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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Friday, November 26, 2021

The House met at 10 a.m.

 

Prayer

● (1005)

[English]

VIRTUAL PARTICIPATION IN HYBRID SITTINGS
The Deputy Speaker: In light of the special order that was

agreed to by the House yesterday, I would like to take the opportu‐
nity to share some of the best practices for participating in the pro‐
ceedings remotely.

Members are responsible for ensuring that their Internet connec‐
tion and audio quality are strong to allow them to participate. A
wired connection is more reliable than Wi-Fi, and using a computer
provided by the House is a better option than using a tablet or cell‐
phone. Using a headset with an integrated microphone will ensure
the best sound quality, which is essential for allowing our inter‐
preters to do their work safely. If you have not been provided a
headset, please let our IT team know.
[Translation]

If there is a problem with a member’s audio or video feed during
their intervention, the Chair will interrupt the proceedings momen‐
tarily while the technical issue is being addressed. If the member is
unable to start or resume the intervention fairly quickly, debate will
continue by proceeding to the next member on the rotation list un‐
less there is agreement to accommodate the member having the
technical trouble.

To avoid such situations and allow the House administration to
provide the necessary assistance, I remind members participating
by videoconference to connect well in advance of their scheduled
intervention.
[English]

The Chair wishes to remind members that virtual sittings are an
extension of the proceedings of the House and that their conduct
must respect our rules and practices, even if they are participating
remotely. As soon as a member connects to a virtual sitting and
opens their camera, they are considered to be, for all intents and
purposes, in the House.

The dress code remains the same as for members participating in
person. The prohibition against using props also applies, and mem‐
bers should ensure that they use a neutral background. Members are

not to take screenshots of the proceedings, just as members in the
House cannot take photos.

[Translation]

Members should keep their microphone turned off unless they
have been recognized by the Chair. Turning on their microphone to
interrupt a member who has been properly recognized is not appro‐
priate, as this interrupts both the audio and video feed. I thank
members for their co-operation and remind them that the IT support
team is available to assist with any technical issues they may have.

GOVERNMENT ORDERS

[English]

AN ACT TO PROVIDE FURTHER SUPPORT IN RESPONSE
TO COVID-19

Hon. Randy Boissonnault (for the Deputy Prime Minister
and Minister of Finance) moved that Bill C-2, An Act to provide
further support in response to COVID-19, be read the second time
and referred to a committee.

He said: Mr. Speaker, is it ever good to be back here.

It is my pleasure to rise in the House to discuss Bill C-2, an act to
provide further support in response to COVID-19. However, before
I get into the substance of Bill C-2, I would like to say a few words
of thanks to the residents of Edmonton Centre for once again giving
me the great honour of representing them in this chamber. I also
want to offer my love and deep thanks to my partner David, to my
family and friends and to the countless volunteers who made today
possible. Serving Edmontonians, serving the city I love, is the sin‐
gle greatest honour of my life. My remarkable community, on the
banks of North Saskatchewan River, is back at the table here in Ot‐
tawa.
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I would like to take the chamber back in time to a moment in

2020 and the beginning of the global pandemic. Canadians were
asked to take unprecedented actions to keep each other safe, forgo‐
ing celebrating life's milestones, forgoing time together with family,
forgoing so many of the things that bring joy to each of our lives.
We saw frontline workers answer the call of duty, doing double and
triple shifts to support our society and keep people safe. We faced
an emergency that required widespread lockdowns, threatened mil‐
lions of Canadians' ability to work and put at risk hundreds of thou‐
sands of businesses.

To respond to this unprecedented moment, our government took
unprecedented action. Under the leadership of the Prime Minister,
and thanks to the collective efforts of so many, we worked tirelessly
to put in place a comprehensive suite of measures to support Cana‐
dian workers and businesses. Our income, wage and rent support
programs kept households afloat, kept millions of Canadians in
their jobs and allowed hundreds of thousands of businesses to keep
going through the darkest days of the pandemic.

These are not just empty numbers. These are real people who
were able to put food on their tables and real businesses that kept
their doors open. It is the woman I met door knocking back in Ed‐
monton during the election campaign who told me to look at the
three houses to the left of hers, the three houses to the right and her
own home. She said that if it were not for the government supports,
the whole block might have lost their homes. It is the Credo Coffee
shop on 124 Street, with two other locations, run by Geoff, Andrew
and the team. They have been able to continue to provide incredible
service and “caffeinations” to Edmontonians, including their mem‐
ber of Parliament.

Thanks to the hard work and sacrifices of Canadians and our
health care workers, we are now seeing better days. Vaccination
rates are high, approaching 80% of eligible Canadians; children are
beginning to get their doses; grandparents are getting boosters; and
our health care system is finding more and more ways to treat the
virus. Schools are back in session and businesses across the country
are reopening. Canada has now recovered 101% of the jobs lost in
the depths of the COVID-19 recession, compared with just 81% in
the United States. I want to applaud the work of my friend and col‐
league, the Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of Finance, whose
stewardship of our economy has put hope back on the horizon for
so many Canadians. In short, our government took action, and it
worked.

However, we also understand that there are some sectors of the
economy that continue to need support. With the public health situ‐
ation still unpredictable, we need to make sure there are targeted
supports that enable Canadians to continue to take the necessary
precautions to save lives, including necessary public health restric‐
tions that limit some economic activity. The time has come to adapt
federal support measures to these new and improved circumstances.
These were temporary emergency measures and were always meant
to be just that: for emergencies.
● (1010)

[Translation]

Bill C‑2 will therefore make it possible for the government to
implement targeted measures to support those who still need help.

