were carried out; (d) what are the steps in the verification process; and (e)
how many applications were refused?

Hon. Diane Lebouthillier (Minister of National Revenue,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, with regard to parts (a), (b), (c) and (e), the
CRA does not track Canada emergency wage subsidy, CEWS, ap‐
plications in this manner, by companies practising aggressive tax
avoidance and tax evasion, broken down by aggressive tax avoid‐
ance case and tax evasion case. Part 1 of the COVID-19 Emergency
Response Act, No. 2, S.C. 2020, c. 6, notes that CEWS is available
to qualifying entities, sets out definitions for the terms that apply to
the emergency wage subsidy, and provides definitions of both eligi‐
ble employees and qualifying entities. The CRA’s role is to admin‐
ister legislation as it has been approved by Parliament and assented
to by the Crown.

With regard to part (d), when the CRA processes CEWS applica‐
tions, it uses an automated validation process and manually verifies
certain elements of the claims when necessary. Manual verification
can include contacting applicants directly. The CRA has also put
procedures in place to identify fraudulent wage subsidy claims be‐
fore it issues a payment. These procedures include intercepting
claims from taxpayers associated with tax evasion or fraud. After
payment, through the CEWS post-payment audit program, the CRA
further verifies the legitimacy of wage subsidy claims and payment
amounts. Taxpayers are selected for a post-payment audit through
CRA’s risk assessment systems and processes. Selected taxpayers
are sent an initial contact letter requesting information focused on
the payroll and revenue tests. For many small and medium taxpay‐
ers that provide the required documentation, these tests can be per‐
formed swiftly, and if fully compliant, the audit can be closed
quickly. The audit team conducts the payroll tests like any other
payroll audit and confidentiality of the eligible employee informa‐

tion is maintained. In regard to the revenue test, where the taxpayer
has used a consolidated accounting method or made an election in
computing the revenue drop, then more audit work is required. The
CRA examines whether the taxpayer took additional steps to artifi‐
cially reduce or defer revenue to meet the requirements of the wage
subsidy, and application of the specific anti-avoidance rule and the
related 25% penalty is considered if the reporting of revenues have
been manipulated.

* * *
[English]

QUESTIONS PASSED AS ORDERS FOR RETURNS

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Presi‐
dent of the Queen’s Privy Council for Canada and Minister of
Intergovernmental Affairs and to the Leader of the Govern‐
ment in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, if the gov‐
ernment's responses to Questions Nos. 452 to 454, 459, 464, 465
and 467 to 471 could be made orders for return, these returns would
be tabled immediately.

The Speaker: Is that agreed?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

[Text]

Question No. 452—Ms. Lindsay Mathyssen:

With regard to Old Age Security, Employment Insurance, the Guaranteed In‐
come Supplement and all programs designed to respond to the COVID-19 pandem‐
ic: (a) was a gender-based analysis plus carried out prior to the implementation of
the program, and, if not, has one been carried out since, and if so, when was it car‐
ried out; and (b) for each program, what were the conclusions of this analysis?

(Return tabled)

Question No. 453—Ms. Lindsay Mathyssen:

With regard to the Safe Return to Class Fund: (a) what is the total amount that
each province or territory (i) has received, (ii) will be receiving; (b) of the funds in
(a), broken down by province or territory, how much has been used to purchase (i)
masks and face shields, (ii) high efficiency particulate air filters, (iii) heating, venti‐
lation and air conditioning systems, (iv) liters of hand and surface sanitizers; (c)
broken down by province or territory, how many (i) new teachers and education
workers have been hired, (ii) new cleaners and janitors have been hired; (d) broken
down by province or territory, how many (i) new sinks have been installed, (ii) bar‐
riers and screens have been installed; and (e) broken down by province or territory,
how many alternative teaching spaces have been rented?

(Return tabled)

Question No. 454—Mr. Chris d'Entremont:

With regard to moderate livelihood fisheries: has the Minister of Fisheries,
Oceans and the Canadian Coast Guard made a decision, and, if so, when will it be
communicated to Indigenous and commercial fishers?

(Return tabled)
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Question No. 459—Mr. Pierre Paul-Hus:

With regard to the delays in processing spousal sponsorship applications since
the announcement by the Minister of Immigration, Refugees and Citizenship on
September 25, 2020: (a) what is the percentage increase in the number of decision-
makers reviewing the sponsorship applications that were added; (b) how many
sponsorship applications were reviewed in October, November and December
2020; and (c) how many applications in total were processed?

(Return tabled)
Question No. 464—Mr. Peter Julian:

With regard to government contracts since March 13, 2020, and broken down by
registered lobbyists and their affiliated firms: (a) how many contracts have been
awarded to registered lobbyists; and (b) what are the details of contracts awarded,
including (i) the date of the contract, (ii) the initial and final value of the contract,
(iii) the name of the supplier, (iv) the reference number, (v) the description of the
services rendered?

(Return tabled)
Question No. 465—Mr. Peter Julian:

With regard to claimed stock option deductions, between fiscal years 2012-13
and 2020-21 inclusively, broken down by each fiscal year: (a) what is the number
of individuals who claimed the stock option deduction whose total annual income is
(i) less than $60,000, (ii) less than $100,000, (iii) less than $200,000, (iv) be‐
tween $200,000 and $1 million, (v) more than $1 million; (b) what is the average
amount claimed by an individual whose total annual income is (i) less than $60,000,
(ii) less than $100,000, (iii) less than $200,000, (iv) between $200,000 and $1 mil‐
lion, (v) more than $1 million; (c) what is the total amount claimed by individuals
whose total annual income is (i) less than $60,000, (ii) less than $100,000, (iii) less
than $200,000, (iv) between $200,000 and $1 million, (v) more than $1 million; and
(d) what is the percentage of the total amount claimed by individuals whose total
annual income is more than $1 million?

(Return tabled)
Question No. 467—Mrs. Cathay Wagantall:

With regard to the Office of Human Rights, Freedoms and Inclusion (OHRFI):
(a) in the last five years, what programs in other countries have been funded by the
OHRFI related specifically to the advancement of religious freedom or the protec‐
tion of the rights of religious minorities; (b) what has been the impact of each of
these programs; (c) how does the government measure the impact of these pro‐
grams; and (d) which of those programs specifically advanced the rights of minority
communities that are (i) Hindu, (ii) Jewish, (iii) Buddhist, (iv) Christian, (v) Mus‐
lim, (vi) Sikh, (vii) Baha’i?

(Return tabled)
Question No. 468—Mrs. Karen Vecchio:

With regard to contracts entered into between the government and Abacus Data
since January 1, 2016, and broken down by department, agency, Crown corporation,
or other government entity: (a) what is the total value of the contracts; (b) what are
the details of each contract, including (i) the initial amount, (ii) the amended
amount, if applicable, (iii) the start and end date; (iv) the description of goods or
services, (v) the specific topics Abacus provided data or research on related to the
contract, if applicable, (vi) whether contract was sole-sourced or competitive; (c)
what are the details of all polling, surveys, or focus group research provided to the
government from Abacus including the (i) date provided to the government, (ii)
topics, (iii) specific questions asked to respondents, (iv) type of research (online
poll, focus group, etc.), (v) number of respondents, (vi) responses received, includ‐
ing the number and percentage of each type of response, (vii) summary of the find‐
ings provided to the government; and (d) what are the details of all communication
assistance or advice provided by Abacus, including the (i) start and end date, (ii)
topics, (iii) value of related contract, (iv) summary of advice provided?

(Return tabled)
Question No. 469—Mr. Damien C. Kurek:

With regard to the government’s hiring policies: (a) is the government currently
hiring for any positions wherein the successful applicant must be a member of a
particular underrepresented group; (b) what are the particular positions for which
the requirement in (a) has been implemented; (c) what are the underrepresented
group or groups with which an applicant must identify in order to be eligible, bro‐
ken down by each position; (d) what is the process for determining if an applicant
has made a false claim in relation to the requirement in (a); and (e) what process

does the government follow for determining which positions will be reserved for
underrepresented groups?

(Return tabled)

Question No. 470—Mr. Robert Kitchen:

With regard to the acquisition of freezers required to transport and store the Pfiz‐
er COVID-19 vaccine: (a) how many freezers were purchased; (b) what is the total
cost of purchasing the freezers; (c) what is the cost per unit of freezers purchased,
broken down by type of unit; (d) how many of each type of unit were purchased; (e)
how many of each type of unit purchased are in each (i) province or territory, (ii)
local health unit district; (f) how many of each type of unit were purchased for the
purpose of transporting the vaccine; (g) how many freezers were rented; (h) what is
the total cost of renting the freezers; (i) what is cost per unit of freezers rented, bro‐
ken down by type of unit; (j) what are the estimated costs of (i) transporting, (ii)
maintaining the freezers, broken down by type of expense; and (k) what are the de‐
tails of all contracts over $1,000 related to the purchase, acquisition, maintenance,
or transportation of the freezers including, (i) the vendor, (ii) the amount, (iii) the
description of goods or services, including the quantity, (iv) whether the contract
was sole-sourced or awarded through a competitive biding process?

(Return tabled)

Question No. 471—Ms. Rachel Blaney:

With regard to the international and large business sector of the Canada Revenue
Agency (CRA), since November 2015, and broken down by year: (a) how many au‐
dits were completed; (b) what is the number of auditors, broken down by category
of auditors; (c) how many new files were opened; (d) how many files were closed;
(e) of the files in (d), what was the average time it took to process the file before it
was closed; (f) of the files in (d), what was the risk level of each file; (g) how much
was spent on contractors and subcontractors; (h) of the contractors and subcontrac‐
tors in (g), what is the initial and final value of each contract; (i) among the contrac‐
tors and subcontractors in (g), what is the description of each service contract; (j)
how many reassessments were issued; (k) what is the total amount recovered; (l)
how many taxpayer files were referred to the CRA's Criminal Investigations Pro‐
gram; (m) of the files in (l), how many were referred to the Public Prosecution Ser‐
vice of Canada; and (n) of the files in (m), how many resulted in convictions?

(Return tabled)

[English]

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Mr. Speaker, I ask that all remaining
questions be allowed to stand.

The Speaker: Is that agreed?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

* * *

REQUEST FOR EMERGENCY DEBATE

GOVERNMENT RESPONSE TO COVID-19 PANDEMIC

The Speaker: I wish to inform the House that I have received a
notice of a request for an emergency debate.

I invite the hon. member for Saanich—Gulf Islands rise and
make a brief intervention.

Ms. Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Mr. Speaker,
I note that you seem to put some emphasis on the word “brief”. I
will do my best, but it is an emergency. I think I will find sympathy
with many members of the House to the request I bring to the
House, but it is only your sympathy that I seek to have an emergen‐
cy debate this evening on the rising problem of variants of concern.
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The fact is that Canada remains at this point and is, as a number

of members have just mentioned in question period, in a third
wave. An emergency debate should not be a place where we blame
each other, but where we take hold of this and ask what we must do
better, because we must do better.

I first raised the request for an emergency debate on COVID-19
as it began to change in the second wave in November. My col‐
league, the member for Nanaimo—Ladysmith, asked again in
February as the variants appeared to be threatening a third wave.
We are now in that third wave.

There are many aspects of this to discuss, but the central question
is whether we all, collectively, at different orders of government,
need to shift from bending the curve to going to zero COVID to ac‐
tually working to eliminate COVID from Canada by learning from
what the Atlantic provinces are doing and what other provinces did.
Can we have an emergency debate on that this evening? It clearly is
an emergency.

SPEAKER'S RULING

The Speaker: I want to thank the hon. member for Saanich—
Gulf Islands for her intervention. I am prepared to grant an emer‐
gency debate concerning the government's response to the
COVID-19 pandemic. This debate will be held later today at the or‐
dinary hour of daily adjournment.

* * *
[Translation]

PRIVILEGE
ALLEGED PREMATURE DISCLOSURE OF PRIVATE MEMBER'S BILL

Mr. Paul Lefebvre (Sudbury, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I am rising
today to respond to the question of privilege raised by the member
for Elgin—Middlesex—London with regard to Bill C-288, which I
introduced in the House on Monday.

I would like to begin by thanking the member for bringing this
matter to my attention. It is true that I spoke to reporters about my
bill between the time it was put on notice and its introduction in the
House.

That was a mistake on my part. I thought that, since I had de‐
scribed my bill during the emergency debate last Wednesday
evening, it was okay to repeat the same comments outside the
House. I did not know that one should not talk about a private
member's bill during that period.

I would like to sincerely apologize to all members. I did not in‐
tend to breach the parliamentary privilege of the House. I now un‐
derstand the implications of that decision, and I pledge to become
more familiar with the rules and practices of the House.

Mr. Speaker, thank you for giving me the opportunity to explain
myself on this important issue.
● (1530)

ALLEGED PREMATURE DISCLOSURE OF PRIVATE MEMBER'S BILL—
SPEAKER'S RULING

The Speaker: I want to thank the member for his intervention.
As the member for Elgin—Middlesex—London mentioned, the

practice concerning the confidentiality of all bills on notice exists
so that the House is the first to learn of new legislative measures.

In fact, I want to remind the members once again that, although
they are allowed to conduct consultations during the development
of a bill or to announce their intention to table a bill on a specific
issue, they must not disclose the specific provisions contained in a
bill when it is put on notice. Only the title is made public when the
Notice Paper is published and remains so until the first reading of
the bill.

[English]

In my ruling on March 10, 2020, on a similar matter, the Chair
accepted the explanation of the member for Markham—Unionville,
where he also apologized.

Under the circumstances, I am prepared to do the same for the
member for Sudbury. Thus, in light of what has been presented, the
precedence in the matter and the apologies from the member for
Sudbury, the Chair considers the matter closed.

Because this is not the first time this has happened, I would like
to remind members of the importance of respecting confidentiality
when they are preparing bills or having them put on the Notice Pa‐
per.

I want to thank the hon. members for their attention.

[Translation]

The hon. member for Abitibi—Témiscamingue on a point of or‐
der.

* * *

POINTS OF ORDER

TAKING OF SCREENSHOT OF PARLIAMENTARY PROCEEDINGS

Mr. Sébastien Lemire (Abitibi—Témiscamingue, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to apologize to the House for breaking the
rules by taking a photograph of a colleague during oral question pe‐
riod on April 14, 2021.

I have already apologized to the member personally, but I also
wanted to do so publicly. I apologize to him personally, to his fami‐
ly, to our colleagues and to anyone I may have offended.

I will close by saying that I have no idea how the image was
leaked to the media and, under the circumstances, this will be my
only comment.

The Speaker: I want to thank the hon. member for his interven‐
tion. I will get back to the House with my decision.
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GOVERNMENT ORDERS
[English]

THE BUDGET
FINANCIAL STATEMENT OF MINISTER OF FINANCE

The House resumed from April 20 consideration of the motion
that this House approve in general the budgetary policy of the gov‐
ernment, of the amendment and of the amendment to the amend‐
ment.

Hon. Judy A. Sgro (Humber River—Black Creek, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to be able to participate via Zoom today.

As a female parliamentarian, it is a great honour for me to rise
today and respond to this exciting 2021 budget. It is the first budget
delivered by a female Minister of Finance and it really reflects that.
It is a truly momentous occasion in our Canadian history.

I am very proud of my hon. colleague. She carries many titles:
Deputy Prime Minister, Minister of Finance, the member for Uni‐
versity—Rosedale and “mom”, but her most important title to me is
a friend. I send my congratulations once again to the member for
the hard work she is doing every day on behalf of all Canadians
across this great country.

As we move forward, we are still in this battle against
COVID‑19. It is the fight of our lives. Unfortunately, my riding of
Humber River—Black Creek is one of the hardest-hit areas in
Toronto. My constituents are struggling—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): I would
ask the hon. member if she could continue after “Toronto”.

The hon. member for Kingston and the Islands is rising on a
point of order.
● (1535)

Mr. Mark Gerretsen: Madam Speaker, I believe the member
forgot to mention she will be sharing her time with the member for
Outremont.

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): I was in
the middle of a changing of the guard here, so I wonder if the hon.
member wants to—

Hon. Judy A. Sgro: Madam Speaker, yes, I will be sharing my
time with the great member for Outremont.

As I indicated, my constituents are struggling. I want to take this
opportunity to speak directly to the communities in my riding.
Many of their residents have lined up in very long lines in pop-up
spots today at clinics that are quickly being put together. I want
them to know that the light at the end of the tunnel is near, and that
we are all working day and night to get on top of this terrible pan‐
demic. The best vaccine, of course, is the first one that is available
to anyone. All of them have been approved by Health Canada, so I
want to encourage everyone to get vaccines as soon as they are
available. They will help save lives.

We are in the toughest stretch of this pandemic and, as the Prime
Minister said earlier this week, now is not the time to let up, not
even for a second. People should continue to follow all public
health recommendations even after receiving the vaccine: We

should wear masks, wash hands and continue to socially distance.
We are in this together and we will beat this virus together.

Now I will go on to this wonderful budget. We talk specifically
about the fact that no community will be left behind when it comes
to job creation and growth, we say we will have Canadians' backs
and we will extend business and income support measures through
to the fall. We are going to make investments that will create jobs
and help businesses across the economy come roaring back.

The budget is going to support almost 500,000 new training and
work opportunities for people who have lost their jobs and do not
have jobs to go back to, or who are looking for new opportunities.
There will be skills training in a variety of areas, and work opportu‐
nities that could change their lives forever. Included in the budget
are 215,000 new opportunities for youth. We do not want our youth
to struggle more than they have already during the pandemic, and
we want to see that they have employment opportunities for the fu‐
ture. Also included are supports for businesses in our most affected
sectors, such as tourism, arts and culture. Accelerating investment
in, and the digital transformation of, small and medium-sized busi‐
nesses is the way to go.

This budget is a plan that puts the government on track to meet
its commitment of one million jobs by the end of this year. I think
about how important it is for people who are struggling with mental
health and depression to know that the government is there for
them.

Our tourism sector was hit hard, of course. It continues to be one
of the hardest-hit sectors in Canada. Through this pandemic, I have
been working with local travel agencies in my riding. Lina Mattur‐
ro, who is the owner of Islington Travel, is a female small business
owner who was negatively impacted by the pandemic. I would talk
to Lina every week, sometimes every day, to help her return Cana‐
dians from abroad at the start of the pandemic. Lina worked tire‐
lessly. The majority of travel agencies are headed by women. I truly
wanted to help Lina and all of the other people involved in the trav‐
el industry, and budget 2021 has done just that. I was pleased that
they were being given help and not left out. We must thank the
Minister of Transport, the member for Mississauga Centre, for his
tireless work and the successful negotiations to protect the commis‐
sions of hard-working individuals in the travel industry.
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Now I will move on to something that is very important, which is

early learning and child care. We have talked about this for many,
many years. Frankly, now it is time. It is going to happen, because
this plan is going to drive economic growth for all of the women
who have been hit through this pandemic. This is a plan to increase
women's participation in the work force, and to offer each child in
Canada the best start in life. This plan is aimed at reducing fees for
parents of children in regulated child care by 50%. I can just imag‐
ine those women thinking about the possibility that one day there
will be child care available for $10 a day. It is going to cost $30 bil‐
lion over the next five years and will provide permanent ongoing
funding. For the families in Humber River—Black Creek, this will
be a huge investment and a huge help for the many single mothers I
have talked to over the years.

Pre-COVID, when I would walk through the local Jane Finch
Mall or visit some of our local parks, I would meet new mothers
who were just starting their families. They would tell me how much
they appreciated the Canada child benefit. It is my hope that these
mothers, when I see them next, will tell me about the new jobs they
have secured because of the child care support they are receiving
from our government.

Of course we all have talked a lot about seniors over these last
months and their challenges and difficulties, whether in long-term
care or simply struggling with limited income.
● (1540)

After a lifetime of hard work, seniors certainly deserve a secure
and dignified retirement, which is why the government has commit‐
ted to increasing old age security benefits for seniors aged 75 and
older. The government plans to implement this commitment in two
steps.

Budget 2021 proposes to meet the immediate needs of this group
of seniors by providing a one-time payment of $500 this coming
August to OAS pensioners who will be 75 or over as of the end of
June 2022. Budget 2021 then proposes to introduce legislation to
increase OAS payments for pensioners by 10% on an ongoing basis
beginning in July 2022.

This would increase the benefits for approximately 3.3 million
seniors, providing an additional benefit of $766 to full pensioners
in the first year that is indexed to inflation going forward. This
would really help to give seniors more financial security later in
life, especially as we know they are facing increased expenses and
are at a greater risk of running out of savings.

When this pandemic is over, I will have a chance to visit local
seniors' groups who will have been successfully vaccinated. They
will be playing cards or bingo at their local community centres. Not
only will they be excited about the chance to yell out “bingo”
again, they will be overjoyed with the increased support they will
be receiving through budget 2021.

One of the problems we had in long-term care in my riding oc‐
curred at Hawthorne Place, an excellent home that looks after many
of the most vulnerable. It was hit extremely hard with COVID-19.
The Canadian Armed Forces were deployed to this facility. The un‐
fortunate situation in my riding was not the only reason that led me
to advocate for strengthening standards for long-term care homes. It

has long been an issue that has needed to be addressed. We must
protect our seniors and the most vulnerable across Canada.

Budget 2021 proposes to provide $3 billion over five years to
Health Canada to support provinces and territories in ensuring that
standards for long-term care are applied and permanent changes are
made so that what happened through COVID-19 will never repeat
itself. It is imperative for us. We have a moral responsibility to en‐
sure we keep seniors safe and improve their quality of life. This
work will ensure that seniors and those in care live in safe and dig‐
nified conditions.

I want to thank my colleagues for their continued advocacy on
behalf of Canadians and those living in long-term care homes, es‐
pecially our Prime Minister, who heard what our difficulties were
and took action to improve the lives of our seniors.

We are unfortunately still in the battle of our lives against
COVID-19, but the supports included in this budget will make a
difference for Canadians and help them through this. Opportunities
are coming. Growth is coming. Jobs are coming. After a long, grim
year, Canadians are ready to recover and rebuild.

Ms. Marilyn Gladu (Sarnia—Lambton, CPC): Madam Speak‐
er, I would like to thank the member opposite for highlighting what
she liked in the budget.

There are a lot of seniors in my riding, and with two increases to
the carbon tax during the pandemic and the rising costs of every‐
thing, I am wondering this. Why did the government decided to ex‐
clude seniors who are 65 to 75 years old from the increase to OAS?

Hon. Judy A. Sgro: Madam Speaker, I very much enjoy work‐
ing with my hon. colleague and hope she and her family are staying
well.

The reality is that it is a tremendous amount of money. As much
as we all would have loved to see a 10% increase to everyone, the
practicality is that there is a cost factor. I would hope that, as we
move forward, we will have additional resources and opportunities
to help many of those seniors who continue to struggle, whether
through GIS increases or other ways.

● (1545)

[Translation]

Ms. Andréanne Larouche (Shefford, BQ): Madam Speaker, I
thank my colleague for her speech, but I would now invite her to
look Quebec seniors aged 65 to 74 in the eye and tell them that they
have gotten enough support from the federal government and that
they are not vulnerable enough to receive help in the next budget.
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I would like her to tell them that in person, because since the

Liberal government's announcement, I have received a ton of com‐
ments and letters of support from major Quebec seniors' groups
such as FADOQ and the AQDR and from people who are confused.
This measure would only cost $4 billion. That represents less than
1% of the deficit.

I would like her to repeat that this measure to support seniors is
too costly. Furthermore, I am not even going to address the issue of
the National Assembly's unanimous request that the federal govern‐
ment not interfere in Quebec's long-term care facilities. The federal
government has no business lecturing Quebec. Quebec will look af‐
ter its jurisdiction, for which it is solely responsible.
[English]

Hon. Judy A. Sgro: Madam Speaker, we have continued, since
the beginning of this pandemic, to help many seniors, recognizing
their struggles. I believe there was a total of $1,500 or $1,800 in ad‐
ditional bonuses that went to seniors over the last year, since the be‐
ginning of this pandemic, to help many of them. We have again in‐
vested in the budget in the area of long-term care and a lot of the
areas that affect seniors in different ways. As I said earlier, all of us
in the House would have loved to be able to spread additional fi‐
nancial supports going forward, but we will continue to work for‐
ward in a positive way to ensure an improvement in the quality of
life for all seniors in Canada.

Ms. Lindsay Mathyssen (London—Fanshawe, NDP): Madam
Speaker, in the budget the government put forward some dedicated
funding for sexual and reproductive health services and access.
However, it is such a small amount that it does nothing to help clin‐
ics, like the one in New Brunswick, and does nothing to expand the
services that women need for those reproductive services. The gov‐
ernment has not invested in midwifery services, where women on
the ground in remote and rural areas could provide excellent service
to women. It has not provided greater access for a pharmacare pro‐
gram for access to birth control.

Could the member talk about that?
Hon. Judy A. Sgro: Madam Speaker, we have transferred an ad‐

ditional $4.3 billion to the provinces, another $1.2 billion to support
health care capacity in a variety of areas, and $740 million to ad‐
dress the immediate needs in supportive care and to provide health
and social supports for other groups and organizations. We have
transferred millions of dollars to the provinces specifically for
health care and health care-related issues, and I would expect the
questions my colleague has mentioned are areas that the provinces
will be sensitive to and will ensure they have sufficient funding.

Ms. Rachel Bendayan (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minis‐
ter of Small Business, Export Promotion and International
Trade, Lib.): Madam Speaker, budget 2021 is a budget about in‐
vesting in the future of our country; investing in the next industrial
revolution and our digital transformation; investing in a cleaner,
healthier environment and a new, green economy; investing in the
participation of all Canadians in the economy, including women.

What we have put forward is a plan to see our business commu‐
nity through to the end of this pandemic and be well positioned for
growth on the other side. Over a year ago, as the House knows, we
introduced the Canada emergency wage subsidy, a program the like

of which we had never before seen. This has directly supported the
paycheques of more than five million Canadians, saving countless
jobs and helping employees and employers stay afloat.

We also created the emergency rent subsidy, which has covered
up to 90% of the rent of our small business owners for over
150,000 entrepreneurs and Canadian businesses across the country.
I hear it from so many small business entrepreneurs: These pro‐
grams have been a veritable lifeline. That is why in this budget we
have set aside funding to extend these emergency pandemic busi‐
ness supports.

However, let us be clear. Canadian entrepreneurs want to grow.
They want to prosper. They want to hire more workers, and they
want to succeed in a strong and stable economy. Our budget creates
the right incentives for growth in many different ways. From the
Canada recovery hiring program, which is going to offset some of
the costs of creating new jobs or increasing wages or hours, to the
digital adoption program, which helps cover the costs of doing
business online, we are supporting a strong recovery.

One of the very important economic lessons of the pandemic is
that e-commerce is not a “nice to have”; it is a necessity. The digital
economy is here, and it is here to stay. A 2020 study revealed that
half of Canadian businesses currently operating online started doing
so only within the last year. As we continue to promote the impor‐
tance of our export market and all of the opportunities that are
available to Canadian businesses through our many international
trade agreements, being able to sell Canada's goods and services
online is a key ingredient to further economic growth.

So is Canadian innovation. I think of the potential of applied re‐
search in this country. From the possibilities of quantum technolo‐
gy, in which we are investing $360 million, to our expertise in arti‐
ficial intelligence, in which we are investing an additional $445
million, to our investments in photonics, genomics and more, the
federal government is stepping up to support an economic recovery
on the cutting edge of technology. This is where the world is going.
This is where the economy of tomorrow is going, and Canadians
will be there at the front of the pack.

● (1550)

[Translation]

When I think about it, this technology- and innovation-driven
economy of tomorrow is practically an investment in Montreal's
ecosystem and Quebec's emerging industries.

Think of the AI-powered supply chains supercluster here in
Montreal, which will harness robotics. Think of Quebec's biomanu‐
facturing industry. Think of innovative companies such as Medica‐
go, which is developing a 100% made-in-Canada COVID-19 vac‐
cine as we speak.
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We are very fortunate to have leading research institutions such

as the Université de Montréal, Polytechnique Montréal, HEC Mon‐
tréal and IRIC. They will be vital to strengthening our national
biomanufacturing capacity.

Think of the aerospace industry, too. This industry is based in
Quebec and contributes more than $28 billion to the GDP. With its
investment of $2 billion, the federal government is recognizing the
importance of our Quebec industries. These investments will put
the industry in a strong position once restrictions are lifted. It is al‐
so an acknowledgement of the power of Quebec voices within our
federal government.

When Quebeckers are wondering whether to vote for an opposi‐
tion party or a governing party, and when Quebeckers see what we
can accomplish as members from Quebec and as a Quebec caucus
within the government, the answer is quite clear.

We are here to advocate for Quebec with the Prime Minister and
the Minister of Finance, in order to fulfill our commitments to Que‐
bec and make sure the budget responds to our priorities with mon‐
ey, political will and meaningful results.

We cannot talk about the economy of tomorrow without talking
about the green transition, which cannot be put off to another day.
That day has arrived.

Is the federal government spending a significant amount of mon‐
ey in this budget? The answer is yes. These are real numbers that
reflect a real plan to combat climate change. Our budget proposes
nearly $18 billion for Canada's strengthened climate plan. These
measures position Canada to reduce our greenhouse gas emissions
by 36% by 2030.

● (1555)

[English]

Investing in our fight against climate change can and will be an
engine of growth for our economy. This investment is critical, not
only to protect the planet that we all inhabit and need in order to
live, but also to grow and to prosper.

Through this budget, we are supporting the manufacturers of ze‐
ro-emission technologies by cutting their taxes in half, and to spur
new investments in clean tech, we are proposing to set aside $1 bil‐
lion to fund specific projects. These are investments that will pro‐
tect our environment for our children and our grandchildren, but
they will also create the jobs we need today.

Our government is moving with the times. We can see where
global investors are headed, and we need to be there for the pass.
Canada must move ahead of the puck. This budget will get us there.
Climate change is real, and $18 billion in new green investments is
real money. This is concrete action on climate change, and it will
have a transformative effect on our economy.

Before I close, as a mother of a three-and-a-half-year-old, I can‐
not speak to the budget without speaking to the importance of the
historic investment we are proposing for early learning and child
care for parents, for families and, of course, for the full participa‐
tion of women in our economy.

As the parliamentary secretary for small business, I also cannot
speak to the budget without speaking to the importance of our addi‐
tional investments in the women entrepreneurship program. As a
government, we are committed to tackling, head-on, the “she-ces‐
sion” that Canada and so many other countries are facing right now.
We have shown, through this budget, that a feminist economic re‐
covery not only is possible but will bring home huge dividends.

[Translation]

This program is all the more important because, as we know, the
crisis has particularly affected women. Since the start of the pan‐
demic, more than 16,000 women have left the workforce, while al‐
most 100,000 men joined it.

Quebec has the highest rate of participation of women in the
economy in Canada and among the most impressive internationally.
In fact, women in Quebec with children under the age of 3 have one
of the world's highest participation rates in the economy. As a
woman and a mother and, of course, as a Quebecker, I am proud to
see that Quebec is once again leading the way for the rest of the
country.

Our pan-Canadian early learning and child care plan is a plan for
Canada’s future. What we propose in the budget is a plan to support
Canadians today, while laying the foundation for a greener, more
modern, more dynamic and more inclusive economic recovery.

Mr. Luc Berthold (Mégantic—L'Érable, CPC): Madam
Speaker, I would like to thank my colleague for her speech. I would
also like to ask her three questions.

First, as a Quebecker, as she herself mentioned in her speech,
does she agree with the federal government’s plan to impose stan‐
dards for seniors homes in Quebec that they will have to meet in
order to receive funding?

Second, does she agree that Quebec should receive funding for
this new national child care program she says she wants to imple‐
ment in the coming years? We know that it will take several years
before the program is rolled out in other provinces, just like it took
several years in Quebec.

Third, does she think that dairy producers should have received
compensation in the budget for the Canada-United States-Mexico
Agreement?

Ms. Rachel Bendayan: Madam Speaker, my colleague asked
several questions, and I will try to answer them in the time I have.
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First, I am indeed very proud to be able to launch a pan-Canadi‐

an child care program. In my case in particular, as a mother, I wait‐
ed three years before getting a day care place in Montreal. I know
that Quebec is leading the way for the rest of the country, but we
also need to make sure we have enough places for children in Que‐
bec. I think that federal transfer payments could help improve the
system we have in place in Quebec.

In terms of health transfer payments, especially for long-term
care, it is essential that we continue to support the provinces so that
we can provide proper care to our seniors. I think that national stan‐
dards are important in ensuring that Quebec seniors—
● (1600)

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): The par‐
liamentary secretary's time has run out, and we need to move on to
another question.
[English]

The hon. member for Vancouver Kingsway.
Mr. Don Davies (Vancouver Kingsway, NDP): Madam Speak‐

er, we know that for decades millions of Canadians have had no ac‐
cess to the prescription drugs they need to be well and even to live.

In 1997, Liberals said that if Canadians elected them, they would
bring in pharmacare. They broke that promise. In the 2019 throne
speech, right after being elected, the Liberal government said,
“pharmacare is the key missing piece of universal health care in
this country. The government will take steps to introduce and im‐
plement national pharmacare so that Canadians have the drug cov‐
erage they need.” The 2021 budget contains nothing to fulfill this
promise.

We know the hon. member and her Liberal colleagues voted
against the NDP's Canada pharmacare act in February. Will the
member come clean with Canadians and just admit that the Liberal
Party does not believe in public pharmacare and simply is not com‐
mitted to implementing it?

Ms. Rachel Bendayan: Madam Speaker, obviously pharmacare
is an extremely important issue in this country. As he pointed out, it
was in the throne speech. It is a commitment that we made in the
last election, and it is a commitment we made again in the throne
speech. We will fulfill that commitment. It is important that all
Canadians have access to medication at a reasonable cost. We will
follow through.
[Translation]

Mr. Yves Perron (Berthier—Maskinongé, BQ): Madam
Speaker, I would like to ask my colleague how she feels about the
government tabling a budget like this, which fails to keep many of
its promises.

I am thinking in particular about the next generation of farmers.
The government has been promising to help this sector since 2019.
It even held discussions with representatives of the Fédération de la
relève agricole du Québec and promised them that there would be
measures to support them in the budget. However, the budget does
not mention anything of the kind.

Also, how does she feel about the government promising to help
seniors but creating two classes of seniors in the budget?

Ms. Rachel Bendayan: Madam Speaker, my colleague has
brought up an extremely important subject, but I obviously do not
have enough time to answer properly.

With respect to our support for seniors, the number of seniors
living in poverty has declined by 25% since we were elected in
2015. Our government is there for seniors, and we will continue to
support them.

* * *
[English]

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

Mr. Mark Gerretsen (Kingston and the Islands, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, there have been discussions among the parties, and if you
seek it, I believe you will find unanimous consent for the following
motion. I move:

That, notwithstanding any Standing Order, special order or usual practice of the
House, during the debate tonight, pursuant to Standing Order 52, no quorum calls,
dilatory motions or requests for unanimous consent shall be received by the Chair.

[Translation]

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): All
those opposed to the hon. member moving the motion will please
say nay.

I hear none. The House has heard the terms of the motion. All
those opposed will please say nay.

There being no dissenting voice, I declare the motion carried.

(Motion agreed to)

* * *
[English]

THE BUDGET

FINANCIAL STATEMENT OF MINISTER OF FINANCE

The House resumed consideration of the motion that this House
approve in general the budgetary policy of the government, of the
amendment and of the amendment to the amendment.

Mr. Michael Barrett (Leeds—Grenville—Thousand Islands
and Rideau Lakes, CPC): Madam Speaker, at long last, two years
after the last budget presented by the Liberals, it is a pleasure to rise
today to speak to their latest proposal to Canadians.

We remember that the budget at that time was very much crafted
and timed to distract attention away from what we all now remem‐
ber as the SNC-Lavalin scandal. That budget was tabled when the
Prime Minister was avoiding questions and was under intense pres‐
sure. We would later learn, through the tabling in this House of the
report of the Conflict of Interest and Ethics Commissioner, the
Trudeau II report, that the Prime Minister did indeed interfere in the
prosecution of his friends at SNC-Lavalin.
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Here we are now, in the middle of a pandemic. Last spring, the

government had no intention of introducing a budget. In the mean‐
time, the Liberals have shut down Parliament to avoid tough ques‐
tions about another scandal that involves this Prime Minister where
members of his family received half a million dollars. He then gave
that organization half a billion dollars because it needed a bailout.
Of course, those are his friends at the WE organization.

We did not get a budget when we returned to Parliament in the
fall. Instead, what we got was a Speech from the Throne, which
does not match this budget. It was followed by committees being
filibustered. We are not talking about just one or two committees.
We are talking about the ethics committee and the finance commit‐
tee, which should have been dealing with pre-budget consultations.
We are talking about the procedure and House affairs committee,
and of course the national defence committee was filibustered too.

Finally this spring, we have a budget from the government.
While the last budget was tabled in its form to cover up the tough
questions being asked as a result of the SNC-Lavalin scandal,
which saw the Prime Minister fire Canada's first female indigenous
attorney general, and kick her and Dr. Jane Philpott out of caucus
for speaking truth to power. We now have a budget tabled during a
pandemic, and it really is a remarkable opportunity. The govern‐
ment has the runway to make investments in provincial health care.

We hear an awful lot from the government about the $8 in $10
that was spent in relief funds during this pandemic coming from the
federal government. I can give another number that the government
might find helpful: 100% of the money spent by governments dur‐
ing the pandemic came from taxpayers.

Therefore, here we are in the third wave of the pandemic, and the
third wave of lockdowns, and the health care system is bursting at
its seams. The health care system had funding challenges before the
pandemic. During the 2019 election, the Conservatives made spe‐
cific commitments with respect to increasing health transfers to the
provinces.

The pandemic is in full swing. We are in the third wave. There
are lockdowns. Hospitals are screaming for help, and provinces
need more resources. However, we are not seeing, in this historic
document from the government, that investment in the provinces
and in health care. I started talking about health care, of course, be‐
cause we are in the middle of a global pandemic.

There is another item that was noticeably absent. Members in
this House will recall and members on the government side will re‐
member that the House did move to adopt a national three-digit sui‐
cide prevention hotline. It is a tremendously important initiative,
988, so that Canadians from coast to coast to coast know that those
three digits are all they need to remember in a time of crisis. We
have seen the effect this pandemic has had with respect to the men‐
tal health of all Canadians, and there has really not been a lot of the
heavy lifting the government would need to do to implement that
motion, which was adopted by this House. It is also missing.

When these items that we know would be incredibly helpful,
timely and life saving are absent, their absence from the budget
speaks to the intent. The intent, of course, and the reason there is so
much preamble in the budget, and I think it is the longest budget in

terms of number of pages we have ever seen in this country, is be‐
cause it is meant to resemble an election platform.

● (1605)

I will note that I will be splitting my time with the member for
Pitt Meadows—Maple Ridge, and I look forward to his intervention
to talk a little more about why this is not a pandemic relief budget,
not a jobs budget and not an economic recovery budget but, in fact,
an election budget.

I received a call at my office yesterday from Helen, a constituent
who is quite concerned about the fate of our country. I think that is
pretty normal. We all have great hopes and aspirations for what our
county will look like. Now, Helen is in her nineties, so she has seen
a lot of changes in this country. She has been around for a lot of
days. However, Helen's concerns are not for her next days, but for
her great-grandchildren's. She is wondering what is going to hap‐
pen when we have more debt wracked up by this Prime Minister
than all the debt wracked up by all the prime ministers previous to
him. She wonders who will pay that back.