[English]

As parliamentarians, we have a duty once again to take action
and deliver important targeted support measures that will ensure
Canadian workers and businesses that have not yet been fully able
to recover from the impacts of COVID-19 have the support they
need. Bill C-2 would do just that.

[Translation]

Like the measures for businesses, the assistance programs for
Canadians will be targeted to meet the needs of those who still need
help. We see that the fourth wave of the pandemic is hitting some
regions of the country extra hard. It is still possible that public
health officials will impose new temporary lockdowns in some re‐
gions in the coming weeks or months.

We are therefore proposing to immediately implement a program
on which Canadians can depend should the need arise.

[English]

This new proposed program is the Canada worker lockdown ben‐
efit. As the Canada recovery benefit has done, this new targeted
program would provide $300 a week in income support to eligible
workers. It would snap into action to support employees unable to
work because of a local lockdown any time until May 2022, and el‐
igible workers would be able to access it retroactively to October
24. The program would be available to workers who do not qualify
for employment insurance and also to those who do qualify, provid‐
ed they are not receiving EI benefits for that same period.

That is one way we are helping, but we know that Canadians
may also need continued support from the Canada recovery sick‐
ness benefit and the Canada recovery caregiving benefit, because
we all need to protect ourselves and our family, friends and co-
workers by staying home when we are sick. Furthermore, many
children still cannot be vaccinated and are therefore particularly
vulnerable, which means parents need to be able to stay home to
take care of them.

[Translation]

That is why we want to extend the Canada recovery sickness
benefit and the Canada recovery caregiving benefit until May 7,
2022. Bill C‑2 will also increase the maximum duration of these
benefits by two weeks.
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● (1015)

[English]

We know that what Canadians want most are good jobs, so we
need to make sure Canadian businesses, especially small business‐
es, have the support they need.

This bill would extend the Canada recovery hiring program until
May 7, 2022, at an increased 50% subsidy rate. This would encour‐
age businesses to continue to rehire workers, increase their hours
and create the additional jobs Canada needs for a full recovery from
the COVID-19 recession.
[Translation]

That said, the government is aware that some businesses are un‐
able to resume all their activities and create those jobs because of
the public health measures that, as I said, are necessary to protect
Canadians.

We are therefore proposing two new support programs targeting
specific types of businesses in order to promote economic recovery.
In both cases, the businesses must show that they experienced sig‐
nificant revenue declines during the first 12 months of the pandem‐
ic as well as the current month.

I will start with the tourism and hospitality recovery program,
which will help hotels, restaurants and travel agencies still grap‐
pling with public health restrictions and the fact that people are
travelling less because of the measures in place.

The Canada emergency wage subsidy and Canada emergency
rent subsidy rate for these businesses will be 40% for those with a
current-month revenue loss of 40%. The rate can go as high as 75%
depending on revenue loss.
[English]

On that subject, allow me to pause for a few moments on what
this means for our tourism sector. Since taking on the role of Minis‐
ter of Tourism and Associate Minister of Finance, I have been
moved by the passion and pride of those in the tourism sector for
the work they do. As a former business owner, I too have felt that
passion and pride and know the anxiety and heartache that comes
when a person's life's work is placed in jeopardy by forces beyond
their control.

These tourism businesses, these tour operators, are the people
who tell our story to the world. They make possible the memorable
experiences people carry with them for the rest of their lives.

However, this incredible industry was dealt a body blow by the
global pandemic. In 2020, revenues declined almost 50%,
from $104.4 billion to $53.4 billion, and jobs directly attributable to
tourism decreased 41%, from 692,000 to 409,000, in the same peri‐
od. Revenue projections for summer 2021 are expected to be about
half of summer 2019 revenues.

However, even with these challenges, Canada's tourism sector is
moving forward and our whole government recognizes the vital
role that tourism plays in providing employment and opportunities
for small and medium-sized businesses, and further fuelling eco‐
nomic growth. In short, the Canadian economy will not fully recov‐
er until the tourism sector recovers.

With government support, businesses in this sector are starting to
get ready to welcome Canadians back to experience the great places
and activities this country has to offer. This support includes the
measures introduced in budget 2021 to support the tourism sector,
totalling $1 billion over three years.

This included $500 million over two years flowing through the
regional development agencies to help our hard-hit tourism busi‐
nesses adapt their products and services and invest in future
growth. It also included $200 million through the regional develop‐
ment agencies to support them and help ensure Canada continues to
draw millions of visitors from all over the world to our large arts
and cultural festivals and major events. This has ensured that they
can continue to celebrate Canada's artistic excellence and unique
character. To draw visitors to our smaller local festivals and events,
as part of this package Canadian Heritage also received $200 mil‐
lion.

While the country is opening up, the organizations that host artis‐
tic, heritage and sport events and exhibits have been among the
hardest hit during the pandemic and many Canadian artists and cul‐
tural workers have struggled to find work. With reduced revenues,
many heritage, arts and sports organizations run the risk of not sur‐
viving through to the other side of the pandemic without additional
support. We promised our tourism sector we would get it through to
the end of this pandemic. With this suite of measures and the new
supports contained in Bill C-2, we have delivered.

The other program we are proposing is the hardest-hit business
recovery program. It would be available to employers in all sectors
who have faced deep and enduring losses. The wage and rent sub‐
sidy rate in this case would start at 10% for applicants experiencing
a 50% current period revenue loss. It would increase to a maximum
of 50% for those with a current period revenue decline of 75% or
higher.

In addition, we are proposing a new local lockdown program that
would provide rent and wage support of up to 75% for organiza‐
tions that face temporary local lockdowns and experience current
month revenue losses above 40%. Support through these programs
would be available from October 24, 2021, to May 7 of next year.
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Fighting COVID-19, and the lockdowns it required to save lives,

demanded historic government spending in Canada and around the
world. It was a historic crisis, and Canadians supported that ex‐
traordinary spending because they understood that it was not only
the compassionate thing to do, but the economically smart thing to
do.

Our government delivered the economic support that has pre‐
vented the sort of economic scarring that followed the 2008 reces‐
sion, and that would have done permanent damage to our economy
and to our communities. Most importantly, these investments in our
country saved lives. Today, more targeted support is required. We
must adapt to provide help where it is needed, while also prudently
and carefully managing government spending.

● (1020)

[Translation]

The measures in this bill will support Canadians and businesses
still feeling the effects of the pandemic.

[English]

Together we have led much of our economy through the worst of
this pandemic. Our actions have made it possible for our businesses
to survive this once-in-a-century crisis. We have come so far and
now we need to get the job done. This difficult journey is approach‐
ing its final mile. I call on all members to support this vital legisla‐
tion and get our tourism and hardest-hit sectors home safe.

[Translation]

Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie (Joliette, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I want to
congratulate you on your appointment. I also want to congratulate
the Minister of Tourism and Associate Minister of Finance on his
re-election. It is a pleasure to see him in the House, for he is always
cheerful and makes himself available to opposition members.

We in the Bloc Québécois believe that targeted and predictable
measures are needed, as the minister said, and that is what we find
in Bill C‑2. However, support measures for self-employed workers,
particularly in the cultural sector, are conspicuously absent from
this bill.

What measures does the government plan to introduce for self-
employed workers in the cultural sector?

Hon. Randy Boissonnault: Mr. Speaker, I thank my hon. col‐
league for his question and for his unwavering support for the cul‐
tural sector. My door is always open, and I would be very happy to
discuss this issue with him.

I would remind the House that I had the immense honour of serv‐
ing as Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Canadian Heritage
in 2015 and 2016. I really appreciated the hard work of the cultural
sector and the fact that it accounts for 3.5% of our GDP and em‐
ploys over 600,000 people.

This government is here for self-employed workers in the cultur‐
al sector. We must be there for the workers and for the businesses.
We are committed to supporting these employees and we will con‐
tinue to do so.

[English]

Mr. Eric Melillo (Kenora, CPC): Mr. Speaker, congratulations
on your position. As well, I would like to offer my congratulations
to the hon. minister not only on his appointment, but also for his
election. I am looking forward to working with him for the first
time in this upcoming Parliament.

I appreciate a lot of what the minister had to say about tourism,
considering that northern Ontario is home to many tourist operators
and tourism is a big part of our economy. I do not have a question
for the member, but some comments I am curious to get his
thoughts on. When I talked to the tourist outfitters and small busi‐
nesses in my riding, more than anything they told me that they do
not necessarily need government money, but for the government to
give them the opportunity to thrive, to look at opportunities to make
travel easier not only for Canadians but also for those coming in in‐
ternationally, and to do what it can to ensure that, come the summer
season, businesses will be able to operate and make the money they
did prior to COVID.

● (1025)

Hon. Randy Boissonnault: Mr. Speaker, I too look forward to
working with my hon. colleague across the way to determine how
we can boost tourism in northern Ontario and across the country.
Several factors are facing us right now as a country: welcoming
people to our shores in a way that is safe for Canadians and the
travelling public, making sure Canadians feel safe and are safe trav‐
elling within our own country, making sure that we can use the sup‐
ports in Bill C-2 to help the people the hon. member spoke of
bridge this winter season, which we hope is the last mile of getting
tourism-based businesses through the global pandemic, and wel‐
coming more Canadians to these businesses as well as more people
from around the world to Canada.

We are one of the safest jurisdictions in the world to travel to,
and that is a pathway we will continue to pursue.

Mr. Daniel Blaikie (Elmwood—Transcona, NDP): Mr. Speak‐
er, when he was talking about the Canada worker lockdown benefit,
the minister made the point that it is retroactive to October 23. One
of the concerns the New Democrats have about that benefit is that
the definition of a lockdown order seems far too restrictive. Our
concern is that it may not in fact apply in many cases.

My question for the minister is this. In what regions will workers
be eligible to apply retroactively for the Canada worker lockdown
benefit for the period between October 23 and the present day?
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Hon. Randy Boissonnault: Mr. Speaker, I respect the finance

critic for his long service in the House. I can say that we will work
closely with the regions of health across the country to make sure
that if a lockdown is imposed these benefits would be triggered. We
in the federal government are not going to dictate to public health
sector units how they impose lockdown criteria. That is a champ de
compétence for provincial jurisdictions. We need to make sure that
when a lockdown is put into place the benefit would be retroactive
to that time. Not seeing any such lockdowns in place right now, that
benefit would not trigger, so this is a future-forward program. Once
the House passes it, should a lockdown take place, those benefits
would flow.