Concerning the urgency to introduce a budget, we did not expect
that from this government, because this Prime Minister, of course,
famously said that the budget would balance itself and that we
would have very modest deficits during his first term. Now, of
course, during the Liberals' first mandate, there was not a global
pandemic or a global economic recession, but they blew the doors
off the bank and plunged our country deep into deficits. Then,
when they got another mandate, they found themselves in crisis and
plunged us even further with new deficits and a much larger debt,
breaking the $1-trillion mark.

There was spending that had to happen during the pandemic, and
I am talking about important measures such as the Canada emer‐
gency wage subsidy. For that, the government proposed 10%, but
the opposition parties said that was not enough and that it needed to
be more. Members will hear the Liberals say, “Oh well, the opposi‐
tion says we are spending too much money, but they do not seem to
want us to spend any money.”

Well, we want them to spend targeted money. It is not just about
spraying hundreds of billions of dollars and hoping for electoral
fortune as a result. We want targeted measures that help Canadians'
livelihoods and their lives. That is why that 75% emergency wage
subsidy received the unanimous support of all parties in the House.

However, there are a number of things that this government
ought to have done with this budget document that it failed to do.
Just like Helen, when we look at what the budget should be focused
on compared with what the Liberals did focus on, we are left won‐
dering, my goodness, who will pay for this debt hangover. Certain‐
ly it will be Helen's great-grandchildren, which does, of course,
give her reason to be concerned.
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The debt has, as referenced by my colleagues, become a bit of a

time bomb for this country. We need to hope and pray that we do
not end up in a situation with rising interest rates where our debt
servicing costs eclipse our ability to be able to transfer more money
to the provinces. The Prime Minister has said that he would give
more money to the provinces for health care when the health care
emergency is over. I am not really sure how we ended up with that
as the best case.

Right now, Canadians are looking for targeted measures, such as
for the tourism sector. We were looking forward to the government
wanting to climb down into local jurisdictions, helping with cham‐
bers of commerce that are seeking rapid tests for its businesses that
are employing people in the community. While we find ourselves in
this third wave of lockdowns, this third wave of the pandemic, we
expected something more than an election document and a lifetime
of debt from this government.

● (1610)

We look forward to continuing to review it, but I have as many
questions for the members opposite as I am sure they have for me.

Hon. Wayne Easter (Malpeque, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I lis‐
tened carefully to the member's remarks on the budget and I won‐
dered where there would be criticism, but he never had any, other
than the debt, which is a necessary investment so there is an eco‐
nomic future for Helen's grandchildren.

The budget is all about that. It is about the future for Helen's
grandchildren and all grandchildren across the country. It carries on
some of the spending we had to do to take care of the health con‐
cerns of Canadians and to get in more vaccines ahead of the time
for which had been originally planned. The problem with vaccines
is not that they are not here; it is distribution in certain areas that
will not get them out and into arms.

We heard a lot of wild stories from the member about what hap‐
pened last summer, but we are talking about a budget in April 2021,
which covers a lot of bases. Does the member not recognize that
90¢ out of every $1 that has been spent on the COVID pandemic
comes from the federal government?

● (1615)

Mr. Michael Barrett: Madam Speaker, the member for
Malpeque mentioned 90¢. I will give another number: 100% came
from taxpayers. There was talk about debt. He said that I did not
talk about the budget. I talked about what was missing from the
budget. Health care transfers are desperately needed by the
provinces. That is missing from the budget.

While there are a lot of aspirations in the budget and a lot of fu‐
ture debt to be paid by Helen's great-grandchildren, who will be
paying for this, the Liberals missed the mark on spending where it
mattered most, particularly with respect to health and mental
health. We are looking for that.

If we want to talk about what happened last summer, the govern‐
ment should have been developing domestic vaccine manufactur‐
ing, not partnering with Chinese-based and owned CanSino.

[Translation]
Ms. Andréanne Larouche (Shefford, BQ): Madam Speaker, I

would like to thank my colleague for his speech.

He spoke at length about the importance of investing in health in
order to get out of the crisis. The government may have announced
that it wants to make stable, predictable health transfers, but that
does not mean that it is prepared to commit to giving the provinces
what they want, which is to increase the Canada health transfer to
35%.

His Conservative colleagues have already told me that we will
have to see what is left in the coffers after the crisis. That is exactly
what the Liberal Party said: that we will have to wait until the crisis
is over to see where we stand financially.

If there is one sector that should not be subjected to austerity
measures or penny-pinching, it is health. Every time pennies are
pinched from the Canada health transfer, someone somewhere does
not get service, and someone somewhere has their colonoscopy
postponed because patients are being triaged and not enough mon‐
ey has been transferred.

Since the 1990s, the Liberals and Conservatives have been cut‐
ting back on health care, year after year—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): The hon.
member for Leeds—Grenville—Thousand Islands and Rideau
Lakes.

[English]
Mr. Michael Barrett: Madam Speaker, I am happy to tell the

member opposite that, in 2021, these Conservatives are looking for
increased spending on health care for all the reasons she listed. It
will create a delayed public health crisis when we have not had all
the diagnostic testing done, which is normally done when hospitals
have been shut. Certainly this will have a negative effect on peo‐
ple's mental health, but also on their life expectancy and favourable
outcomes on otherwise historically treatable and curable illnesses.
That is why we need to make more investments in health care to‐
day.

Mr. Daniel Blaikie (Elmwood—Transcona, NDP): Madam
Speaker, the New Democrats have long recognized that seniors are
struggling and that they require more assistance through programs
like the old age supplement. That is why we opposed the Conserva‐
tives when they raised the eligibility age from 65 to 67. It is why
we have called on the government now to ensure that the OAS in‐
crease it has talked about is not just for seniors 75 and older, but for
all seniors over 65.

I invite the member to comment on that.
Mr. Michael Barrett: Madam Speaker, what we want to see

from the government and what it will need to explain is why it
made the decisions with respect to age cut-offs. It is important that
we provide help for seniors who have been affected in a terrible
way. Many of them have paid with their lives during this global
pandemic. We to need to ensure the country is there to support
them, seniors of all ages, and that the commitments by the govern‐
ment reflect the actual needs of seniors.
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Mr. Marc Dalton (Pitt Meadows—Maple Ridge, CPC):

Madam Speaker, I do not think members on the other side expect I
will be glowing in my commentary regarding their budget. If they
are, I am sorry to disappoint them.

I was in the House when the Minister of Finance presented the
budget, and I was taken aback at one point when she seemed to be
very proud, in fact she mentioned it twice, that the Liberals only
spent $354.2 billion. She said that they restrained themselves by not
spending an extra $30 billion that were in their projections. She re‐
peated it twice and I thought to myself “$354 billion”.

The fact is that when the Liberals won the election in 2015, de‐
spite having fewer people voting for them, but that is our first past
the post system which is fine, they were given a surplus. They said
that they would run a deficit of $10 billion and never came through
with that projection. They never came through on any of their pro‐
jections as far as the deficit goes.

Last year's spending, 2020 to 2021, was 35 times more than the
deficit they projected when they first came into power. It as if the
Liberals have lost the sense of the worth of money, of fiscal pru‐
dence. If Larry and Martha, or any other small business owner or
Canadian, were to borrow money and spend all their savings as the
Liberals have, they would be in an extremely precarious state, prob‐
ably evicted from their home. The Liberals are taking us down this
risky path and they seem to be quite nonchalant about that.

The government does not seem to feel that what has happened to
nations across the world and throughout history applies to Canada.
We are Canadians. The laws and principles of the natural world of
science, which Liberals like to affirm, also apply to economics. If
people step over a cliff, they will go down, even if they are wearing
a Canadian flag on their t-shirt.

I think of Argentina, a large and beautiful country. I have not
been there but have read about it. It has many natural resources and
a large immigrant population. A large European population went
there during the late 1800s and early 1900s. For decades in the 20th
century, it outgrew Canada and Australia in population growth and
per capita growth, and was one of the 10 richest nations in the
world. However, it made some poor economic choices and ended
up defaulting nine times on its economy. Its inflation was in the
double digits, and up to 5,000%, which wiped out the prosperity of
the middle class. In the 1970s, it had a few years of sound econom‐
ic policies, but then it started to go further and further into deficits
and its external debt tripled in three years. People lost their savings.

Let us go a few thousand kilometres north to Venezuela.
Venezuela is another story. It has the largest reserves of oil in the
world. It was the wealthiest nation in South America. In 1998, Pres‐
ident Chavez was elected, and his vision was to greatly expand so‐
cial services, take people out of poverty and implement his socialist
agenda. We know now how that fared. Five million people have
fled that nation. People have gone hungry. The average weight of
individuals has gone down many pounds, or kilograms. There are
real shortages of any basic supplies, gasoline, everything. It is a dis‐
aster. It is harassing the press and has closed down independent out‐
lets. It has taken over hundreds of private businesses. It has in‐
creased money supplies, and borrowing is out of control.

● (1620)

I can hear people saying that I am being an alarmist and that we
should not to be so ridiculous. I ask them to open their eyes to what
is happening in Canada today.

How many rights and freedoms have been sidelined in our soci‐
ety because of COVID, and responding to medical needs and safe‐
ty? Who would have believed we would be in the situation we are
in right now a year and a bit ago? I do not think anybody would
have. Borders are virtually closed. In British Columbia, and I am a
member of Parliament from there, people are not supposed to travel
outside their health authority. Places of worship have been closed.
People are unable to see family, to attend funerals and weddings.
People are dying alone. There are suicides. People are afraid.

I personally know a lot of people who have COVID. I had an un‐
cle who passed from it. I am not saying that this is not real; it is
very real. However, who would have imagined we would be in this
situation? I would have imagined being in the House speaking.
Now a few people are here and a few are in the virtual world. Who
would have imagined this situation?

Why am I talking about this right now? It is because I am talking
about the budget. I am talking about the problems that could hap‐
pen to Canada. A year and a half ago we could not have imagined
losing the freedoms we have lost right now. I do not think the other
nations, which were doing so well, could have possibly imagined
that their economies would collapse. That could happen in Canada.
Let us not kid ourselves; this is serious business.

The Fraser Institute says that only 12% of the budget will go to
directly support COVID measures. The rest or a lot of it is pre-elec‐
tion pandering. I know there is some really good stuff in the budget
that sound really good, for example, the child care provisions. The
only thing with the child care provisions is that they have been
promised since 1993, under Chrétien and Martin. The Liberals have
always promised it, but it does not show up. I have no doubt the
Liberals will get a bottle of wine to celebrate the opening a few
spots for child care.

I was talking to a member of Parliament a year ago. I said that
we should not be surprised to be meeting in a few months. I was
actually thinking it would be a few weeks. I was watching what
was happening with COVID. He looked at me like I was crazy. I
phoned my kids to talk about buying a place. I told them not to tell
anybody, but I recommended they stock up.

Let me speak about a nation a little closer to home. How about
Canada? Let us talk about Canada. Let us talk about Prime Minister
Trudeau.
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● (1625)

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): I would
remind the hon. member that he is not to use the name of the Prime
Minister or any other MPs in the House. He has 30 seconds to
wrap.

The hon. member.
Mr. Marc Dalton: Madam Speaker, I want to talk about the for‐

mer prime minister who was related to the current Prime Minister.
The government start spending way more than the revenue it re‐
ceived. There were large deficits and increasing debt. The federal
spending became 20% of the economy. Now it is 30%. We have a
high debt crisis, high inflation and 650,000 people unemployed. In‐
flation is at 12%. Unemployment is at 12%. The lending rates are
at—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): Unfortu‐
nately, the hon. member's time is up, however he will be able to add
comments during questions and comments. I am sure he has lots to
add.

Questions and comments, the hon. member for Kingston and the
Islands.

Mr. Mark Gerretsen (Kingston and the Islands, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, I appreciate the member's passion and I listened to him
very attentively until he started to reference the Fraser Institute. We
can debate that another time.

The member talked about the position we are in. Never did I
imagine, when I ran in 2015 or in 2019, that while I was here
Canada would be in a position where we owed over $1 trillion in
debt. That is the reality. I do not think any of us did, but we also did
not realize the position that we would be in. We are not the only na‐
tion to be in this position. Most developed nations like ours are in
the same position, yet we made a choice to invest in Canadians.
Yes, all the money comes from taxpayers, but the difference is that
we thought the taxpayers should bear the burden rather than certain
sectors of the economy or certain sectors of the population.

Would the member agree that if we did not invest in Canadians
like this we would be in a much worse place when we do come out
of this pandemic?
● (1630)

Mr. Marc Dalton: Madam Speaker, I want to say I agree with
the member. We do support Canadian workers. It is really key. Con‐
servatives have looked for ways of how we can help. How can we
help Canadians? We are there.

Not everything is bad in the budget. There might be a few things
that need improvement and we will make some amendments, but
most of it is a real mess. The situation is that one-third of the bud‐
get of the first prime minister related to the current one was going
to debt servicing. That is disastrous.

[Translation]
Ms. Andréanne Larouche (Shefford, BQ): Madam Speaker, I

thank my colleague for his passionate speech. I get the feeling that
he still has a lot to say on the matter, but I would like to come back
to help for workers.

In his speech, he talked about the wage subsidy. Obviously this
affects some sectors more than others, including tourism and cul‐
ture, and they are the sectors that fuel our local economies.

I would like him to elaborate on the importance of extending
some of these measures in the budget to help workers and
economies throughout Quebec and the provinces.

Mr. Marc Dalton: Madam Speaker, I agree with the member
from the Bloc Québécois. There should be more in the budget for
workers.

In my region, in British Columbia, cruises are one of our most
important sectors. This is a $2.6‑billion industry. The Liberals do
not even want ships to dock for provisioning, even if the passengers
stay on board and do not visit the area. That is very important. The
government is telling us that this sector will reopen in a year. That
does not work for this industry and all the other sectors.

[English]

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): We have
time for a brief question.

The hon. member for Windsor West.

Mr. Brian Masse (Windsor West, NDP): Madam Speaker, the
member's speech was very diverse, there is no doubt about it. I
think it is the first time someone has read a word cloud in the cham‐
ber. The question I want to ask him is related to credit cards and
interest rates, and to find out where the Conservatives are with re‐
gard to the modest improvements mentioned in the budget to treat
small businesses more fairly with interest charges and service fees.
That is one issue, or part of it, but there is no doubt that credit card
rates and borrowing rates, in a range of 11% to 19% on average, are
excessive.

Would the member support a regulatory approach to bringing
down credit card rates, even in the interim, as the rates are dispro‐
portionate to the benefits of borrowing and of the—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): A brief
answer from the member for Pitt Meadows—Maple Ridge.

Mr. Marc Dalton: Madam Speaker, I think it is very positive
when we can see a lowering of the interest rates on credit cards or
anything else. I think that has really helped people to purchase
homes. However, what is positive can also be negative, because
credit card rates will increase if the rates increase also, so it goes
hand in hand. This budget is leading us toward inflation. That
would lead to higher credit card rates and other problems, including
higher mortgage rates. That is a big concern.

● (1635)

Mr. Francesco Sorbara (Parliamentary Secretary to the Min‐
ister of National Revenue, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I wish to indi‐
cate that I will be splitting my time with my hon. colleague, the
parliamentary secretary for the riding of Argenteuil—La Petite-Na‐
tion.



April 21, 2021 COMMONS DEBATES 5939

The Budget
It is a pleasure to speak on budget 2021, which would not only

continue to have the backs of Canadians impacted by COVID-19,
but would take substantial next steps to position our economy for
ongoing recovery and economic growth. Simply, it is about ensur‐
ing a better future for all Canadians and strengthening our middle
class and those working hard to join it.

It is a pleasure to represent the residents of Vaughan—Wood‐
bridge. I wish to thank my residents for heeding the calls of public
health during the pandemic to stay home, wear masks and socially
distance. Now, these same residents are doing their part in getting
their vaccinations. I encourage all residents and all Canadians,
when they are eligible, to please get their vaccine shots. As we all
know, normality will only return with an effective vaccine rollout
and vaccinations.

The COVID-19 pandemic is a once-in-a-lifetime event. It froze
our economy and overnight resulted in millions of people losing
their jobs, businesses being shuttered and, to this day, families' lives
being altered. I will be getting my vaccine shot tomorrow evening,
so I am quite excited.

This was an exogenous shock to our economy that required a
massive response by our government. Yes, our government is there
for Canadians, but Canadians, our neighbours, friends and indus‐
tries, have also risen to the challenge. The Canadian economy has
bounced back much faster than many had anticipated, including the
forecasts made by the Bank of Canada. We saw this morning the re‐
vised upward forecast from the BOC, which stated that, “Activity
has proved more resilient than expected in the face of the
COVID-19 pandemic”. The line I very much appreciated was that,
“The Bank has revised up its estimate of potential output in light of
greater resilience to the pandemic and accelerated digitalization.”

This is a testament to the work of Canadians and the work of our
government through its various support programs, and to the unique
nature of the shock to our economy. This shock to our economy
was not a failure of the markets nor of capitalism but, importantly,
the response to this shock required that the government come in
and assist its citizens in their time of need.

Budget 2021 would respond to the COVID-19 pandemic and
represents a paradigm shift. We must implement further policies to
strengthen our social safety net and ensure a more inclusive and
sustainable economy where no Canadian is left behind. It is a bud‐
get I can best describe as ambitious: It is ambitious for attempting
to answer the challenges we face not only today, but tomorrow. It is
a budget that would continue the path toward a green transition,
where we would surpass our GHG reduction targets and use this as
a catalyst to grow our economy. It is inclusive by proposing a na‐
tional child care program, which would assist families across
Canada in covering child care expenses and increase women's
labour force participation in our economy. It is a win on so many
levels. National child care would become a foundational piece of
our social infrastructure here in Canada.

The budget would assist students with an additional $3 billion in
funding via Canada student grants. It would help out our seniors
with a one-time OAS payment of $500 and a permanent 10% in‐
crease beginning in July 2022, and it aims to lift over 100,000 more
Canadians out of poverty through a material enhancement to the

Canada workers benefit. It would encourage business investment,
and would assist businesses across the country to digitize; it would
invest, through the national trade corridors fund, in our key trans‐
portation corridors; and it would position our entrepreneurs for
leadership in the green transition, which is happening at a rapid
pace.

We will ensure that no Canadian family is left without broad‐
band. It is a necessity in today's world, accentuated by COVID-19.
As noted by Scotiabank economists in their opinion on the budget,
“Overall, the measures seem well targeted to raise potential output
by focusing on economic inclusion, the green transition and mea‐
sures to encourage business investment.”

To review the 10 priorities and the associated 250 or so measures
would require a few hours, but there are a few things I know the
residents and businesses in my riding of Vaughan—Woodbridge
would benefit from that I wish to highlight. We would continue to
support businesses and workers as we battle COVID-19. As many
have advocated for, the COVID-19 relief programs would be ex‐
tended through to September. For hard-working Canadians who re‐
main unemployed, we would be providing an additional 12 weeks
of recovery benefits available to September 25, 2021. The rent and
emergency wage subsidies, which have been so crucial to support‐
ing businesses in my riding and across the country, would also be
extended. In total, our government would commit an additional $32
billion in temporary COVID spending measures to assist Canadian
businesses and workers through to the end of this pandemic. We
have their backs.

● (1640)

I am so proud that budget 2021 proposes a major investment in
the Canada workers benefit. It is a nearly $9 billion investment over
six years, and $1.7 billion thereafter. I have long favoured this in‐
come support measure. Along with the prior enhancements to the
program in budget 2018, approximately three million Canadians
would benefit from this program, with an additional 100,000 lifted
out of poverty with this budget's measures. With the automatic en‐
rolment for the non-refundable credit via the CRA, Canadians
would continue to benefit from this measure.

We know that our seniors, including my parents, helped build our
country and sacrificed so much. Their fiscal prudence, work ethic
and ingenuity still inspire me. We will fulfill our promise to raise
the OAS by 10%, which would benefit 3.3 million Canadians, and
is a $12 billion investment over the next five years.
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We are too aware of the issues with our long-term care homes

here in Ontario and across Canada, including in my riding of
Vaughan—Woodbridge, where the Canadian Armed Forces came to
assist the long-term care facility of Woodbridge Vista. Budget 2021
would fulfill our commitment to work with provinces to develop
and implement national standards while providing for a commit‐
ment of $3 billion over five years.

As the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of National Rev‐
enue, I applaud the government's commitment to continue to invest
in, and ensure the CRA has the resources to tackle, tax avoidance
and evasion with a $304 million investment over five years to fund
new initiatives and strengthen new programs. There is a further in‐
vestment of $230 million so the CRA could collect outstanding tax‐
es, which is anticipated to result in an additional $5 billion in out‐
standing taxes being collected over five years. This would be used
to fund the precious social programs we all depend on. We would
invest an additional $330 million over five years to provide safe‐
guards on protecting the data of Canadians held by the CRA.

An initiative that in my view would and could be transformation‐
al for Canadian businesses, including the estimated 13,000 SMEs in
the city of Vaughan, is e-payroll. This may not be the flashiest in‐
vestment in the budget, but the potential for digitization, and the
potential for a real-time payroll data reporting system among busi‐
nesses, the CRA and ESDC, is simply transformational. I am so
glad to see this measure in our budget. It is a measure that is needed
at this time. Going forward, it would help our businesses digitize
and allow them to spend less time on paperwork and more time
serving their customers. A commitment of $44 million over three
years for the CRA and ESDC would help to develop the first phase
of an e-payroll prototype. I am excited about this initiative. It is the
future.

As the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of National Rev‐
enue, I have learned the importance of the disability tax credit and
how it assists literally millions of Canadians. Considered a gateway
credit for disabled Canadians, it ensures these Canadians with spe‐
cial abilities have access to many other programs. I was proud
when in 2017 the Government of Canada reinstated the Canada
Revenue Agency's disability advisory committee. The committee
just delivered its second report on April 9. I wish to thank the com‐
mittee for its work during COVID‑19. These are volunteers. The
committee did not meet in a physical setting, but did all its work
remotely.

Budget 2021 proposes two major changes. First, it proposes an
update to the list of mental functions for everyday life that is used
for assessing applicants for the disability tax credit. Second, it pro‐
poses recognizing more activities and determining the time spent
on life-sustaining therapy, and reducing the minimum required fre‐
quency of therapy. These changes alone would result in an addi‐
tional 45,000 Canadians being eligible for the disability tax credit
and would represent $376 million in additional support over the
next five years to disabled Canadians.

Budget 2021, presented by our government, contains a list of
measures that move our economy forward. It ensures we have the
backs of all Canadians, including Canadian businesses and workers
who continue to be impacted by COVID‑19.

I am proud of this budget. I am proud to see how Canadians have
responded to it, including the residents of my riding of Vaughan—
Woodbridge.

● (1645)

Mr. Gerald Soroka (Yellowhead, CPC): Madam Speaker, I no‐
ticed that wage subsidy and rent relief programs are in the budget.
Conservatives support these, as they are very valid and they need to
be done. My concern is that the Liberals keep extending them,
which probably comes down to the lack of vaccines that have been
procured by the government. My issue lies with the fact that when
the government talks about the nine million vaccines it got, really
each dose means only one treatment. When we talk about nine mil‐
lion doses, that comes down to 4.5 million people who are vacci‐
nated properly. To me, that is a failure in this budget.

Would the member comment on the failure of the government in
trying to procure vaccines for Canadians?

Mr. Francesco Sorbara: Madam Speaker, first of all, I am very
proud of our government's support programs, seven of which were
delivered by the CRA to Canadian businesses and Canadian work‐
ers. The Province of Ontario has received millions of doses of vac‐
cines. We have seen over 136,000 Ontarians receive their vaccines
overnight.

I encourage all residents of my riding to please sign up for their
vaccines when they are eligible. All of my loved ones, including
my parents in British Columbia, my in-laws in Ontario and other
family members, have received their vaccines. Vaccines are avail‐
able. People can look on the COVID tracker for the province and
for the country.

Vaccines are available in Ontario. We are receiving literally a
million or two million this week, and the shipments coming from
Pfizer and Moderna are only ramping up. That is true all over the
world, not just here in Canada. We are on track. People who wish to
receive a vaccination will be able to do so in a short time.

Ms. Jenny Kwan (Vancouver East, NDP): Madam Speaker, I
am very concerned with the budget. The CRB would be reduced
from $500 a week to $300 a week. We are well into the third wave
and some people are even talking about the fourth wave. This is a
huge concern. People are very worried about how they will make
ends meet if that should happen.

In addition, on the issue of disability, the budget put off the
throne speech commitment for a disability benefit, and it will be re‐
vamped over three years. The budget does not match the commit‐
ments made in the throne speech, which in many ways is a hall‐
mark of the Liberals.
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I wonder whether the parliamentary secretary would advocate for

the government to address this issue, instead of doing a consulta‐
tion process, and change the benefits and supports for people with
disabilities.

Mr. Francesco Sorbara: Madam Speaker, as members can see
in our budget, we have done a number of things to strengthen in‐
come supports. EI sickness benefits will be extended to, I believe,
26 weeks. For the DTC, the disability advisory committee has de‐
livered two reports to the Canada Revenue Agency, and over 90%
of the proposals in them have been advanced and worked on. We
continue to see a number of income support measures. We are also
putting forth the hiring incentive, which will create an incentive for
businesses to bring on their staff. The CEWS is still there too,
which maintains the employer-employee attachment.

Frankly, we will ensure that no Canadian has to choose between
putting food on their table and paying rent during the pandemic. We
have Canadians' backs. We will continue to do so. I encourage all
parties to help us by supporting this legislation to get it passed so
that we can continue to assist Canadians from coast to coast to
coast.

Mr. Paul Manly (Nanaimo—Ladysmith, GP): Madam Speak‐
er, one thing I am really concerned about is foreign investment in
our housing market and the use of residential housing as a way to
launder money for the world's elite, who are trying to use it for tax
evasion in their home countries. I am disappointed that there was
not stronger action here.

What does the hon. member see as the solution to the affordable
housing crisis? Are we going to use taxpayers' money to buy our
way out of the situation, or are we going to clamp down on the use
of tax evasion and money laundering, which is blowing our housing
market out of proportion such that people who live in these cities
cannot afford—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): I ask the
hon. parliamentary secretary to give a brief answer, please.

Mr. Francesco Sorbara: Madam Speaker, the CRA has put lit‐
erally hundreds of millions of dollars toward clamping down on tax
evasion. I understand, obviously, the reports that have been generat‐
ed on money laundering in real estate in B.C. and the ongoing con‐
sultations. I believe the former B.C. premier has been on a panel
providing answers in the last couple of days.

Housing affordability across the country is an issue that we obvi‐
ously have to deal with. There are many levels of jurisdiction in
Canada when it comes to housing, so we have to work with all lev‐
els of jurisdiction. In Ontario, we need to increase supply, which is
quite apparent. We also have low interest rates, which is encourag‐
ing Canadians to purchase a first or second home. That is great to—
● (1650)

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): Unfortu‐
nately I have to go to the next speaker.

Resuming debate, the hon. Parliamentary Secretary to the Minis‐
ter of Seniors.
[Translation]

Mr. Stéphane Lauzon (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minis‐
ter of Seniors, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I would like to thank you

for allowing me to take part in this important debate on the people
who built our society: our seniors.

Before I start, I would like to point out that the lands on which
we are gathered are part of the unceded traditional territory of the
Anishinabe Algonquin people.

I am very pleased to be able to address the House as Parliamen‐
tary Secretary to the Minister of Seniors to discuss the measures we
presented for seniors in the 2021 budget.

The budget contains major support measures for Canadians, as
well as measures to fight COVID‑19 and measures previously an‐
nounced in the throne speech and the 2020 fall economic statement.

To win the fight against COVID‑19, governments across the
country must tackle it on several fronts. That is why our govern‐
ment invested in health care and provided direct support for the
provinces and territories in their fight against the virus. As our
Prime Minister said, it was and continues to be a team effort in col‐
laboration with the provinces and territories.

Our Liberal government implemented sound economic programs
to help individuals, businesses and organizations of all sizes survive
the pandemic, as well as essential measures to protect Canadians'
health and Canada's economy. With the 2021 budget, we are contin‐
uing to work toward giving people priority, protecting our economy
and ensuring equality and fairness for all Canadians, including se‐
niors. We are doing this in a number of ways.

As I said before, since the beginning of our mandate, we have
been there for seniors, and we still are. The 2021 budget paves the
way for our key priorities for seniors.

As Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Seniors, I would
like to explain to the House what this new federal budget means for
seniors. Our government is keeping its promise to increase old age
security benefits for Canadians aged 75 and over. These seniors
will get a one-time payment of $500 in August 2021, and we will
be increasing the old age security pension by 10% for these same
seniors starting in July 2022.

Let us not forget that the increase to the guaranteed income sup‐
plement will give each senior $766 over the first year. That will
give 3.3 million seniors more financial security and lift more than
60,700 seniors out of poverty, 65% of them women. This is the first
permanent increase to old age security since 1973, other than ad‐
justments due to inflation.

Our oldest seniors face increased care expenses and greater risk
of running out of savings. As seniors age, their health care and
home care costs go up just as they are most likely to be unable to
work, have disabilities or be widowed.
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The OAS increase will help ease the pressure seniors face and

improve their quality of life. This measure reflects Canada's shift‐
ing demographics and targets those who most need support.

Seniors will make up 25% of Canada's population by 2037, com‐
pared to 8% in 1971. They are living longer now, and Canadians'
life expectancy has risen by seven years, from 75 in 1980 to 82 in
2019. It now takes 100 workers under the age of 64 to support 26
retired seniors, compared to just 13 in 1970. That is why we are of‐
fering seniors more support, as promised in our platform.

Budget 2021 is doing much more for seniors. We will give the
provinces and territories $3 billion to support the implementation of
new standards for long-term care.

● (1655)

To help seniors stay in their homes for longer, we are launching a
new initiative, the aging in place challenge program, to help seniors
get access to local services such as meal preparation, housekeeping,
errands, lawn care and so on.

We will build, repair and support an additional 35,000 affordable
housing units for vulnerable Canadians, including seniors. We will
help more families and people with disabilities by making it easier
to access the disability tax credit and existing support measures.

We will also extend support measures for caregivers who cannot
work during the pandemic because they have to care for COVID-19
patients and others.

We are also going to expand and enhance support for veterans, in
particular by addressing issues with homelessness, employment,
training and health.

Overall, budget 2021 includes major investments that will im‐
prove our seniors' quality of life. The pandemic has been hard on
everyone, especially on seniors, and the government has not let
them down. On the contrary, we took measures to support them on
every front. We helped them deal with additional costs during the
pandemic. We made one-time tax-free payments of more
than $1,500 to low-income seniors. That is something. In
fact, $1,500 provided seniors with considerable help during the
pandemic.

In 2020 and 2021, we will spend more than $5.5 billion in direct
financial support to seniors, which is $1.6 billion more than we
promised in our platform.

Regardless of the pension benefits they were already receiving,
seniors who lost their job because of COVID-19 were eligible
for $2,000 a month under the Canada emergency response benefit
and later under the Canada recovery benefit.

More than 450,000 seniors received this assistance. At the com‐
munity level, we invested half a billion dollars to help seniors and
other Canadians obtain essential supplies and services such as gro‐
cery delivery.

As part of the new horizons for seniors program, we launched
more than 5,000 community projects to help seniors. Every one of
us benefited in our ridings, and that was for our seniors.

Our vaccine supply is accelerating. More than 80% of Canadians
aged 80 and over and 19% of all Canadians have received at least
one dose. We are still on track to get 50 million doses by the end of
June.

It is essential that we provide more help for older seniors, and
that is what we are going to do through measures like the ones an‐
nounced in budget 2021. Together, the federal government's mea‐
sures are making a difference in seniors' lives. Canada's seniors will
always be able to count on the federal government to listen to them,
understand them and defend them.

● (1700)

Mr. Luc Berthold (Mégantic—L'Érable, CPC): Madam
Speaker, I thank my colleague for his speech.

I have two questions for him on seniors.

First, does he agree with his government wanting to impose con‐
ditions on transferring funding to the provinces to improve the safe‐
ty of seniors in seniors residences?

Second, why does he think that seniors between 65 and 75 do not
deserve to get help from his government?

Mr. Stéphane Lauzon: Madam Speaker, I thank my colleague
for the question.

We are working closely with the provinces and territories on
health transfers. The Prime Minister has met with the premiers of
every province. The government made a clear announcement that
there will be health transfers, but we have a crisis to manage and
that is what the government is focusing on right now. We are help‐
ing the provinces and territories in many ways through different
transfers that are not necessarily in the form of cash.

We will be there for all seniors, but the most vulnerable are those
who are 75 and older.

Ms. Andréanne Larouche (Shefford, BQ): Madam Speaker, I
thank my colleague for his speech. I am pleased to be able to ask
him a question.

How could this member from Quebec ignore the requests of
Quebec seniors? I would invite him to tour around Quebec. Perhaps
he has already done so because he told us that he had solicited peo‐
ple's opinions. That is fine, but what does he think about the state‐
ment made by the FADOQ, which called for help for seniors as of
the age of 65 and that criticized the fact that seniors aged 65 to 74
are not included? Those seniors are not any less vulnerable. They
are also affected by higher prices for all sorts of things. This sum‐
mer, they received $1.50 as a result of indexing. That is not even
enough to buy a coffee at Tim Hortons.
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How can he ignore the fact that the AQDR is also calling for an

increase in old age security benefits for people aged 65 and over?
How can he, once again, promise to increase monthly old age secu‐
rity benefits by 10% for those aged 75 and over? In 2019, he looked
seniors in the eye and made that same promise. Seniors in Quebec
will remember. That promise, which will not be kept until 2022,
could be used again in the next election campaign.

That is not to mention the fact that the budget proposes a one-
time payment of $500 for old age security recipients aged 75 and
over. Once again, seniors groups are wondering why seniors aged
65 to 74 will not receive a payment.

With regard to national standards, I would encourage the mem‐
ber to consult the Quebec National Assembly, which adopted a
unanimous motion in that regard. The FADOQ is calling for a 35%
increase in health transfers.

How can a member from Quebec be so out of touch with the re‐
ality of seniors in Quebec and the other provinces?

Mr. Stéphane Lauzon: Madam Speaker, I cannot express today
how proud I am to be a member from Quebec and to stand up for
seniors.

Budget 2021 was great news and will make a difference for all
seniors in Quebec and Canada. I have travelled throughout Quebec
and have met with the AQDR and FADOQ over the last two days.

I can say that the AQDR is very pleased with the progress we
have made for seniors. We kept our campaign promise. The
FADOQ told us that any action taken to help seniors would be most
welcome.

I have met with various groups and many seniors. They are
proud of what we are proposing. Their pensions have not been in‐
creased in decades. The action we are taking today will make a dif‐
ference for seniors in Quebec and Canada.
[English]

Mr. Ted Falk (Provencher, CPC): Madam Speaker, like my
colleague from Shefford from the Bloc is wondering, I am also
wondering why seniors between the ages of 65 and 75 were omit‐
ted. I fail to see where the expenses of seniors over the age of 75
would be greater than for those between the ages of 65 and 75. I
expect to spend a lot of money once I reach that age, and I think I
will be tapering off and winding down once I hit 75. Can the mem‐
ber answer that more thoroughly?
[Translation]

Mr. Stéphane Lauzon: Madam Speaker, I thank my hon. col‐
league for his question.

We are keeping our promise to increase the old age security pen‐
sion for Canadians aged 75 and over. We will provide seniors with
a one-time payment of $500, and we will increase their monthly
benefits by 10% beginning in July 2022.

We will invest $3 billion to help the provinces and territories im‐
plement long-term care standards and make permanent changes.

With budget 2021, we will continue to meet the diverse needs of
seniors, who are more likely to rely on their savings as they age.

Their health care and home care costs increase as they get older, al‐
though that is when they are less able to work and might be dis‐
abled or widowed. We are taking some of the pressure off of se‐
niors—

● (1705)

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): I am sor‐
ry to interrupt the hon. member. He had time for a brief answer, al‐
though I know there is a lot to say about the budget.

The hon. member for Vancouver East.

[English]

Ms. Jenny Kwan (Vancouver East, NDP): Madam Speaker, I
will be splitting my time with the member for New Westminster—
Burnaby.

I am very pleased to speak to budget 2021, a long-awaited bud‐
get, but I want to first congratulate the child care advocates for their
years of dedication. I remember attending rally after rally, and par‐
ticipating in campaign after campaign organized by the Coalition of
Child Care Advocates of BC, the YWCA and many others. I con‐
gratulate Sharon Gregson, the champion of the $10-a-day child care
here in Vancouver East and across British Columbia, for her tireless
work.

New Democrats have campaigned on this election after election
and, frankly, generations of children have gone without this kind of
support. I am glad to see that the Liberals, after promising it for 27
years, are now finally committing to it in budget 2021. The NDP
stands ready to realize the dream of universal child care for Canadi‐
ans, and we will do anything to help motivate and move it forward.
I would like to know from the government what its plans are to re‐
ally realize this universal child care support for Canadians. With re‐
spect to action that needs to be taken, what sort of legislation is re‐
quired? Let us get it done. Let us get this done once and for all so
that we are not back debating this again, and so that we are not
waiting another 27 years with empty promises from the Liberals on
this very important issue.

I would be remiss if I did not touch on the issue of pharmacare.
For more than two decades, the Liberals have repeatedly promised
pharmacare to Canadians and have yet to act. In 1997, it was a
campaign promise; in 2019, it was a pledge to implement the
Hoskins report; in 2020, it was in the throne speech and; most re‐
cently, as we all know, it was in the Liberals' own convention from
their own members demanding that pharmacare be prioritized. Yet,
here we are, and it is not in the budget. When offered the opportu‐
nity to vote on this, the Liberals voted it down. They voted down
the NDP's Canada pharmacare act. I can tell members that the gov‐
ernment has to really commit to this. Budget 2021 did not deliver
universal pharmacare, and that is a shame. The budget also does not
include funding or measures to implement other important mea‐
sures.
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On universal pharmacare, government members often talk about

it as a jurisdictional issue and, frankly, the jurisdictional argument
is lame. Just like universal child care, we can manage those issues.
Just like universal child care, the NDP will not stop fighting for a
comprehensive, universal, public, single-payer pharmacare system
for all Canadians until it gets done.

Turning to the issue of housing, I am pleased to see that there is
an increase for rapid housing. We have said from the beginning that
the initial amount that was announced from the government was not
sufficient. However, we do note that it still falls short on what was
called for by the FCM, which shared its view that the funding that
was announced “doesn't yet meet our shared goal of ending chronic
homelessness”.

We will continue to push for a significant expansion of the RHI,
a $7-billion investment for no fewer than 24,000 units over the next
two to three years. Likewise, we support the increase in the reach‐
ing home initiative and the funding dedicated to provide shelter for
women and girls fleeing violence. However, the federal govern‐
ment must also step up to partner with all levels of government and
non-profit housing providers to ensure that operating costs as well
as supportive wraparound services are provided to those who need
them.

I would note that I am glad that the the budget announced that
section 95 of the co-op and non-profit subsidies have been put in
place. However, when I asked the minister and CMHC in Novem‐
ber about the need to renew supports for section 95 co-operatives
and non-profits that were arbitrarily excluded from receiving sup‐
port under phase 2 of the federal community housing initiative, the
response was that the funding was already given and that existing
programs were enough.
● (1710)

I am happy to see the Liberals admit that they were wrong and
reverse course to acknowledge the issue following the NDP's and
CHF's call for action for this critical funding to be maintained and
the subsidies to be maintained to the existing stock of section 95
co-ops and non-profits that the Liberals had left out of the national
housing strategy.

One devastating disappointment in the budget is the absence of a
for-indigenous, by-indigenous urban, rural and northern housing
strategy. Robert Byers, chair of the CHRA Indigenous Caucus,
said, “For years, government officials have told us that an urban,
rural and northern Indigenous housing strategy was a priority. The
absence of such a strategy in today’s Budget will mean that urban
and rural Indigenous peoples will continue to face inequality and
lack of access to safe and affordable housing, and that is a dis‐
grace.”

Indigenous peoples are 11 times more likely to use a homeless
shelter and there remains no for-indigenous, by-indigenous strategy
to close the housing gap between indigenous peoples and non-in‐
digenous people, despite the minister's mandate letter. It is a nation‐
al disgrace that budget 2021 still fails to deliver on this commit‐
ment. I join with the indigenous leadership and all housing advo‐
cates to call on the federal government to address this missed op‐
portunity by immediately committing, in the days ahead, to an‐

nounce a for-indigenous, by-indigenous urban, rural and northern
indigenous housing strategy.

Tim Richter, president and CEO of the Canadian Alliance to End
Homelessness and who, by the way, is the co-chair of the govern‐
ment's National Housing Council, about the budget, stated, “An es‐
timated 235,000 Canadians experience homelessness every year
and 1.7 million households are in core housing need. The National
Housing Strategy aims to create between 150,000 to 160,000 units
of new affordable housing over 10 years – much which will be un‐
affordable to those experiencing homelessness or core housing
need.”

It is clear to anyone who is honest about the grim reality of the
housing crisis that the Liberals' national housing strategy will not
achieve what the Liberals claim they are committed to. This week,
over 40 housing organizations and advocates from across Canada
jointly signed a letter to the housing minister listing 11 concrete ac‐
tions that the government must take to address the housing afford‐
ability crisis. The NDP fully supports these calls, which all along
predated the government's budget considerations, such as the need
to limit the ability of the REITs and large cap funds in the fuelling
of the rising costs of housing and rent. This includes the creation of
a housing acquisition fund that provides non-profits quick access to
capital for acquiring properties that are at risk of going to these
funds.

Former UN special rapporteur on housing Leilani Farha wrote to
the federal government in the early months of the pandemic high‐
lighting the importance of supporting the non-profit sector with
such a fund and subsequently called for in “Recovery for All” and
by FCM as a separate piece from the rapid housing initiative.
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Lastly, it is good to see the government finally taking steps in

limiting foreign investment. However, a 1% tax on vacant homes
owned by people who are both non-residents and non-citizens is
largely symbolic when we see that the average cost of housing has
increased by 31% in 2020 alone, a rate that is simply unsustainable.
In B.C., vacancy and foreign ownership stacked up independently
to 2.5% combined with a 20% foreign buyers tax in Metro Vancou‐
ver. This demonstrates that the federal government should be able
to at least match B.C.'s initiative for affected housing markets to
curb foreign market speculators, but is choosing not to, which is in
line with the baby steps, by the way, that the government claims to
be taking.

The NDP will continue to push the government in strengthening
these measures, as well as for more stringent housing ownership re‐
porting requirements to ensure more transparency on ownership
and to make it more difficult for money launderers and the evasion
of capital gains taxes on secondary residences. Oftentimes people
ask how we will pay for the measures that the NDP—
● (1715)

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): Unfortu‐
nately, the hon. member's time for debate has ended. There also is
no time for questions and comments.

It being 5:15 p.m., it is my duty to interrupt the proceedings and
put forthwith every question necessary to dispose of the amend‐
ment to the amendment before the House.

The question is on the amendment to the amendment. If a mem‐
ber of a recognized party present in the House wishes to request a
recorded division or that the amendment to the amendment be
adopted on division, I would invite them to rise and indicate it to
the Chair.

Mr. Mark Gerretsen: Madam Speaker, I would request a
recorded division on the amendment to the amendment.

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Carol Hughes): Call in
the members.
● (1800)

(The House divided on the amendment to the amendment, which
was negatived on the following division:)

(Division No. 94)

YEAS
Members

Atwin Barsalou-Duval
Beaulieu Bergeron
Bérubé Blanchet
Blanchette-Joncas Boudrias
Boulerice Brunelle-Duceppe
Chabot Champoux
Charbonneau DeBellefeuille
Desbiens Desilets
Duvall Fortin
Gaudreau Gill
Green Julian
Larouche Lemire
Marcil Michaud
Normandin Pauzé
Perron Plamondon
Savard-Tremblay Simard
Ste-Marie Thériault

Therrien Trudel
Vignola– — 37

NAYS
Members

Aboultaif Aitchison
Albas Alghabra
Alleslev Allison
Amos Anand
Anandasangaree Angus
Arnold Arseneault
Arya Ashton
Bachrach Badawey
Bagnell Bains
Baker Baldinelli
Barlow Barrett
Battiste Beech
Bendayan Bennett
Benzen Bergen
Berthold Bessette
Bezan Bibeau
Bittle Blaikie
Blair Blaney (North Island—Powell River)
Blaney (Bellechasse—Les Etchemins—Lévis) Block
Blois Bragdon
Brassard Bratina
Brière Calkins
Cannings Carr
Carrie Casey
Chagger Champagne
Chen Chiu
Chong Collins
Cooper Cormier
Cumming Dabrusin
Dalton Damoff
Dancho Davidson
Davies Deltell
d'Entremont Dhaliwal
Dhillon Diotte
Doherty Dong
Dowdall Dreeshen
Drouin Dubourg
Duclos Duguid
Duncan (Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry) Duncan (Etobicoke North)
Dzerowicz Easter
Ehsassi El-Khoury
Ellis Epp
Erskine-Smith Falk (Battlefords—Lloydminster)
Falk (Provencher) Fast
Fergus Fillmore
Findlay (South Surrey—White Rock) Finley (Haldimand—Norfolk)
Finnigan Fisher
Fonseca Fortier
Fragiskatos Fraser
Freeland Fry
Gallant Garneau
Garrison Gazan
Généreux Genuis
Gerretsen Gladu
Godin Gould
Gourde Gray
Guilbeault Hajdu
Hallan Harder
Hardie Harris
Hoback Holland
Housefather Hughes
Hussen Hutchings
Iacono Ien
Jaczek Jansen
Jeneroux Johns
Joly Jones
Jordan Jowhari
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Kelloway Kelly
Kent Khalid
Khera Kitchen
Kmiec Koutrakis
Kram Kurek
Kusie Kusmierczyk
Kwan Lake
Lalonde Lambropoulos
Lamoureux Lattanzio
Lauzon Lawrence
LeBlanc Lebouthillier
Lefebvre Lehoux
Lewis (Essex) Liepert
Lightbound Lloyd
Lobb Long
Longfield Louis (Kitchener—Conestoga)
Lukiwski MacAulay (Cardigan)
MacGregor MacKenzie
MacKinnon (Gatineau) Maguire
Maloney Manly
Martel Martinez Ferrada
Masse Mathyssen
May (Cambridge) May (Saanich—Gulf Islands)
Mazier McCauley (Edmonton West)
McColeman McCrimmon
McDonald McGuinty
McKay McKenna
McKinnon (Coquitlam—Port Coquitlam) McLean
McLeod (Kamloops—Thompson—Cariboo) McLeod (Northwest Territories)
McPherson Melillo
Mendès Mendicino
Miller Monsef
Moore Morantz
Morrison Morrissey
Motz Nater
Ng O'Connell
Oliphant O'Regan
O'Toole Patzer
Paul-Hus Petitpas Taylor
Poilievre Powlowski
Qaqqaq Qualtrough
Ratansi Rayes
Redekopp Regan
Reid Rempel Garner
Richards Robillard
Rodriguez Rogers
Romanado Rood
Ruff Sahota (Calgary Skyview)
Sahota (Brampton North) Saini
Sajjan Saks
Samson Sangha
Sarai Saroya
Scarpaleggia Scheer
Schiefke Schmale
Schulte Seeback
Serré Sgro
Shanahan Sheehan
Shields Shin
Shipley Sidhu (Brampton East)
Sidhu (Brampton South) Simms
Singh Sloan
Sorbara Soroka
Spengemann Stanton
Steinley Strahl
Stubbs Sweet
Tabbara Tassi
Tochor Trudeau
Turnbull Uppal
Van Bynen van Koeverden
Van Popta Vandal
Vandenbeld Vaughan
Vecchio Vidal
Viersen Virani

Vis Wagantall
Warkentin Waugh
Webber Weiler
Wilkinson Williamson
Wilson-Raybould Wong
Yip Young
Yurdiga Zahid
Zann Zimmer
Zuberi– — 297

PAIRED
Nil

The Speaker: I declare the amendment to the amendment de‐
feated.

I want to bring everyone's attention to someone who is sneaking
out right now, Mr. Scott Lemoine. Tonight was his first night call‐
ing votes.

PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS
[English]

INCOME TAX ACT
The House proceeded to the consideration of Bill C-208, An Act

to amend the Income Tax Act (transfer of small business or family
farm or fishing corporation), as reported (without amendment) from
the committee.

The Speaker: There being no motions at report stage, the House
will now proceed, without debate, to the putting of the question on
the motion to concur in the bill at report stage.

Mr. Larry Maguire (Brandon—Souris, CPC) moved that the
bill be concurred in.

The Speaker: The question is on the motion. If a member of a
recognized party present in the House wishes to request a recorded
division or the motion be adopted on division, I would invite them
to rise and indicate to the Chair.

Mr. Mark Gerretsen: Mr. Speaker, I believe, if you seek it, you
will find unanimous consent to carry this at report stage.

The Speaker: Is there unanimous consent?

Some hon. members: Agreed.
(Motion agreed to)

[Translation]

The Speaker: When shall the bill be read the third time? By
leave, now?

Some hon. members: Agreed.
[English]

Mr. Larry Maguire moved that the bill be read the third time
and passed.

He said: Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my colleagues for bringing
this to third reading because it is a privilege to speak in the House
to Bill C-208, an act to amend the Income Tax Act, transfer of
small business or family farm or a fishing corporation.
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I want to begin my remarks by thanking a few of my colleagues

who helped get my private member's bill to third reading much
quicker than originally planned. Particularly, I want to thank my
good friend, the hon. member for Saskatoon—Grasswood, who
traded his private member's bill spot during the second reading,
which allowed a vote to occur a few weeks earlier than scheduled. I
also want to thank my colleague from Regina—Qu'Appelle, who
traded his private member's bill spot. That is the reason we are de‐
bating Bill C-208 this evening.

The reason I am highlighting and thanking these two specific
members is that time is of the essence. No one knows what the fu‐
ture holds or when an election is going to occur. These matters are
outside of my control, so I want to focus on getting this legislation
passed to support all small businesses. We must correct this mas‐
sive injustice within the Income Tax Act that unfairly punishes in‐
dividuals when they sell their qualifying small business, farm or
fishing operation to their own family.

For those members who have not been closely following the de‐
bate, I will give a brief overview. As it stands, when a qualifying
small business, farm or fishing operation is sold to a member of the
owner's own family, the Income Tax Act treats the sale differently
than if it were sold to an absolute stranger.

Yes, members heard that right. There are currently two sets of
rules, and in some cases, it can result in the difference of hundreds
of thousands of dollars. For some, that might not sound like a lot,
but in many cases it could result in a parent making the tough deci‐
sion to sell their business to a complete stranger rather than to their
own children. That is wrong, and I intend on fixing it once and for
all.

During my first hour of debate, I gave two examples of why Bill
C-208 is needed.

The first involved a family wanting to sell their bakery to their
daughter. If they sold the bakery to a stranger rather than their
daughter, they would have an effective tax rate of 10%, after using
their lifetime capital gains exemption. However, if they sold their
bakery to their daughter, she would be obligated to repay their loan
with personal tax dollars, which is a significant tax penalty.

The second example was a father wanting to sell his farm to his
son to fund his retirement. If the father were to sell his farm to a
stranger, he could use his capital gains exemption on the sale, re‐
sulting in an effective tax rate of 13.39%. However, if the farmer
sold his farm to his son, that sale would be recorded as a dividend
rather than a capital gain, and the farmer would pay 47.4% in tax.
That is a huge difference, and I think we can all agree that it is
completely unfair.

Since I introduced this legislation, I have been contacted by nu‐
merous agricultural and business organizations. People across the
country have contacted my office to let me know how important
this legislation is to their family. Every single constituency in
Canada would be positively impacted by this legislation, and it
would result in more locally owned and operated businesses, the
type of businesses whose owners are deeply involved in their com‐
munities and provide steady employment for countless individuals,
and it would help keep farms and fishing operations in the family.

Bill C-208 sends a strong message of hope to young farmers who
want to carry on what their family started and to other young family
entrepreneurs included with them. Most of all, it would bring tax
fairness to the Income Tax Act. No longer would parents have to be
given a false choice of having to choose between a larger retirement
package by selling to a stranger, which has no charge, or a massive
tax bill because they sold to a family member.

Other than Finance Canada officials, I received zero push-back
from any of the expert witnesses who appeared in front of the fi‐
nance committee. Witness after witness came to support the bill and
to answer the questions put to them. All my colleagues who sit on
the finance committee did their due diligence and asked insightful
questions. I want to thank the chair of the finance committee, who
helped shepherd this legislation, for scheduling ample time for wit‐
nesses.

● (1805)

I am pleased to report that the concerns put forward by the Liber‐
al MPs were fully answered. While I do not know how they will
vote at third reading, I would kindly ask for their support. Now that
we have had hours of debate and a thorough committee study, there
is sufficient evidence to justify the changes I am proposing.

The Income Tax Act is complex. It has been changed and amend‐
ed over the years, and in many circumstances one needs a lawyer or
accountant to decipher its intent. With that in mind, the finance
committee prudently invited multiple tax experts. In many cases,
they gave real-world examples, so members were able to better
grasp the implications of the bill. Due to the member for Kingston
and the Islands laying out Finance Canada's concerns during second
reading, we knew exactly what questions the Liberal MPs were go‐
ing to ask. Because the government outlined its argument during
second reading, the tax experts and I had time to prepare in order to
put its fears to rest.

We know what the bill will cost, due to the Parliamentary Budget
Officer's analysis, as I have said in previous speeches. We know
there are safeguards built into the legislation to ensure people do
not skirt tax rules. We know the legislation is squarely focused on
small and medium-sized qualifying businesses. We know the legis‐
lation, as drafted, will achieve its intended aim, which is to level
the playing field in such transactions.

For those members who want further reasons to support the bill, I
will highlight some specific comments and evidence provided to
the finance committee.
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Brian Janzen, who is a senior tax manager at Deloitte, appeared

at the finance committee. As someone who has been handling busi‐
ness transfers for close to 30 years, he understands the Income Tax
Act and the implications of section 84.1, which he said has been a
thorn in the industry's side for many years.

In his opening remarks, he provided an example of what would
happen with or without the current wording of section 84.1 regard‐
ing the sale of a business. He gave the example of a restaurant that
is worth a million dollars. If the owner sells the restaurant to a
stranger, he, according to Mr. Janzen, “will walk away with after-
tax proceeds...of around $971,000.” He would pay roughly $29,000
in taxes, but if the restaurant were to sell to a family member, the
taxes paid would be roughly “$466,000 because of the deemed div‐
idend. That's a difference, between the two scenarios, of $437,000.”

I think Mr. Janzen summed it up quite nicely when he said,
“That's just crazy.” I agree with him. It is crazy. This sort of sce‐
nario is playing out every single day, and it needs to stop.

Mr. Janzen also said in his opening remarks, “This bill is helping
the lower end of the small business community; it is not helping the
huge, rich companies even if they're family owned.”

Cindy David, who is the chair of the board for the Conference
for Advanced Life Underwriting in Canada appeared at the finance
committee and spoke about the necessity of getting this bill passed.
She said:

...there's some urgency around the need for the government to act in amending
84.1.... [as] small businesses employ 70% of the private sector and have been
major contributors to employment growth over the past decade. A vast majority
of those businesses have fewer than 20 employees.

The last comment I want to highlight was made by Dustin Mans‐
field, who is a chartered professional accountant at BDO Canada.
Mr. Mansfield knows first hand the challenges the current wording
of section 84.1 causes for families and how it unfairly taxes them at
a different rate.

Of Bill C-208, he said, “the legislation would put a successor
child of a business in the same shoes as an unrelated party upon the
transaction of the business. Why does a stranger receive better tax
treatment than a child, when the purpose is to keep businesses with‐
in the family?” I do not think Dustin posed this as a rhetorical ques‐
tion.

The fact remains that there are some who do not want this legis‐
lation to pass. However, we were elected to lead, to improve the
quality of life of those we represent and to make sure that we pass
down a stronger nation than the one we inherited. We cannot take
our prosperity for granted.
● (1810)

I urge my colleagues to carefully review the testimony provided
at the finance committee; call their chambers of commerce, or local
farmers and fishers; go make a few phone calls to local accountants
or other tax experts; and speak to those who have been impacted to
ask them if they think it is fair that they had to pay more taxes for
the business to stay in the family. Members will find almost univer‐
sal support for this bill. They will also find there is bipartisan sup‐
port. We need to pass this bill and send it to the Senate.

Private Members' Business gives all of us an opportunity to set
aside our political allegiances, and I would kindly ask my Liberal
colleagues to allow this legislation to go to a vote. If the debate car‐
ries on, it will be even further pushed back. Once again, I thank all
my colleagues who supported Bill C-208 and helped to get it this
far. Out of all the attempts made to fix this unfair tax treatment, we
have made it the furthest in Parliament.

By working together, we can support our entrepreneurs, small
businesses, farmers and fishers who make up the backbone of our
economy, so let us roll up our sleeves and get this job done.

● (1815)

[Translation]

Mr. Yves Perron (Berthier—Maskinongé, BQ): Madam
Speaker, I want to congratulate my colleague on his excellent
speech and, most importantly, on his excellent bill. I also thank him
for approaching me right after this bill was introduced and for giv‐
ing me the opportunity to endorse this bill on behalf of the Bloc
Québécois.

I would like to know whether my colleague has spoken with Lib‐
eral members.

I also want to know what reasons he has been given for the lack
of support for Bill C‑208, when this is something that everyone
wants.

[English]

Mr. Larry Maguire: Madam Speaker, I cannot answer for the
government in regard to those areas. There was some discussion of
tax cheats earlier in some of the discussions that were going on, and
I heard things such as we cannot allow wealthy people to get loop‐
holes in the Income Tax Act, but that is clearly not the issue here.

Small business is the backbone. As the person from the Confer‐
ence for Advanced Life Underwriting indicated, 70% of small busi‐
nesses provide 70% of the employment in that area. There are, as I
mentioned, clauses built into this particular legislation that would
prevent things like fraud. There is nothing to stop the Canada Rev‐
enue Agency from auditing anyone, as they would normally in any
other time, and so we feel strongly about a lot of those questions,
and that is why I congratulated the finance committee. It is because
its members gave very good questions at the committee, and the an‐
swers were very clearly in support of the bill.

Mr. Daniel Blaikie (Elmwood—Transcona, NDP): Madam
Speaker, I want to congratulate my colleague on the progress of his
bill. One of the first conversations I had with another member of
Parliament upon my arrival in Ottawa after the last election, before
the pandemic, was with the sponsor of this bill in a cab, if members
can imagine sharing a taxicab now. There were no masks or any‐
thing.
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Our conversation was about his interest in former member Guy

Caron's bill. He was letting me know he was going to be taking that
on and bringing it forward, so I am glad to see the progress made in
Parliament on this bill.

I am just wondering if he could expand a bit more on some of
those measures that would help make sure that this is not about tax
evasion, but is really about facilitating the transfer of family busi‐
nesses between generations.

Mr. Larry Maguire: Madam Speaker, I want to congratulate my
colleague from the NDP. He is very correct on that. It was very gra‐
cious of Mr. Caron to come to my office to discuss this particular
bill with me, my colleague and my chief of staff. It is a very good
bill, and it is exactly the same bill that he brought forward. I have
mentioned that in previous debates in the House, and I want to
thank him for doing that. Unfortunately, that bill was defeated at
the time. I felt, being drawn early in the program this time, I would
move it forward.

It is very self-explanatory. There is a huge difference in the tax
rules that create a huge disincentive to sell someone's small busi‐
ness to their own family, as opposed to a complete stranger. Most
small business owners I know of use those funds for retirement be‐
cause they have invested their earnings back into the business
throughout those 10, 20, 30 or sometimes 40 years to build it to the
point—

● (1820)

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès): I
did not want to have to interrupt the member, but we have one last
question.

The hon. member for Edmonton Manning,
Mr. Ziad Aboultaif (Edmonton Manning, CPC): Madam

Speaker, I congratulate my colleague. This is amazing. The first
time I heard about this problem was in the last Parliament when I
was serving on the finance committee. There is a fair bit of farm‐
land in Edmonton Manning, and people there have concerns all the
time about this issue.

Why does the hon. member think it is important for the bill to
pass? We must secure the continuation of family ownership among
small businesses, which is part of our tradition in this country in an
industry that is very close to the heart of many Canadians.

Mr. Larry Maguire: Madam Speaker, the bill is supported by
the Canadian Federation of Agriculture, the Grain Growers of
Canada, the Chicken Farmers of Canada, many of the canola grow‐
ers and wheat growers, many keystone agricultural producers in my
province, general farm organizations across the country and fishers.
However, I think the big thing here is that all small businesses sup‐
port it as well, whether that means a shoe store, dress shop, bakery
or corner store in a small town or a big city. It is very supportive of
making sure that we can transfer small businesses—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès): We
have to resume debate.

The hon. Parliamentary Secretary to the President of the Queen’s
Privy Council.

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Presi‐
dent of the Queen’s Privy Council for Canada and Minister of
Intergovernmental Affairs and to the Leader of the Govern‐
ment in the House of Commons, Lib.): Madam Speaker, it is a
pleasure to speak to my colleague's bill. I can appreciate that he has
put in a great deal of effort to get it to this particular point.

There are some very serious concerns in regard to the bill and the
impact it will have. I am not 100% convinced that this is the best
direction to go. I find it interesting that the member says, for exam‐
ple, that this is all about the family farm and that the family farm
needs this particular break. My understanding is that parents can al‐
ready sell a family business directly to their child, while claiming
the lifetime capital gains exemption on the resulting capital gain. I
would be interested in hearing my colleague's comments in regard
to that aspect.

The issue at hand, in the eyes of many, is not about passing on
the family business; rather, it is about corporations. There are all
sorts of other issues that come to mind when we talk about corpora‐
tions.

I am not as familiar with the farming community as the member
would be, given his background versus mine. However, what I can
say is that I have had the opportunity to visit many farms over the
years. Growing up, I can remember being out in Saskatchewan and
doing some cultivating on the big John Deere four-wheel tractors
on a family farm. There was a belief that the farmers running the
farms had them handed down and that they intended to hand them
down to their children.

Even though I have some personal, first-hand experience, I do
not want to say that I have a complete understanding of all aspects
of farming. However, I do support family farms, and I would like to
see us enhance them and give them strength.

A lot of family farms are like small businesses, and I think the
Government of Canada has very clearly shown its support for small
businesses. We have seen that in a variety of ways. A lot of them
have been highlighted during the pandemic. We often talk about
some of the benefits the government has brought forward, and I
suspect that rural communities and even farmers would have been
afforded the opportunity to participate in some of the programs.
This highlighted the need that is there. It is very real.

Bill C-208 proposes amendments that could easily be misused by
corporations, which could look for tax planning opportunities. I do
not believe that the member has addressed that issue head on and
provided the types of changes necessary to provide assurances.

My New Democratic friends in particular talk a lot about tax
avoidance. I would be very interested in hearing them provide their
thoughts on that specific issue. Have they looked into that aspect of
the legislation? Are we creating opportunities, by passing this legis‐
lation, that could provide for tax avoidance?

This is a legitimate question, and it is an area of concern that was
not addressed to the degree it could have and should have been ad‐
dressed at the committee stage. It is a legitimate concern. I would
be very interested in hearing what the New Democrats have to say
about it.
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The former small business minister, who I got to know well be‐
cause she was the House leader of the government, often talked
about the importance of small businesses. I have said in the past
that they are the backbone of the economy. We can further add to
that to show how important our farmers are. They are the ones
putting food on our tables and contributing to Canada's overall
GDP and exports. They feed the world. The crops we are able to
provide around the world are very impressive. The growth in the
Province of Manitoba of the canola industry has been very impres‐
sive. It has gone from virtually nowhere years ago to a major crop
recognized around the world. We often hear about the importance
of prairie wheat and that it is feeding people around the world. We
can take a sense of pride in that and look at ways to support it.

In the budget, we heard about a number of initiatives. One that
comes to mind right offhand is in the area of drying grains. The
budget attempts to deal with that particular issue by supporting
farmers.

We could talk about how we supported small businesses through
the development of programs during the pandemic, such as the
Canada emergency wage subsidy program, which has been very
helpful to small businesses in general. We came up with the Canada
emergency business account too. Another one I often reference for
small businesses in particular is the Canada emergency rent subsidy
program. These things are very real and tangible.

We know that many businesses continue to face stress and uncer‐
tainty as a direct result of COVID-19. That is why in many ways
the government has stepped up to the plate to make sure there is
support during these unprecedented times. I referenced the Canada
emergency business account, which helped somewhere in the
neighbourhood of three-quarters of a million small businesses. We
are talking about tens of billions of dollars in loans. The Canada
emergency wage subsidy program affected several million people,
and, again, tens of billions of dollars were spent on it. There is the
additional lockdown support. There was support for the agriculture
and agri-food sector. The government recognized it as an essential
service and provided support to it. We are committed to supporting
producers and businesses so they can continue to provide for Cana‐
dians.

We have taken unprecedented action to support farmers, ranch‐
ers, food businesses and food processors across the value chain, and
have provided support for vulnerable populations. For example, we
quickly unlocked the $5 billion in additional Farm Credit Canada
lending capacity and launched $100 million for a new agriculture
and food business solutions fund to ensure that businesses in the
sector have the support they need. We also increased the Canadian
Dairy Commission's borrowing capacity by a couple of hundred
million dollars. That was to allow us to support costs associated
with the temporary storage of things like cheese and butter to avoid
food waste.

A number of programs were put into place to support our pro‐
ducers. Programs provided dollars to foreign workers—
● (1830)

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès): We
have to leave it at that.

Resuming debate, the hon. member for Berthier—Maskinongé.

[Translation]

Mr. Yves Perron (Berthier—Maskinongé, BQ): Madam
Speaker, I am very pleased to speak to Bill C‑208, which would
significantly help businesses in Quebec and Canada with succes‐
sion planning.

I once again want to congratulate my colleague from Brandon—
Souris for introducing this bill. The Bloc Québécois considers suc‐
cession planning to be essential to agriculture and all other sectors.
We have supported this sector for a very long time. In fact, we start‐
ed advocating for this idea back in 2005, after the Union des pro‐
ducteurs agricoles and the Fédération de la relève agricole du
Québec issued a joint report that talked about the survival of our
fishing businesses and farms.

We are talking about taxation, exemptions and various other top‐
ics, but what we are really talking about are small and medium-
sized businesses, which are the backbone of our economy. We need
to keep these businesses alive and make sure they survive. We need
to make sure that these small businesses can keep going and that
they are not put at a disadvantage where they will end up being
bought out by big corporations. The survival of these small busi‐
nesses is directly connected to the survival of our regions. This is
why I am appealing to all of my colleagues.

I will never get used to it, but unfortunately, I once again sense
that there is partisanship at play. It does not matter which party in‐
troduced the bill. What matters is that members look at the bill and
ask themselves whether it is good for people. If it is good for peo‐
ple, then they should vote in favour of it. We need to correct this
serious injustice. By protecting our small businesses, we are pro‐
tecting our economic vitality. This is about sustainability, saving
jobs and keeping knowledge in the community. As I just men‐
tioned, it is about stopping the exodus of young people to urban
centres. If they are able to take over the family business, then they
will stay in the region.

Before I go on, I would like to give a nod to my colleague from
Pierre-Boucher—Les Patriotes—Verchères, who introduced a simi‐
lar bill in a previous Parliament. I commend him for that.

The Bloc Québécois defends the human-scale business model. I
talk a lot about agriculture because I am very biased in favour of
the farming community, but this is about all kinds of businesses.
Human-scale businesses are the ones that keep regions vibrant and
schools filled with children because there are families living in the
community. We are not talking about a mega-farm that bought the
land from eight of its neighbours, leaving only one family. Instead,
there are eight families. That is the model we want to promote. In
order to defend that model, we need to pass this bill. That is imper‐
ative. We have already been talking about it for too long.
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Our SMEs are what keep us alive. It is a sector that has not re‐

ceived enough encouragement. I talk a lot about agriculture, but we
want to protect innovative SMEs that could also sell their products
abroad.

According to a 2018 estimate, between 30,000 and 60,000 Que‐
bec businesses will not find new owners in the years to come. If
they do not find new owners, they will die. If they die, 150,000 jobs
and $8 billion to $10 billion in revenue will disappear.

In agriculture, it has long been said that every day, a farm disap‐
pears. That has not been the case this past year because there has
been a slight increase in the number of businesses, which is great.
We are happy about that, but it was no thanks to the government. It
was because dynamic people started from scratch and created mi‐
cro-farms. That is a good thing. We are happy about that, but we
still see farms disappearing when they should be staying in busi‐
ness. We could do better. We can do better. Why are we not doing
better?

I want us to take that step and move forward. Many of my col‐
leagues have talked about numbers and statistics. I have lots of
numbers too, but I am once again not sticking to my notes, which is
just fine by me.

I want to talk about real people, real cases like the certified or‐
ganic, 23,000-tap maple syrup operation owned by parents who are
paying accountants a fortune to figure out how they can set up the
transfer. Does another business have to buy the business? This is
the parents' pension fund, and they want to pass it on to their chil‐
dren. They have to make a cruel choice. It makes no sense. That is
the kind of example people keep sharing with me to this very day.
● (1835)

The dairy farm in Lac‑Saint‑Jean is another example. They keep
postponing transferring the farm because they cannot come up with
a solution, because there is no solution.

I would like to correct something my Liberal colleague said a
moment ago. It is not true that the capital gains exemption can be
used, otherwise we would not be voting on Bill C‑208. I really hope
my colleague will have a closer look at this file because in the cases
brought to my attention, people are racking their brains for days,
weeks and months, even paying a fortune to accountants.

On the other hand, the Liberal government likes to make people
fill out complicated paperwork, to the point where they are forced
to hire others to fill it out; that is how complicated it is. This seems
to make the Liberals happy.

The Bloc Québécois does not think like that. We want to simplify
people's lives and support the next generation, our youth and the
people who want to live in our regions.

I want to share another example, and this is a true story.

A young person was nearing the end of negotiations to take over
the family farm when he left on a trip. While he was away, his par‐
ents received an offer from someone outside the family that they
could not refuse. The person offered ten times as much. The parents
ended up selling the farm to the stranger. That type of situation de‐
stroys families and leaves permanent scars.

There are other examples of parents who hand over their busi‐
ness to their children out of a sense of obligation because they
would lose sleep if they did not allow their son to take over the
farm. As a result, they end up bitter and living in poverty. This also
leaves scars. There are inn owners who resign themselves to paying
a fortune in taxes. The father resigns himself to living on half of
what he anticipated for his retirement. If that is not disgusting then
what is?

Come on. We are the government. We have no right not to
change this. Bill C‑208 is very simple. It amends the Income Tax
Act to give people who hand over their business to a relative the
same privileges as someone who sells their business to a stranger.
That is the right thing to do. Where is the problem? Where is the
tax evasion?

Seriously, I sometimes find it difficult to remain calm when I
hear the Liberals tell us that this could lead to tax evasion. We have
been talking to them forever about tax havens and nothing has hap‐
pened. Are they kidding me? Are they talking about tax evasion
and SMEs? It does not happen often, but I am pretty much speech‐
less. I could not even speak earlier. I told myself that it was not
true, that my colleague did not say that, but he just did. We are talk‐
ing about millions of dollars in tax havens. What about the web gi‐
ants? How long have the Liberals been waffling to avoid taxing
them? The idea is to ensure the survival of other smaller compa‐
nies, such as our regional media, but they prefer it big and compli‐
cated. They favour their friends.

I am tired of a system that goes after and punishes the little guy.
Small businesses are forced to fill out 28 forms, which stifles any
economic momentum. Let us talk about the money. The Liberals
have said that this will cost more than $1 billion, but that is not
true. If I recall correctly, in 2017, the cost was estimated
at $256 million. This really gets to me.

People thinking in terms of microeconomics see this issue only
as a business that ceases to exist. Say the farm is sold to someone
outside the family and is merged with a larger company. There is
much more at stake here because the suppliers, the employees and
the creditors are losing a business partner.

Family transfers are good because they allow for stability and fa‐
miliarity. People know the business they have been dealing with for
25 or 35 years. When the son takes over the business, it is still the
same business. He will keep it going.

Quebec changed its tax laws in 2016, yet another example of
how Quebec is ahead. This week, the example was day care. This is
good news, as long as we get the money.
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I would like the House to come to that realization in this case
too. Once again, the federal government is trying to catch up with
Quebec laws. I am not saying that in a derogatory way. It is the
truth.

Independent studies have shown that 47% of SME owners intend
to exit their business within the next five years and 72% of them
plan to exit within the next decade. In the fishing industry, a very
high percentage of business owners are over the age of 50. Some
might say that 50 is the prime of life. It is for me. However, that
also means that the next generation needs to take over.

I am making a heartfelt plea and I want to send another message.
To the government members who use doublespeak and make
promises in private or during meetings by saying that this cause is
important and that they are going to work on it, I want to say that
now is the time to prove it. This is a good bill, and I am asking
members to pass it.

Young people in Quebec and Canada are watching us. Business
owners, those who support us and pay taxes are watching the gov‐
ernment and waiting for results.

This is the first time that this bill has made it this far. Let us pass
it.
[English]

Mr. Daniel Blaikie (Elmwood—Transcona, NDP): Madam
Speaker, I am pleased to rise to speak to Bill C-208 on the transfer
of small businesses, family farms and fishing corporations between
family members.

It is no secret to members in the House that the New Democrats
definitely believe that the ultra-rich and wealthy ought to be paying
their fair share, and we have done a very good job of making a case
for that in this Parliament. We have proposed some concrete mea‐
sures for how that might be done.

We have also been champions for small businesses in Canada.
We know they are the backbone of the Canadian economy, with
80% of the jobs in our economy created by small business owners.
We appreciate farmers and fishers and what they contribute to the
Canadian economy and to the world, with all the food they export
outside of Canada the world over.

These are important industries. The businesses within them,
whether it is a farm or business, are developed by families and be‐
come part of the family. Those families are known in their commu‐
nities. As the former member said, they have relations with suppli‐
ers and others within their communities. Being able to pass that
family business on to their children is important. It is important for
the family from an identity point of view and from the family's eco‐
nomic point of view. However, it can also be important to commu‐
nities as well, that sense of stability and to ensure that the people
who are employed at those businesses and people who do business
with those businesses continue to enjoy those relationships and the
economic benefits of them. This is why I am quite pleased to stand
in support of the bill before us.

Earlier, the member for Winnipeg North talked about the NDP's
concern for tax evasion, and he is absolutely right. We can talk

about tax havens. New Democratic members have had private
members' bills before the House, members who are serious about
taking action on the biggest tax evaders. However, some of the
small businesses in our communities, and I think of a small busi‐
ness I know, a sign company that a husband and wife developed
over 30 or 40 years, want to pass the business to their children.
They are not the people who are shunting money out to the Barba‐
dos, Cayman Islands and other such places.

The fact is that if business owners choose to sell to their children,
under the current tax rules, they will pay considerably more than if
they sell to a complete stranger, so there is a principle of fairness
here. It just does not make sense that by selling a business that is
the life's work of a family within the family that it would be penal‐
ized and have to pay more. That is what we are trying to address
here.

I think the member for Winnipeg North misunderstands the bill,
frankly, when he mentions the capital gains exemption. Of course,
the very point of the bill is that if people are selling to immediate
family members, they do not benefit from the capital gains exemp‐
tion. That sale is not taxed as a capital gain; it is taxed as a divi‐
dend. The whole point of the legislation is to allow those family
members to benefit from the very capital gain lifetime exemption to
which the member for Winnipeg North was speaking.

I think some members do not necessarily expect that when the
member for Winnipeg North gets up to speak, that he will have a
very detailed knowledge of what he is speaking about, but that is no
excuse for his government, or the ministry or other members of his
party for that matter. They should hold themselves to a higher stan‐
dard and really come to have an appreciation of what is in the legis‐
lation.

Why, when the New Democrats are so concerned about tax eva‐
sion, do we support the bill? There are a couple of things.

One of measures in the bill is that to get this different tax treat‐
ment under capital gains as opposed to dividends, the family mem‐
ber who receives or purchases the business has to continue to be the
owner of that business for five years as opposed to the current two
years. That is my understanding. It is meant to promote the idea
that if the sale is happening, it is happening because someone with‐
in the family genuinely wants to take over the business, not just flip
it for sale. Therefore, if within those five years, the business is sold
again, then it is retroactively treated as a dividend sale and taxed
appropriately, taxed as it is under the current legislation. At that
point, it is not about successorship within a family, it has become
something else.
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One of the things that gives me comfort is that the bill is not the
product of one political party that might have a particular agenda. A
former NDP member of Parliament, Guy Caron, developed this pri‐
vate member's bill. He put a lot of work into it. As the NDP finance
critic, he was someone who did excellent work on tax evasion and
was very concerned about it. It was one of the things that motivated
him to get into politics. He did that not just as an amateur within
politics who was assigned the finance portfolio, but he did it as
somebody who worked as an economist his whole life prior to get‐
ting into politics.

He understood very well not just the issue of tax evasion but also
the particular dynamics of the bill. He sought to craft a bill that re‐
ally would honour the idea of being able to pass a business down
within generations of a family and to do that in the right way, so it
did not just become a loophole or an excuse to evade taxes, some‐
thing the New Democrats fiercely oppose.

Those are some of the elements, both concretely within the bill
with respect to what the legislation would do but also where the
legislation comes from, that give me confidence that this is not
about introducing another means for tax evasion into the tax code.
It really is about settling a fundamental unfairness, where people
who spend their lives pouring their heart and soul into a business
and make it a success, whose children have oftentimes been part of
that success, and then want to ensure it gets passed on within the
family and can do so without paying a large financial penalty. This
also helps to ensure that these assets for our communities stay in lo‐
cal hands.

Sometimes the only people with the capital to buy a business are
foreign investors, which sometimes happens, whether it is with
small businesses or with farms. Either large corporations or foreign
investors purchase these things. It makes more sense for the family,
if the differential is $400,000 or $500,000 as we have heard in
some cases, to come to the decision that it is in fact better off not
doing what its heart wants to do, which is to keep that business or
that farm within the family, but to make a more hard-nosed finan‐
cial decision about the family's best interests. This would allow
families to take off the table the factor that makes it far more prof‐
itable for them to sell to a stranger than to keep it within the family.