Hon. Judy A. Sgro (Humber River—Black Creek, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, congratulations. I also want to congratulate my hon. col‐
league on a hard-fought election and most importantly on his new
posting.

I represent one particular travel agency in Toronto: Islington
Travel Agencies. It is a small agency. It had six people working
there. The sole owner has kept it open for the last two years. She is
the one who is operating it, trying to keep her head above water and
move forward.

How is this piece of legislation going to help small travel agen‐
cies like that?

Hon. Randy Boissonnault: Mr. Speaker, if I may say, having
watched the hon. member's performance in the House over many
distinguished years, it is an honour to serve in the House with her
again.

This is a suite of services that is designed to focus on the hardest
hit sectors. In this case, it is the tourism sector. For small incorpo‐
rated businesses that are doing their level best to make it through to
the end of the pandemic, this suite of services will address their is‐
sues should they have seen a 40% or greater reduction from the be‐
ginning of the pandemic and a 10% reduction in revenue from the
previous month. We are looking at other parts of the ecosystem to
see if we can respond, as well.

We have heard from the travel agents in the hon. member's rid‐
ing, and we will continue to make sure that supports are there for
them.

Mrs. Cathay Wagantall (Yorkton—Melville, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, it is good to see you in the chair. As well, congratulations
to the minister.

I would love to see the lockdown benefits go where they need to
go: directly to the people who truly need them. My concern is that,
with the CERB, the CRA and EI shut down the software protec‐
tions that made sure we were tracking funding to make sure it was
not going where it should not. That ended up leading to significant
theft of Canadian taxpayers' money.

Could the minister assure us that the government is putting those
systems back in place, so that this funding would be handled ethi‐
cally?

● (1030)

Hon. Randy Boissonnault: Mr. Speaker, I thank the hon. mem‐
ber for the question and for putting her finger on this important is‐
sue.

When the pandemic hit, it was incumbent on the government to
get money to the people who needed it the most, as quickly as pos‐
sible. The government made heroic efforts to do exactly that. The
introduction of the CERB helped more than eight million Canadi‐
ans put food on the table and keep a roof over their heads.

We know that this continues to be a difficult time for many. We
will continue to be there for Canadians. As it pertains to those
Canadians who were entitled to the CERB, that is a matter that is
being worked through with colleagues. We look forward to inform‐
ing the House of our work on that matter in due course.

[Translation]

Mr. Maxime Blanchette-Joncas (Rimouski-Neigette—Témis‐
couata—Les Basques, BQ): Mr. Speaker, first I want to congratu‐
late you on your election.

As I rise in the House for the first time in the 44th Parliament, I
want to take this opportunity to sincerely thank my constituents in
Rimouski-Neigette—Témiscouata—Les Basques from the bottom
of my heart for putting their trust in me a second time.

In the last Parliament I was the tourism critic for the Bloc
Québécois. One word that has stayed with me from my interactions
with people in the tourism industry is the word predictability.

This bill takes us to the month of July. As hon. members know,
July is the next big tourist season for this industry.

I would ask my colleague whether it is possible to make the sup‐
port for the tourism industry more predictable and to keep it in
place until all health measures have been lifted.

Hon. Randy Boissonnault: Mr. Speaker, I congratulate my hon.
colleague on his second term.

As far as predictability is concerned, as a former business owner,
I know the value of predictability. It is important to note in Bill C‑2
that we want to support businesses until the spring and even into
July. We are sure that with the vaccination rate and the economic
recovery, we will be able to support businesses until they no longer
need it.

[English]

Hon. Pierre Poilievre (Carleton, CPC): Mr. Speaker, every‐
body is asking the same question. Whether it is 28-year-old couples
living in their parents' basements because they cannot afford
the $300,000 increase in the average house price that occurred
since the government took office; or the single mother walking
down the grocery aisle noticing that she cannot afford nutritious
food for her kids; or the senior who is watching his savings disap‐
pear as inflation gallops through his bank account and vaporizes
what he spent a lifetime storing away for his golden years, all are
asking the same question. Why are prices rising so fast?
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Even the finance minister has had the epiphany that there is an

inflation crisis. In fact, just last fall, she said that the greater risk
was deflation, not inflation. She ignored my warnings to the con‐
trary. She was not alone in that false prophecy. The current and the
former governors of the Bank of Canada, a Liberal journalist and
Liberal academics all laughed when I started warning about infla‐
tion back in May of 2020.

Before we can answer why prices are rising today, I have to an‐
swer the other question that I often get, which is, how did I get it so
right when so many others got it so wrong? The answer is that the
Liberal academics, journalists and the finance minister relied on
ideology; I relied on empirical economic science.

The man who wrote the book on inflation, the empirical econo‐
my scientist who won the Nobel Prize for it, Dr. Milton Friedman,
published famous graphs in which he demonstrated a nearly perfect
correlation between the rise in inflation and the increase in money
supply per unit of economic output. He showed in all five of those
graphs, the U.S., the U.K., Germany, Japan and Brazil, that the cor‐
relation was nearly perfect. When there is more money chasing
fewer goods, we always get higher prices.

When I saw the government beginning to print money to pay for
exorbitant spending, I knew that inflation was just down the road.
The Liberals said that those old rules did not apply, that history was
over, that it no longer repeated itself and that they could ignore the
thousands of years of economic history, which had demonstrated
this correlation again and again, because they had reinvented the
laws of economics. I was expecting the Liberals to introduce a bill
repealing the law of gravity, given their penchant for thinking they
could do away with the laws of economics.