Those are some of the issues at play. As I said, this is something
that New Democrats believe in, but it is also part of a package of
advocacy that New Democrats have brought forward for a long
time, and particularly within this Parliament. I have been really im‐
pressed with our small business critic, the member of Parliament
for Courtenay—Alberni, a former small business owner himself,
He was right out of the gate when the pandemic began, advocating
for a 75% wage subsidy when the government said it would only be
10%. He knew how important it was to get beyond just covering
payroll costs and providing wage replacement. He was the loudest
voice out of the gate for the need for a commercial rent subsidy. He
has been advocating for an extension of the Canada emergency
business account loan program. We saw a small extension in the
most recent budget. We are glad to see that, but there is more work
to do.

The New Democrats believe in small business. We are advocat‐
ing for small business. We see this as part of a package that is im‐
portant for small business and farmers, so they can keep all the hard
work of their families with in their families when the time comes to
pass that business on.

● (1850)

Mrs. Tamara Jansen (Cloverdale—Langley City, CPC):
Madam Speaker, if there is one group of Canadians that has been
hard hit during the pandemic, it is small business owners, men and
women who risked everything to build a dream, maybe a small
boutique grocery store on main street, a specialty bakery featuring
grandma's secret apple pie recipe, the butcher who was taught by
his father how to make sausage like they did in the old country or a
unique restaurant featuring a mix of Italian pasta and Lebanese ke‐
babs. They all have one thing in common: They have all been hold‐
ing on by a thread, trying to keep the business afloat long enough to
make it to the other side of these restrictions.

Moms and dads work tirelessly besides sons and daughters, aunts
and uncles, grandmothers and grandfathers, all leaning on each oth‐
er to keep that dream alive. Even before COVID, these hard-work‐
ing entrepreneurs laid it all on the line, hustling endless hours, with
no sick leave, vacation pay, maternity benefits or RRSPs. They put
every penny they made back into the business, investing in the fu‐
ture, building a legacy, something that made their community a bet‐
ter, more dynamic place to live.

A huge majority of these brave job creators and risk-takers work
side by side with their families, guiding son or daughter in the art of
providing services within their community. These are fathers show‐
ing sons how to grind the pork, beef and spices just so to create the
perfect kielbasa coil; or a mother demonstrating the art of making
fluffy pastry crusts for the next day's batch of fresh fruit apple pies,
recipes and skills handed down by word of mouth, with a keen de‐
termination to pass on skills to the next generation, quietly passing
on knowledge that would otherwise be lost. Shoulder to shoulder,
the generations tend to customers and suppliers, making deals and
creating jobs in their local neighbourhoods.

It is in this organic-style school of business that big government
just cannot help but cause havoc by way of unfair taxes, taxes that
disadvantage a father when selling the family farm to his son or a
mother selling the French bakery to her daughter. After years of
giving everything they had to build their dream, late nights washing
dishes, early mornings mucking stalls, long hot summers sitting in
the combine or cold hard winters packing tomatoes into crates, they
finally are ready to lay down their tools and pass the business on to
the next generation.

What do these owners find when they go to sell their firm? That
the government considers them a tax cheat simply for wanting to
sell to their children rather than a third party stranger. It has to be
said that passing a business on from one generation to the next is no
easy feat at the best of times. Many family businesses have had a
hard time surviving the challenge, so the very last thing the govern‐
ment should be doing is making this more difficult by disadvantag‐
ing the transaction.
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looking, hopefully, to the passage of this bill, which would ensure
they have a level playing field when it comes to transition of own‐
ership between parents and children. In our own family, I know the
many years of hard work that went into the planning for transition,
and yes, we incorporated early on. That did not make us terrible,
awful people.

First, owners need to ensure their bankers are confident that their
children will be able to succeed going forward. They need to earn
the trust of their customers and suppliers that the generation will be
able to skilfully man the helm when they one step away. They need
to negotiate the rough waters of family dynamics that play a huge
role in family business succession. Quite honestly, passing a busi‐
ness on to our kids is far more difficult than just selling to a third
party.

Selling to a stranger does not disrupt the harmony of family
Christmas dinners. It will not damage people's ability to see their
grandkids when bitterness creeps in between their kids. It will not
cause rifts between fathers or brothers like a family business suc‐
cession can do, yet government treats those who are willing to walk
that hard road like uber-wealthy tax evaders who are only in it for
the quick buck. Nothing can be further from the truth.

Family business succession is not for the faint of heart and takes
years to accomplish, so why do we keep punishing families for
wanting to pass on a legacy? Not only that, but the current system
is totally disrespectful to the hard-working Canadians whose entire
retirement savings are wrapped up in their small business. Current‐
ly, these savings are seriously impacted if they choose to try to keep
the business in the family.

This bill appears to be very timely from the perspective of a
COVID recovery plan, since we know our small businesses will be
paramount in helping us get our economy back on track when we
finally reopen.

● (1855)

We all know that family businesses are the lifeblood of our econ‐
omy and our communities. Honestly, I cannot wrap my mind
around why the government would punish parents and children for
being willing to put their blood, sweat and tears into a small enter‐
prise only to be considered tax cheats for the simple desire to pass
it on to the next generation.

Consider the story of a couple who owns a business in a small
town, wants to retire and relies on the sale as their retirement fund.
This sort of thing happens all the time. Now imagine the couple
was hoping to retire and sell the business to one of their daughters
who has been working with them for years. She is excited to take
over from her parents and continue building on their legacy.

In the meantime, they are approached by a much larger, non-re‐
lated company that has no local ties. This larger corporation would
want to produce the goods in the bigger urban centre where it is
based, possibly even overseas. Ultimately, this would mean com‐
pletely shifting jobs and economic activity out of the local commu‐
nity.

As happens often, when they did the math with their accountant,
they discovered it would cost up to 67% more in taxes for their
daughter to buy their business than for a stranger, simply because
she was their daughter. It makes no sense that we do not have a lev‐
el playing field here, especially considering how much communi‐
ties gain from family farms and businesses run by successive gener‐
ations. It is clear that a robust COVID-19 recovery will need
healthy small businesses that are owned and operated by passionate
local entrepreneurs, and that this bill would make a huge difference
for local family-run businesses that want to keep their work in the
family.

Because this bill is critical for small, family-owned businesses,
how many people have actually opposed the bill? As we can imag‐
ine, it has overwhelming support across the country including from
the Chicken Farmers of Canada, Grain Growers of Canada, Canadi‐
an Taxpayers Federation, the Canadian Federation of Independent
Business and chambers of commerce, just to name a few, not to
mention every Canadian small business owner who seeks to keep
their business in the family.

For too long this situation has continued unabated, but why is
that? Looking at similar bills that have come before Parliament in
recent years, it seems that a significant reason they have never
made it through Parliament is the advice that tax analysts give to
the government of the day. The complexity of the Tax Act, which
creates these disadvantages for family-owned businesses, was
meant as an anti-avoidance measure.

I understand the need to safeguard against tax avoidance. That is
why there are safeguarding measures built into the bill. However,
the way the laws are currently set up, all business owners who seek
to keep their businesses in the family are being punished because of
the few who might try to game the system and avoid paying taxes.
In typical fashion, we are punishing the wrong people. There will
always be a chance that someone is trying to cheat, but contrary to
the Prime Minister 's belief, most small business owners are not tax
cheats. Most small businesses are not simply shell companies creat‐
ed for wealthy Canadians to avoid taxes. Only the wealthy elite
who have never had to sweep the floor in their father's grocery
store or sling bales on their uncle's farm would believe something
like that.

Over 50% of Canadian small business owners wish to pass their
businesses on to family members. Nobody in their right mind
thinks that 50% of small business owners are looking to cheat on
their taxes. I think we all agree that they deserve a level playing
field. They do not deserve to be forced to choose between being
hammered with extra taxes, which put their retirement in jeopardy,
and selling their farms outside of the family and outside of the com‐
munity.

Whoever is suggesting that we oppose this bill needs to remem‐
ber that it is our job to serve the public, not the other way around. It
is important for the government to remember it is time to show
some political leadership and say, “Look, Canadians are being
treated unfairly and we are going to fix it.”
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If the government will refuse to show leadership on this, thank‐

fully I am confident that Parliament will. We are, after all, the voice
of the people. We need the bill to pass to ensure that our most valu‐
able asset, the job creators and risk takers who make our communi‐
ties strong and resilient even in the face of a devastating pandemic,
are able to thrive. I call on all my colleagues to support this bill and
bring fairness back for the little guy.
● (1900)

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès):
The hon. member for Malpeque has about 30 seconds for a short in‐
tervention.

Hon. Wayne Easter (Malpeque, Lib.): Madam Speaker, the fi‐
nance committee held a very intensive hearing into this. We passed
it back to Parliament. We looked at the tax implications.

The bottom line is what this bill means for the community. The
backbone of the community is small businesses, farmers and fisher‐
men, and especially those who can pass a business down from gen‐
eration to generation. This is an issue of tax fairness and should be
supported fully.

If officials have a problem with this, then they should put their
corrections forward in a ways and means bill in the future, but they
should pass this necessary bill now and support farmers, fishermen
and small business.
● (1905)

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès):
The time provided for the consideration of Private Members' Busi‐
ness has now expired and the order is dropped to the bottom of the
order of precedence on the Order Paper.

EMERGENCY DEBATE
[Translation]

GOVERNMENT RESPONSE TO COVID-19 PANDEMIC
The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès):

The House will now proceed to the consideration of a motion to ad‐
journ the House for the purpose of discussing a specific and impor‐
tant matter requiring urgent consideration, namely the government's
response to the COVID-19 pandemic.
[English]

Ms. Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP) moved:
That this House do now adjourn.

Mr. Alex Ruff: Madam Speaker, on a point of order, I would
like to indicate under Standing Order 42(2)(a) that all Conserva‐
tives' speaking slots are divided into two for this evening's impor‐
tant debate.

Ms. Elizabeth May: Madam Speaker, I appreciate the Speaker's
Ruling earlier today that allows me to bring to the floor of this
place an urgent matter. It is an emergency that is on the minds and
hearts of every single Canadian.

I will be splitting my time with the hon. member for Nanaimo—
Ladysmith, my colleague and friend. I remember we were still sit‐
ting in the House together when he was the first member of Parlia‐

ment to suggest that people ought to be wearing masks, drawing on
the experience of what was working in other countries.

When we were all together until Friday, March 13 of last year, I
would not have imagined that I would be speaking in the House vir‐
tually tonight during the third wave of COVID. We are speaking of
things like variants of concern. We are no longer dealing with
COVID-19 alone. We are dealing, as we know now, with variants
of concern emerging from other countries. We have had them from
South Africa, B.1.1.7 from the U.K. and P.1 from Brazil. There will
be more.

We are learning as we go that the longer the pandemic stalks us
as a human population, the longer we will be susceptible as the
virus mutates into new forms and variants. We now know some of
these variants are far more transmissible than COVID-19. Can
members imagine that we could be nostalgic about an earlier form
of COVID-19? I would not have imagined it.

The “wash your hands, do not touch your face” rules do not seem
to apply with variants that appear to be transmitted far more easily,
including as aerosols.

I realize that I failed to turn on my interpretation device. That is
not helping our interpreters. I am sorry.

The situation we are now in requires us to do something differ‐
ent. It is frequently described as a race between the vaccines and
the variants, but I do not think even this particular description
serves us well because we are a fragmented federation with far too
many tendencies to blame somebody for the situation in which we
find ourselves.

I gravely fear that partisanship and federal-provincial tensions
will make matters worse. We need to figure out how to offer our
constituents solutions they want, and not cast blame upon one an‐
other. None of us in this place is an expert on pandemics, except
potentially one. There is a scientist among us who is a medical ge‐
ographer and studied the Spanish flu outbreak: the member for Eto‐
bicoke North.

However, this is a place full of people who have been elected to
serve the public of this country, and we have to be of service. At
this time, I think that means blowing the whistle on saying that
what we are doing now is not working.

In Mark Carney's new book, Values: Building a Better World for
All, he discusses many things. One of them is COVID-19 and the
different responses to it from governments around the world. The
terminology he uses is very apt and understandable. He says that
some governments used the hammer and others chose the dance.
Can members guess which one we are?

It reminds me of World Health Organization officer Mike Ryan
who, more than a year ago, said that it was time we recognized that
we have to be fast and not wait to be correct. It was important to
have no regrets and just move.
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We are still in the dance. I do not blame any politician or party

for this. A lot of it is cultural. A lot of it is relying on a fragmented
federation, and no one wanting to step on anybody else's toes. The
dance is not working.

A very important point comes from Dr. Yaneer Bar-Yam, an ex‐
pert in complex systems. He is at the New England Complex Sys‐
tems Institute. He said:

Vaccinations shouldn’t be expected to be a get-out-of-jail-free card in ending the
pandemic.

If we are in a debate and one group of people wants to blame the
federal government for not buying enough vaccines because vac‐
cines are a way out, it is important to keep vaccines in perspective.
They are not our get-out-of-jail-free card. More must be done, and
that often falls under provincial jurisdiction.
● (1910)

Why are we not learning the lessons from what worked and did
not work in the first and second waves? Can we not successfully
share that some provinces and territories have been spectacular in
going to zero COVID? Can the rest of us not learn from that? Can
we not ask our institutions and public health experts to say that
bending the curve is not the thing, that they thought it was the thing
and we do not blame them for thinking it was the thing, but now we
have to go to zero COVID. If we are bending and flattening the
curve, we are allowing COVID to last among us longer. We will
have more variants because we will have more mutations because
that is what viruses do.

There are many examples around the world. Some were able to
go to zero COVID fast because the public in those countries was
used to being bossed around. That is a theory that we read in many
of the articles and journals that are fashionable now. What do we do
with a society like Canada that has a population that is used to hav‐
ing its liberties and is not good at being told where people can and
cannot go? I contrast that with Australia. I think Australia is our
best example. It is also a federation. It also has a federal govern‐
ment and eight states that have their own rules and jurisdictions.

What Australia did at the beginning was figure out that it needed
a new structure. I think Canada needs new structures. Australia de‐
cided to put together two different committees. One was chaired by
its equivalent of Dr. Theresa Tam with all the people around the ta‐
ble. Whether the equivalent of Rob Strang from Nova Scotia or
Bonnie Henry from British Columbia, they sat at the same table and
tried to figure out what they were going to do based on the best sci‐
ence. Our approach has been a bit more chaotic, a bit more differ‐
entiated and we do not have a single structure that says how we
learn, who is doing it right and who is getting the best results.

Can we not ask our public health experts now to please work to‐
gether and inform politicians at all orders of government what go‐
ing to zero looks like for Canada? We should not be second-guess‐
ing Canadians' attitudes and saying we cannot tell people to stay
home because they are sick of it. If our public believes, if our citi‐
zenry accepts that we actually have a formula that works based on
experiences elsewhere and that if we do it hard, we get it right, we
go to zero, then we can be like New Zealand and Australia and be
greeting our families with open arms in the airports that just
opened.

Right now, I think we need to stop more of the flights coming in
from other countries. We do not want people flying in from India,
bringing new variants, bringing new disease. We do not even want
interprovincial transport. Newfoundland and Labrador was really
doing well in the Atlantic bubble until workers flying in from their
jobs in Alberta brought COVID into the communities. We have to
be serious about locking down and going to zero.

Lastly, I want to read from an article and I want to credit journal‐
ist Andrew Nikiforuk for his 2008 book on pandemics called Pan‐
demonium. It gave him a lot of knowledge as a journalist, which he
has been sharing. If we had followed the advice he gave in a Jan‐
uary article in The Tyee, COVID could be over in Canada by now. I
want to read from his most recent article, which states:

Get on with it.

Canada needs to put this pandemic behind us.

To do that we need a more aggressive and proactive public health approach, with
intensive testing...and better targeted, quicker and stricter lockdowns. We need to
do what it takes to get to zero to protect the greater public health. And the sooner
we do that, the healthier our nation will be.

I talk to parents throughout my riding and all over Canada who
do not want to send their kids to school because they are not
masked. They wonder why it is that teachers are not being vaccinat‐
ed up front. They want to know why different provinces have dif‐
ferent rules. They want to know how come Nova Scotia was so
smart. They want to know why our governments made mistakes.
However, it is not with a spirit of blame. We must not blame, par‐
ticularly individual politicians. Everyone is doing their best. Let us
just take that as written. Everyone is doing their best, but collec‐
tively, as a country, we are not doing what Canadians want and
what Canadians deserve.

I ask all of my colleagues tonight in this debate to please set
aside blame and finger pointing, think about what our constituents
want of us and is it not time to say that we should learn from what
Canadian provinces and territories succeeded, apply that to where
we are not doing so well and, with no blame and no shame, form a
new committee, as Green Party leader Annamie Paul has been call‐
ing for consistently, an interprovincial task force that decides as a
country what we do to get through this together.

● (1915)

Mr. Mark Gerretsen (Kingston and the Islands, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, I want to thank the member for Saanich—Gulf Islands for
asking for this emergency debate this evening. I think that it is very
important to have this discussion. Certainly, I think there is a lot to
be learned, and I really appreciate her approach to this.
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I want to go back to the examples that the member continually

used throughout her speech. She compared Canada quite a bit to
New Zealand and Australia. New Zealand and Australia are quite
unique. They are both island nations. The only way to really get in
and out is by plane. However, Canada has the longest land border
in the world and has a lot of first responders and frontline workers
crossing that border every single day. Literally, people live on one
side and work on the other side and are going back and forth every
single day. Is it not a little unfair to use Australia and New Zealand
as comparators in this case?

Ms. Elizabeth May: Madam Speaker, we could use New
Brunswick. We could talk about Nova Scotia. These are not sepa‐
rate countries surrounded by water. They are our neighbours and
our friends, and they did better. I think we need to learn.

The hon. member is absolutely right, people are going back and
forth across borders, such as the hon. member for New Brunswick
Southwest raised in his S.O. 31 today. People in Southwest New
Brunswick are related to people in Campobello, and they have to go
back and forth.

We have a lot of geographical situations that require specific so‐
lutions, such as better testing and better tracing. Testing and tracing
are very inconsistently applied across the country. It is also being
sure that we know what essential work is going on. Is it really es‐
sential that Site C continued to be built at a time when there were
outbreaks there that were a threat to indigenous communities? That
is the question—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès): We
have to give an opportunity for more questions.

The hon. member for Vancouver Kingsway.

Mr. Don Davies (Vancouver Kingsway, NDP): Madam Speak‐
er, I would like to thank my hon. colleague for her initiative in
causing this debate tonight. I think it is very valuable and I thank
her for her leadership on this.

The member mentioned the word “emergency” many times, and
I have in front of me the Emergencies Act of Canada. It is the only
flagship legislation that we have from 1988. It says that “...a nation‐
al emergency is an urgent and critical situation of a temporary na‐
ture that... seriously endangers the lives, health or safety of Canadi‐
ans and is of such proportions or nature as to exceed the capacity or
authority of a province to deal with it”. It also says that a public
welfare emergency is “...caused by a real or imminent...disease in
human beings...that results or may result in a danger to life or prop‐
erty, social disruption or a breakdown in the flow of essential
goods”.

Would my hon. colleague not agree that if this legislation is not
enacted now, in a once-in-a-century global pandemic, that there is
no time that it would be invoked? I specifically refer to Ontario.
Would she agree with me that, clearly, the ability of Ontario to han‐
dle this pandemic—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès): I
have to give the hon. member an opportunity to answer.

The hon. member for Saanich—Gulf Islands.

Ms. Elizabeth May: Madam Speaker, I think it was back in
March when I pulled that out, because people kept saying that they
did not want to use draconian legislation. I read the Emergencies
Act and thought, “Oh, this is not the War Measures Act. There is no
suspension of civil liberties here. There is parliamentary and demo‐
cratic oversight”.

In fact, that piece of legislation, which was written in 1988,
shows what happens when parliamentarians turn their minds to
what a sensible country would do in a public health emergency, and
they drafted it when they were not in an emergency. I think it is
very worthwhile looking at it.

● (1920)

[Translation]

Ms. Andréanne Larouche (Shefford, BQ): Madam Speaker, I
thank my colleague for her speech and especially for requesting this
important debate on the third wave. We are all tired of the pandem‐
ic.

I want to look back in time. The member talked a lot about the
importance of learning from other countries, and I know some
countries have done a better of job of controlling their borders.

Let me give a concrete example. Before the first wave, my hus‐
band returned from Egypt, landing at the Montreal airport on
March 6, right before Parliament was prorogued. There was already
talk about closing the borders, and there was pressure from the
Quebec government and the mayor of Montreal.

My husband was returning from Egypt, where there were cases
of COVID, and he managed to get through the airport with no prob‐
lem, without any screening whatsoever.

This kind of situation is really troubling, and I would like my
colleague to comment on the importance of controlling our borders.

Ms. Elizabeth May: Madam Speaker, I thank my colleague
from Shefford.

I completely agree about the importance of protecting our bor‐
ders during an emergency situation. That is a lesson the pandemic
taught us. As she said, we are in the third wave, and we need to
learn from what we have experienced over the past year.

[English]

Mr. Paul Manly (Nanaimo—Ladysmith, GP): Madam Speak‐
er, I would like to start by recognizing the personal and economic
sacrifices Canadians have made during this pandemic. They did ev‐
erything that was within their control to do. They stayed home, they
followed public health orders and they suffered hardships. Families
across this country are grieving the 23,756 people who have died.
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Since the first weeks of the pandemic, I have advocated for the

approach that Taiwan took. At the beginning, Taiwan was one of
the top 10 countries affected. Now, it is ranked 191. Taiwan applied
what it learned from the SARS outbreak. It had a mask mandate
and it gave every resident three masks per week. It installed hand
sanitizer at the entrance to every building. The army worked with
manufacturers to expedite the production of personal protective
equipment and it had huge fines for PPE hoarding and profiteering.
It had testing and temperature checks for inter-regional travel. It
had tight controls on its border and travellers returning home faced
mandatory quarantining. Those actions protected its economy. It
never had a lockdown like the ones that we have had here.

Earlier in the pandemic, the Green Party caucus advocated for
the government to invoke the Emergencies Act using the provisions
of a public welfare emergency. It is a very well-written piece of leg‐
islation that replaced the old War Measures Act. Invoking it would
have allowed the government to create a federally coordinated re‐
sponse with the provinces; close the border; mandate quarantines
for people returning to Canada; control interprovincial and inter-re‐
gional travel; create green zones for opening the economy and red
zones to control areas where there was community spread with
lockdowns; all things that were done in New Zealand and Australia
and other countries that successfully fought the pandemic.

Our calls to invoke the Emergencies Act were ignored. Whether
the Emergencies Act was the right tool for the job or not, it is clear
that stronger national coordination has been sorely missing in
Canada's approach to dealing with the pandemic. We need a feder‐
al-provincial task force to create better coordination.

Just last month, during an adjournment debate, I pointed out that
the one thing that all countries that went to zero had in common
was a coordinated national strategy. I argued that it was not too late
for a national strategy. In fact, we need it more than ever. In re‐
sponse, I was scolded by the parliamentary secretary and told that I
did not understand the Constitution and that the government did not
want to cause a constitutional crisis. I was floored by the weakness
of that argument.

Almost 24,000 people have died. The economy is struggling. We
have the largest deficit in Canadian history and 180,000 small and
medium-sized enterprises across this country are on the verge of
closing permanently. Millions of Canadians are financially stressed.
We have a mental health crisis. The suicide rate is up and we have a
shadow pandemic of intimate partner violence. Drug overdoses
have increased. We are in the third wave of the pandemic with vari‐
ants spreading rapidly and more cases than ever before. We have
another series of lockdowns in Canada in its biggest provinces and
Canadians are angry, scared and fed up. Our governments have
done a poor job of coordinating the fight to end this pandemic, but
at least we managed to avoid a constitutional crisis.

Canadians are looking at what is happening in other countries
and it is not lost on them that our strategy in Canada is not working.
Inadequate coordination between the federal, provincial and territo‐
rial responses has failed to stop the spread of the virus. We are us‐
ing a yo-yo method of lockdown, opening up and lockdown again
to try to limit the pandemic, rather than employing a get-to-zero
strategy. In countries such as New Zealand, Australia, Taiwan and
South Korea, the spread of COVID-19 has been arrested: case lev‐

els are down, the death toll is lower, the economies are up and run‐
ning and people are going about their lives.

What can Canada learn? Where did we go wrong and how can
we move forward in a way that will result in less hardship for
Canadians?

Countries that have eliminated the spread of the disease share
these key aspects. They had a national strategy. They closed bor‐
ders. They required quarantines for citizens returning from interna‐
tional locations. They limited international travel within the coun‐
try. They created red zones to lock down and green zones where the
economy could stay open. They mandated masks for indoor public
spaces. They tested widely and used contact tracing. They contin‐
ued to use circuit breaker lockdowns to quickly stop new outbreaks
in specific areas. The key to success was to isolate outbreaks and
use multiple tools to limit the spread of the virus. These are actions
that the Green Party MPs advocated for in the early days of the
pandemic.

● (1925)

Instead of a well-coordinated national strategy, Canadians had a
patchwork of provincial health orders that were often contradictory
and confusing. In some cases, COVID-19-related decisions appear
to be driven by politics instead of science.

In B.C., during the lockdowns, when the rest of us had to remain
at home, workers continued to travel in and out of camps to con‐
struct the Coastal GasLink and Trans Mountain expansion pipelines
and the Site C dam. This led to the spread of COVID in remote
northern communities. When Newfoundland thought it had the
spread of COVID under control, workers from the camps in the oil
sands brought COVID home with them and contributed to the
spread there. The border to the U.S. has been technically closed for
a year, but there is a real lack of control over travel.
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Since April 6, more than 100 international flights landing in

Canada have carried at least one positive COVID-19 case on board.
The deputy chief public health officer stated, “We know that, with
viruses, it’s practically impossible to prevent new variants from ar‐
riving here in Canada.” However, other countries have been suc‐
cessful in stopping the spread of new variants by travellers. It may
not make sense to target specific countries anymore, but we can
control air travel the same way New Zealand and Australia have.

I appreciate the fact that the government organized an intergov‐
ernmental coordinating committee with medical health officers
from across the country, but we needed more than a committee. We
needed more than a patchwork of confusing protocols and man‐
dates that change from province to province.

Canada is a federation, and it is true that the provinces have ju‐
risdiction over health care. I understand that the federal government
is reluctant to use the emergency powers to create and enforce a na‐
tional strategy. Some provincial governments have at times politi‐
cized this pandemic. Such actions have been detrimental for Cana‐
dians. The Emergencies Act may not be the right tool, but we have
to stop letting the dysfunction in our federalist system get in the
way of a more coordinated response.

Australia is also a federation, with jurisdictional and political dif‐
ferences between the national and state governments, but they
worked together successfully to stop the spread of COVID-19, and
the population there is much better off for that co-operation.

The vaccines are finally starting to roll out across the country,
but with the spread of new variants, it is not yet certain how effec‐
tive the vaccines will prove to be. We need to be prepared to stop
the spread of variants that may be vaccine-resistant. We are not out
of the woods yet, and a lack of national co-ordination can still have
dire consequences.

There has been a lack of political courage to do what is necessary
at the federal level in Canada. On both sides of the House, there is
little appetite to do anything that might upset a provincial premier.
The lack of a unified national COVID-19 strategy continues to have
poor outcomes and hurts Canadians in a myriad of ways. We need
stronger national co-ordination, and the sooner we start, the better
results we will achieve.

Pandemics do not respect jurisdiction. Let us stand together as a
nation, get to zero and beat COVID-19.
● (1930)

Mr. Mark Gerretsen (Kingston and the Islands, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I am a bit perplexed at the interventions I have heard so
far in this debate from both members of the Green Party.

I think this is going to be a healthy discussion, and we need to
have it, but I really think we need to set the context right to do that.
What I am hearing is Green Party members trying to compare
Canada to non-comparables. If we look at Canada versus what has
been going on in Europe, Europe has a lot of land borders, and
Canada has the largest land border. If we look at Canada compared
to the United States, for example, we have fared better when we
look at those more realistic comparables like the G7 countries. We
have the second-lowest death rate per capita.

There is going to be good value in this discussion, but I really
think it is necessary to frame it properly so we do not go off the
rails right at the beginning. Would the member not agree that it
would be better to compare us to our G7 counterparts, as opposed
to New Zealand or Australia, which are quite different in geograph‐
ic makeup, which gives them an advantage?

Mr. Paul Manly: Mr. Speaker, New Zealand and Australia
stopped flights that had people with COVID from coming into their
country. They have a definite plan on how that happens. We have
not managed to do that with flights into Canada, let alone our long
border. I understand we have a long border with the United States,
which is a serious challenge for us, but on flights coming into
Canada, there have been 100 flights with COVID cases since April
6.

We heard other members get up and say they know people who
came in from other countries where COVID was spreading and
there were no controls. There are controls we could have and things
we need to do.

Mr. Alistair MacGregor (Cowichan—Malahat—Langford,
NDP): Mr. Speaker, I very much agree with my colleague from the
neighbouring riding of Nanaimo—Ladysmith about the comparison
with Australia. My in-laws all live in Tasmania, and when we are
on Zoom calls with them we look with envy as they are able to
travel to restaurants and enjoy a semi-normal life.

I very much agree with him about the application of the Emer‐
gencies Act. I think the times call for us to look at that piece of leg‐
islation, and I think it was very unfair for the Prime Minister today
during question period to make a comparison to the War Measures
Act, because we all know they are two very different pieces of leg‐
islation.

My question has to do with the very vulnerable set of workers:
racialized workers and those who work in tourism and arts and en‐
tertainment. Would the member not agree that the budget's an‐
nouncement of having the CRB reduced by $200 in July is precise‐
ly the wrong approach at this point? We do not yet know how this
pandemic is going to play out, and I think we need to give those
workers all the support they need, for the near future at least.

Would he not agree that we should be keeping that at the current
level it is at?
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Mr. Paul Manly: Mr. Speaker, I agree. We need to continue to

protect workers. One of the things we have seen is a reluctance on
the part of the Ontario government to have sick leave, so vulnerable
people whom we rely on to keep grocery stores open are going to
work sick, because they do not have any other choice economically.
We need to stand up for workers, and we need to protect workers. It
is really important that we help them get through this, and I cannot
understand how workers who are flying in for these man camps got
in line for COVID vaccines before our teachers or grocery store
workers did.

Where are our priorities? Our priorities are on resource extrac‐
tion. Coastal GasLink does not matter right now; what matters is
getting through the pandemic.
● (1935)

Hon. Patty Hajdu (Minister of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I
appreciate the opportunity to address the House tonight.

Throughout this pandemic, Canada has constantly adapted its re‐
sponse to emerging science, and everything we have done to date
has been with one overarching goal in mind, which is to protect
Canadians.

At this time, Canada is experiencing a third wave. Like many
countries around the world, we have struggled to maintain public
health measures in place due to concerning economic and social
harms. Like many countries around the world, this combination of
relaxing public health measures and the introduction of variants has
resulted in the growth of cases in some provinces. As a result of
more infections, of course, there is increased hospitalization and
ICU admissions, leading to health care systems in some provinces
being stretched to capacity, so it is more important than ever before
to control transmission and keep COVID‑19 infection rates down.

We collectively know how. The variants have not changed what
works to stop the spread. Despite an increasing number of vaccina‐
tions each day, we must continue to protect each other while we
work so hard to reach the finish line. We can see it together, and we
need to continue to have the appropriate supports in place to get to
that finish line safely and together.

Canada is now seeing an increased number of younger adults
with COVID‑19 being treated in hospital and admitted to ICU. It is
an important reminder that COVID‑19 can impact people of all
ages and severe illness can occur at any age. National case counts
have more than doubled in the last month, and each new case is a
person who is spreading infection to more than one other person,
keeping the epidemic in a growth pattern. Modelling predicts that
continued resurgence is possible if variants of concern continue to
spread as expected and public health measures remain at current
levels. That is why it is so important for us all to keep our contacts
low and to reduce our risk of getting infected or unwittingly spread‐
ing this virus to others.

On a positive note, the benefits of vaccination are beginning to
show. As of April 10, more than 84% of seniors over 80 years of
age have received at least one dose of COVID‑19 vaccine. Incident
rates have declined dramatically among adults aged 80 years or old‐
er and have not increased as quickly as in other age groups in re‐
cent weeks. We continue to see a significant drop in the number of

long-term care home outbreaks, and deaths continue to decrease for
the most vulnerable elderly population. As vaccination programs
expand across the country, we will see further benefits across the
population.

Growing rates of variants are concerning, as they have been
linked to more severe outcomes. The number of variant cases in
Canada is continuing to increase quickly. They have almost dou‐
bled in the past week, and several jurisdictions continue to experi‐
ence variants of concern during the third waves this spring. There
have now been over 70,000 cases of variants of concern reported
publicly in Canada as of April 20, and the variants of concern now
account for the majority of cases in Canada's four largest provinces.

In response to the emergence of variants of concern in late 2020
and the ongoing detection of new variants, the Government of
Canada has implemented a variants of concern strategy and invest‐
ed $53 million into it. What will this strategy do? It aims to in‐
crease sequencing capacity across Canada to reduce time to getting
to results so that public health action can be more rapid, and to cre‐
ate a robust results-driven network of research to enable us to come
to understanding these emerging variants and what their impact is
very quickly. This work is being done in partnership and collabora‐
tion with the provinces and territories, and it has led to the increase
in sequencing capacity from 5% of cases in December to 15% of all
positives in March.

The Government of Canada has also been working through criti‐
cal networks, such as CanCOGeN and public health laboratories, to
utilize existing and newly implemented sequencing capacity, again
with the focus of delivering public health results quickly. This in‐
cludes the development of rapid screening assays for known vari‐
ants, as well as a national sequencing strategy that combines out‐
break investigations, surveillance of trends in Canada, and targeted
testing, such as infections following vaccination or in travellers.
Specific for travel-associated cases, Canada now tests returning
travellers and all positives are sent for sequencing. This helps us
monitor variants arriving in Canada and provides an additional
measure of support in our border policies.

● (1940)

Canada's vaccine strategy is clear. We are working to vaccinate
as many Canadians as quickly as possible, beginning with those at
the highest risk of more severe illness and hospitalization. This not
only helps to protect individuals, but also helps to provide protec‐
tion for those around them.
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With increasing supply of approved vaccines, Canada is well

equipped to scale up vaccinations and maximize protection to the
population even faster. A total of 10,719,000 vaccine doses have
been administered as of today, and this has been done in partnership
with the provinces and territories. Together with partners, we are
monitoring and learning in real time how well the vaccines are
working, how best to distribute them and how to optimize their use
using all of this information, obviously while maintaining safety for
everyone.

Studies from Israel and the U.K. are demonstrating excellent pro‐
tection with two doses of mRNA, with effectiveness of over 90%
against asymptomatic infections, symptomatic infections, hospital‐
ization, severe disease and death. As well, based on a number of
studies, mRNA vaccines show protection against COVID-19 infec‐
tions, which means they are likely to reduce transmission at a popu‐
lation level. This is good news and helps us get to the finish line.

We know that public health measures work while vaccines roll
out. International experiences show that stringent public health
measures and adherence to them are required to control rapid epi‐
demic growth and to allow time for vaccinations to occur. In fact,
some countries have experienced growth while having high rates of
vaccination, largely as a result of relaxing public health measures.

Given that many people in Canada have yet to receive a vaccine
and that some have had one dose of vaccine, it remains important
that everyone, whether vaccinated or not, continues to follow pub‐
lic health advice. We need to keep physically distancing, wearing
masks and avoiding gatherings, particularly indoors. This is what
will help hold the epidemic at bay. The public health measures are
extremely important, while vaccines roll out, to provide protection
at the population level. Lifting measures too soon before enough
people are vaccinated, as observed in other countries, can result in
an upsurge in cases, requiring repeated adjustments to control in‐
fection rates. In fact, this was an early finding in Israel's vaccina‐
tion campaign.

The speed of information flow is unprecedented, and of course
we are using this information and rapidly emerging evidence data
and local epidemiology to inform how we adapt. We have to con‐
tinue to adhere to public health measures. We can only ease them
when we are sure that the data is showing us that a phased approach
of relaxation, with an aim to increase social interaction and support
economic recovery, does not put people at risk. Some factors that
influence this could include the spread of variants, the severity of
illness, vaccine effectiveness and coverage, health care system ca‐
pacity and the degree to which public health measures are success‐
ful in controlling transmission.

Right now it is important to safeguard the progress that we have
made by acting on the evidence and collaborating with all levels of
government. After a year of managing the pandemic in Canada,
what remains clear is that managing COVID is a lot of work and
requires all levels of government, and indeed individuals, to com‐
bine public health measures, personal precautions and, most recent‐
ly, vaccinations to control the growth of cases.

I would now like to talk about the rollout of vaccines across our
country.

The Government of Canada has taken a comprehensive approach
in its response to address the COVID-19 pandemic, and the immu‐
nization plan follows along those lines. We are now entering phase
two of the vaccination campaign. Starting this month, the pace of
our vaccine supply is expected to accelerate, and as the Prime Min‐
ister recently announced, Pfizer will advance the delivery of doses
into June. That means Canada is expected to receive at least 48 mil‐
lion doses by the end of June. The arrival of the millions of doses
that I just mentioned means that leading into the summer, first dos‐
es will be in the arms of every Canadian who wants a vaccine. Then
we can move on to providing second doses, which will increase the
protection against the disease. By the end of September 2021, every
person in Canada who is eligible and wants to be vaccinated will
have access to a vaccine.

● (1945)

As the weather gets warmer and we start to see people get vacci‐
nated, obviously Canadians are sensing a bit of relief. However,
they want to know what this means for them personally. How do
we begin to transition to a life, a new normal? While it will be
tempting to change our practices in this context, my message to
Canadians could not be clearer: Now is not the time for us to let our
guard down. We know that the virus spread is continuing to accel‐
erate in some parts of our country, and it poses an unprecedented
challenge for our health care system. In fact, our neighbours, our
friends and our loved ones are counting on us to work together.

While the COVID-19 vaccines approved for use in Canada are
highly effective at preventing illness, we do not yet know whether
vaccinated individuals can spread the virus and pose a risk to public
health and all of our health. As a result, life when Canadians are
vaccinated will still be based on what the COVID-19 situation
looks like in our communities and what kind of health care capacity
we have to rapidly respond to outbreaks if they occur. If both of
these indicators are favourable, then decisions could be taken at the
local level to relax public health measures.

In other words, when someone gets vaccinated, they are con‐
tributing to a community of vaccinated people. Then that collective
community actually helps to control the spread. This, in turn,
means that there is less COVID, and less COVID is what makes a
healthier, safer community and allows for the relaxation of public
health measures.

When someone gets the first dose and then eventually a second
dose, they are starting along a path toward a new normal for them‐
selves. However, it is also a new normal for their community. It is a
contribution to the health and wellness of it. That means the best
thing that we as Canadians can do at this point is get vaccinated
when it is our turn, wear our masks, wash our hands, maintain
physical distancing and not hold events at home. We know that
these public health practices work, and maintaining these practices
is especially important within the context of new variants of con‐
cern.
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Health Canada and the Public Health Agency of Canada will

continue to work hard to fulfill their mandates. They will continue
their close work with provinces, territories, indigenous leaders and
indigenous communities so that we can have a consistent approach
to COVID-19 immunization across Canada. The agency's expert
advice and leadership have been invaluable, especially as we move
into this critical phase two of Canada's vaccine rollout strategy.

We rely on the accumulating scientific data, emerging evidence
and expert guidance, and the agency is guided by all of that to in‐
form its decisions, strategies and recommendations. Furthermore, it
is participating in international communities of practice so that we
can benefit from the experiences of other countries. The govern‐
ment is continually evaluating the latest evidence and the epidemio‐
logical situation here at home, and indeed internationally, and we
will continue to adjust our guidance accordingly. Right now, we are
following the best scientific advice in rolling out vaccines and
working to control COVID together as we collectively work to
bring the pandemic under control.

Throughout the vaccine rollout, we have taken many steps to
keep Canadians informed. In January, the Public Health Agency of
Canada launched a website and opened a 1-833 number so the pub‐
lic can ask questions about COVID-19. Since then, the agency has
directly addressed the questions and concerns of tens of thousands
of Canadians on many aspects of COVID-19 and the vaccine roll‐
out. As the situation evolves, we will continue to provide Canadi‐
ans with accurate and up-to-date information.

I would like to conclude with a clear message directly to Canadi‐
ans. The virus may change and it might shift, but we know what to
do to protect our communities. Canadians know what to do to pro‐
tect their communities and their families. They need to keep reduc‐
ing their contacts and get vaccinated when eligible, and we as a
government will continue to have their backs.

Our goal remains the same: Together we need to bend the curve
down. This will be easier with the widespread uptake of vaccines
across the country. We can see the finish line. Fall of 2021 should
look and feel very different from the fall of 2020, but we do need to
stay the course together.
● (1950)

[Translation]
Mr. Yves Perron (Berthier—Maskinongé, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I

would like to ask the Minister of Health where we are at with the
test that temporary workers are supposed to get on day 10 of their
mandatory quarantine. We have asked a lot of questions about this
in recent days.

This evening we are having an emergency debate on the manage‐
ment of the pandemic, and I think this issue is a big part of that.

Currently, farmers are having to wait up to 25 days before they
can put their workers to work even though the quarantine is sup‐
posed to last 14 days. That is because Switch Health is unable to
provide this service. I am seeing incompetence all over the place.
Nobody is delivering.

We have been raising this issue for a long time. Have there been
discussions about this?

People in the agricultural sector have put forward solutions. No‐
body wants to relax measures or get rid of the day‑10 test. They just
want to be able to do it locally. They would like the government to
let them hire specialists to come do these tests. Why not allow that?

That way, they could carry on producing food. After all, people
need to eat, and that food comes from our fields.

[English]

Hon. Patty Hajdu: Mr. Speaker, I share the member opposite's
frustration with the return time of day-10 tests for temporary for‐
eign workers. I can assure him that we are working not only with
Switch Health, but with many other providers of potential solutions
to accelerate the test returns.

I am sure the member opposite realizes that it is important for us
to continue our rigorous measures at the border for all travellers.
We will continue to work with Switch Health so that we can ame‐
liorate the situation as quickly as possible.

Mr. Don Davies (Vancouver Kingsway, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I
am going to quote from the Emergencies Act. It says:

a national emergency is an urgent and critical situation of a temporary nature
that

(a) seriously endangers the lives, health or safety of Canadians and is of such
proportions or nature as to exceed the capacity or authority of a province to deal
with it

It then defines a public welfare emergency as:

an emergency that is caused by a real or imminent

(b) disease in human beings

and that results or may result in a danger to life or property, social disruption or
a breakdown in the flow of essential goods, services or resources, so serious as
to be a national emergency.

Finally, it authorizes the government that invokes it to authorize
and make emergency payments and to establish hospitals.

Does the minister agree with me that this perfectly describes the
situation in Ontario, which is clearly overwhelmed and needs the
federal government to come in and help establish hospitals or make
payments for paid sick days? If not, could she explain to Canadians
why not?

Hon. Patty Hajdu: Mr. Speaker, I will point out that we do not
need the Emergencies Act to support Ontario. In fact, that is what
we have been doing all along, with cash infusions into Ontario and
the establishment of field hospitals, and by mobilizing health hu‐
man resources; supporting, with the Red Cross, rapid response
teams; helping with testing; purchasing PPE; purchasing testing;
deploying testing; and supporting private businesses to procure and
perform tests and to analyze them. Every step of the way, we have
worked with the provinces and territories and provided them with
the inputs they need to control the spread.
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My department will not rest. We will continue to be there for

Canadians. In fact, the rapid response program was born out of a
need to assist the provinces with hot spots, and it has grown to in‐
clude the ability to support people with vaccinations. Every step of
the way, we have promised Canadians that we will be there, and we
will be.

Ms. Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Mr. Speaker,
I want to start by saying to the hon. Minister of Health that I am
grateful her work. I bet she has had almost no sleep for a year. I
hate to say it, but I am glad we are having the emergency debate
tonight, and I want to apologize to her for adding to her workload.

Something is bothering me a lot, as members can tell. That is
why I asked for the emergency debate. I do not think we have
things under control, and I am particularly concerned for the one
out of three Canadians who gets COVID and then has symptoms
that go on and on and on. They call themselves the “long-haulers”.

They need help, and I ask the hon. minister what is planned for
them. Some of this is in provincial jurisdiction and some of it is
federal, but they are feeling abandoned.

Hon. Patty Hajdu: Mr. Speaker, I thank the member for her
kind words. Indeed, the credit goes to the hard-working public ser‐
vants as well, who are literally working around the clock to help
protect Canadians.

With respect to her question about COVID long-haulers, as they
are sometimes referred to in the various media pieces, I know the
CIHR is investigating, through the research networks, to try to un‐
derstand what the nature of these long-haul symptoms means, both
in the short term and in the long term, for individuals who are
struggling to recover from COVID-19. This is the challenge with a
new health crisis. So much is still unknown about the virus and the
long-term effects on people who have it.

I will reiterate that this government will stop at nothing to sup‐
port people, whether they have been infected with COVID or been
affected by the public health measures necessary to control
COVID. I appreciate the question. I know it is on the minds of
many, and I can advise the member that we will get back to her
about the specific measures from the Canadian Institutes of Health
Research, which is looking at this very question.
● (1955)

Mr. Robert Oliphant (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minis‐
ter of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I want to echo the
thanks from the member for Saanich—Gulf Islands. On behalf of
the people of Don Valley West, I want to thank the minister for her
work. I never use the word “tireless”, because I am sure she gets
tired. The difference is that she keeps going when she is tired.

I also want to echo the parliamentary leader of the Green Party's
opening remarks. She talked about not laying blame but working
together. I can almost see the field hospital that is just a few blocks
north of me at Sunnybrook Hospital. It was set up with the help of
the federal government.

Can the minister tell me a bit about the challenges and opportuni‐
ties of our federation and how she is able to continue in that work?
I am sure it is not always easy, but I suspect that at times it is re‐
warding.

Hon. Patty Hajdu: Mr. Speaker, as tired as I am, what keeps me
going is knowing that all Canadians are tired and that it is an ex‐
hausting time, actually, for global citizens. This is a terrifying time
for Canadians, and it is a terrifying time for global citizens, but it is
an honour to serve my country, as I am sure the member feels every
day when he gets up and serves his constituents.

The member is right that we do have a federation. The challenge,
in some ways, is that we have provinces and territories that operate
very independently from a health delivery perspective. That is the
nature of the way our country is set up. What that means is that we
often have different systems of care, different data systems, differ‐
ent approaches and different public health units set up. That is chal‐
lenging, especially if we are talking about this in the context of tak‐
ing over health care systems.

We have to be careful, when we are responding in the middle of
an emergency, that our response would in no way make something
worse, and that whatever we do should be an add-on to the work
that is already being done in local communities, rather than in any
way jeopardize care that is delivered through provincial systems
that are sophisticated, independent and have the responsibility to
deliver care. We do have an opportunity, though, through the pan‐
demic and through the work of the federal government, to identify
significant gaps and build on those gaps.

Data is an example. At the beginning of the pandemic, in many
instances cases were faxed in to the public health unit with very ba‐
sic data missing, such as the gender or the age of the person who
was sick. People would ask about disaggregated data and in my
heart I would smile a bit, thinking that even just the gender or the
age might be helpful. We have come a long way since then. Part of
that is the investments we have made of $19 billion, including $4
billion of that for data, as well as the constant and ongoing collabo‐
ration at the civil service level and, yes, even at the political level.

Sometimes it is very challenging in a political media space, and
it seems like there is a lot of fighting and jarring going on, but I can
say that, for example in Ontario, Minister Elliott and I have a fan‐
tastic working relationship. We may not see eye to eye on every is‐
sue, but she knows that Canada has Ontario's back. She does not
hesitate to call me when she needs something, and I do not hesitate,
and I often do, to pick up the phone to say, “How can we help?”
That is truly the nature of a good democracy.
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Mr. John Barlow (Foothills, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I am glad that

my colleague from Saanich—Gulf Islands requested this emergen‐
cy debate today, but I recall being in this House in January having a
similar emergency debate on the inability of the Liberal govern‐
ment to access and distribute vaccines, their putting of the impetus
on the provinces and the potential of a third wave. I definitely do
not want to be back here in May, June or July having a third emer‐
gency debate on the Liberal government's inability to procure and
distribute vaccines to the provinces to ensure that every Canadian is
vaccinated.

I am going to go in a different direction than other speakers have
this evening because of a phone conversation I had yesterday after‐
noon. One of my constituents, a 19-year-old girl, called me to have
a discussion about her brother. Unfortunately, her brother commit‐
ted suicide. Her brother committed suicide because of isolation,
losing jobs, and the inability to see his friends and family. That is
just one of many stories that I know all of us in this House have
heard from constituents.

This was a 20-year-old young man who had his whole life in
front of him, but after a year of lockdowns, quarantines and restric‐
tions, the mental health impacts on his life were just too much for
him to bear. We cannot have those stories any longer. This cannot
be the new normal. Canadians need hope that there will be an end
to this crisis.

The mental health implications of the COVID pandemic are
frightening. We saw the report from the Canadian Mental Health
Association in December, which said that almost 50% of Canadians
had reported that their mental health has deteriorated. That was six
months ago. I am sure that number is much higher.

We have seen an incredible increase in domestic abuse, suicides
and opioid overdose deaths. My province of Alberta saw skyrocket‐
ing numbers in terms of the opioid crisis, and suicide numbers
tripled over a two-quarter period late last year. Canadians have had
enough, but what is most frustrating about the impact this has had
on Canadians' mental health is that this could have been prevented.

A year ago, we were asking the Liberal government to ensure
that it had agreements and contracts in place to procure vaccines
that Canadians would need. In November and December, the Prime
Minister stood at the podium and said there would be millions of
vaccines for Canadians, but through January, February and March,
Canadians were not being vaccinated anywhere near the rate of our
G7 counterparts and countries around the world. As a result of the
federal government's inability to meet the most basic needs and en‐
sure the safety of its constituents, Canadians are dying not only of
COVID-19, but also because a mental health crisis.

I know the government says that we cannot go back to the past,
but the past often dictates where we are going in the future. It is
very clear that the Liberal government's inability to access and pro‐
cure vaccines is rooted in the mistakes it made a year ago when it
was putting its faith in an agreement with the Chinese Communist
Party and CanSino, which, to the shock of no one, fell through last
summer. The Prime Minister and his procurement minister were
scrambling, going with hat in hand to pharmaceutical companies,
asking for whatever they could get.

As a result of that, we see where we are right now. We see other
countries, such as the United Kingdom and the United States, have
been vaccinating their citizens at a much quicker pace, but they also
had very strict guidelines in the contracts they signed with pharma‐
ceutical companies. They ensured that if those pharmaceutical com‐
panies did not meet their delivery commitments, there were conse‐
quences. In most cases these were financial, but certainly the
monthly reports had to be transparent.

We do not know here in Canada if we have similar contracts
signed with Moderna, AstraZeneca or Pfizer because the Liberal
government has refused to share those contracts with the Canadian
public. The Canadian public deserves to know exactly where we
stand.

● (2000)

Other countries have shared those contracts with their citizens. In
fact, the United States has one of the contracts that we signed. It
knows what is in that contract, and has made it public, but Canadi‐
ans here at home are not allowed to see those contracts because the
Liberal government is blocking that information.

We had a motion here in the House in October, which was passed
unanimously by the House, to ensure that all documents and infor‐
mation regarding the COVID pandemic and the response to the
pandemic were provided to parliamentarians. Those documents
have been trickling out, but we still have not had an opportunity to
see those contracts. I put a motion in front of the health committee
more than a month ago asking specifically if the law clerk had
those contracts and, if not, that he prioritize accessing those con‐
tracts from the government. It has been almost six weeks, and we
still have not seen those contracts at the health committee.

Now, I am not naive. I know that there will be information
redacted, which is why we asked that it go to the law clerk before it
is redacted by the government. There may definitely be some infor‐
mation in there that is sensitive that the government and those phar‐
maceutical companies do not want to share. However, I think it be‐
hooves the government to show Canadians the contracts it signed,
because we are in this Liberal-government third wave that could
have been prevented had it been able to procure and distribute vac‐
cines months before.

This was brought up in question period today, and I am sure in
the debate tonight we will hear some more about this disagreement
in facts, but the facts are that only 2% of Canadians have had two
doses of the vaccine. In the United States the rate is close to 30%,
and some states are already going to a third shot as a booster. It is
incredible to see the difference in this country when we compare it
to others. Not to mention, I heard yesterday from a pundit on the
news that we are spending like a first-world country but getting
third-world results, and I could not think of a better description of
what we are seeing.
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Thanks to some research from my staff member Mark Choi, I

was able to find out what we were paying for an AstraZeneca vac‐
cine. In Canada, we are spending $8.00 for an AstraZeneca vaccine.
I know that many Canadians say that they do not care what it takes,
and they want that to happen. I agree, but in the United States it
is $4.00. In the EU, it is $2.00.

We are spending, in many cases, triple or double what other
countries are paying, yet we are not getting those vaccines. If I am
paying a premium, I expect premium services, and we are not get‐
ting that. Now we are seeing the provinces having to struggle and
try to find ways to vaccinate their citizenry.

Also, we are one of the only countries in the world that has gone
off label in telling our constituents that they will not get that second
dose until four months down the road. We have asked Pfizer if that
meets its requirements and if that would still be acceptable, but it
will not answer that question because it does not know. It does not
want to make that commitment. So, we are continuing to roll this
out when only 2% of Canadians have had both their vaccines and
now we are waiting four months for that second dose. It is unac‐
ceptable. That is poor leadership and poor action, or inaction, by
the government, and it has to apologize to Canadians.

We cannot keep this up. As I said, this cannot be the new normal.
Our mental health and financial health just cannot take this much
longer. We have been on this roller-coaster ride, or, as I like to say,
hamster wheel, for a year. I commend Canadians, and I certainly
commend my constituents, for how they have handled what has
been a very difficult time.

However, we have asked Canadians to do a lot, and there is a
breaking point. As I have said, we have seen many Canadians get‐
ting to that breaking point as our mental health continues to deterio‐
rate.

Last year, we approached many Canadian pharmaceutical com‐
panies with vaccines that were ready to be produced and tested here
in Canada, but the Liberal government ignored them. It still fails to
support homegrown opportunities. Mr. Sorenson, the CEO of Prov‐
idence Therapeutics yesterday said, “We're getting contacted by
probably two or three countries per week asking if we could supply
them with vaccine booster doses in 2022.... We're trying to get
those things moving...to convey [that] urgency, but we're just not
getting...reciprocated from [our own Canadian] government.”

Again, the failures are piling up and, unfortunately, Canadians
are the ones paying the price.
● (2005)

● (2010)

Mr. Mark Gerretsen (Kingston and the Islands, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I would challenge a number of things in that speech.

For starters, on the issue of Canada being the only country that is
extending the time period of taking that second dose, that is false.
The U.K. is doing that as well.

The member talked about other things, such as how we were
spending like a first world country and getting third world results.
That is false. Among the G20, we are putting more needles into

arms on a daily basis. We are third among the G20 for getting nee‐
dles into arms.

My question for the member is about this. We can criticize the
vaccine rollout; we can criticize the timeline of getting vaccines to
provinces; we can say more should have been done sooner, more
should have been done later, although we would never say that, but
we can adjust the timeline; we can say whatever we want, but what
we cannot say is that the provinces did not know when they would
get vaccines. The provinces were told in December when they
would get them.

Therefore, in Ontario, when Doug Ford saw on February 11 the
modelling of what would happen in the third wave, he knew when
to get the doses and actually ended up getting more than he was
promised by the end of March. Therefore, the lack of vaccines can‐
not be blamed on the third wave, because the provinces knew and
had a responsibility to target and timeline themselves around that
rollout. Unfortunately it appears as though they did not plan proper‐
ly for it. At least, that is the case in Ontario.

Would the member not at least agree that the timelines and the
vaccine distribution were set well in advance and we exceeded
what the provinces were told they would get?

Mr. John Barlow: Mr. Speaker, unfortunately the question from
colleague is the typical response from the Liberals, where they fail
to take responsibility for their failures while they push the responsi‐
bility onto the provinces.

We heard in November, December and January that we would
have eight million vaccines by the end of February. Then it was the
end of March. Then it was the end of May. It kept getting pushed
and pushed. Now we are hearing it will be into June and July. As
the federal government, it has one job, which is to procure and dis‐
tribute those vaccines. We knew that the Liberal federal govern‐
ment would put these failures at the feet of the provincial govern‐
ments, which it has certainly done. We have seen vaccine clinics
cancelled. We have seen the ages now fluctuate for who can or who
cannot get vaccinated.

I want to see Canadians vaccinated, do not get me wrong. I want
to see our life get back to normal as quickly as possible. This de‐
bate today is about how we got here and where we go from here.
The answer to the question is that we should have been having
these vaccinations in January, February and March and we did not.
As a result of that, this is the situation we now face.

[Translation]

Mr. Yves Perron (Berthier—Maskinongé, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I
was interested to hear my colleague talk about the government's in‐
competence on many levels in managing the crisis, including bor‐
der security in the early days. The measures were excruciatingly
slow in coming, which allowed the virus to come into the country
permanently.
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Now, with the arrival of the variants, the same thing is happen‐

ing. The government is very slow to react. When the government
imposed the hotel quarantines, it was also very slow to react and
improve the reservation system. Remember, the phone lines were
jammed. It also seems like the government does not learn from its
mistakes. Ironically, I spoke of this earlier. We have the company
Switch—

The Speaker: I have to interrupt the member for a moment. We
are having a bit of a problem with interpretation. Can I ask the
member to start his question over again so that the member for
Foothills can understand it?

Mr. Yves Perron: Mr. Speaker, it is certainly important that the
member understand the question because it is directed at him. I will
start over.

I appreciated my colleague's speech in which he spoke about the
different signs of the government's incompetence in managing this
crisis.

Remember that, at the outset, the government waited a long time
before closing the border, then implementing restrictions, and then
reacting to the variants. We wondered when flights from certain
countries would be banned. Remember that it was a very long time
before flights from Great Britain were banned. By the time the gov‐
ernment finally closed the borders, the variant was already here.
How ironic that the Indian variant has reportedly already arrived.
The government has been incompetent on all levels. Also remem‐
ber the reservation system for hotel quarantines, when the phone
lines were jammed and nothing was working.

It seems like the government does not learn from its mistakes.
Today, we have the company Switch Health, which is unable to
meet demand in administering testing for foreign workers on day
10 of their quarantine. We see failure everywhere we look. The
government is negligent at everything, except when it comes to ba‐
sically oppressing farmers by leaving their workers in quarantine
for 25 days. No one wants to jeopardize public safety. The day-10
tests must be done, but they must be done efficiently.

People on the ground have proposed solutions. I would like to
know what my colleague thinks of the fact that the government is
not listening to recommendations coming from people on the
ground. Do such problems exist elsewhere in Canada? It seems to
me that a big part of the problem is that people in Quebec speak
French, but the government hired a company that has virtually no
employees capable of providing service in French.
● (2015)

[English]
Mr. John Barlow: Mr. Speaker, the member is right. The biggest

failure of the government has been miscommunication from the be‐
ginning. It said to wear a mask then do not wear a mask. It said bor‐
der closures did not help then they did help. We saw the Auditor
General's report, about which I did not even have a chance to talk.
It showed that this had been a catastrophic failure by the Liberal
government, starting with dismantling the early warning system.

This has been a failure every step of the way. What we see now
with the third wave and the lack of vaccines has been the epitome
of where we have gotten. At some point, there will be an investiga‐

tion on how we got here. Someone has to be held accountable, and
it should be the Liberal government.

[Translation]

Mr. Alain Rayes (Richmond—Arthabaska, CPC): Mr. Speak‐
er, I am very happy to participate in this evening's emergency de‐
bate, which is being held at the request of the Green Party member
for Saanich—Gulf Islands, to talk about the third wave we are ex‐
periencing across Canada. I can confirm that the third wave is defi‐
nitely hitting Quebec along with everywhere else.

As we see it, lack of leadership and inconsistent decisions by the
Liberal government and its Prime Minister have led to numerous
consequences.

I would like to go back to the beginning and review how it all
unfolded. Over a year ago, during question period, my colleagues
and I were asking the Minister of Health some questions. I remem‐
ber it like it was yesterday. We asked her for an update on the situa‐
tion. The COVID‑19 pandemic was just beginning in China. I
clearly remember the minister telling us that everything was under
control, that her government was on top of the situation, that it was
capable of responding, that it had what it needed, that it was ready
and that it would be there to help.

Looking back, everyone saw that the government was slow to re‐
act. It knew certain things, but did not share that information. A
number of mistakes were made over and over again. This govern‐
ment likes to lecture the provinces, and yet it cannot even deal with
issues under its own jurisdiction. We have seen this in a number of
areas, and this week's budget is proof of that.

I can name two mistakes that have led in large part to the third
wave that we are experiencing, and have had an impact on Canadi‐
ans and on our economy. The first is border controls. The govern‐
ment made bad decisions and often made them too late. Whether it
was the use of rapid tests at the border, authorization to leave the
country or directives for Canadians returning home, all the deci‐
sions were slow to be made.

Today we learned that the variant from India has been detected
for the first time in my region, Mauricie—Centre-du-Québec. Peo‐
ple are even wondering whether the vaccines will provide protec‐
tion against this variant. Still, flights from India have landed in this
country today. Hearing this news, it is quite troubling that some
people still refuse to follow the directives, and the government re‐
fuses to bring in the measures needed to protect our air and land
borders.

Based on the information we have, we know that there is practi‐
cally no monitoring of people who quarantine themselves when
they arrive. Then there are the problems people run into with the
bureaucracy and the fact that they are receiving instructions too late
because the government is so slow to act.

That is the first problem I wanted to raise. Border management
took time, and, as a result, COVID‑19 entered the country. Then,
despite all the international warnings about the variants, the govern‐
ment was lax. Now we are suffering the consequences of this mis‐
management, which led to the third wave.
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The second major responsibility of the government was to pro‐

cure vaccines. The government was dealt failure after failure. We
do not have access to the expected number of doses as scheduled.
Every day, the Prime Minister stands in front of his house to say
that there will be millions of doses, in an effort to make people feel
better and to boost confidence. However, we know that the doses
are not arriving when they are supposed to. This has a domino ef‐
fect on the provinces, which have to manage the health care system
and the vaccination rollout in every region of the country. They are
having a hard time coordinating all this, and people are left waiting
for information to register to be vaccinated so that we can get out of
this pandemic once and for all. This therefore has major conse‐
quences.
● (2020)

All the rules and measures put in place by the provinces to pro‐
tect us were valid, whether it was handwashing, masking or physi‐
cal distancing. Quebec imposed a curfew, which is still in place in
almost every region.

Our economy was affected, especially restaurants, businesses
and bars. These financial and, by extension, human disasters affect
workers and entrepreneurs who have invested their life savings and
are anxious for things to return to normal. In some countries this
has already started, and it will happen here when we are vaccinated
and the provinces can lift restrictions. The one and only reason why
we are not there yet is that the vaccine procurement was not done
properly. The government's defence is that it did its best. Everyone
knows it and everyone agrees.

Could Canada have done better?

It certainly could have, in our view. Why is there so little trans‐
parency from this government when we voted unanimously in the
House of Commons in favour of motions to get access to contracts?

Other countries are disclosing their contracts, and that would also
let us see what is happening here. In particular, we would know
why we are paying much more than other countries, to the tune of
several billions of dollars.

We could at least say that we paid what we had to pay. Given that
we paid more for the vaccines, why are they not arriving on sched‐
ule and why have there been so many delays that our country has
had to hold back vaccine doses that were supposed to be sent to de‐
veloping countries to help them get through this crisis?

The government is racking up failure after failure, and everyone
is suffering the consequences.

The budget has made it clear that the government is making deci‐
sions based on a potential election instead of helping Canadians and
Quebeckers in the middle of a pandemic. An election is coming
very soon, likely in the fall. Everyone knows and every analyst has
predicted it because this government is throwing around billions of
dollars.

Here is an example. The word “pandemic” is related to health
care, and health care is a provincial jurisdiction. The provinces are
asking for money because they are the ones managing the crisis that
has, in large part, escalated as a result of the federal government's
incompetence and decision-making. However, nowhere in the latest

budget does the government talk about transferring money to the
provinces so that they can properly manage their health care sys‐
tems. Rather, the government is choosing to give money to help
campground owners with the post-pandemic recovery. The govern‐
ment talks about campgrounds, sprinkles money here and there and
mentions a day care system, supposedly to help with the economic
recovery. The day care system is all lip service. The idea is good,
but it will take three, four or five years to be implemented. The
government is using the pandemic to push its left-wing Liberal ide‐
ology through the system and on the public. It is an awkward elec‐
tion ploy. It is rather unsettling to see this Liberal government play
politics with the unfortunate situation we are in.

It is time for this government to be transparent and to give parlia‐
mentarians all of the information so that we can do our job. This
created a lot of frustration during the crisis. I know what it was like
to be unable to get access to information quickly, to feel left out of
decisions when our constituents, businesses, farmers and organiza‐
tions were knocking on our doors and looking for information in
order to simply survive and keep their heads above water so that
they could get on with their lives.

Unfortunately, the reality is that we were left to our own devices.
We had to do our best with the small teams that we have in our rid‐
ings and invest hours and hours in trying to provide quality service
to our constituents, despite the public health restrictions.

● (2025)

I could talk about the election budget that was presented. The
Prime Minister and the Liberal government should have shown
some compassion and implemented measures to help Canadians
and the economic recovery instead of thinking about the next elec‐
tion, which may well occur in August. We can assume that there
will be an election, given all the cheques that will be sent out to cit‐
izens, the changes to the pension rules and the cheques related to
the carbon tax. They were supposed to be sent out once a year, but
now they will be sent out three times a year. Coincidentally, all of
the—

The Speaker: I have to ask the member to stop speaking be‐
cause his time was up a little while ago. I thank him for his inter‐
vention.

[English]

The hon. member for Malpeque.
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Hon. Wayne Easter (Malpeque, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, this is an

important debate and I have been listening to some of the remarks
opposite tonight. To be honest, as a parliamentarian, I am really
sad. Tonight is not the night to play political games. The speech I
just heard is beyond the pale. During question period if we want to
ask questions, put out myths and answer non-realities that is fine,
but to say that provinces did not know and to say that the govern‐
ment did not meet what it said it would do with procurement when
it really surpassed it, is just absolutely wrong. That is providing
misinformation to people.

Let us look at some of the facts. Just in terms of equaliza‐
tion, $736 million more than the previous years to the country; $1.5
billion more under the Canada health transfer; $19.9 billion under
the safe restart agreement and that was expanded; $2 billion for the
safe return to class fund, and this member stands up and says that
the federal government is not helping people at the provincial level.
Come on, let us have a debate here on facts and stop perpetuating
these myths that too many members are trying to portray tonight.

Tonight is the time for a serious debate, get facts out to Canadi‐
ans and let us work together, instead of playing terrible politics in
this debate tonight. I am saddened as a long-term member of Parlia‐
ment by what I have heard from the member opposite.
[Translation]

Mr. Alain Rayes: Mr. Speaker, I am sorry if the member is sad‐
dened, but what I said is the truth. Being an MP has been extremely
frustrating over the past few months because of how little informa‐
tion has been shared with us.

One issue is official languages and French. During most of our
meetings, we had trouble getting information in French, so we
could not share it. That information came trickling in. We were get‐
ting information after the Prime Minister's big show out in front of
his house. The information I provided is all verifiable, observable
and documented.

If the member wants us to have more information, he should
make sure his government shares it as agreed. Had that been done,
we would have access to the vaccine contracts. Those documents
would be public, and then everyone could come to their own con‐
clusions.
● (2030)

Ms. Andréanne Larouche (Shefford, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I
thank my colleague from Richmond—Arthabaska for his contribu‐
tion to the important debate we are having this evening.

Two things really stood out for me.

First, he basically talked about vaccines. Not only has the Liber‐
als' lack of transparency caused delays, but today it was confirmed
that we paid more for vaccines. For instance, we paid $8 for each
AstraZeneca vaccine, although most European Union countries
paid only $2. This lack of transparency can affect the price and the
delays in vaccine supply.

Of course, I would be remiss if I did not mention the importance
of developing our vaccines here. Countries that are producing their
own vaccines and have factories to do so are ahead of the game in
terms of vaccination. This also has an impact.

Second, he talked about health care and the importance of health
transfers. The Conservatives keep saying they want stable and pre‐
dictable transfers. Increasing health transfers by 2% or 3% would
be stable and predictable. However, Quebec and the provinces are
calling for them to be increased to 35%, immediately, in this pan‐
demic, when our health care system needs financial support.

Is the member willing to commit to immediately increasing
transfers to 35%?

Mr. Alain Rayes: Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague for her
question.

My colleague is quite right about the vaccines. With regard to the
fact that we paid a higher price for the vaccines, some could say,
among other things, that we had to do so, that it is what was re‐
quired. What is extremely serious in all this is that the Liberals con‐
cealed information. From the outset, they misled us about the real
cost of the vaccines. The real scandal is that the vaccines have not
been delivered. To know what happened, we need access to the
contracts.

I could also talk about ventilators. The Liberals gave $250 mil‐
lion to a former Liberal MP who had just left office. He had never
even worked in that field. Furthermore, we learned that the ventila‐
tors are currently being stored in garages. They have not been de‐
livered because they are not needed. I believe that Quebec had
about forty.

When the auditors start conducting their regular audits, they will
discover all of this. These scandals will be brought to light. It is sad
to see how the Liberals are currently handling the crisis.

Ms. Kristina Michaud (Avignon—La Mitis—Matane—Mat‐
apédia, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague from Saanich—
Gulf Islands for requesting this very important debate this evening.

I will be sharing my time with my colleague from Jonquière. He
will talk a little more about vaccine procurement and how the fed‐
eral and provincial governments are coordinating vaccinations.

I would like to talk about the federal government's management
of the border since the beginning of the pandemic. I have already
said this in the House, but I think it is worth repeating. Some of my
colleagues may see where I am going with this or may have read
the same book I did. I am talking about the book that political com‐
mentator Alec Castonguay recently wrote about the pandemic in
Quebec and across Canada. He interviewed Quebec and Canadian
government officials, health care workers and political staffers to
learn how the pandemic was managed, especially in the early days
of the crisis.



April 21, 2021 COMMONS DEBATES 5969

S. O. 52
Alec Castonguay reports a number of interesting facts, including

about the Global Public Health Intelligence Network, or GPHIN, a
unit of the Public Health Agency of Canada that was set up in the
1990s in the wake of the SARS crisis. GPHIN acted as an early
warning system, like a smoke detector for new viruses around the
world. Over the years, GPHIN had become the main early warning
system for emerging infectious diseases for 85 countries. Normally,
the World Health Organization, the WHO, relies on GPHIN for ap‐
proximately 20% of its reports of new viruses in the world every
year, which is quite a lot.

Apparently, however, GPHIN was caught off guard by the emer‐
gence of the COVID‑19 virus in Wuhan, China. Actually, I believe
it saw the virus coming, but it was unable to issue an early warning
like it used to. GPHIN scientists stopped issuing warnings in May
2019, six or seven months before the virus was detected in China.

According to Mr. Castonguay's book, the reason is that
Stephen Harper's Conservative government cut funding to GPHIN
because it did not think it was important, or did not realize how im‐
portant it was. The scientists were reassigned, and the situation did
not improve when the Liberals took office in 2015, since they did
not inject any more money into GPHIN.

That shows just how ill-prepared the federal government was to
deal with this crisis, how it did not see the crisis coming at all and
how it could have been so much better prepared. I think this is a
perfect example of the lack of co-operation with other governments
around the world. There was a lack of coordination from the start,
and I think the recent budget that was presented this week is also
proof of that.

We see how paternalistic the federal government is being with
the provinces by trying to leave them no choice but to be constantly
begging for money. The federal government goes and infringes on
the jurisdictions of the provinces and Quebec, and the sheer pater‐
nalism is completely staggering. I think that is the reason for the
lack of co-operation among the various levels of government.

I want to take a look back at the government's management of
the border. Members will recall that the WHO declared a global
health emergency on January 30, 2020. However, in February 2020,
Canadians continued to return to Canada from China and other
places around the world and started bringing the virus to Canada.
Many international experts and specialists were saying that coun‐
tries needed to start testing travellers or at least screening them, but
that was not always done.

● (2035)

The Public Health Agency of Canada maintained its alert level at
“low risk” within Canada. An alert was issued for people returning
from China, but nothing more. Then, on March 11, the WHO offi‐
cially declared COVID-19 a pandemic, to alert governments, but
this had no impact in Canada. On March 16, the Government of
Quebec and the City of Montreal decided to take action at Montre‐
al's Pierre Elliott Trudeau Airport because no one was asking re‐
turning passengers any questions, screening people or taking tem‐
perature readings. Travellers were not being instructed to self-iso‐
late, either.

In March 2020, the Bloc Québécois proposed 22 measures to the
federal government, particularly on managing the borders in order
to bring in somewhat tighter controls. I seem to recall that the Gov‐
ernment of Quebec and Premier François Legault had asked for the
same thing, specifically, that the federal government screen trav‐
ellers more proactively. However, it was not until this March that
the federal government finally imposed the mandatory quarantine,
which I would say was too little, too late.

Between March 1 and March 21, 42,000 foreign travellers and
nearly 250,000 Canadians arrived at Pierre Elliott Trudeau Airport
in Montreal from all around the world, including COVID‑19 hot
spots. By land, nearly 157,000 Quebeckers returned home and near‐
ly 37,000 Americans also crossed the border from neighbouring
states. At the beginning of the crisis, during that first wave, 250 dif‐
ferent strains of the virus ended up in Quebec alone.

Let us move on to the second wave and the arrival of the vari‐
ants. We all remember the episode with the U.K. variant before the
holidays. People were calling for tighter measures at land and air
ports of entry because we all remember that people were fed up
with the pandemic and they wanted to spend their Christmas holi‐
days down south. It was not the best idea, but the federal govern‐
ment did not stop people from leaving. People asked the govern‐
ment to at least ban entry from the U.K., which it did a few days
later, fortunately. However, the variant was already taking hold
across Canada and in Quebec. Again, it was too little, too late.

Then the same thing happened again. In January 2021, François
Legault once again called for tighter border restrictions. The federal
government claimed to have the strictest measures in the world, but
people realized that the federal and provincial governments were all
passing the buck. Nobody knew who was supposed to monitor
quarantines, the police or the Public Health Agency of Canada. As
we know, people returning from abroad were getting either a text
message or a phone call to make sure they were at home and quar‐
antining as ordered. Basically, it was a total fiasco.

On January 29, the Prime Minister of Canada finally confirmed
that he would be implementing new measures, but they did not
come into effect until a month later, on February 22. That was the
infamous mandatory hotel quarantine, whose implementation was a
total farce. Still, I think that measure is important, and I want to
stress that. Nevertheless, the fact that variants continue to show up
here, especially the Indian and Brazilian variants, proves that the
existing measures are clearly not enough to keep the pandemic un‐
der control or at least that they are not being implemented properly.
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I do not have to tell members just how critical the situation is in

every province at this time. We learned earlier today that there are
now 27 cases of the Indian variant in Canada, including one in
Quebec. We heard Quebec's health minister say that this variant is
more worrisome than the others because public health authorities
are concerned that it is more resistant to the available vaccines.
This calls into question the whole vaccination program, which was
the light at the end of the tunnel. We figured that, when everyone
was vaccinated and when all Canadians were immunized, we could
put all of this behind us once and for all. However, it is very worri‐
some to see that variants can enter the country and change the situa‐
tion.
● (2040)

What is encouraging is that we can take action to prevent this.
What we need to do is tighten border restrictions because the vari‐
ants and the virus did not magically arrive in Canada.
[English]

Mr. Alistair MacGregor (Cowichan—Malahat—Langford,
NDP): Mr. Speaker, I agree with my colleague. There are a lot of
lessons we are going to have to learn from this experience and I
hope that we take them to heart, unlike the lessons that we should
have learned from the outbreak of SARS in the early part of this
century.

I wanted to ask a question in terms of the lessons we can learn
from the experience in our long-term care homes. Throughout this
country the conditions in long-term care homes, no matter which
province they were in, were found to be very unsatisfactory, with
underpaid staff and improper safety measures in place. That is why
we saw the largest numbers of outbreaks and deaths absolutely dev‐
astate our precious seniors in long-term care.

I know the Bloc is key in its defence of the role of provincial ju‐
risdiction, but can the member agree that we need to have some
kind of standard in place for workers in long-term care homes to
protect seniors? Is there a way that the Bloc can agree that the
provinces and the federal government can come together so that
Canadians, no matter which province they live in, can at least be as‐
sured of some basic level of care?

Would the member agree that there is room for the provinces and
the federal government to come together to establish that baseline
somewhere?
● (2045)

[Translation]
Ms. Kristina Michaud: Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague for

his excellent question.

The situation in Quebec's long-term care homes was indeed terri‐
ble, and it was a defining point for Quebec during the first wave of
COVID‑19. We will learn from these mistakes. The health care sec‐
tor was struggling. As Alec Castonguay pointed out in his book,
there was a big push to free up hospital beds at the beginning of the
crisis, so seniors were sent to long-term care homes, which did not
have PPE. That was a complete disaster, and the people in those
long-term care homes were put at risk. We will absolutely learn
from these mistakes.

However, when it comes to introducing standards, health care is
a provincial jurisdiction. Quebec manages its own health care net‐
work. It does a good job with the resources it has, but it needs more
funding. In this case, it is not the federal government's responsibili‐
ty to set Canada-wide standards for something that Quebec already
manages quite well on its own. What Quebec needs is a cheque
with no strings attached, no conditions. Quebec must be able to use
the money as it sees fit, since health care is a provincial jurisdic‐
tion, and it is not for the federal government to tell Quebec what to
do. I am all for working together to find solutions, but Quebec
knows what is best for its long-term care homes.

Ms. Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Mr. Speaker,
I thank my colleague from Avignon—La Mitis—Matane—Mat‐
apédia.

I am a bit sad because my goal this evening was not to play the
blame game. I think it is now time to share the blame and to find
solutions. There will always be time later to determine why the
wrong decision was made about the global public health intelli‐
gence network.

Now is the time to come up with solutions. All levels of govern‐
ment in Canada need to share the blame and determine what can be
done right now to protect Canada's economy and the lives of Cana‐
dians and Quebeckers. That is why I am asking my colleague what
we can do together, right now.

Ms. Kristina Michaud: Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague for
her question.

What we can do now is fairly simple. We can impose stricter bor‐
der measures. When it comes to interprovincial borders, Quebec
and Ontario have decided to co-operate to control their shared bor‐
der. However, the measures may still need some fine-tuning, since I
managed to travel from Quebec to Parliament Hill earlier without
getting asked any questions.