Of course, history has not been repealed. Nor has economic law.
The massive influx of cash as a result of a half a trillion dollars of
deficits has, indeed, driven up prices. This is the funny part. The
same people who said that COVID would give us deflation now
blame it for inflation. The same doctors who misdiagnosed the dis‐
ease now can tell us that the disease's cause has nothing to do with
them.

What is the cost? Some people say it is supply chain kinks result‐
ing from COVID. They point to the fact that other nations are also
getting high levels of inflation, therefore it cannot be the govern‐
ment's fault here at home. The truth is other countries are getting
inflation. Those countries that are doing the same stupid things our
government is doing are getting a lot of inflation, and the correla‐
tion holds up even today.

● (1035)

For example, yesterday the minister pointed out that other G20
countries had high levels of inflation, and she is right about that.
Argentina has 52% inflation. Why? It has increased its money sup‐
ply by 80% in a year and a half. Turkey has 20% inflation. Why? It
has increased its money supply by 43%. The Americans south of
the border, the money-printing mammoths in Washington, have
6.2% inflation. Why? They have increased their money supply by
35%. In Canada, we have a two-decade-high record of inflation of
4.7%, after we increased money supply by 23%.

In fact, if we put the G20 countries on a graph, we see a near-
perfect correlation between money supply growth and inflation.
Those countries that have flooded their economies with deficit
spending have high inflation and those countries that are also sup‐
ply chain dependent but have kept their money supply in control
have low inflation.

Let me give some examples. Japan's inflation is 0.2%. Why? Its
money supply growth has been half of ours in relative terms. Saudi
Arabia's inflation is 0.8%. Its money supply growth has been a third
of ours. Switzerland has 1.2% inflation. Its money supply growth
has been a mere quarter of ours, only 6.5%. In other words, those
countries that are not printing money to pay their bills have main‐
tained a low cost of living and an affordable life for their citizens.
Those countries that are flooding their economies with cheap cash
are driving up the cost of living for their people.

The Liberals will say they had no choice, that COVID made
them do it. This will be their excuse for everything. Let us remem‐
ber that the Prime Minister tried to give half a billion dollars to a
group that had paid his family half a million dollars, and the Prime
Minister said, “COVID made me do it.”

COVID required that we spend money, but we did not need to
have the biggest deficit in the G20. All the other G20 countries had
COVID too. COVID did not force the Prime Minister to give
CERB cheques to wealthy families that did not need it; to people
who could have been working, with over a half a million vacant
jobs; to prisoners; to organized criminals; and even to people whom
the public servants suspected of making fraudulent applications. He
did not have to give wage subsidies to large corporations that had
so much money they were simultaneously paying out dividends and
bonuses to their executives.

COVID did not force any of that on the government. Those were
decisions. The government knew it could not pay for those deci‐
sions by simply borrowing from the marketplace. There was not
enough money in the whole world to lend the government enough
to spend and fulfill its appetites. That is why it directed the Bank of
Canada to create the cash out of thin air, which, unfortunately, the
bank was all too happy to do, and now we see the consequences.

Now that I have demonstrated the correlation between money
supply growth and inflation in the G20 countries, let me show an‐
other piece of incontrovertible evidence that our inflation problem
is not just the result of supply chain quirks.
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This evidence is that the biggest inflation in our economy has

been in an area where there is no supply chain: land. Land is not
waiting at a port. Land is not stuck on a ship. Land is not held
hostage by a COVID outbreak in some faraway place.

Land was supplied to us by geological forces millions of years
before we even arrived, it is right under our feet, and yet land prices
are up 20%. How does the government explain that? Is it that the
acreage of land caught COVID and all of a sudden became more
expensive? Of course, not. Land prices started rising after the gov‐
ernment started printing money.
● (1040)

Let us get very specific here. In the first two months of COVID,
real estate prices actually started to drop, which we would expect.
We would expect that when people's incomes fall, when a hundred
billion dollars disappears from the GDP, when people are afraid
about their ability to earn a future living and when we shut off im‐
migration altogether thereby decreasing the demand for real estate,
prices would go down. In fact, CMHC, our housing authority, pre‐
dicted there would be a 14% reduction in housing prices. It made
sense to predict that at the time. However, then, all of a sudden, in
May 2020, real estate prices started to rise. In the middle of a lock‐
down, when people cannot even go and see the properties they are
buying, why would prices suddenly and supernaturally go up?

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Supply and demand.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre: “Supply and demand”, screams out an
economic genius on the Liberal side of the House. From whence
came that demand? Where did the money come from? When the
economy had just lost $100 billion and everyone was locked in
their basement, where did the demand come from? It came from the
printers in the government money-making machine. The money-
making machine started printing cash in the spring of 2020 and
within weeks, real estate prices started to skyrocket.

I reiterate that all the land that was transacted in those real estate
purchases has been here for thousands of years. That cannot be the
result of a COVID supply chain quirk. The housing was already
here before COVID came. About 96% of the houses in Canada to‐
day were built before COVID, and therefore it is chronologically
impossible to blame the cost of their construction on the COVID
phenomenon. In other words, it is not supply and demand, as my
friend suggests, it is simply demand, demand driven by the massive
creation of money, $400 billion of it, the biggest money supply in‐
crease since the first Trudeau caused runaway double-digit inflation
in the seventies and eighties.