The government should also maybe impose stricter measures at
our international borders, particularly when it comes to travel from
India. The question has come up, and I believe that we could take
immediate action. The Government of Quebec is in the process of
negotiating with the federal government to do that because of con‐
cerns about the Indian variant, which does not react to the vaccine
the same way. The situation is urgent and, in the very short term,
we need to impose stricter measures at our borders.

Mr. Mario Simard (Jonquière, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I would like
to start by thanking my colleague from Saanich—Gulf Islands for
proposing this evening's debate. I think she will be happy to hear
me say that I think she is well-intentioned.

As I was drafting my remarks for this evening, I was thinking
about how one can be well-intentioned in a debate like this one. We
must indeed be well-intentioned. The tricky thing about being an
MP is that one is expected to be an expert on everything. Well, we
cannot be, especially not on a subject as important as the vaccine.

To be honest, the notorious Indian variant is starting to scare me
a little. I have been reading about the Indian variant, and I am start‐
ing to fear for my constituents and the general public.
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I was wondering what I might say tonight that could help ad‐

vance our fight against COVID‑19. The answer is simple: We have
to leave it up to the experts and listen to what science has to say.

Unfortunately, we cannot invite experts to participate in emer‐
gency debates in Parliament, but I would like to tell other members
what some colleagues and I have been doing in recent weeks. We
have been talking to researchers and vaccine experts, and I would
like to share what they told us with the House.

First, one of the fundamental problems we have in Canada is ba‐
sic research funding. During the various meetings I attended, sever‐
al stakeholders reminded me that everyone is familiar with the fa‐
mous Naylor report on the state of research. That report, which was
presented in 2017, demonstrates that there was a gap under the
Harper government. I do not mean to point any fingers, but unfortu‐
nately, there has been a bit of a gap in research funding, which has
destabilized the basic research sector.

I will now share a statistic that bothers me. The Canadian Insti‐
tutes of Health Research only accepts seven out of 48 applications
received. This means that top health researchers in our country
have to go through two or three rounds of review before one of
their research projects is accepted. All the researchers told me that
it was completely discouraging. Not only is this extremely discour‐
aging, but we now know that the pandemic has also lit a fire under
the United States, and officials there are in the process of increasing
funding as much as they possibly can. The United States will be ex‐
tremely attractive over the next few years, while we, meanwhile,
risk losing that expertise.

Most people told me about this. They also told me that in the ear‐
ly 2000s, before this unfortunate gap, almost 30% of applications
were approved. Today, the Canadian Institutes of Health Research
approve 15% of researchers' applications.

If I wanted to do something constructive and I listened to what
these research experts are saying, I would ask all my colleagues to
increase this rate to 25%. That is what everyone told me. Approv‐
ing about 25% of applications would perhaps help create an ecosys‐
tem that would also result in much more meaningful advances in
local vaccine production. This important aspect of basic research is
being ignored.

I do not want to criticize the Liberal government's efforts right
now. I will perhaps come back to that a little later.

Another key point, which was raised by several people, is that
there may be a disconnect in this strategy. There is no link between
the department of health and the department of innovation and yet
all the experts have told us that this link is necessary.

The success of certain vaccines, such as the AstraZeneca vac‐
cine, was predicated on the ability of putting together several differ‐
ent platforms and gathering different profiles, that is, several actors
in the health and research sectors. According to several experts we
consulted, producing a vaccine in just over a year has been a major
success story made possible by this magic formula.
● (2050)

In the interests of staying constructive, as I was saying earlier, I
want to say that I have heard we should not focus on just one plat‐

form. I am not going to criticize the Liberal government, since ev‐
eryone knows that that is not my thing, but I do think it just repeat‐
ed the same mistake.

The government recently announced funding for Sanofi. People
who understand about how vaccines work know that there are sev‐
eral different platforms. There is the RNA platform, which is an
amazing discovery. There are other platforms that use eggs as
bioreactors, like Sanofi's traditional, and somewhat outdated, plat‐
form. Then there is the very promising platform put forward by
Medicago. I am not here to blame anyone, but it was a bit of a chal‐
lenge dealing with the government.

I advocated many times for Medicago to get funding. We were
four or five months behind, but who knows where we could have
been if Medicago had gotten funding. This platform uses plants as
bioreactors, which is a highly innovative technology.

Experts tell me that the government may be going down the
wrong path by putting all its eggs in one basket with Sanofi. What
happens in the future remains to be seen, but I believe that as soon
as a government starts making decisions based on political con‐
cerns instead of science, it is on the wrong track.

That is the message I would like everyone to take away this
evening. During a pandemic, it is never a good idea to make deci‐
sions based on political concerns, when the focus should be on sci‐
entific concerns and on what the science is telling us.

I will give another example of something that bothered me. I had
discussions with Dr. Gary Kobinger. I can name him because he
came forward. He was part of the COVID‑19 vaccine task force,
which was tasked with coming up with the protocol for the vac‐
cines that Canada would use. What Canada did with CanSino is a
classic example of a political decision. Most experts told the gov‐
ernment not to move forward with what CanSino was proposing.
The government did it anyway, and it ended in disaster.

Dr. Kobinger offered some interesting ideas for solutions, but I
get the impression that because he did not exactly toe the line, the
government sidelined him.

When I see a debate like the one we are having this evening, I
think we could all afford to show some humility as legislators.
Maybe we should all allow the science to take precedence.
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We will see how the government reacts in the coming weeks in

its recovery plan and all that. We will see whether there is funding
for basic research and whether the government will agree to listen
to what the experts are advising with regard to vaccine platforms.
● (2055)

[English]
Ms. Heather McPherson (Edmonton Strathcona, NDP): Mr.

Speaker, I would like to thank my colleague for his intervention. It
was very interesting. He spoke today a bit about the AstraZeneca
vaccine and the public dollars that went into developing it. I have to
say, I am excited because today I was able to get the AstraZeneca
vaccine in my arm. That is great news for me.

When we talk about the public dollars going into AstraZeneca,
one of the big concerns I have, and I have raised it in the House
many times, is the Canadian government's unwillingness to allow
for intellectual property rights to be waived so that other countries
can access the vaccine so they can continue to make sure that peo‐
ple around the world are getting the vaccine. Public dollars went in‐
to the development of these vaccines, so I do not understand why
there is not that impetus for public good through the IP waiver sys‐
tem, the TRIPS waivers.

Would he be willing to support that if we could get the Bloc to
support waiving that intellectual property right?

[Translation]
Mr. Mario Simard: Mr. Speaker, we talked to people in the

biotech sector about the review done by the Patented Medicine
Prices Review Board, the PMPRB.

I am not an advocate for big pharmaceutical companies, nor do I
want to be, but I was told that could have a devastating effect. Big
pharmaceuticals do not do research, and they definitely do not do
clinical trials if they know they will not be selling the products they
are developing. There could be unintended consequences. I am not
saying I am against the PMPRB's review, but we have to under‐
stand how that review will impact the biotech research sector.

I am not a biotech expert, but biotech experts tell me that there
could be negative effects that have not been accounted for. The
Standing Committee on Health is actually studying this issue. I am
not prepared to give a quick answer, but I urge everyone to be pru‐
dent about this.
● (2100)

Ms. Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Mr. Speaker,
I thank my colleague from Jonquière. I am pleased to see that his
approach is based on the importance of science. I think we should
all work together.

Does he agree that no government anywhere in the country has
made perfect decisions? This is an unprecedented situation. If we
do not work together, it will be very difficult to know the truth and
to find the best approach. What does my colleague think about that?

Mr. Mario Simard: Mr. Speaker, I agree with my colleague.

Politicians sometimes tend to look for a scapegoat when some‐
thing is not working properly. It is true that we sometimes do that.

Public policy changes for the better when we learn from our mis‐
takes. To learn from our mistakes, we, as legislators, need to point
out the missteps. Pointing out missteps does not mean playing par‐
tisan games or criticizing everything without offering constructive
suggestions.

What the leader of the Bloc Québécois asked us to do was to
consult with experts before presenting a vaccine platform and on
how much should be invested in basic science and research. Con‐
sulting with experts helps us deliver a coherent message, not just a
political one.

I agree with what my colleague is saying. In politics, we tend to
quickly look for a scapegoat, and that is unfortunate.

Mr. Yves Perron (Berthier—Maskinongé, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I
commend my colleague on the tone of his speech, which I agree is
the right one to use. However, heaven knows that we could point
fingers.

I would like my colleague to talk more about the importance of
focusing on research and development so that we do not end up
trailing behind other countries. We are thinking mostly about vac‐
cines, but there are other important sectors.

I would like him to talk about his vision, which is focused on the
development of those sectors.

Mr. Mario Simard: Mr. Speaker, in his great wisdom, my hon.
colleague from Berthier—Maskinongé has put his finger on a fun‐
damental problem.

I mentioned the Naylor report earlier, which indicated that
Canada was not faring very well in terms of basic research. What
we are learning from the pandemic is that health crises, which
could happen more frequently because of global warming, will
leave Canada exposed. This will often be the case, because Canada
does not have the research ecosystem needed to develop its vaccine
production capacity. Consequently, it will often be dependent on
external supply. We need to recognize this right away. The alarm
bells sounded during the SARS outbreak, and now COVID-19 is
showing us that lockdown can be very costly and has a certain mor‐
bidity associated with it. It is therefore essential to reinvest in re‐
search.

[English]

Mr. Don Davies (Vancouver Kingsway, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I
will be sharing my time with the hon. member for Windsor West.
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This debate occurs at a critical time in our country. We have a se‐

rious third wave of COVID-19 raging across our nation. We are
seeing transmission rates higher than at any time since the pandem‐
ic began. We have variants of concern that are now the dominant
virus in many areas with greater contagion capacity and virulence.
From Ontario, Quebec, Alberta, B.C. and the north, no area of the
country is untouched. This is clearly not a purely provincial prob‐
lem, it is a national one, and Canadians are exhausted. They are
anxious, they are isolated and they are hurt physically, emotionally
and financially.

It is time to state the obvious. Things are not going as well as
they could and should. We must do better. Canadians do not want
excuses, they do not want spin, they do not want finger pointing
and they do not want partisan politics trumping Canadians' health.
They do want action, effective, science-based and coordinated. We
must have an understanding of why we are in this predicament to
help determine the best path forward because there is nothing to say
that we will not face a fourth wave if we do not effectively analyze
how we got here and improve our responses wherever possible.

The causes of the third wave are multi-faceted. They include the
following. There was poor PHAC preparation. The Auditor General
released a report a few weeks ago that is a disturbing and objective
indictment of a federal government that was unprepared for an
emergency. There were repeated warnings to get ready for an emer‐
gency that were ignored for years. There were long-standing prob‐
lems that remained unaddressed. We have decades of poor pharma‐
ceutical policy by both Liberal and Conservative governments that
have left Canadians vulnerable to multinational drug companies
and foreign governments. The Prime Minister admitted as much
when he was forced to acknowledge that countries that produce
vaccines would give preferential access to their own citizens. That
is the reality today.

We have an inadequate vaccine supply. PHAC confirmed yester‐
day that we are only able to utilize half of our provincial capacity to
administer vaccines because of a lack of supply. That is 1.8 million
doses per week versus a capacity to administer 3.1 million doses
per week. The truth is that this has caused governments at all levels
to be forced to ration vaccine doses and even violate the label in‐
structions of vaccines against the explicit instructions of the manu‐
facturers.

We have seen weak and incremental border controls by the feder‐
al government. This cannot but have helped introduce and spread
the variants of concern. We were late to close borders. In fact, the
current health minister said that doing so would be harmful. The
border was then closed to certain countries, but left open to the
U.S., which was raging with COVID at the time. Most SARS-
CoV-2 viruses in British Columbia came from Washington state,
not India. Perversely, Liberals designed a hotel quarantine policy
that applies only to travellers arriving by air, not by land. As we
speak, there are travellers using this loophole by flying to the U.S.
border and then coming across by vehicle or on foot. To this day,
we are still allowing international flights from hot spots.

A federal government that has relegated most duties onto the
provinces, saying all it is responsible for is procuring vaccines and
dispensing advice, is not good enough. It is refusing to use tools it
has and is content to watch as provinces struggle instead of jump‐

ing in and helping with supplementary resources like other national
leaders of federated states are doing, including U.S. President Joe
Biden, German Chancellor Angela Merkel and New Zealand Prime
Minister Jacinda Ardern.

We have federal and certain provincial governments that are too
slow to take decisive action, that put short-term economic interests
above prudent public health measures, regularly communicate con‐
fusing messages and choose secrecy and self-interest over trans‐
parency and accountability, which are vital to maintain public con‐
fidence in an age of rumour and inaccurate information.

We must learn these lessons, but we also must apply positive
proposals about what we can and need to do. Here are some.

First, we need to put public health first and adopt a zero COVID
policy. If this means a hard and sharp shutdown of the economy to
get us to sustained recovery, let us do it.

Second, we need to get control of our borders. Evidence is now
crystal clear that countries and jurisdictions that did so drove trans‐
mission rates down and reduced the introduction of variants of con‐
cern.

Third, we immediately must get started on building our domestic
vaccine manufacturing with a wartime approach through a Crown
corporation. That is the only way we can truly ensure that Canadi‐
ans will have access to essential medicines in a time of global
shortage. The U.K. did it and we can, too.

● (2105)

Fourth, it is time to invoke the Emergencies Act. This is the ex‐
act legislation that was drafted precisely for a situation like we are
seeing today. I am going to spend the remainder of my time on this
vital component.

Frankly, I am shocked at the misunderstanding and confusion
around this legislation, often spread by the current government. It is
not the War Measures Act; in fact, it replaced the War Measures
Act in 1988. The War Measures Act has not existed in the country
for 33 years. It does not even contain the word “war”.
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The Emergencies Act was drafted with two very different goals.

It replaced the scope of the act from war and insurrection to a much
different one, including, strangely enough, the outbreak of disease
in humans. It was drafted to cure the abuse of civil liberties that
was the hallmark of the War Measures Act. It is Canada's central
legislation intended to be invoked in a time of national emergency.

Let me read the definition of “national emergency” in the act and
then members should ask themselves whether this is not the exact
situation we find ourselves in today. It states:

...a national emergency is an urgent and critical situation of a temporary nature
that...seriously endangers the lives, health or safety of Canadians and is of such
proportions or nature as to exceed the capacity or authority of a province to deal
with it....

Specifically, this act also defines a public welfare emergency. I
will read this as well. It means that it is:

...an emergency that is caused by a real or imminent...disease in human be‐
ings...and that results or may result in a danger to life or property, social disrup‐
tion or a breakdown in the flow of essential goods, services or resources...

This act gives the federal government specific powers that are
limited to 90 days, targeted to a specific province or region and that
have to be laid before both houses of Parliament for scrutiny and
approval. It explicitly says that powers shall be exercised, “in a
manner that will not unduly impair the ability of any province.”
There is no constitutional clash here and the permission of the
provinces is not required.

It gives the federal government specific powers that are desper‐
ately needed. Here are three: The first is the regulation or prohibi‐
tion of travel to or from any specified area. This could help control
interprovincial transmission, just like the Atlantic provinces so suc‐
cessfully did. It provides for the authorization or payment of emer‐
gency payments. This could provide for paid sick days. It allows
for the establishment of emergency shelters and hospitals.

Up to now, we had to send in the armed forces to two provinces
to help them with long-term care homes that were overwhelmed.
Look at the province of Ontario today, where doctors are warning
of overwhelmed ICUs, health care workers are exhausted, patients
are being taken off ventilators if they do not have at least a 70%
chance of survival, poor areas are not getting enough vaccines and
workers are still being forced to go to work sick because they have
no paid sick time. I think most Ontarians would agree that this pan‐
demic has overwhelmed the capacity of the Doug Ford government
to deal with it.

The Prime Minister today once again dismissed the Emergencies
Act, this time by derisively referring to Tommy Douglas voting
against the War Measures Act in 1970. The Minister of Health to‐
day said that it was not needed and that everything was under con‐
trol. With respect, these answers are absurd. Tommy Douglas voted
against a very different bill that was used to suspend people's civil
liberties. We are calling for the use of a modern act to help save the
lives of Canadians.

My question for Canadians this. Do things look like they are un‐
der control and that nothing more is needed by the national govern‐
ment? To ask these questions is to answer them.

The Prime Minister has said we need a team Canada approach.
Team Canada needs a captain, and a good captain gets everyone

working together, not just his own line mates. Therefore, let us now
join and truly come together to implement the measures that I be‐
lieve the vast majority of Canadians know we need and desperately
want.

● (2110)

Ms. Jennifer O'Connell (Parliamentary Secretary to the Min‐
ister of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I have a lot of respect for my
colleague, so I genuinely want to discuss his ideas around the
Emergencies Act. I share several of his concerns with respect to my
home province of Ontario, which we are seeing every day.

I am curious about is this. I know the minister earlier in her
speech spoke about some of the work we were doing with the
provinces. We are working together collaboratively with provinces
and territories right now and I worry that if we implement some‐
thing like this, it would impede the provincial government's respon‐
sibilities? What if the Province of Ontario disagreed and decided
instead to challenge this use in the court? Would that not be a terri‐
ble use of time in the middle of a pandemic instead of working col‐
laboratively with the provinces?

● (2115)

Mr. Don Davies: Mr. Speaker, let me take the opportunity to
congratulate my hon. colleague on her appointment as Parliamen‐
tary Secretary to the Minister of Health. I also have a great deal of
respect for her and her excellent representation in the House of her
constituents.

To answer in a short way, I remember when former prime minis‐
ter Trudeau wanted to tackle inflation and invoke the Anti-Inflation
Act, and it was challenged by the provinces. The Supreme Court of
Canada ended up saying that it was a valid use of federal power.

The War Measures Act was used by former prime minister
Trudeau when one province faced an insurrection. Right now, we
have a national crisis that is at least as important as inflation. I actu‐
ally believe if these powers are invoked in a supplementary way
with the provinces, no premier would turn down federal assistance.

This power empowers the federal government to bring in restric‐
tions on interprovincial travel. No province has that power individ‐
ually. This is an example where the federal government has to step
in and use its full powers to get control of this. Frankly, Canadians
want to see leadership in action, and we will deal with litigation, if
it happens, after. What is important is saving lives right now.

[Translation]

Mr. Yves Perron (Berthier—Maskinongé, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I
thank my colleague for his speech. He spoke in concrete terms
about the War Measures Act.
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In the current situation, does he not think that we could pay at‐

tention, learn from what has happened and take quicker action in
three areas, namely, border management, for example when a vari‐
ant appears in a country, investment in research for the future, so
we do not have to again depend on foreign vaccines, and increases
to health transfers, when the provinces are faced with exponentially
huge expenses?
[English]

Mr. Don Davies: Mr. Speaker, I did touch on those very impor‐
tant points made by my colleague. Absolutely, we must never again
allow Canada as a G7 country to be put in a place where we do not
have the capacity to produce life-saving medications or vaccines in
our own country. That is something on which all parties should join
together and recognize, and construct the capacity to do so.

It is also vital to ensure we use every tool at our disposal. If we
do not invoke the Emergencies Act now, which is Canada's flagship
emergency legislation at the federal level, when would we?

Ms. Jenny Kwan (Vancouver East, NDP): Mr. Speaker, my
colleague's speech was factual and helpful.

With respect to priorities for the government to act on with the
list of suggestions he made, what would he say is the number one
priority now to get things under control? Is it the Emergencies Act?

Mr. Don Davies: Mr. Speaker, I thank my hon. colleague from
Vancouver East, who is also the deputy critic for health, for her ex‐
traordinary representation and contributions to the House and coun‐
try.

To be honest, all the things I mentioned are important, but the
most acute crisis in the country right now is going on in Ontario. I
think all of us across party lines can share the horror at any doctor
in our country, in a G7 country, having to make a determination to
take someone off a ventilator because he or she has a 65% chance
of survival. That is the reality in Ontario right now.

I mentioned that this act has the power to establish hospitals. The
federal government could into Ontario right now and establish fed‐
erally funded hospitals and resource them fully with more ICUs.
Let us get more ICUs in Ontario, paid for, organized and funded by
the federal government. I do not think any Ontarian would reject
that right now.

Mr. Brian Masse (Windsor West, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I am
proud to participate in this debate. It is very important, and I want
to thank those who made it happen as well as the staff. I am speak‐
ing from Windsor, Ontario, from the traditional territories of the
Anishinabe, the Haudenosaunee, and the special lands of the
Odawa, Ojibwa and Potawatomie.

If I walked out my door here, I quite literally could be in the
United States in about a 15-minutes. On a daily basis, 40% of
Canada's trade to the United States goes through Windsor. Even
with the pandemic in its full thrust, about 5,000 trucks per day cross
into the United States.

Part of the difficulty we are faced with is dealing with our bor‐
ders and our dependency, and I will touch on that a bit later. It is
important to acknowledge that Canada right now, our Confedera‐
tion, is in many respects a failed state. I know you, Mr. Speaker,

have been here for a number of years, and I will be coming up to
my 19th year. I could never imagine that a federal government
would disinvolve itself from responsibility during this pandemic.

There are a lot of reasons we have come to this point in time, but
this is a crossroads. Examining ourselves as a nation shows our fail‐
ure to protect the citizens we swore to protect. That disappointment
comes from a number of different experiences through this process.
I see a lot of hope and opportunity, and I will touch on those ele‐
ments later.

For example, today, the Prime Minister raised the War Measures
Act and Tommy Douglas basically as an argument against having
responsible debate on a problem that needs to be fixed. It is impor‐
tant for us to disinvolve ourselves from personalized attacks. So
many people hold health care as a central bond among ourselves
from coast to coast to coast, a reason to be Canadian and to be dif‐
ferent than many places in the world. Health care was from Tommy
Douglas and it came from a specific evolved principled position. To
use that argument at this time is unfortunate.

We are going through a difficult time right now in Ontario. We
had over 4,000 new cases today. The decision about who gets a
ventilator and who does not is a very difficult one. It is very impor‐
tant for me to acknowledge all those who have lost a loved one, a
family member or co-worker during this pandemic. This will haunt
people for the rest of their lives, such as what they could have done
to stop one more of those deaths or could they have done better to
respond to the crises? In my riding, I had to call for help from the
Salvation Army and the armed forces to go into a long-term care
facility that had a significant outbreak because of the irresponsible
actions of its management. We lost people.

I also worry for other people as well. For example, Asian hate
crimes are on the rise, not only in Canada but in the United States
as well. I worry about variants coming from different parts of the
world. The continued collective assault by some on others has been
unacceptable. We have to put this aside and work better together. If
we are distracted by those things, they will complicate our situa‐
tion.

I want to touch on a very important issue in my area. I want to
thank the member for Vancouver Kingsway for his work on this. He
has raised this a number of different times. It is the demise of man‐
ufacturing. As a representative of the auto sector, I have seen it my‐
self. I have seen us slip from number three or four in the world to
number 11. It has been going on for long time. We were told that it
was globalization and that we could nothing about it. We thought
that divestment and lowering corporate taxes would bring different
investment, but it never did.
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We saw the planned loss of Connaught industries, a Canadian

manufacturing facility that would have provided some solutions.
What we have done is created a dependancy. Located a few kilome‐
tres from where I am are auto plants that produced Second World
War materials to help us during a time of crisis.

During this pandemic, I cannot lose sight of the fact when the
Prime Minister was in London, Ontario, 200 kilometres up the road
from here, he said that we had to transition out of manufacturing.
That was back in 2015. That rang hard for a community that was
fighting to save it jobs, its tool and die and mould making, its au‐
tomakers, all those things. Ironically, we really kept some of those
things in the Ford plant. Although diminished in its capacity, it pro‐
duced PPE. Hiram Walker and other types of businesses struggled
through this, and some had to restart.
● (2120)

Manufacturing is a critical component for our future as part of
our domestic national security. As a New Democrat, I have been
saying for many years that we need national policies on some of
these things. That does not mean overtaking provinces like Quebec
or other areas, because manufacturing takes place as far as B.C.
What it means is supportive, comprehensive, measurable programs.
We used to have some of those to make sure we are doing those
things.

The SARS issue is a great defeat for us. Not only did we actually
find out what we needed to do at that point in time, but we did
nothing. We let things rot away and we let other people become the
dominant producers of those things and more dependency has
evolved.

One of the things I have asked for in terms of a process for solu‐
tions is a national strategy for manufacturing so we actually have
measurables and tangibles. What does that mean? It means the pro‐
duction of real goods and services. It means innovation where our
patents are no longer shipped out of this country and producing
goods and services that we have to buy back. We spend millions
upon millions of dollars every single year to develop patents and
innovation at our research facilities, at different industries that get
tax credits, and there is no accountability of that innovation leading
to production and jobs in our own economy.

That has to be something that is going to be a focus for our‐
selves, and we should be measuring the results against our money
that we see going in there. Then those companies that are doing that
need to get rewards, whereas others need to be moved against, in
terms of not getting the supports that are necessary for basically al‐
lowing our production to dissipate and go somewhere else.

We fought here, under five kilometres from here, for Canadian
innovation, where a federal grant from the Liberal government of
millions of dollars went into a plant, and the plant took that tech‐
nology and innovation and shipped it to Mexico and now sent the
jobs to Mexico, too, including innovation. These things would not
happen if we actually had a planned economy for these things and
for manufacturing vaccines, which are very important.

There are other things that need to be done. There is no doubt
that the pandemic is costing us a lot of money and our finances are
going to continue to struggle in many respects.

As the industry critic and someone who has put forward the tele‐
com policy, I can tell you that it would be more advanced in terms
of connecting Canadians, especially when we look at the fact that
we have some of the highest fees in the world and some of the
biggest challenges because of geography, but we have control of it.
Federal Conservative and Liberal governments have taken in
about $25 billion in spectrum auction fees over the last number of
years; $25 billion have come into government coffers, and at the
same time we pay some of the highest fees.

I see this in communities like mine, with a high rate of poverty,
which have to basically decide which kid gets to go to classes, who
goes online, what businesses can afford things and how they can
compete and stay together. What is important is that this is an es‐
sential service. It was before the pandemic, and it is now, but when
we look at students and social equality and inclusion, being online
is an important factor that needs to be resolved right now.

Right now the federal government is going to take in billions of
dollars more in a spectrum auction and not have any terms and con‐
ditions for connecting Canadians who are in rural and remote areas.
This is something that has to end. We have to give people opportu‐
nity and connection. It is about civil liberties, because it is about the
right to be connected in society right now. It may not seem like the
biggest issue at the moment, but if we have a pandemic that contin‐
ues and variants that continue, then we need to connect Canadians
much more strongly than ever before. We have that opportunity,
and that should be a solution sought as part of our national infras‐
tructure, as part of our identity, as part of something we can do. No
jurisdiction should be left behind. There is no doubt that we have to
do that.

I want to conclude by thanking all the health care workers who
have been out there working on the front lines. We think of our
doctors, nurses, PSWs and all those in those profile spots. They are
so important and we are so grateful for them every single day, but
let us not forget the young people who have to work in grocery
stores. In an area like mine that is in the hot zone, there are kids
who go into the grocery store, not getting any more pay, probably
not getting the training they deserve, and they are making a subpar
wage to feed the rest of us. I could go on for days with regard to
migrant workers and so forth and the issues there, but we have to
change the way we do things. There has to be fairness and equality.
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To pay for this, we need to have a profits on the pandemic pay.

There are too many companies that have done so well and have so
generously padded themselves, had salary increases, had CEO
bonuses and a number of different things. It is their turn to return
that back to our country.

If we do not do that, then we will continue to be a failed state. It
is up to us as federal representatives to make sure we are unified.
How do we do that? Let us find the things that can do it for us and
our families, because too many of our people have already lost their
lives and we cannot get that back, but we can stop more.
● (2125)

Mr. Mark Gerretsen (Kingston and the Islands, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I actually agree with the member, and a number of mem‐
bers have talked about this, about making sure Canada has the ca‐
pacity to manufacture vaccines moving into the future, so that this
never happens again and so we are never put into this situation
again. In his experience of being a critic for industry and knowing
so much about the manufacturing sector, I am curious what his
thoughts are as to the best way that we would put something like
this into practice, so that we could make sure that we did have that.
Is that done through a Crown corporation? Is that done through
competitive industry? How does he foresee that rolling out?

I would agree with him that if we do not learn that one thing
from this, then we are probably being extremely short-sighted. I am
curious about what he sees as the best way to ensure that we can
build up that manufacturing and make sure that it is maintained and
stays in place for a long time, so that we have this next time we are
here.
● (2130)

Mr. Brian Masse: Mr. Speaker, the New Democrats here have
been on this for an aerospace strategy, an auto strategy, forestry. I
will not go into the full details, but basically there are strategies for
sectoral development that many countries already do and are actu‐
ally experts on. We measure them by the jobs created, the invest‐
ment created and the policies. What we have done is large corpo‐
rate tax cuts over a number of different decades, and basically we
promised jobs that never came and investment that never showed
up. That has to end.

Second to that, we need a border task force. We have so much of
our manufacturing capacity tied in to the United States and Mexico.
We need to have regular meetings and regular operations that are
open, clear and public, and we actually have logistics. That just-in-
time delivery was huge for those things that could be assets to rede‐
veloping and reshoring a number of different things. Ironically, it
used to be a pride to say we want to outsource when faced with
global competition; now we are back to actually wanting to bring
things home. That should never have been lost.
[Translation]

Ms. Andréanne Larouche (Shefford, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I
thank my colleague for his speech.

I heard him talk about the border. He said that he lives very close
to the U.S. border. More generally, what are his thoughts on the Au‐
ditor General of Canada's criticism of what she deemed a fiasco
with regard to checking on quarantining travellers?

At one point, it was estimated that just one-third of travellers had
been asked whether they had gone into quarantine, and half of them
had been asked if they were complying with quarantine. These
kinds of figures are scary, especially with the arrival of the new,
more contagious variants.

[English]

Mr. Brian Masse: Mr. Speaker, essentially, we need to have
more comprehensive supports for our CBSA officers and those
controls. I have been well noted for that. I want to thank today our
health unit, with Dr. Wajid and others, who have helped get our
CBSA officers in Windsor vaccinated. We normally run about
10,000 vehicles a day through here. We are finally getting them,
and Michigan has had a major outbreak, so that is where we think
we have to have some more resources. We know we have underper‐
formed in that area, and that is just the starting point.

Ms. Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Mr. Speaker,
although it is not directly on point for the emergency debate that I
asked for tonight, I could not agree with the member more about
manufacturing and that we have adopted an approach economically
that said we could have just-in-time delivery of things from any‐
where fast. That has significant implications for global warming. It
has significant implications for Canada's economic health.

I just want to ask him if he sees a change coming, because, due
to COVID-19, I think a lot of Canadians now want supply chains
that are more domestic and want to know that we can manufacture
the things that we really need.

Mr. Brian Masse: Mr. Speaker, I think getting out of this is go‐
ing to require more help from our neighbours. I have asked the gov‐
ernment several times to investigate. Most recently I wrote the
Prime Minister today. We look at what is happening between Mani‐
toba and North Dakota. They are vaccinating Canadians who are
trucking and essential workers through there, so I have asked for
the same thing for New York and Ontario and for other places. We
have friends out there, but we need to be unafraid to ask our friends
for that help.

I am hopeful there will be a return to manufacturing, because
there are a lot of pride and innovation that do not take place be‐
cause we offshore everything.

Mr. Mark Gerretsen (Kingston and the Islands, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, it is an honour to rise today to discuss such an incredibly
important topic. I want to thank the member for Saanich—Gulf Is‐
lands for suggesting that we have this emergency debate. It is ex‐
tremely important that we talk about this and try to wrap our heads
around whether there are other ways of doing things. I appreciate
some of the information that has come forward today, in particular
from the member for Windsor West, who just spoke before me,
who talked about manufacturing capacity and where we ultimately
need to get to.
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I will start by saying that I have been extremely proud of not just

sitting on the same side of the House as the government but, in‐
deed, being a part of this particular Parliament, where a number of
measures were put into place for Canadians throughout this pan‐
demic.

When I think back to the beginning of this, Canadians were con‐
fused and wondering what was next. I am not talking about what
was next in terms of weeks and months, but literally days. No gen‐
eration alive has ever gone through this before, with the exception
of a few people who may have experienced the pandemic in 1918.
To be there for Canadians, to make sure they have the supports they
need, to make sure they are being taken care of, in particular those
who really needed it, was extremely important. This Parliament
was able to come together to pass emergency measures very quick‐
ly to put money into the bank accounts of Canadians while asking
them and, in many cases, telling them that they had to stay home
and could not work. We took care of them.

I get a bit of a kick out of the Conservatives from time to time
when they say it is not the federal government's money. The mem‐
ber for Leeds—Grenville—Thousand Islands and Rideau Lakes
said earlier today that there is only one taxpayer. Of course he is
right, but the question here is whether it should have been the bur‐
den of everybody, that one taxpayer, to take on the responsibility of
what was going on, to take on the consequences of what was going
on. The question is not whether or not it was the federal govern‐
ment's money. The question is who should pay for it. Should it be
individuals? Should it be those who are struggling? Should they
take on the sole responsibility of this, or should it be society as a
whole?

When we say the federal government supported Canadians, we
clearly do not mean that the federal government somehow miracu‐
lously had its own money to do this. We are using the money of so‐
ciety, generally speaking. We are bringing everybody together to
get through this together. That is what happened. That is what we
saw happen here. That is what made, in my opinion, a successful go
at this. We could have done things a lot better. In hindsight every‐
thing is 20/20 and there is a lot we could have done differently, but
I think we came together and we passed very important measures to
make sure that Canadians would be taken care of.

Now, here we are, in the middle of the third wave of this. I am
going to speak primarily to what is going on in Ontario because that
is the province of the riding that I represent, but I know, indeed,
that this is happening in other parts of the country as well. Today,
there were just under 4,500 new cases of COVID-19 in Ontario and
32 people passed away. Over 2,200 people are currently in hospital,
and 737 of those are in the ICU. On April 17, there were 4,812
COVID cases, the highest daily number that Ontario has experi‐
enced.

We have talked about the Emergencies Act in the past, and I will
get to that in a bit. We have also talked about a number of the mea‐
sures that have been brought into place for Ontario specifically. I
just want to highlight some of those because I think it is important.
I think it is really important, especially when having a discussion
about the Emergencies Act and whether it should be implemented. I
want to highlight some of the things that did happen.

● (2135)

We talked about the Canada emergency recovery benefit, CERB.
Nearly one in four Ontarians, 3.5 million Ontarians, were recipients
of the Canada emergency recovery benefit. The Canada emergency
wage subsidy protected just under two million jobs in Ontario,
making sure that employers did not let their employees go so that
when they needed them, even if only temporarily, they could bring
them back very quickly. The Canada emergency business account
provided interest-free loans of up to $60,000 to small businesses
and not-for-profits. As of April 15, 343,966 loans totalling $18.5
billion had been supplied to businesses and not-for-profits through‐
out Ontario. The Canada emergency commercial rent assistance
program provided relief for businesses experiencing financial hard‐
ship as a result of COVID-19. Over 70,000 tenants were protected
by that, and 654,000 employees, totalling just over $1 billion.

Again, there are a lot of questions about the debt and where this
money came from. It came from society, because we determined
that it was better for society as a whole to take on this responsibility
than to watch individuals and businesses collapse at a more alarm‐
ing rate, which still ended up happening to a certain degree.

However, as we talk about the third wave specifically, as things
unrolled there were responsibilities and roles the federal govern‐
ment would take on. Of course, we worked with our provincial
counterparts to make sure, as things were rolling out, that we could
provide them with the supports they needed.

There have been questions about the Emergencies Act and
whether it should be implemented. Before I talk about it, I think it
is worth noting exactly what was put into place. In terms of vac‐
cines, the federal government let the provinces know, particularly
Ontario, at the beginning of the pandemic what the strategy would
be for vaccine rollouts. The provinces and territories were given a
schedule, going back to late 2020, and were told what they should
expect to see coming in terms of vaccines and when they should ex‐
pect to get them.

Provinces, territories and regional jurisdictions were able to plan
for when those vaccines would come. They should have been, and
we know they were. They were making strategic decisions about
when lockdowns would have to happen and when they could start
to let up, and it was all around the timeline of those vaccines com‐
ing.

Although at the beginning there were some hiccups and some
moving around of vaccine amounts in any given week for about a
two- or three-week period, by the end of March, particularly in On‐
tario, more vaccines had been delivered than had been originally
scheduled. The province of Ontario was able to plan for what to ex‐
pect. This is important, because I want to talk about what Ontario
should have been expecting and what it was told to expect.
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There is a clip circulating on social media. I cannot remember

the news outlet but, on February 11, a reporter was talking to the
co-chair of the COVID Science Advisory Table and said, “I have
looked at all of your data. I have seen this. I am looking at your
modelling, but what you are basically telling us is that removing the
restrictions that were in place in January,” which they were doing at
the beginning of February, “means dire consequences. Are we not
heading for a disaster?” The response was: “No, I do not think you
are missing anything. You have it right and, yes, we are heading for
a disaster”.

As a matter of fact, the province was told in that modelling at the
beginning of February that it was going to reach 4,000 cases by the
beginning of April and, sure enough, on April 9, Ontario had sur‐
passed 4,000 cases with just over 4,200 cases. The seven-day
rolling average at that point was 4,300 cases in Ontario.
● (2140)

I am not bringing this up to point fingers at the provincial gov‐
ernment. I am bringing this up because it is germane to the discus‐
sion on implementing the Emergencies Act and what the federal
government should be doing. The Ontario government was told the
timeline, what vaccines it would be getting, and how it would be
getting them. The quantities in those timelines surpassed the tar‐
gets. At the beginning of February Ontario was also told, if it re‐
moved those restrictions, the position it would be in at the begin‐
ning of April. In both cases, the information was correct. Ontario
got more doses of the vaccine than officials were expecting, and the
cases were exactly what they were told.

I brought this up in a question for my Conservative colleague
earlier when he was discussing this issue. It is one thing to question
the timeline from the beginning and say, “Why are we not getting
more in February? Why are we not getting more in March? Why is
this happening at this time and this time?” However, the province's
officials could not say that they did not know what they were get‐
ting. They did know, and they still chose to do what they did and to
act the way that they did. That was the situation in Ontario.

When we talk about what Ontario has done and the position that
it has gotten itself into, we have to do it in the context of knowing
where we started and what Ontario was expecting. Since then, we
have seen the reality play out as it was forecast back in February.
We have seen the vaccines continue to roll along and come in at or
above the scheduled rate as promised, yet we still ended up in this
situation.

Therefore, when we talk about the Emergencies Act, which I will
get to momentarily, my concern is this. I want to know what my
colleagues are expecting if that act is enforced or an emergency de‐
clared. Perhaps one of my NDP colleagues could answer that in a
question they ask me.

In Ontario last week, when things really started to fall off the
rails, the federal government stepped up to say it would work with
the province. It got together with the provincial government and
said it was going to send some assistance to set up field hospitals
and help with self-isolation areas, and that it was going to send
more medical supplies and more medical professionals. A number
of these measures kicked in not because we had to declare an emer‐
gency and send them, but because the province wanted them and

we were there to support it and to help deliver the supports that it
needed.

That happened over the weekend. We heard from members earli‐
er today. I think it was the member for Don Valley West who said
from his place he could almost see people setting up a field hospi‐
tal. We know those measures are working and are in place, so the
federal government is there to help the Province of Ontario.

My question to the NDP is this: What more would they expect to
get out of engaging the Emergencies Act? I know the member for
Vancouver Kingsway has brought it up on a number of occasions
and talked about it, but there is another quote in that act that I did
not hear him speak to. He has talked a lot about the act.