We now have incontrovertible evidence that it is decisions of the
government, which, I grant, are being replicated by other irrespon‐
sible big-spending governments around the world, that are causing
the inflation we see today.

What are the consequences of that inflation? We see them. First,
there is a massive growing gap between rich and poor. People who
are rich love inflation. Why do we think big banks have been so
thrilled with the money-printing policies of the government?

Bob Fife went on CTV the other day and said that Bay Street
was not happy with the member of Parliament for Carleton being

appointed to finance critic. Of course Bay Street is not happy, be‐
cause I am the one who has been speaking out against all the free
money the government has been pumping into the financial system,
inflating their assets and letting them arbitrage a profit between the
price of a bond the government sells them and the higher price for
which the Bank of Canada buys it back. Of course Bay Street does
not like the fact that I am speaking out against that. The good news
is that I do not care what Bay Street likes. I work for main street
here in the House of Commons.

Yes, the financial elites are thrilled with quantitative easing.
They have loved it in the United States of America. Both Washing‐
ton and Wall Street love quantitative easing. It is the one thing that
gets bipartisan support in Washington. Republicans love ballooning
Wall Street and Democrats love ballooning Washington. Therefore,
together, they both love seeing their central bank flood their econo‐
my with cash and balloon the assets of the super-rich in the urban
centres, while eating away at the wages of working-class people.

The Prime Minister looks across the border at the growing gap
between rich and poor, at the higher cost of living, and at the poor
and the young who can never live where the jobs are because real
estate prices are too high, and he says, “Let us have some of that up
here,” and replicates the same disastrous policies that have led to so
much social and economic division south of the border.

Here on this side of the House of Commons, we do not believe in
central bank money printing to pay our bills. During the great glob‐
al recession, we rejected that approach. Governments around the
world decided to do it.

● (1045)

Here in Canada, we did run modest deficits, the smallest in the
G7, but we did it borrowing real money and returning quickly to a
balanced budget. This meant we had low inflation, low unemploy‐
ment and the fastest recovery from the great global recession.
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It turns out that sound money does not just keep inflation low,

but allows growth and job creation. We know inflation does not just
eat away at paycheques; it kills jobs. For example, we now have
among the highest unemployment in the G7 combined with one
million vacant jobs. Can members imagine that: high unemploy‐
ment and record-high job vacancies? Well, it is no wonder. When
the government prints money to pay people not to work, what do
we get? We get jobs without people and people without jobs. Of
course, all the money that is going into the economy to pay people
not to work means more spending with less making, which means
higher prices. We need to do exactly the opposite.

We need to restore sound money. We need to stop printing cash,
get the Bank of Canada focused on its real mandate, which is low
inflation, bring government spending under control, cancel the hun‐
dred-billion-dollar slush fund the government has created for the
post-COVID period, and return the cost of government to pre-
COVID levels. Simply put, a more affordable government will
mean a more affordable cost of living for Canadians, and that is
what Conservatives support.

Instead of creating more cash, why do we not create more of the
stuff cash buys? Why do we not unleash our energy sector to sup‐
ply more affordable energy for consumers and more paycheques to
our workers, approve pipelines to create jobs for western energy
workers and eastern refinery workers, get the carbon tax and other
red tape off the back of our farmers so they can produce more nutri‐
tious and affordable food, incentivize our municipalities to speed
up building permits so we can build more houses rather than just
pushing out more mortgage lending, and sell off 15% of the under‐
utilized 37,000 federal buildings so there is more space for housing
our young and our working class? Here in our nation's capital, we
have massively underutilized real estate that could be used for pri‐
vate-sector affordable housing built in the free market to supply our
youth with opportunity to live in an affordable place.

In other words, we need to move from a debt economy to a pay‐
cheque economy. We need to make more and cost less. We need to
unleash the free enterprise system to supply our workers with pay‐
cheques and our consumers with affordable products and services.

● (1050)

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Winnipeg North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I
always find it somewhat fascinating when the member tries to lec‐
ture us all about basic economics.

I would convey to the member that Canadians were in a time of
need, and this government stepped up and provided programs,
whether it was direct support through CERB, or through business
and wage loss programs or rent subsidy programs, which, yes, I
concede, cost billions of dollars. Some within the Conservative/
Reform Party would have liked us not to have supported Canadians
and businesses. I wonder if the member would provide his true
thoughts in regard to whether or not he believes that we should
have supported families in Canada in all regions.

Just the other day, we had members of his caucus saying that
there are hundreds of millions that we need to spend, and more, in
the province of British Columbia, and we will do that to support
B.C. What does the member think of that?

Hon. Pierre Poilievre: Mr. Speaker, of course, when the govern‐
ment deprives people of their income, it has to replace that income.
We supported that at the very outset in the spring of 2020. Howev‐
er, what we did not support was having the biggest deficit in all of
the G20. All of those other countries had COVID lockdowns as
well. Many of them had lower unemployment and lower COVID
mortality rates with a significantly lower deficit. Taiwan, for exam‐
ple, which responded in a way that Conservatives originally sug‐
gested, had among the lowest COVID mortality rates in the world
and a deficit of 4% of GDP rather than 16% like this government.

Yes, COVID may have forced the government to spend, but it
did not force it to give money to prisoners and organized criminals.
It did not force the government to give wage subsidies to corpora‐
tions that were already wealthy enough to pay out dividends and
bonuses. Those were irresponsible decisions that no one, not even
COVID, imposed on the government.

[Translation]

Ms. Christine Normandin (Saint-Jean, BQ): Mr. Speaker, not
everyone may agree with my colleague from Carleton, but I think
that we can agree that he is always entertaining to listen to.

He spoke a lot about how the $400 billion spent was far too
much, and that it is the cause of the inflation we are experiencing. I
would hope that he would not have let the economy collapse by
spending nothing during the COVID‑19 pandemic.

What does he think would have been the ideal amount of money
to spend?

Hon. Pierre Poilievre: Mr. Speaker, on average, G20 countries
have deficits representing about 9% of their GDP. Canada's deficit
was 16% of GDP, or almost double. Other countries were able to
protect their citizens while limiting their deficits to about half of
ours.

Second, the government did not need to have a $100-billion
deficit before COVID‑19. Those are choices that have nothing to
do with the pandemic. They are the ideological choices of an ex‐
treme left-wing government.

We could have spent less had we simply helped people in need
who were prevented from working and by returning to a pre-pan‐
demic level of spending as soon as possible.
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● (1055)

[English]
Mr. Gary Vidal (Desnethé—Missinippi—Churchill River,

CPC): Mr. Speaker, I want to congratulate you on the appointment
to your role. We are all doing our duty this week.

I appreciate the fact that my colleague from Carleton not only
criticizes what is going on but offers very productive solutions.

On the topic of inflation, how is it the member for Carleton got it
right when so many people got it wrong? As well, would he possi‐
bly like to comment on some of the warnings he gave in the middle
of 2020 and how some of what he warned against has now come to
fruition?

Hon. Pierre Poilievre: Mr. Speaker, I was a voice in the wilder‐
ness, there is no doubt about it, as I showed up at the finance com‐
mittee. I started warning people on my very first morning, in May
of 2020; I started telling them that inflation would be our future if
we did not stop printing money.

Those warnings continued throughout the last year and a half, up
until yesterday, when the finance minister completed her flip-flop.
After having warned of deflation, she now admits we have an “in‐
flation crisis”.

In fairness to the minister, she was not the only one who was
wrong. Central bankers, Liberal academics and the media all said
that inflation was something we need not worry about.

Fellow parliamentarians, let us study the facts of history in order
to see the future, rather than being blinded by ideology.

Mr. Daniel Blaikie (Elmwood—Transcona, NDP): Mr. Speak‐
er, New Democrats were disappointed when the government sud‐
denly and with just two days' notice announced the end of the
Canada recovery benefit, and that is why we are here today, to de‐
bate what the government is proposing ought to replace it.

I could not help but notice, in the 20 minutes the member for
Carleton had, that he never once mentioned the bill or any of its
content, so I am left wondering whether the member for Carleton
has recommended to the Conservative caucus that they support the
bill or that they not support the bill.

I am wondering if he could enlighten us on that point and per‐
haps provide some of the reasons he either supports it or does not
support it. We do not yet know.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre: Mr. Speaker, certainly this party is going
to carefully study the legislation before simply giving a check mark
for the government to push another $7 billion out the door.

We all know that when the Liberals get to spend without scruti‐
ny, money ends up in the hands of organized criminals, of prisoners
and of people whom the public servants suspect of fraud. It ends up
in the hands of corporate CEOs and shareholders, who take money
that was supposed to go to subsidized wages.

That is what happens when the government does not face proper
scrutiny, so unlike the NDP, which is just thrilled to shovel the
money out the door and ask for more and more and more, we on
this side of the House of Commons will defend taxpayers and con‐
sumers against irresponsible Liberal incompetence.

Mr. Irek Kusmierczyk (Windsor—Tecumseh, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, in my riding of Windsor—Tecumseh, COVID has had a
devastating impact on residents and businesses. The programs this
government rolled out really were lifelines for so many in my com‐
munity. Not everyone could afford to self-isolate in a million-dollar
recording studio, as some members did during the election.

I wanted to ask the hon. member which programs specifically he
would recommend that we cut.

Hon. Pierre Poilievre: Mr. Speaker, the member is absolutely
right. Not everyone had a multi-million dollar private country man‐
sion built for them with taxpayers' money right in the middle of
COVID either, unlike his leader.

Very clearly, we would not have paid corporations a subsidy for
their dividends and their CEO bonuses. We would not keep paying
people not to work now that there are a million vacant jobs in
Canada. We would not have given half a billion dollars to the WE
Charity. The list of waste and corruption goes on and on, and we
would have none of it.

STATEMENTS BY MEMBERS

● (1100)

[English]

MEMBER FOR MISSISSAUGA—MALTON

Mr. Iqwinder Gaheer (Mississauga—Malton, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, it is an honour to rise in this House as the newly elected
member of Parliament for Mississauga—Malton.

I rise today with deep appreciation because my presence in this
chamber is not very likely. My father was born in a mud house in a
village in Punjab, India. He grew up taking odd jobs around the vil‐
lage to make ends meet, including collecting dry grass from
swamps nearby to burn during the winters to keep his family warm.
He did not wear shoes to school because he could not afford them.
When the sun had baked the ground in the morning, he would walk
along in the shade provided by treetops and house alleys.