● (2145)

He has referenced different parts of it, the various times that it
needs to be utilized and what defines an emergency. However, there
is another part that states a national emergency is a situation “that
cannot be effectively dealt with under any other law of Canada.”
There is a specific provision that says the government cannot in‐
voke the Emergencies Act if this could be dealt with using other
laws.

I would suggest to the hon. member, and to my NDP colleagues,
that various things have been happening. Other laws have been uti‐
lized. Other agreements have been made, including other bilateral
agreements with Ontario and other provinces, territories and re‐
gions throughout the country, to get supports to them.

These are things that have been done. It leaves me wondering
what else my colleagues could possibly expect to get by invoking
that. It is not as though the federal government is holding some‐
thing back. It is not holding back on anything that it would other‐
wise be able to implement. It is implementing everything it can.
The federal government is communicating with the provinces. It is
working with the provinces.

I personally do not see how invoking this measure at a time like
this, which would obviously allow us to step on the jurisdiction of
the provinces, would do anything positive to the relationship we
have with them. If the federal government genuinely wants to work
with the provinces and territories, and if we genuinely want to work
with Doug Ford right now in Ontario, I do not think that imple‐
menting a piece of legislation that allows the federal government to
go in and do something for the province is the approach. It would
basically be saying that Ontario had done a horrible job, and it
should get out of the way because the federal government is taking
over now.

The approach that the federal government has taken is the right
one. It is an approach of working with the provinces to find solu‐
tions and see what they need and want, so that the federal govern‐
ment can then help them to be as successful as possible.
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Going back to my earlier discussion about the provinces and

what Ontario chose to do and when it chose to do it, Ontario had
decisions to make. I was not laying that out just to say that the
Province of Ontario screwed this all up and should have done x, y
and z. It made its decisions based on its own information and based
on what it thought was the best way to proceed.

I do not agree with that approach. I think it was the wrong ap‐
proach. I think that if I had known what the timeline would be in
terms of getting vaccines and I had known what the timeline would
be in terms of the third wave, I could have connected the dots pretty
quickly. However, maybe there were other factors at play. Maybe
Ontario chose to put parts of the economy ahead of health. I do not
know. We do know that the Ontario government had the informa‐
tion and the data to make the decisions that led to where we are.

I want to conclude by saying that I am extremely proud not just
of the Liberal government, but indeed of this Parliament. A lot of
discussion has been going on tonight. There have been a lot of
comparisons to places such as New Zealand and Australia. Com‐
pared with our G7 counterparts and our G20 counterparts, Canada
has done fairly well.

Obviously we have suffered tremendously from a health perspec‐
tive and an economic perspective, but when Canada is compared
with comparable nations, the success of the Liberal government and
this Parliament has shown itself in the fact that our mortality rate is
the second lowest in the G7, and our ability to vaccinate people, to
get needles into the arms of people, is now among the best in the
G20. I think we are third in the G20 and in the G7, for that matter.
● (2150)

We are doing well. There are always going to be disagreements
among provincial and other jurisdictions as to how we do things,
but at the end of the day, the best solution is continuing to work
with them to protect Canadians.
● (2155)

Mr. Marc Dalton (Pitt Meadows—Maple Ridge, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I disagree with the member's analysis that the government
has done an excellent job. The Prime Minister has a far-out target
that would allow for success by September. Things are opening up
in the States. Everybody there is now permitted to get vaccinations
and we are locked down.

I want to read a note I received yesterday from a constituent,
who said:

I am writing to you to voice my concern over the federal government's COVID
vaccine rollout, or more so the lack of a rollout. Where are the vaccines? What's
taking so long? Our 19-year-old daughter just had a heart valve replacement earlier
this month and was bumped several times. Due to the B.C. government's idea of
vulnerability, she couldn't get vaccinated until her age group is called. She is so vul‐
nerable, and now with these variants and cases rising everywhere and no vaccines, I
am completely on edge. Do you know when she can be expected to be vaccinated?

There are a lot of problems with getting vaccines in B.C.
Mr. Mark Gerretsen: Mr. Speaker, members can say what they

want about the September target. They can criticize it and say it
was too far out or that it should have been sooner. However, what
they cannot say is that it has not been consistent. It has been consis‐
tent from the beginning. From the beginning, it has always been
September. They can say that we set that in advance, but targets

were given for when provinces would get vaccines and those tar‐
gets have only been exceeded.

The provinces had the data and the schedule. They knew when
exactly they would be getting the vaccines, and they have received
more by this point than they were told they were going to get. If
they had an issue with being able to properly plan around that, that
is a whole different thing we can talk about. However, they knew
when they would be getting the vaccines.

[Translation]

Ms. Andréanne Larouche (Shefford, BQ): Mr. Speaker, first of
all, I am still blown away by how paternalistic the Liberals sound
when talking about the federal government working with Quebec
and the provinces. I will come back to this later.

My colleague spoke about vaccines and about how pleased he
was with the government's measures. I want to look back a little
and talk about the idea of being quick and proactive, because the
National Advisory Committee on Immunization did not meet until
June. Between March and June 2020, it was radio silence, and the
Trudeau government lost precious months that could have been
spent working on vaccines if it had been quicker off the mark.

My colleague mentioned vaccines again when he was talking
about collaboration. Quebec was falsely accused of letting vaccines
sit in freezers instead of getting them into people's arms. However,
it has been proven that Quebec did get the vaccines required but
then ran out. There were no vaccines sitting in freezers. This kind
of accusation could undermine Quebec's collaboration with the fed‐
eral government, and I do not think it is a good example to use.

[English]

Mr. Mark Gerretsen: Mr. Speaker, I did not say anything about
Quebec keeping vaccines in freezers. I did not go near that topic or
discuss it in my speech.

I find it bizarre that the Bloc member is accusing the Liberals of
being paternalistic, when here I am telling the NDP that we should
not be using an emergency measures act that would step all over the
feet of another province. I am actually doing the exact opposite. I
am saying that I do not think we should be utilizing this particular
piece of legislation so that we can start telling other provinces what
to do. Quite frankly, I would argue that I am doing the opposite.

● (2200)

Ms. Jenny Kwan (Vancouver East, NDP): Mr. Speaker, I can‐
not agree with the member regarding the need to bring in the Emer‐
gencies Act to help out the situation in Ontario. The situation in
Ontario is dire and it needs help. I think Ontarians would welcome
the help.
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The Premier of British Columbia has been calling for inter‐

provincial travel restrictions for some time now. While there seems
to be some noise to say that we are moving in that direction, we re‐
ally have not seen action in that regard.

In terms of travel restrictions in hot spots, early in the pandemic
the government did take action, although it was slightly delayed.
Will the government take action now to restrict travel with respect
to hot spots?

Mr. Mark Gerretsen: Mr. Speaker, travel represents 1.5% of
transmissions. It is not the dominant force in spreading the virus
right now.

Members will notice an interesting word the member used. She
said that the provinces “would” welcome help. She is suggesting
that the only way to get help to provinces is to use the Emergencies
Act. Then, suddenly, we will be able to deliver help to them. I
would argue that the provinces “are” welcoming that help right
now.

As a member from Ontario, I appreciate her sincere concern for
the province. However, in Ontario, as in other provinces, measures
are being delivered. The government announced a number of them
last weekend, and this did not require the Emergencies Act. During
my speech, I said that I really hoped an NDP member would get up
and tell me what more they were expecting from the Emergencies
Act. I do not believe that anything substantial can be done with it
that cannot be done outside of it.

Ms. Jennifer O'Connell (Parliamentary Secretary to the Min‐
ister of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I want to start by acknowledg‐
ing the great work the member and his team do in getting really rel‐
evant, truthful information out through his social media feed. For
Ontario it has been really helpful.

I have been listening to the debate tonight, and some members,
in particular from the Conservative Party, have pointed to other
countries that are opening up. He got a question of that nature
tonight. I would like to point out that we see our friends and col‐
leagues in Atlantic Canada, such as our friend from Dartmouth—
Cole Harbour, going to restaurants. Things are opening up. The At‐
lantic bubble has done quite well, and on a per-capita basis it has
received fewer vaccines. However, it has all the same federal re‐
strictions in place.

Perhaps the issue is that continuing to work with the provinces
and territories, which is the spirit of this debate, is about learning
within Canada from the premiers and provinces that have done
quite a good job. We see their economies opening up and we see
their vaccinations continuing.

Mr. Mark Gerretsen: Mr. Speaker, I thank the member for the
compliment. I know that Kaitlin, Parth and Kelly will very much
appreciate the nice comment she made.

She is absolutely right. What we need to do here is look at the
successes in provinces that have been successful and ask what they
did and whether we can help Ontario get to the same place. That is
the whole point of the federal government.

I know Bloc members look at that as though we are somehow
trying to impose something upon them, but really we just want to

work together collaboratively. I think that is the right approach. I do
not think it is going to be done by forcing the Emergencies Act on‐
to provinces at this stage in the game.

● (2205)

Mr. Chris Lewis (Essex, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I have been in‐
trigued tonight, and I loved the discussion between the hon. mem‐
ber and the member for Windsor West.

After a question I asked yesterday of the public safety minister,
CBSA officers in Windsor are finally getting vaccines today. That
is a great thing.

There has been a lot of discussion around manufacturing. Will
the member please have a discussion with the public safety minister
to allow business owners and customers in manufacturing to come
across the borders so we can open it back up?

Mr. Mark Gerretsen: Mr. Speaker, I think I understand the
question, and I will go back to the question I had earlier from the
member for Windsor West. If we have not learned from the pan‐
demic that we need to boost our biomanufacturing sector and make
sure, if this ever happens again, that we are not put in a position
where we are not manufacturing vaccines in Canada, then I think
we have really lost sight of what is important here. Do I personally
believe that? Absolutely. We need to make sure that we are never
again in a situation where we do not have the capacity to manufac‐
ture in Canada.

Mr. Larry Maguire (Brandon—Souris, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
before I begin, I just want to take a moment to thank the member
for Saanich—Gulf Islands for requesting this emergency debate
tonight. This is a great opportunity to highlight some of the serious
concerns that I have with the Liberal government's response to the
pandemic, but also to offer some recommendations.

We are well over a year into this crisis and the fact remains that
we are in worse shape now than at any other point during the pan‐
demic. People continue to die and health care staff are kind of
burned out. Hospitals and ICUs are struggling. Variants are spread‐
ing. Millions of students are not in their classrooms. Countless
business are shut down, workers are without pay cheques and we
have a vaccine shortage that is prolonging the pandemic.

Throughout it all, we have witnessed a government struggling to
meet these challenges head-on. While no one expected a flawless
response, time and time again it has dropped the ball. I have yet to
hear the Prime Minister, or any minister for that matter, acknowl‐
edge the multiple mistakes that have been made. I do not say this
lightly, but the Liberal government has failed; failed to ensure that
we had an emergency stockpile of PPE, failed to safely reunite fam‐
ilies and failed to secure enough vaccines to arrive in Canada for
the first half of 2021. Regardless of however the Liberals want to
spin it, the virus is winning. Until there is an acknowledgement that
mistakes are made, we are left scratching our heads if they truly un‐
derstand the implications of their decisions or, in some cases, their
lack of action.
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Tonight, I will share three specific recommendations that I want

to see the government act upon.

The first is to abide by the motion that was passed at the health
committee that ordered the government to allow the committee to
review the vaccine contracts at an in camera meeting. My colleague
from Foothills referred to this earlier. We are aware of the confiden‐
tiality clauses contained in those contracts, which is exactly why
we proposed they be shared at an in camera meeting.

I want everyone to step back for a moment and think about how
ridiculous the government's position is. The government sought
parliamentary approval to purchase those vaccines, but does not
want parliamentarians to know what was contained in the contracts.
How can we do our job as the official opposition if we are being
completely left in the dark? How do we know if the Liberals signed
good deals? The answer is that we do not know. From my vantage
point, we have a massive vaccine shortage and every day we find
out that more shipments are being delayed. Without Pfizer and now
the Biden administration, we would be even further behind. We
cannot measure vaccine successes by the size of Canada's vaccine
portfolio. We measure success by getting vaccines delivered to the
provinces and into people's arms. There is no other matrix that
could possibly be used to evaluate the government's record on
procuring vaccines.

The provinces need the vaccines now, not five months from now.
The only information in the contracts that I know to be true is that
the government paid double for the AstraZeneca vaccine compared
to some other nations; at least double in most cases. The only rea‐
son we know that little bit of information is because it was con‐
tained in an email from the Prime Minister's Office in his commu‐
nications shop. The provinces cannot wait any longer. Just this
week, it was announced that the premier of Ontario was calling in‐
ternational allies to see if they can send more vaccines to his
province. The Government of Manitoba has already signed a con‐
tract with one of the Canadian pharmaceutical companies and they
just announced a deal with North Dakota to get our truck drivers
vaccinated. I applaud those actions as it is clear that they cannot
wait for the Liberal vaccine portfolio to be delivered sometime
down the road.

The second recommendation is to fix the mail-in process of PCR
tests for returning Canadians who live in rural areas. In the last
month alone, my office has been contacted by multiple families
about how the government has signed a deal with Purolator and
how it is next to impossible to mail back the PCR tests. I want the
Liberal MPs in the House to know how stressful this is on families,
so I will share the contents of an email I received yesterday.
● (2210)

The mother of a son who recently returned from university called
PHAC to arrange for a pick-up of the PCR test and was told only
Purolator is handling the packages. She then called Purolator and it
told her it does not visit the rural community on weekends. After
being on the phone for an hour she finally spoke to someone who
was supposed to swing by their farm to pick up the package on
Monday. They waited on Monday and no one came to pick it up.
She then waited on hold for another hour and was told there was no
guarantee the PCR test could be picked up. Purolator then told her

to drive into town to drop off the package on Tuesday afternoon
and to leave it outside at the agreed upon location. By the time the
PCR kit was sent in, it begs the question whether it would still be
accurate. Because the PCR test was left outside, would it make the
result unreliable? I really do not know. What I do know is that this
is happening across rural Canada. She mentioned that her son
would have been willing to drive to Brandon to get the test done in
person, which is about 90 miles, rather than try to navigate through
this convoluted process. Here is the kicker. Because her son had
been in the United States, he was fully vaccinated. He received
both doses. These are not my words, but she closed out her email to
me by saying that this whole thing “stinks”.

Once again, the government has implemented a plan that sounds
good, but in practice is not working. Surely, if people can get their
online parcels delivered to far-flung places, the federal government
could partner with parcel delivery companies to get PCR tests
picked up.

My last recommendation is to distribute and encourage the use of
rapid tests. It was disappointing to see the government disregard the
Calgary airport testing pilot program, which completely took it off
guard.

We have also seen the Minister of Health question the validity of
rapid tests, even after spending millions of taxpayer dollars to pur‐
chase them.

It must also be said that the government paid a company for
rapid test kits without even seeing if they would pass Health
Canada's standards. They were then found to be faulty.

Putting all that aside, I know there is a willingness from the gov‐
ernment to get more rapid test kits handed out to Canadians as In‐
dustry Canada announced it is “launching new efforts to increase
the availability” of rapid tests. Multiple provinces are now using
rapid tests to help with their screening efforts and it is paying off.
Part of the challenge with COVID‑19 is that not everyone has
symptoms but can be a carrier of the virus and potentially expose
others. With the use of rapid test kits, schools and businesses have
been able to stop outbreaks before they happen. In the U.K., nine in
10 pharmacies are offering free rapid test kits and are now offering
every citizen in the U.K. twice weekly rapid test kits. I want to see
this success be replicated in every community across this country.
As the adage goes, an ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure.

These are three recommendations the government can easily
adopt and build on.

My heart goes out to all those who have lost loved ones and to
those who are now on the brink of bankruptcy.
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I also want to add my heartfelt thanks to all of our frontline ser‐

vice personnel who have worked tirelessly to try to bring this pan‐
demic under control as much as they possibly can.

I also want the government to succeed in ending the pandemic. I
know the government can and must do better, so I urge all mem‐
bers, including Liberal MPs, to join us in pushing their ministers to
act swiftly. This is not the time for excuses. People are counting on
all of us to get this right.

● (2215)

Ms. Jennifer O'Connell (Parliamentary Secretary to the Min‐
ister of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, my hon. colleague mentioned
rapid tests. We have distributed 25.4 million rapid tests and there
are millions that have gone unused, so I would encourage him to
ask the premiers, provinces and territories to use them.

The member talked about mistakes being made, so my question
is with respect to his credibility and that of his party. His party has
suggested that we end the border measures we put in place to pro‐
tect communities. It also recommended weeks ago that we should
simply ignore public health measures and open everything up. We
have seen what happened in Ontario when those public health mod‐
els were ignored.

Does the member opposite still support removing the restrictions
at borders? Does he still support opening everything up and ignor‐
ing the public health advice?

Mr. Larry Maguire: Mr. Speaker, of course, we know that the
American border is closed. We do know, however, that the action in
regard to closing the border to flights coming into Canada was
much delayed. It was at least a month and a half after the Ameri‐
cans made their closure. The present border closures that we have
in Canada are based on provincial decisions, as was done with On‐
tario just recently. My province, Manitoba, has done similar action
as well, and these have helped bring the numbers down in some of
the provinces. Certainly it did here earlier on in the summer last
year as well.

I think one of the things we need to look at is the actual delivery
of vaccines. As I pointed out, that is the only real measure that we
have here in regard to bringing things under control and giving
Canadians the confidence that they can actually begin to move
around again. It is too early in most provinces yet to do that, but if
we have to wait until the end of September and take a whole nine
months here to get the first shots into Canadian citizens, does that
mean it is going to be next July before everyone gets their second
shot?

Mr. Gord Johns (Courtenay—Alberni, NDP): Mr. Speaker,
we have seen what happens in terms of rushed reopenings like we
had in Ontario and Alberta. Both have Conservative governments
that have been scared and have not had the courage to stand up for
families and for working people, and instead have catered to large
corporations, big business and the wealthy. They have now plunged
both of their provinces into record numbers of COVID-19 cases.
We have seen other provinces take very different approaches, where
they put public health, workers and their citizens at the top of their
priority lists, and we have seen lower numbers.

Can my colleague talk about what he would do differently at the
provincial level from Premier Ford and Premier Kenney?

● (2220)

Mr. Larry Maguire: Mr. Speaker, I do not have that decision-
making power, but I appreciate my colleague's question. I think that
some of the actions that have taken place in regard to trying to
manage the borders, as I just mentioned in answering the parlia‐
mentary secretary's question, have been good moves. I also, from
being a member of the health committee, know that we can have all
of the procurement discussions we want to have, but the only true
measure, as I have said in my presentation this evening, is how
many vaccines we get in people's arms. We are way behind in re‐
gard to that and not only in first vaccines. It is improving, because
we are now getting vaccines after that three-month delay we have
had, but that is the true measure. We still have very few Canadians
who have a second vaccine, and if it is going to take us another
nine months before we get the second vaccine in, which from the
end of September would be somewhere around the beginning of Ju‐
ly next year, when do we start getting the third shots? Many people
are talking about them, particularly in the questions we have asked,
even on the health committee, of Health Canada in regard to the
boosters that would be available and be needed by those people
who may have had some efficacy loss because of the longer waits
between vaccines.

Mr. Todd Doherty (Cariboo—Prince George, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I want to thank my hon. colleague from Saanich—Gulf Is‐
lands for moving this emergency debate.

In her letter to the Speaker, she points out that across Canada,
we've had 8,400 cases a day on average this week, and Ontario cas‐
es have surged to a new all-time high. In her own province of
British Columbia, the P.1 variant from Brazil is becoming domi‐
nant, and the province has hit a new record for hospitalizations.

The member also notes that, across Canada, we are lagging in
vaccination, testing and tracing, and our medical health care profes‐
sionals, researchers and epidemiologists are expressing alarm, feel‐
ing exhausted and showing signs of despair. She writes that it is
time for more provincial-federal co-operation.

I could not agree with her more. As a matter of fact, this is some‐
thing that we on this side of the House have been asking for since
day one. We have been asking for the government to lead.
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While my hon. colleague asked for a non-partisan debate, I have

listened intently to the debate over the last couple of hours, and
each side is taking shots. Our friends across the way, including my
friend from Kingston and the Islands, good soldier that he is, look‐
ing a little tired now and seemingly the only one in the House for
the longest time now, keeps saying that we are peddling falsehoods
and misinformation. A few weeks back during our opposition day,
the parliamentary secretary, in questioning my colleague from
Brandon—Souris, whom I want to thank for sharing his time me,
questioned his integrity and questioned our integrity for pushing the
government for a plan.

We were not pushing for the gates to open up and everything to
be well. We all want that, but we understand that we are gripped in
the midst of the third wave of a global pandemic. We are well over
400 days into it now, and lessons should have been learned. That is
what my colleague from Saanich—Gulf Islands is asking for. What
are the lessons we have learned? We are asking so we can move
forward, and so Canadians can have hope. That is really what
Canadians need right now.

Earlier, my colleague from Foothills spoke of a phone call that
he took yesterday from the sister of a 20-year-old young man who
committed suicide. I am the special advisor to our leader on mental
health, and everyone, both in the house I am in now and in our par‐
liamentary House, knows that I am a tireless champion for mental
health. It is weighing on all of our colleagues, and it is weighing on
Canadians from coast to coast to coast. We are facing a social and
economic upheaval that has never been seen before. Canadians are
angry and frustrated. They are facing higher anxiety. Millions of
Canadians have lost their jobs. Over 200,000 businesses have
closed their doors. At this time, one in six business owners is con‐
sidering closing their doors.

What we have been doing from day one is asking the govern‐
ment what its plan is as we move forward. We in the opposition,
Conservatives, Bloc, NDP, Green and independents, have been
pushing the government for what its plan is. All along the way, we
have offered truly a team Canada approach, so if they are seeing
frustration on the sides of the opposition, it is because we truly
have been pushing for that team Canada approach. Sadly, what we
have seen across the way is the government saying, “We've got this,
thanks”, or playing partisan politics.

The Liberals shuttered Parliament right in the heart of a global
pandemic. Last July and August, they shuttered Parliament to cover
up a scandal. That is the truth. Those are the facts. Right when
Canadians' COVID relief packages were coming due, they shut‐
tered Parliament. They kept parliamentarians away from their job.
Every day, we are faced with more and more constituents who are
at their wits' end.
● (2225)

Politicians, federal, provincial and municipal, are facing angry
constituents because it is time. It is time for all of us to lead and
show leadership to Canadians.

In terms of the vaccine rollout, I have listened to my colleagues
across the way pointing fingers at the provinces. The inconsisten‐
cies with the vaccine rollout lay squarely at the feet of our federal

government. As was said earlier, it had one job to do and that was
to secure vaccines.

Everyone wants to make sure we are doing whatever we can to
open the doors so that we could get back to a new normal, whatever
that looks like. It is frustrating for me because, believe it or not, I
am probably the most non-partisan person, as evidenced by the
work I have done across all party lines to get pieces of legislation
passed that benefit Canadians. I will do whatever I can to make
sure that we are benefiting Canadians.

I have taken that approach, far and wide, even throughout this. I
have tried to be a good soldier as well. However, I am feeling frus‐
trated because that phone rings every day, and on that phone are
business owners who are probably going to close their doors be‐
cause they do not know how to make ends meet, or it is that con‐
stituent who has lost their job, or that nurse who is tired, or that
medical professional, who is worn out and saying, “We need help.
Nobody is listening. We need leadership.”

I have not even talked about the opioid crisis here in our
province. We have been calling on the federal government to de‐
clare it a national health emergency. It has only gotten worse during
this pandemic.

If anyone senses the frustration coming from me, it is because I
wear my heart on my sleeve, as members know. I am tired of get‐
ting those phone calls from constituents. We were making phone
calls this week, and there was somebody who was the beneficiary
of a very large Canada summer jobs grant, which they are very
thankful for. However, they said that they had sadly had to close
their doors. That is a personal story that is heartbreaking.

I know all my colleagues on all sides of the House get this. Our
colleague from Saanich—Gulf Islands, somebody who is usually
not that partisan, has said that Canada is lagging in vaccinations,
testing and tracing. We could be better. We should be better.

The Prime Minister and his Liberal colleagues have stood up,
trumpeting about all the vaccines. However, they had to go to a
program that is designed for third world or have-not countries to
make sure that we had vaccines for Canadians. Early on, in the days
when we were asking about why we were not doing something
about closing our borders, we were ridiculed for fearmongering and
being racist. Early on the government said that masks were not nec‐
essary. Then it said that maybe we should be wearing masks.

It is all that misinformation, as we go along the way, that adds to,
and fuels, the frustration. That has fuelled where we are today in
the midst of a third wave of this pandemic. If we do not do what we
need to do today, we are going to be in a fourth wave.
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Sadly, I think the Prime Minister is more concerned with engi‐

neering a pandemic election so that he could guarantee a majority
for himself, rather than focusing on benefits for, and the well-being
of, Canadians. We saw a budget announced that was really just an
election budget.

We need a plan. We are having this emergency debate today be‐
cause we are all frustrated. Canadians are frustrated. It is time. It is
well past the time. I would challenge my Liberal colleagues, who
are going to stand up and question my integrity, to tell me what I
am supposed—

● (2230)

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès): I
am sorry, but we have to go questions and comments.

The hon. member for Kingston and the Islands.
Mr. Mark Gerretsen (Kingston and the Islands, Lib.): Madam

Speaker, I certainly would never question the integrity of the mem‐
ber. I have a lot of respect for him. One thing I totally agree with
him on is that he wears his heart on his sleeve, and I admire that
about him.

However, I really think we need to keep the context here. That is
key to this discussion. The truth is, and I have not seen this member
do it, but I have seen a number of people from his party, especially
during question period, get up and challenge how effective Canada
is versus the United States, as one example, and talk about how the
United States is so far ahead of us. Here is some information. As of
today, Canada recorded 5,800 new COVID cases for the whole
country. By comparison, Michigan recorded 5,900 and Florida
recorded 5,600.

Would the member not at least agree, in that spirit of non-parti‐
sanship that he was talking about, that sometimes we might over-
inflate a situation, both on this side and that side, in order to make a
situation look better or worse?

Mr. Todd Doherty: Madam Speaker, I heard my hon. colleague
talk about comparing apples to apples in earlier interventions when
people were talking about Taiwan, Australia or New Zealand. Here
is a fact: Only 2% of Canadians are fully vaccinated. That fact right
there lies squarely at the feet of this Liberal government.

Mr. Gord Johns (Courtenay—Alberni, NDP): Madam Speak‐
er, first, I want to thank my colleague for Saanich—Gulf Islands for
triggering tonight's debate.

My colleague is genuine, and I do appreciate his speech and the
work that he does on the all-party mental health caucus, which I sit
on with him. I appreciate him talking about the opioid crisis.

The member talked about the small business owners who are
struggling right now with mental health challenges, especially as
they are facing the next six to eight weeks during this third wave.
Does my colleague not agree that the government needs to expand
the CEBA loan, help with liquidity, and help those who have fallen
through the cracks? One example of this is start-ups, which are get‐
ting absolutely nothing right now. Does he agree that it is critical
that we support those small entrepreneurs and small businesses in
the coming weeks so that they can get through this?

Like he said, we are going to lose tens of thousands of business‐
es, and there is going to be a long-term recovery for those people,
not just for their economic recovery but for the recovery of their
mental health.

Mr. Todd Doherty: Madam Speaker, absolutely, I think we need
to be doing everything we can to support our small businesses.
There are so many businesses that have fallen through the cracks,
such as our tourism businesses and seasonal operators.

I have major events in my riding that our municipalities depend
on, such as the Williams Lake Stampede, Billy Barker Days, the
British Columbia Northern Exhibition, and the Vanderhoof Fall
Fair. These are all huge economic generators for our region, and the
businesses and communities that depend on those events are des‐
perately hurting.

I honestly think that we need to rethink this. We need to be pro‐
viding more supports for these small businesses because every day
I pick up the phone and there is another business that is closing its
doors. I thank my—

● (2235)

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès): We
have time for one last question from the hon. member for
Nanaimo—Ladysmith.

Mr. Paul Manly (Nanaimo—Ladysmith, GP): Madam Speak‐
er, I would like to thank the hon. member for his speech. As the
member is from northern British Columbia, I would like to get his
comments on keeping the camps open for workers who were travel‐
ling back and forth early in the pandemic and the spread that hap‐
pened in the northern communities. Now I am hearing from teach‐
ers who are saying that these camp workers are vaccinated, but they
are still waiting for their vaccines in areas where COVID is explod‐
ing.

I would like to hear the member's comments about the priorities
of the provincial government in terms of vaccinating and in terms
of the lockdowns.

Mr. Todd Doherty: Madam Speaker, I think there is fault that
can be laid at a number of governments' feet. However, the failure
to secure the vaccinations that were needed on a timely basis to
make sure that we could continues lies squarely at the feet of our
Liberal government. We needed those vaccines for our northern, ru‐
ral and remote communities to be safe and secure, and we know
they have been unfairly punished and left out in this pandemic.

[Translation]

Mr. Francis Drouin (Glengarry—Prescott—Russell, Lib.):
Madam Speaker, I wish to inform you that I will be sharing my
time with the member for Vaughan—Woodbridge.

It is about 10:35 p.m. as I rise to speak in this important debate.
During the pandemic, we have lost many Canadians to COVID‑19.
Some people lost a loved one and were unable to visit them in the
hospital as they would have liked.
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This evening, I would like to talk about someone who served in

the House for 22 years, the Hon. Don Boudria. He lost his mother
yesterday, and I would like to offer him my deepest condolences.
Ms. Loiselle was a constituent of mine and a wonderful woman. I
know that her family is mourning her. She had a good life, and she
raised a very good boy who went on to serve his community.

In March and April 2020, every member of the House experi‐
enced the same thing. We all brought thousands of Canadians home
from abroad. We all worked with the Minister of Foreign Affairs.
He was very busy bringing home Canadians on flights as some air‐
ports completely shut down.

Members were getting calls at all hours of the day and night
about repatriating all these Canadians. That is how the pandemic
started for MPs. We did everything we could to bring these Canadi‐
ans home. On March 13, 2020, we instructed Canadians not to trav‐
el anymore, as it was no longer safe to leave Canada.

That was a very difficult time for many MPs. It was like being
hit by a tsunami that no one saw coming. The entire world went
through this. Today, I want to thank all those who were involved in
this operation, all those officials who worked to repatriate all the
Canadians. It is already a distant memory now, in April 2021, but
that is how the pandemic started for the majority of Canadians.

Today, I also want to thank all front-line workers and first re‐
sponders. In my riding, the Eastern Ontario Health Unit did an ex‐
cellent job of deploying rapid testing. People could be tested at a
drive-through assessment centre in Casselman.

I really want to thank Dr. Paul Roumeliotis, the chief executive
officer of the Eastern Ontario Health Unit. He has done an out‐
standing job, but it is not over yet. I know he has not slept in a year,
like most of us here today.

Once people returned to Canada, the provinces implemented
quarantine measures. That is when business owners and people who
had lost their jobs overnight started coming to us, because they had
to go into quarantine. At that point we had little information about
the COVID‑19 virus.

I want to thank all members for their work, but I also want to
thank all of the business owners who contacted me during this peri‐
od to say they needed help because they had lost their jobs and had
no income. They were not eligible for employment insurance and
wanted to know if there would be another program. The Canada
emergency response benefit was created.

My aunt, who passed away on Saturday, was a hairdresser. Un‐
fortunately, the vast majority of hairdressers were not eligible for
employment insurance. The Canada emergency response benefit
was helpful to them during the shutdown, as it provided some assis‐
tance to cover personal expenses. If they had to pay rent, they could
apply for the emergency subsidy to get support.

Our government delivered for Canadians because we listen.
None of this would have been possible without our Prime Minister,
who did everything he could to help Canadians.

● (2240)

That mission did not change for our Prime Minister in 2021. It is
still very real. In my opinion, it also did not change for the mem‐
bers who sit in the House either in person or virtually.

We are now in the midst of the third wave, and I would like to
thank my colleague from Saanich—Gulf Islands for requesting this
emergency debate.

We are still getting requests for help every day. Business owners
in my riding were telling me recently that they did not know how
they would survive if the Canada emergency wage subsidy was to
end in June. They asked me to extend that measure.

The budget that our Minister of Finance presented on Monday
confirmed that this measure will be extended until September, and I
know that will help many business owners in my riding. The exten‐
sion of the Canada emergency rent subsidy will also help many
businesses to survive.

Our strategy for the pandemic is to build a bridge to help busi‐
nesses survive and to participate in the economic recovery.

On Monday, the finance minister announced that she wanted to
create a million jobs by the end of the year. That is a commendable
goal because we know that, during the last recession, it took nearly
10 years, from 2008 to 2018, to create and bring back all of the jobs
that were lost.

Everyone in the House has acknowledged that women have paid
the price for this pandemic. I cannot repeat what my wife said when
I told her that we plan to bring in $10-a-day child care. Her words
were unparliamentary, but I can assure my colleagues that the mes‐
sage was very positive. My wife works with women entrepreneurs,
first at Startup Canada Entrepreneurship Empowers Everyone and
now at Global Entrepreneurship Network, where she keeps hearing
every day about how child care is a hurdle for women business
owners or those who want to start a business.

Earlier, I heard my colleagues ask us what we were going to do
to help new businesses. I can assure them that helping families get
access to $10-a-day child care alone will open a whole range of
jobs in our communities in Canada.

[English]

In English we call that a game-changer. It will be a game-chang‐
er for society. I cannot say how many female entrepreneurs I have
met in my riding who have told me they need some help with child
care. It is a true story in rural Canada, particularly in rural Ontario,
and it is also a true story in urban communities.
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The other issue is rural Internet access. I know that many chil‐

dren who are trying to learn from home simply do not have access
to good broadband. Access to a reliable Internet service should be a
right in Canada. We answered that question in budget 2019, but in
budget 2021, we added another billion dollars to speed up the time‐
line to connect every Canadian who wants a reliable, speedy con‐
nection. That means access to offered services and access to school‐
ing, and it means being able to talk to the family members we all
miss so much.

I want to finish with the procurement strategy. I have full confi‐
dence in the Minister of Public Services and Procurement. She has
done a great job. We started off with an objective of six million
doses by Q1, and we ended up with 9.5 million. We are going to get
almost 50 million doses, with current timelines, by the end of June.
That is a lot more doses to vaccinate every Canadian who chooses
to have a vaccine and includes the second dose for those who
choose to have one.

We are on track, we have done a good job and we will continue
working with the provinces.
● (2245)

Ms. Rachel Blaney (North Island—Powell River, NDP):
Madam Speaker, in British Columbia, where I am from, the num‐
bers are going up, and nurses, health care providers and doctors are
crying out for relief. They are exhausted. They are making deci‐
sions in their provision of health care that they never thought they
would have to make and it is extremely stressful.

One of the challenges is that low-income people who need to
work to pay for basic necessities do not have access to paid sick
leave during COVID or at any other time. I am wondering if the
member could speak to addressing this issue in a fulsome way not
only for COVID, but also going into the future.

Mr. Francis Drouin: Madam Speaker, I do not know about the
system in B.C., but I know that in Ontario there is a federal pro‐
gram and people have to wait two weeks to get dollars. In Ontario,
some are pushing the premier to implement sick days, and that
means not having the wait period. I encourage them.

I know the member is in the NDP, so perhaps she could speak to
her NDP premier. If sick days are not available in B.C., I urge her
to get inspiration from the Liberals and the NDP in Ontario to push
the premier to implement sick days.

Ms. Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Madam
Speaker, I will start by saying to my hon. colleague from Glengar‐
ry—Prescott—Russell that I look forward to the day when we are
back in the House of Commons again.

I am going to ask the hon. member to reflect on the answer I
would have given the member for Kingston and the Islands when I
was in the queue. That member said that he really did not see the
benefit of greater coordination. To be clear, the Greens are saying
we need a different structure. If it is not the Emergencies Act, it is
something else, such as a task force, and something that works.

We just saw reports this week. What difference would it make?
The Emergencies Act, for example, allows the government to de‐
cide where critical supplies should go. That would include vac‐
cines.

We are getting reports that Ontario has for political reasons not
listened to science and has not delivered vaccines to the places
where they are most needed. Low-income, racialized communities
with high levels of COVID were not given the vaccines they should
have received, in preference for areas where Conservative voters
predominate. I do not know if this is true, as it is a media report, but
it is absolutely wrong. It verges on the criminal. Certainly there is
more we should do to ensure that vaccines go where scientists say
they should go.

● (2250)

Mr. Francis Drouin: Madam Speaker, I miss the member for
Saanich—Gulf Islands. I look forward to seeing her in the back cor‐
ner where I usually sit. We get to chat about everything else but
politics.

I hear the member regarding the task force and perhaps creating
a new governance structure, but with the number of vaccines that
will be coming within a month and a half, I do not know if creating
a new governance structure right now would be the appropriate way
forward.

I will continue to push the provinces to continue to speak to our
chief medical officers. In Ontario, for instance, there are 34 or 35
public health authorities. I am certainly in close contact with my
province's chief medical officer to ensure that we get our fair share
of vaccines and to ensure that he has the proper resources. If he
needs access to the Red Cross or the military, he needs to speak up
through the chain of command in his area. I will be that voice in
Ottawa.

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Presi‐
dent of the Queen’s Privy Council for Canada and Minister of
Intergovernmental Affairs and to the Leader of the Govern‐
ment in the House of Commons, Lib.): Madam Speaker, as the
member just referenced, we will have an estimated 44 million vac‐
cine doses before the end of June. Part of this goes to the impor‐
tance of the relationship between the provinces and Ottawa and of
working together. This is about Ottawa getting the vaccines and the
provinces administering the vaccines.

There is a great deal of coordination between the two levels of
government through different departments and so forth. Could the
member emphasize from his perspective the importance of that re‐
lationship?

Mr. Francis Drouin: Madam Speaker, I agree with his question.
I want to say that coordination is extremely important. I only hope
that if provinces need more resources that they ask the federal gov‐
ernment so that we can provide them.
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Mr. Francesco Sorbara (Parliamentary Secretary to the Min‐

ister of National Revenue, Lib.): Madam Speaker, it is great to
see my colleagues this evening. I look forward to the opportunity to
participate in this emergency debate that was requested by my hon.
colleague from Saanich—Gulf Islands. My thanks for this opportu‐
nity and for raising a very important issue to, I know, all Canadians
who are watching or not watching this evening, who are home with
their families and preparing for the day ahead tomorrow.

I rise tonight as many parts of our country are plunged into a
third wave of the COVID-19 pandemic. For 13 months, Canadians
and the residents of my riding of Vaughan—Woodbridge have been
carefully following public health measures, limiting their interac‐
tions, wearing masks in public, working from home and keeping
their distance whenever possible. It has not been easy, but Canadi‐
ans have risen to the occasion, doing what needs to be done to pro‐
tect themselves and each other. I would add that at this time, many
residents of my riding and Canadians across the country are now
signing up to be vaccinated. I encourage all residents and all Cana‐
dians when they are eligible to do so, to please go and get their vac‐
cines. The way we get out of this pandemic is to obtain a vaccine.
We know that literally millions of them are arriving on a weekly
basis here in Canada. I am very happy to announce that I will be
receiving the AstraZeneca vaccine tomorrow in late afternoon. I
look forward to that.

I would like to assure Canadians that the Government of Canada
has developed and is implementing its plan to respond to the pan‐
demic on all fronts. COVID-19, as we know, is a very contagious
illness with significant rates of both hospitalizations and deaths.
Every day in Canada we are seeing case counts climb and hospital‐
izations increase. These are real people. They have families. We
pray for them that they make it safely back home and recover from
COVID-19.

Health Canada has authorized four different COVID-19 vac‐
cines: Pfizer, Moderna, AstraZeneca and Johnson & Johnson’s
Janssen. Another vaccine by Novavax is currently undergoing
Health Canada's regulatory review. All of the authorized vaccines
have shown to be very effective at preventing hospitalizations and
deaths. Health Canada only authorizes a vaccine if it is supported
by very robust scientific data and evidence showing that the bene‐
fits of the vaccine clearly outweigh any potential risks. Each vac‐
cine has unique characteristics and all authorized vaccines are very
helpful in the fight against COVID-19. Having additional vaccines
from different manufacturers can help meet volume requirements to
get more people vaccinated sooner and offers more vaccination op‐
tions.

The government has been hard at work negotiating with manu‐
facturers and suppliers to secure significant vaccine supply for
Canadians and planning for the vaccine rollout. In the development
of this plan, the federal government has engaged in consulting all
levels of government; indigenous leaders; international partners; in‐
dustry; and medical and science experts, among others.

On December 8, 2020, the government published “Canada's
COVID-19 Immunization Plan: Saving Lives and Livelihoods”. At
the heart of the plan are six core principles: science-driven deci‐
sion-making, transparency, coherence and adaptability, fairness and
equity, public involvement and consistent reporting. These princi‐

ples are governing and informing our vaccination rollout actions.
The plan also outlines the seven steps in the rollout process. These
are communicating with and engaging Canadians throughout the
campaign; obtaining sufficient supply of vaccine; obtaining regula‐
tory authorization from Health Canada to ensure safety and efficacy
of vaccines; allocating and distributing vaccines efficiently and se‐
curely; administering the vaccines according to a sequence of prior‐
ity populations identified by experts; and collecting data to monitor
vaccine safety, effectiveness and coverage.

We are making progress and we are laying the groundwork for
great gains and momentum in the coming months. As colleagues no
doubt know from the news, we have procured through advance pur‐
chase agreements, more than enough vaccine doses to vaccinate all
eligible Canadians who wish to receive a vaccination. The federal
government and the provinces and territories have worked together
collaboratively to develop a plan for the fair and equitable alloca‐
tion of vaccine doses. Without compromising regulatory integrity,
we have expedited the regulatory reviews of promising vaccine
candidates. Health Canada is using agile regulatory processes to re‐
view vaccines as quickly as possible, while maintaining our rigor‐
ous standard for safety, efficacy and quality. Health Canada has
hired additional scientists and has established dedicated review
teams for COVID-19 vaccines.

● (2255)

In order to ensure consistency in their reviews, these teams have
been working literally around the clock to expedite them. Health
Canada's findings are based on a sound and thorough review of all
evidence available. The department only authorizes a vaccine fol‐
lowing a rigorous review of the evidence to determine that it meets
stringent requirements for safety, efficacy and quality. Health
Canada continues to actively monitor and assess the safety and ef‐
fectiveness of all vaccines authorized for use in Canada.

Health Canada is also working closely with other major regula‐
tors who are reviewing the same vaccines. These partnerships allow
us to share scientific evidence and streamline review processes
while still making independent decisions for Canadians. These part‐
ners include international regulators in Europe, the United King‐
dom and around the world to share evidence, discuss findings and
combine the best scientific brains to address the COVID-19 pan‐
demic.

Health Canada's assessments and regulatory decisions are largely
aligned with those of our partners. All the vaccines in use in
Canada are closely monitored through Canada's vaccine safety
monitoring system. We will keep Canadians informed about what
we find out, and take appropriate action should any safety issue be
confirmed. We will report any adverse events that occur following
vaccination and conduct investigations in order to assess whether
they were caused by vaccination.
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We are deeply grateful to have members of the Canadian Armed

Forces working within the operations of the vaccine rollout task
force. As logistics experts, they are playing a vital role in the suc‐
cess of our campaign. In addition to the forces, we have engaged
the private sector to support the logistics of this ambitious under‐
taking, and to assist with administering the vaccines in the
provinces and territories, we are enlisting the help of the Canadian
Red Cross and other health care professionals.

We are truly in an unprecedented situation, and this has called for
all hands on deck. In fulfilling our mandate to provide transparency,
we post updates to the Government of Canada's website, canada.ca,
on our progress on vaccination administration and coverage. We al‐
so provide authoritative information and data on COVID-19.

In closing, although we must continue to implement public
health measures, we can be optimistic that our efforts will start to
pay off if we remain steadfast.
● (2300)

Mr. Paul Manly (Nanaimo—Ladysmith, GP): Madam Speak‐
er, one of the things that both the member for Saanich—Gulf Is‐
lands and I discussed in our speeches, and the reason we asked for
this debate, is that we are seeing other actions in other countries
and other jurisdictions. I am wondering if the hon. member could
outline what he sees as some of the key learning that we can take
forward to make sure we are prepared the next time, because we
have heard from scientists and epidemiologists that the crash in bio‐
diversity on this planet is going to lead to more pandemics and
more problems like this.

What planning and preparing are we going to have in place for
next time?

Mr. Francesco Sorbara: Madam Speaker, I would say that I
share the member's, and all members', passion, care and concern for
our environment, climate change and what that is impacting in
terms of biodiversity, so we must continue to act as a country in
terms of transitioning to a green economy. In terms of the question
and what we need to do, we obviously need to pay attention to all
signals in the environment. We need to look to what all our interna‐
tional partners are doing with regard to the pandemic and adopt
what is working, and largely we are doing that. We have some of
the most stringent restrictions on international travel. We have en‐
couraged Canadians not to travel at this point in time. We have all
stated to our constituents that now is not the time to travel interna‐
tionally, that we must socially distance and heed the advice of our
public health officials.

Now, let us get these vaccines. They are arriving. Let us get vac‐
cinated. I encourage all residents and Canadians to do so.

Mr. Ziad Aboultaif (Edmonton Manning, CPC): Madam
Speaker, I congratulate the hon. member whom I served with on the
finance committee for three years from 2015 to 2017.

Time is of the essence. We are racing against time. The economy
of our southern neighbour is opening, as are Australia's, New
Zealand's and part of Europe's, and time is of the essence because
mental health stress is on the rise. As MPs, we all receive calls
from constituents. Their frustration and anxiety is at the highest
level.

Only a very small percentage of Canadians are fully vaccinated.
The remaining majority of Canadians are not. Can the member out‐
line—

Mr. Mark Gerretsen: Madam Speaker, I rise on a point of or‐
der. I know it is getting late into the evening in this very important
debate, however, there is a protocol within the House that all mem‐
bers be wearing jackets while speaking. This member does not ap‐
pear to be wearing a jacket right now, unfortunately.

Mr. Ziad Aboultaif: Madam Speaker, I can put on a jacket. This
is an interruption, more or less. Please excuse me while I put my
jacket on, and I will continue.

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès): We
will allow you a few seconds to go put your jacket on.

Mr. Ziad Aboultaif: Madam Speaker, I am hoping the member
who made the point of order will pay more attention to the vaccina‐
tion of Canadians than to my jacket.

Could the hon. member tell us what the anticipated timeline is
for all Canadians to be vaccinated with the two vaccines necessary
to make sure they are safe?

Mr. Francesco Sorbara: Madam Speaker, the hon. member for
Edmonton Manning is a colleague and a friend. It is nice to see him
this evening. I wish him and his family well. Please stay safe.

To answer the hon. member's question, vaccines are arriving by
the millions. I have a great deal of confidence in our Minister of
Public Services and Procurement. Vaccines are arriving. We have
great coverage for Canadians. We have the largest portfolio of vac‐
cines. They will be arriving, and all Canadians who wish to receive
a vaccine, if I remember correctly, will be eligible to do so by the
end of the summer, going into September. I think that is great news
for all Canadians.

● (2305)

Hon. Wayne Easter (Malpeque, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I en‐
joyed the member's remarks.

Beyond vaccines, how important is it that we take a dual ap‐
proach, getting the vaccines out there and dealing with health, and
putting COVID-19 behind us and being prepared for the future?
What do we need to be doing? Is the government going in the right
direction?

Mr. Francesco Sorbara: Madam Speaker, I thank my colleague,
friend and mentor for that question.

Budget 2021 takes us in this direction. The government has put
out a budget, and we do have to take a dual track. We have to worry
about the health of Canadians, get vaccines into the arms of Cana‐
dians, and at the same we have to focus on recovery and growing
our economy again. That is what we are doing. That is what has
certainly been laid out in budget 2021.
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Mr. John Brassard (Barrie—Innisfil, CPC): Madam Speaker,

even at this late hour it is important to take part in this emergency
debate. I really want to thank the member for Saanich—Gulf Is‐
lands for bringing this to the attention of the Speaker and the
Speaker for ultimately granting this emergency debate. It is an im‐
portant one to have, not just to look back at some of the issues we
have had, but how we can correct those issues as well.

Let me begin by providing some advice to the government right
off the bat. Roberta Place long-term care facility is 10 minutes from
where I am tonight. Many MPs and Canadians came to know about
the crisis at Roberta Place. Seventy-one seniors passed away. Al‐
most the entire staff was infected by one variant of this virus, the
U.K. variant. After 10 months of the staff working so hard to pro‐
vide a ring around Roberta Place, it took one person with the U.K.
variant to come into Roberta Place and that variant effectively be‐
came a firestorm through the building, resulting in many deaths of
seniors and leaving a community devastated and reeling.

Therefore, I have some advice for the government tonight, after
hearing some of the breaking news going on right now about the
new variant, the B.1.617 variant. The B.C. government and health
ministry has indicated there are 39 cases of that new variant, which
means it is already here. We found out earlier today that one case of
that variant was identified in Quebec. My advice to the government
right now, and this cannot wait any longer, given the circumstances
that we went through, is to shut down flights where those variants
have originated.

We hear tonight that France has banned flights from the countries
where that variant is coming from. We hear that the United King‐
dom has banned flights from those countries as well. It is already
here and we need to do everything we can to keep it out for the
sake and safety of Canadians. In the spirit of what the member for
Saanich—Gulf Islands was proposing tonight with respect to solu‐
tions, this is one that the government needs to act on immediately
and take the advice from where it is coming, a community that was
decimated as a result of what happened at Roberta Place, with just
one person bringing that variant in.

The level of anxiety and mental health in the country is palpable.
It certainly is palpable within my community of Barrie—Innisfil.
Not a day goes by when I do not hear from business owners or from
moms who are worried about their children as a result of what has
gone on.

If we are going to move forward and help deal with this crisis,
there are a couple of things we need to focus on in addition to the
very serious issue I brought up right from the start. We need to get
down to the grassroots, the base of truth and facts.

People are exhausted. There has been a lot of confusing informa‐
tion coming from all levels of government. The lines of govern‐
ment have been extremely blurred throughout this process. Whether
it is municipal, provincial or federal, people are looking to govern‐
ment for factual information. People are becoming confused and
that is creating doubt among Canadians as to what the proper
course of action.

Therefore, the one thing I would encourage the government to do
is to be truthful and be factual with Canadians. It is what they need

and it is what they want right now. That means providing informa‐
tion, being open and transparent. There have been several cases
over the course of the last several months, throughout the course of
this pandemic, where we have had to basically scratch, claw, fight
and push and pull for information from the government, whether
regarding the contracts for the vaccines or other issues.
● (2310)

I implore the government to be truthful and factual with Canadi‐
ans when it comes to information as it relates to all aspects of this.
The confusion, which is creating the doubt, is creating the exhaus‐
tion among Canadians right now.

If we go back to the beginning of this crisis, there were several
issues, and we can learn from them. There were medical intelli‐
gence briefings talking about what was happening around the
world, particularly in China, and the early warning system being
shut down. Flights from hot spots were coming into Canada from
areas like Spain and Italy, all dealing with massive outbreaks. I re‐
call being at a joint interparliamentary committee meeting and talk‐
ing about MP flights. There was some concern that if we banned
MP flights, maybe we would scare people into trying to understand
the situation. A lot of the things that have gone need to be correct‐
ed.

To get back to the factual information, there was a lot of confu‐
sion in the beginning as to whether we should wear masks or not
wear masks and that the risk was low. We heard a lot of that coming
from the government as well. We knew back in November that we
would have a serious deficiency with vaccines. We were starting to
understand at the time that the government had put all of its eggs in
the CanSino basket. We were starting to see that the U.K. and the
U.S. were getting vaccines at the time. Flights were going into the
United States and the U.K. with vaccines and they were being high‐
ly publicized, yet Canada did not receive anything until December.
That has been a challenge for us, especially with the evolution of
the variants coming into Canada.

This virus is not going away. It is going to stay with us and that
is adding to the anxiety of Canadians. We need to learn to manage
it much better. We need to mitigate the challenges that exist with
this, and that includes vaccines. We need to ensure there are
enough. Clearly there has not been enough at this point to get us in
a better situation. Yes, it is easy to compare to the United Kingdom
and the United States. When Canadian baseball fans see Texas Sta‐
dium filling up with 40,00 people and we are still in lockdown, that
causes Canadians to question where we are with vaccines.

Rapid testing is another issue. This is how we are going to miti‐
gate this problem, but we have not seen rapid testing to the extent
and degree that we have seen, for example, in the United Kingdom.
I have another phone call tomorrow with a company that is looking
to get rapid tests approved by Health Canada. This has been a chal‐
lenge for many companies in Canada that have provided their prod‐
ucts to Health Canada for approval.

Isolating people, those with underlying health conditions and co‐
morbidities, is critical in managing this crisis as well as contact
tracing. Other countries have done that significantly well. The gov‐
ernment talked about the app, but we do not hear about that any‐
more.
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Those are some of the ideas that the Conservatives have come up

with in order to mitigate this. We cannot continue, by default, to
lock down the Canadian population. The heightened anxiety, the
fear and the mental health crisis happening in the country is really
significant. I know all members of Parliament are dealing with it on
a day in and day out basis as we deal with our constituents.

Therefore, I am asking for what Canadians are demanding of
government, governments at all levels, and that is the truth, honesty
and giving them some hope as to when this crisis may end, because
right now there is not much hope. We hear on the news about these
new variants, vaccine distribution and procurement issues. We hear
about all that stuff and it is adding to the anxiety. By being truthful
and honest with Canadians and letting them know exactly where we
stand, we can provide them with hope.

Finally, we need a plan to reopen the economy soon. We cannot
keep burdening businesses and people employed by those business‐
es, because it is going to add to the anxiety and mental health.

I know this has been said several times, but I want to thank our
front-line workers, health care workers, first responders and others
for really carrying the yoke on this crisis.

● (2315)

Mr. Mark Gerretsen (Kingston and the Islands, Lib.): Madam
Speaker, I am trying to understand this member's position and how
it has changed dramatically. Can he explain to this House why he
voted in favour two or three weeks ago to set up a plan to reopen
our economy immediately? He is now talking about how we need
stricter measures, we need tighter lockdowns and these other
things. The Conservatives are so reactive to everything.

Why did he vote in favour and support an opposition motion to
establish a plan to reopen the economy, when a couple weeks later
he is suddenly so concerned that he is completely backtracking and
insists that we do the exact opposite?

Mr. John Brassard: Madam Speaker, I am going to challenge
the member on that because he is factually wrong. The vote that
was presented to Parliament was for the government to present a
plan for reopening the economy. It was not a plan to reopen it im‐
mediately. Canadians and businesses in particular, and the people
who are employed in those businesses, are looking for that plan.

In terms of shutting things down, I hope he is not confusing my
request right off the top given the experience that happened here in
Barrie with the U.K. variant. I hope he is not confusing that with
shutting everything down. I am talking about doing what the U.K.
and France did which is to ensure that there are no further cases of
this new variant coming into this country. We already know they
are here. There actually is danger involved within our country as a
result of that.

Mr. Alistair MacGregor (Cowichan—Malahat—Langford,
NDP): Madam Speaker, allow me, as a British Columbian, to really
express solidarity with what the people of Ontario are going
through. I have heard the interviews with critical care nurses and
ICU doctors and it is really devastating to hear the strain they are
going through and the incredibly difficult decisions they are having
to make.

My colleague knows the situation in Ontario and I know he has
talked a lot about the vaccines, but that is going to take some time. I
want to know what the federal government can be doing now. If the
situation gets significantly worse in the days and weeks ahead in
Ontario, does he think there might be room for the federal govern‐
ment to actually start declaring that we do have a public welfare
emergency? We could maybe start constructing hospitals and free
up emergency money to provide for paid sick leave. Does he be‐
lieve there might be room for that team Canada approach with a
captain at the helm?

● (2320)

Mr. John Brassard: Madam Speaker, I know that the province
has already started instituting plans. Locally, there have been addi‐
tional settings and buildings that have been built, and that is hap‐
pening right around the province. The province is actually trying to
manage as best it can, with additional facilities, to look after the sit‐
uation.

I know that over the weekend the Prime Minister and some of the
ministers held a press conference putting on their capes and coming
in on their white horses. The challenge is that it is a vaccine short‐
age issue. Even the local chief medical officer of health said today
that there is a vaccine shortage here in our region. His concern is
that there may be a fourth wave coming on top of the third wave we
are currently experiencing. The vaccines will certainly help. The
province is doing its best to get more vaccines into additional hot
spot areas, but we do need vaccines.

Ms. Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Madam
Speaker, moment by moment since this debate started, we have had
confirmation that the B.1.617 double variant from India first started
with one case in Quebec now is confirmed to have 39 additional
cases in British Columbia. In real time, this debate is dealing with
increased threats from the variants.

I will say to him and to all members of this place that we will
make more progress if we do not find blame with each other, but
recognize everyone needs to work together. Our barriers to working
together are baked into things like feeling we must not hurt a
province's feeling and must not hurt a premier's feelings.

Mr. John Brassard: Madam Speaker, in the spirit of what the
member for Saanich—Gulf Islands was intending tonight, I hope I
was able to articulate providing solutions together, which is exactly
what Canadians expect.

To the issue of what is happening in B.C. with 39 cases and one
in Quebec, given our experience in this area, I am trying to provide
the government with an opportunity to act and to act quickly, de‐
spite the fact those variants are here, to further protect Canadians,
which is the intent.

Ms. Nelly Shin (Port Moody—Coquitlam, CPC): Madam
Speaker, it is an honour to rise tonight to speak to the urgent matter
of COVID‑19 as we experience a third wave of the pandemic with
new variants worsening the crisis.
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I stand here tonight with the weight of the frustrations, anxiety,

anger, depression, grief and hopelessness my constituents and
Canadians across our nation are suffering during this daunting hour
in history. It has been 13 months since the pandemic lockdowns be‐
gan, and hospitalizations and ICU admissions are soaring.

The nature of a crisis is that it takes us by surprise. The initial
shock can cause us to panic or become numb, but we must in‐
evitably face the reality of the loss, damage and change and begin
coping with a long-term vision of not only survival, but sustainabil‐
ity. While we cannot fully control the unpredictable, life-threaten‐
ing nature of COVID‑19, we can certainly have control over how
we respond. Surely, with knowledge, foresight and proper planning,
and with the synergy of many strong minds and good hearts coming
together, we can limit the damage of the pandemic on our lives and
our institutions. If we can navigate the pandemic, united with hu‐
mility, honesty and introspection, and commit to making things
right and doing what is right, we can establish the foundation of a
stronger future for Canada.

We are living at a pivotal moment of Canada's history, when pa‐
triotism must govern our actions and selfish motives be snuffed out.
More than ever, we must set aside all agendas and set the best inter‐
ests of the people and our future as our priority.

I would like to thank the member for Saanich—Gulf Islands for
calling us to this debate. In fact, we must move together intelligent‐
ly and humbly to outwit this microscopic organism. Before we can
move together, accountability and integrity must be established,
and the government must take note of where it has fallen short with
honest self-assessment. It must change its trajectory where there are
electorally driven agendas and step up to the call for wise leader‐
ship to save our nation, but that is a decision it has to make.

It has been over a year since the pandemic caused lockdowns
across our country, and we have now defaulted to a third-wave
lockdown. People are traumatized, exhausted and short on hope
from this roller coaster ride. There is a rise in domestic violence
and opioid overdose, and suicide attempts are spiking. Drastic lock‐
down measures have pulverized businesses and industries, and stir
unrest as civil rights continue to be challenged. Families cannot
gather for holidays. Faith communities, which offer solace and
comfort, cannot gather. College students are missing out on the joy
of campus life experiences. The live performance industry has for‐
feited sharing its skills and enriching audiences with its talents. Au‐
diovisual technicians I have spoken with say that the skills and
techniques they have developed over decades like fine wine are be‐
coming dull because they have no shows to work. The pandemic
lockdowns have created serious implications for culture, psycholo‐
gy and human excellence for the sake of saving lives.

The root of the devastation is not the lockdowns themselves, but
the lack of foresight and planning on the part of the government,
which has prolonged the lockdowns and their severity. The collater‐
al damage from severe lockdowns could have been lessened had the
government been more pre-emptive along the way with better pro‐
curement of rapid testing and vaccines to protect Canadians and
safely work our way to reopening Canada.

During the time I have been serving as a member of the 43rd
Parliament, I have come to see how the current government oper‐

ates. Rather than working collaboratively with the opposition par‐
ties, it has been busy proroguing Parliament to shut down investiga‐
tions into its WE scandal and delaying procurement of PPE, rapid
testing and vaccines, while putting together an election budget that
does not address the need for adequate health care funding support
to the provinces, but gives a tremendous amount of spending with
no viable plan for job creation and economic growth. These are
things that give us hope.

The member for Cariboo—Prince George introduced a three-dig‐
it national suicide prevention hotline, but the government has not
moved on it despite the spike in suicide numbers.

● (2325)

South of the border, our neighbours are vaccinated and that is
why cases and hospitalizations are dropping. Their businesses are
opening and their patios are busy as fans gather to watch in-person
sports and games.

If Canadians had been vaccinated in January and February, we
could have prevented a third wave, but by the end of February, only
4% of Canadians had received their first shot, and to date only 2%
of Canadians are fully vaccinated.

Our current situation was avoidable. Could this third wave have
been avoided had the government done things differently? The
health minister allowed our pandemic early warning system to be
shut down just months before COVID-19 hit. The Prime Minister
sent hundreds of thousands of masks, gloves and gowns from the
government's own reserves to China, and a month later our own
health care professionals were lacking and told to economize on
their PPE. The borders were not shut early enough, and the virus
spread. The Prime Minister could not decide whether Canadians
should wear masks, and the health minister purported that the risk
was low.

COVID-19 response benefits rolled out slowly and took months
to fix, after Conservatives and other opposition parties raised con‐
cerns and offered productive solutions to help Canadians. Now we
are behind our allies in securing future COVID-19 vaccines. We
should not be turning to plans that were made for poorer countries
to access our vaccines. When the House of Commons summons the
contracts that were ordered to be released on procurement and it is
not done, then accountability is questioned.

Tonight I do not say these things to condemn the government or
stir up more scrutiny, because I believe we are in a time when there
is a great opportunity to change the trajectory if we can only be
honest and humble enough to assess our shortcomings.
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If there is anything this season is teaching us, it is to have better

care for our fellow humans. With the exposure of injustices and
vulnerabilities in our society, from gender-based violence like do‐
mestic violence, to racist hate crimes with the recent spike in anti-
Asian hate crimes, to sexual misconduct in the military that we are
looking into right now, we have an opportunity to drain the swamp.
There is no time like now to get to the root of our culture and make
things better.

I hope accountability will lead the way, because without it, ev‐
erything else is merely optics and lip service. Canadians deserve
better. Our democratic institutions, which our veterans and fallen
heroes have fought for, deserve better. I hope that we can focus
more on legislating things that will give Canadians more hope, and
that as politicians we will break the curse and the cycle of the long-
standing history of “corrupt politician” and actually give thought to
caring for the people. I did not struggle through my life to be here
to do things for electoral reasons. I came here to serve the people of
Canada and my constituents.

That was the heart of many people who came here originally, but
somehow politics has led them astray, in the wrong directions for
different reasons, and I want to encourage the government and all
colleagues across all aisles to let this moment be a turning point for
Canada's Parliament, that in this moment of crisis when Canadians
need us the most, we will do the right thing, even if it costs us a few
inconveniences.
● (2330)

Ms. Jennifer O'Connell (Parliamentary Secretary to the Min‐
ister of Health, Lib.): Madam Speaker, what we must also remem‐
ber in this chamber is truth and honesty, of which there was a lot
lacking in that speech. While I am on that, the member referred to
the U.K. and said that vaccinations would have prevented all these
lockdowns. However, the Prime Minister of the United Kingdom
actually acknowledged that, when they saw cases increasing in the
third wave, it was lockdowns and strict public health measures that
allowed them to continue to vaccinate and allowed the vaccinations
to do their work.

Weeks ago, members opposite moved and supported motions to
open up the economy and ignore public health, just open everything
up. In addition, the health critic for the Conservatives wanted us to
remove our strict quarantine measures at the border for people en‐
tering this country and applauded those who challenge those mea‐
sures in court.

Would the member please let us know if she still supports remov‐
ing the border measures and lifting all restrictions despite public
health being against it?

Ms. Nelly Shin: Madam Speaker, I would like to thank the mem‐
ber opposite for her question, but my head is kind of spinning, be‐
cause I cannot seem to extract the truth in what she is saying. I do
not think I made reference to the U.K., first of all. I was talking
about the U.S., south of the border.

However, to answer the question, absolutely not, and there needs
to be a safe process to recover the economy and opening Canada.
Lockdowns are there to protect people, but if vaccines were in
place, and enough of them, then these lockdowns would not have to
be so severe. These drastic measures, which have had a huge men‐

tal health toll on so many people, would not have to be so severe.
We have to factor those in. When I talk about foresight and having
a long-term, sustainable vision on how to handle crises, that is ex‐
actly what I am referring to.

Mr. Richard Cannings (South Okanagan—West Kootenay,
NDP): Madam Speaker, I would like to thank my colleague, the
member for Port Moody—Coquitlam, for her speech. They were
very heartfelt words.

In our province of British Columbia, it is clear that the most im‐
portant place for transmission is in the workplace, and everywhere
it is low-income workers who are most affected. They have to go to
work or they lose pay, because they do not have paid sick leave.

Does the member not think that the first thing we should do is
bring in real, effective, paid sick leave across Canada so that sick
workers stay at home where they want to be and where we want
them to be?

● (2335)

Ms. Nelly Shin: Madam Speaker, I appreciate my colleague. I
always enjoy his questions and the work that he is doing.

I believe for that workers who are unable to make a livelihood
right now because they are sick or whether it is anything else that
makes them vulnerable, this is a time when we need to provide sup‐
port in real time, otherwise it means nothing. In terms of support
for workers who are sick, absolutely, we need to respond to them
and help them.

Ms. Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Madam
Speaker, I thank the member for Port Moody—Coquitlam. Howev‐
er, I think the member inadvertently used the word “corrupt” in re‐
lation to people in the House.

I want to maybe not ask a question but just put a comment.

I am concerned that we are not doing what we should do as a na‐
tion to protect our population. I firmly believe that it is not the fault
of any one political party, certainly not the fault of any one politi‐
cian and has nothing whatsoever to do with corruption. I believe it
is deeply rooted in the notion of federation where fear of offending
a province is overriding what should be leadership to protect lives.

I do not know if the member has any comments on that, but that
is my comment.

Ms. Nelly Shin: Madam Speaker, I thank the member for raising
this debate tonight.

I think that corruption at the core has to do with the lack of moral
integrity and can be in the form of not owning up to that moral
courage to do what is right. That is how I look at corruption.
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Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Parliamentary Secretary to the Presi‐

dent of the Queen’s Privy Council for Canada and Minister of
Intergovernmental Affairs and to the Leader of the Govern‐
ment in the House of Commons, Lib.): Madam Speaker, I will be
sharing my time with my good friend, the member for Hull—
Aylmer.

I first want to thank the health care workers and essential work‐
ers who have made life so much better for the rest of us because of
their sense of commitment to be there in a very difficult time in our
history. I would also like to extend my condolences to those who
have lost a loved one because of the coronavirus.

Our constituents want us to work together and do whatever we
can to battle COVID-19. When I think of solutions, two things
come to my mind. We need to respond to the needs of our
provinces. When provinces come to Ottawa, we need to respond in
the very best way that we can. We also need to encourage people to
continue to do the right thing and to get vaccinated.

We have learned a great deal through this process, such as physi‐
cal distancing, wearing a mask, washing our hands. We understand
the importance of a local manufacturing capacity. We need to re‐
view what has taken place over the last number of months. These
are all very important aspects and I suspect they will be given the
time that is necessary with respect to the people who make these
critical decisions, whether it is the Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Health, who is with this evening; or the Minister of
Health; or other ministers; or the Prime Minister and so many oth‐
ers on all sides of the House who are trying to contribute positively
to combatting the coronavirus, a virus that has killed, a virus that
has caused so much damage to our society both from a social and
an economic point of view.

We indicated at the very beginning that our first priority would
be to have the backs of Canadians. That was stated by the Prime
Minister long ago. We took a team Canada approach to develop
programs that have helped millions of Canadians in every region of
our riding. I believe the most successful program of them all is the
CERB, which has helped well over eight million people. I could
talk about how we supported small businesses through the emer‐
gency wage subsidy program, the emergency rent subsidy program,
the credit availability program. I could talk about how we listened
to people with disabilities, our seniors and helped them with one-
time payments.

We recognized from the beginning the importance of the national
government working with provinces and territories and indigenous
leaders. I could cite, for example, the provincial restart program, a
program that invested billions of dollars in provinces so we could
be in a better position.

The government has been open from day one to ideas and solu‐
tions, ideas that would modify programs that we had put in place
from scratch; they did not exist before. The government has been
there in a very real and tangible way. Canadians have learned a
great deal as has the government. We continue to work with those
who want to work with the national government and even those
who might be reluctant.

I think of the return to school program, ensuring school divisions
had financial support as well as many other organizations, non-
profits, charitable and so on. The government has been there in a
very tangible way, protecting industries, whether it is aerospace or
agriculture.

● (2340)

We have a plan and we have been administering the plan. One
would have to be blind not to recognize that. About 44 million dos‐
es of vaccine will be in Canada before the end of June. The popula‐
tion of Canada is 37.5 million.

I am concerned about the approach from the Conservatives, our
official opposition. It has changed. It is not what it was before mid-
June. The Conservative opposition began to shift its approach in
dealing with the coronavirus back in the summer. It did this big
time, and I can cite examples. I could even give a very good exam‐
ple from today. I want to do that, because I think it illustrates the
real agenda of the official opposition.

Here is something that was said earlier today by the member for
Brandon—Souris:

The Government of Manitoba has already signed a contract with one of the
Canadian pharmaceutical companies and they just announced a deal with North
Dakota to get our truck drivers vaccinated. I applaud those actions as it is clear that
they cannot wait for the Liberal vaccine portfolio to be delivered sometime down
the road.

What was the member's purpose in making that statement?

Let us think about what other Conservatives have been saying
this evening. One Conservative said the government needs to have
truth and honesty in what it is saying. I suggest that, at the very
least, there is a lot of misleading taking place, and it is coming from
the official opposition.

Let us look again at the statement made by the member for Bran‐
don—Souris. He is not the only member who, on this specific issue
regarding Manitoba, is trying to mislead Manitobans and possibly
Canadians. He is trying to give the impression that because Manito‐
ba does not have vaccine doses, the premier had to go to North
Dakota to get more vaccines to support long-haul truck drivers who
are going into the United States.

I will read from an article that came out April 1 in the Winnipeg
Free Press. It is from Tom Brodbeck, a reporter who is fairly well
respected. His editorial comment says:

The province has received 248,180 doses of vaccine (all of which it's had since
March 26) and has administered 199,322 of them.... The province still has an inven‐
tory of almost 50,000 doses, an amount that is expected to soar with the arrival of
more shipments this week.

Earlier today I was told that Manitoba had somewhere in the
neighbourhood of 350,000 doses, yet well over 100,000 doses have
not been used. The article that I read said 150,000.
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The Conservatives use that to try to give a false impression that

Ottawa is not getting the doses out. They say that something like
2% of people have received a double dose. Let us listen to what the
health care experts are saying and let us stay away from the Conser‐
vative opposition. We know what is most effective. The provinces
are administering vaccines, and they realize that the most effective
way of protecting the population is to get the first dose out. The
provinces know that. The Conservatives also understand that, but
they choose to intentionally try to give an impression that 2% of the
population has been covered.

I could cite many different examples, from over the last number
of months, where the Conservatives have intentionally tried to mis‐
represent the reality. It is as if they are in full campaign mode and
do not really care about what is actually happening in our commu‐
nities. It is time for them to stop thinking about the election and
start getting back to where they were in April, May and June 2020,
when there was a whole lot more co-operation and the idea that the
Conservatives could actually contribute, as opposed to being so
partisan—
● (2345)

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès): I
have to interrupt the hon. parliamentary secretary to give way to
questions and comments.

The hon. member for Pitt Meadows—Maple Ridge.
Mr. Marc Dalton (Pitt Meadows—Maple Ridge, CPC):

Madam Speaker, it is interesting that the parliamentary secretary
refers to the middle of last June about the opposition to the Liberals
as far as their COVID response. It was around this time that the
CanSino agreement was being made with China, and that led to the
problems we are facing today.

Does the parliamentary secretary not recognize that the incompe‐
tence of the Liberals has led to a big delay on vaccinations, which
is impacting us today and costing lives and causing a lockdown?
The Liberals have, by their choices, started to procure later on.
Does the member not recognize that this third wave rests upon the
Liberals, not on the provinces and not on the opposition? Will he
and the Liberals not take responsibility for this?

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Madam Speaker, wanting to be parlia‐
mentary in my language, that is garbage, absolute total garbage.

The Conservatives try to say it is because we were trying to get a
deal with China. We had seven other agreements. There were nego‐
tiations that were taking place with other companies. The member
cannot tell me of another country in the G7 or the G20, outside of
the U.S. and the U.K., that has more doses on the basis of 100.
Canada is doing exceptionally well in comparison.

To try to give an impression that everything was on hold because
of something that went bad in China is just wrong because there
were negotiations that were taking place with a large number of
companies. Canada, as a result, is in an excellent position to ensure
that Canadians will in fact get the vaccination, and we are doing su‐
perbly by working with provinces today in getting them, not only—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès):
The hon. member for South Okanagan—West Kootenay.

Mr. Richard Cannings (South Okanagan—West Kootenay,
NDP): Madam Speaker, I would like to continue on with that line
of questioning about vaccines because it is clear that we would
have been ahead of the game, we would have had vaccines sooner,
had we the ability to make those vaccines here in Canada as we
once did. We had a Crown corporation.

Why does the government not take this golden opportunity and
create a publicly owned Crown corporation whose sole task is to
make vaccines and other critical pharmaceuticals for Canadians, as
we once had with Connaught Labs?

Let us do that again so we would never be in this position again,
and we would not have to negotiate with anybody. He can talk
about how many companies we have negotiated with. Let us have a
company of our own that can do this for Canadians so we are never
caught in this situation again.

● (2350)

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Madam Speaker, making sure that
Canada has manufacturing capability is an excellent idea. This is
something that, months ago, we actually supported by investing
hundreds of millions of dollars, if not directly then indirectly, to en‐
sure that is exactly what is going to happen. We have lost that ca‐
pacity and we are restoring that capacity and we are committed to
doing so. I appreciate the question.

Ms. Elizabeth May (Saanich—Gulf Islands, GP): Madam
Speaker, just as a point of small personal record, I will get my vac‐
cine on April 29. That is the first available date for someone 66
years old, in this province, and that is why I did not come to Ottawa
for the budget.

Is the government open to the idea of pulling together a high-lev‐
el group of our public health experts, our scientists, our epidemiolo‐
gists and asking them this point-blank question: Should this country
shift our focus to get to zero COVID as opposed to letting it live
among us for longer?

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Madam Speaker, I am glad the member
is going to be getting her vaccination and I am sure she will get a
lot of attention. I hope she gets a lot of attention as members of Par‐
liament are leaders within our community. I get mine on May 3 at
the RBC Convention Centre downtown, and I am going to encour‐
age my constituents, as I know the former leader of the Green Party
will do likewise.

The one thing I am not is a health expert. Recognizing that, I—

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès): On
that note, we have to resume debate.

The hon. Parliamentary Secretary to the President of the Trea‐
sury Board.
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[Translation]

Mr. Greg Fergus (Parliamentary Secretary to the Prime Min‐
ister, to the President of the Treasury Board and to the Minister
of Digital Government, Lib.): Madam Speaker, it is unfortunate
that we could not hear the last part of the response by the Parlia‐
mentary Secretary to the President of the Queen’s Privy Council for
Canada and Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs and to the Lead‐
er of the Government in the House of Commons.

In the time allotted to me, I would like to start by congratulating
the member for Saanich—Gulf Islands on convincing the Chair to
agree to this emergency debate about the third wave of viral infec‐
tion. The member challenged us to hold a debate that would enable
parliamentarians to work together. That is very important. Howev‐
er, I have to admit that, over the course of tonight's debate, I did
come to wonder what had happened.

At the start of the pandemic, there was a wonderful and ad‐
mirable desire on the part of all parties to work together. We were
in a crisis, and it was crucial that everyone contribute to helping
Canadians.

I was looking for an example of that wonderful collaboration to
share, and it is funny how we can sometimes miss what is right in
front of us or even right under our noses. I actually have a really
great example to share from the Parliamentary Black Caucus. For
almost a year now, this caucus of members of all political parties
has been meeting to promote the interests of Black Canadians and
to fight anti-Black and systemic racism.

We had a meeting again this evening. Members of all parties left
partisanship at the door to discuss how to promote the interests of
Black Canadians. The link between this example and the current
debate is that cultural communities and racialized groups are more
vaccine-hesitant, as we can see when we break down the data for
Canada.

Two other observations must be made. The first is that these
groups are overrepresented among victims of this virus. The reason

they are more likely to die of it is that they are often essential work‐
ers. They are working in long-term care centres or in hospitals, on
the front lines, making sure the rest of society is protected. They are
on the front lines of the fight against the coronavirus. They are the
most vulnerable.

● (2355)

It is so important that we set partisanship aside in order to protect
the people who are helping maintain the appearance of a function‐
ing society during the pandemic.

This means that we all have a greater duty to be more account‐
able in our words, in the statistics we quote, in the advice and
guidelines that our health authorities offer us. As members of Par‐
liament, we have a responsibility to share this information and to
give Canadians the facts. We do not want to scare them, cause pan‐
ic, promote a point of view, be partisan or present facts selectively.

At this time, it is true that between 2.5% and 2.8% of Canadians
have received both doses of the vaccine, so they are completely
protected from the virus. This is true, and it is safe to say it. How‐
ever, that is just one small part of the story. The other part, which is
just as important if not more relevant, is that as of April 21, 25.9%
of Canadians have received at least one dose of vaccine. We now
rank third among G20 and G7 countries. That is a record. A more—

● (2400)

The Assistant Deputy Speaker (Mrs. Alexandra Mendès): I
thank the hon. parliamentary secretary for his speech, but, it being
midnight, unfortunately, the debate must end there.

[English]

It being midnight, I declare the motion carried. Accordingly, this
House stands adjourned until later this day at 10 a.m., pursuant to
Standing Order 24(1).

(The House adjourned at 12 a.m.)
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