As he grew older, and as circumstances became more unbear‐
able, he charted a path to this great country because he had larger
dreams for his children. He became a plumber and eventually start‐
ed a business. One of his dreams was that his children would be ed‐
ucated because he never had that chance. It is with pride that my
father tells his friends that one of his sons went to Harvard Law
School. That same son stands here before everyone today.
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I hope my father has proven right the adage that, if one gives an

immigrant an ounce, he will give back a pound.

* * *

MEMBER FOR CALGARY SIGNAL HILL
Mr. Ron Liepert (Calgary Signal Hill, CPC): Mr. Speaker,

congratulations on your appointment. I would like to take this op‐
portunity to thank the volunteers who helped me get elected for a
third time in Calgary Signal Hill. After serving two terms in the
provincial legislature and five elections, that is a tremendous ac‐
complishment. I appreciate my constituents' support.

Whether it was Joanne, who organized my campaign, Nancy,
who led our phoning efforts, or Geoffrey and Kal, who showed up
every day to go door knocking with me in this unnecessary elec‐
tion, I am incredibly thankful.

The one thing this unnecessary election did give me was the op‐
portunity to talk to thousands of my constituents, and this con‐
firmed how unhappy my constituents are with a government that
cannot get anything done. We are here, as Conservatives, to hold
the government to account.

* * *

ROSALIE TROMBLEY
Mr. Irek Kusmierczyk (Windsor—Tecumseh, Lib.): Mr.

Speaker, I rise to pay tribute to a Canadian music radio legend,
Rosalie Trombley, who passed away this week at the age of 82. As
music director at CKLW in Windsor, Rosalie was the girl with the
golden ear, who helped launch countless careers, including Bob
Seger, Gordon Lightfoot, Aerosmith and the Guess Who. She
played Canadian records before Canadian content.

As a single mom, Rosalie worked the switchboard before rising
to become the most important music director in America and com‐
manding a signal that reached three million listeners in the U.S. and
Canada. In a business dominated by men, she was a trailblazer. In
2016, Rosalie's lifetime contribution to Canadian music was recog‐
nized with a Juno Award, and each year a Canadian female broad‐
caster is presented with the Rosalie Award. In 1973, Bob Seger
wrote a song and tribute called Rosalie, which goes, “She's got the
power, she's got the tower, Rosalie...”.

Rosalie Trombley was a pioneer who moved millions of people,
broke barriers and changed music forever.

* * *

GENDER-BASED VIOLENCE
Ms. Lisa Marie Barron (Nanaimo—Ladysmith, NDP): Mr.

Speaker, November 25 marked the beginning of 16 days of ac‐
tivism against gender-based violence.

During these 16 days, I think of my friend Lisa Marie Young,
who tragically went missing in 2002. A member of the Tla-o-qui-
aht First Nation, she was only 21 when she disappeared. Lisa Marie
will always be remembered for the joy she brought to everyone
around her. I am truly sorry her mother, Marlene Jo-Anne Young,
did not get the answers she deserved before her passing in 2017. I
want to acknowledge the continued perseverance of Lisa Marie's

family and friends, her aunt Carol Frank and her friend Cindy, to
find answers.

I ask the government to immediately implement the calls to jus‐
tice of the Inquiry into Missing and Murdered Indigenous Women
and Girls, and for 2SLGBTQQIA+ people, to work to build com‐
munities where everyone is safe from gender-based violence.

* * *
[Translation]

COLONEL-GAËTAN-CÔTÉ ARMOURY

Mrs. Élisabeth Brière (Sherbrooke, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, in May
2020, we committed to doing the necessary repairs to ensure that
our reservists could continue to train in Sherbrooke, and we have
kept our word.

Any of my constituents who have walked down Belvédère Street
will have seen workers at the Colonel-Gaëtan-Côté Armoury. Work
on the urgent repairs started as planned on October 18. The second
phase of work to get the Belvédère armoury reopened will start in
2022.

I commend our fusiliers for their resilience and ability to adapt
when they were temporarily relocated to a building on Woodward
Street. My colleague, the Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food,
and I had the opportunity to visit the building on October 20. I must
say that I am very proud of what we have achieved to secure the
future of our armouries in Sherbrooke.

* * *
● (1105)

[English]

JONATHAN HENNESSY

Mr. Jake Stewart (Miramichi—Grand Lake, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I stand today with the arduous task of giving words suffi‐
cient to honour the life of a friend, a son and a brother to many:
Jonathan Hennessy.

Jonathan not only stood out; he stood alone. In a world increas‐
ingly devoid of character, he provided a stark contrast in a manner
not beyond comparison to the Irish wit of James Joyce or Oscar
Wilde. In that vein, he was beloved by all who knew him. Had he
chosen to harness his personality for a living, there is no doubt he
would have won an Oscar or an Emmy, or ended up on the New
York Times Best Sellers list.

The unfortunate cause of a personality as big as Jonathan's is that
the silence he leaves behind is deafening. I encourage my fellow
members and my constituents at home to always remember to take
an extra moment to enjoy their families and friends.

In closing, I would like to express my deepest condolences to his
mother Winnie, and we thank her for sharing the gift of her son
Jonathan with us. May he rest in peace.
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[Translation]

LAVAL—LES ÎLES
Mr. Fayçal El-Khoury (Laval—Les Îles, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I

would like to thank my family, my team, all of the volunteers and
the people of Laval—Les Îles, who entrusted me to represent them
in the House of Commons for a third time. I thank them for putting
their faith in me.

I also want to congratulate my colleagues who were re‑elected
and those who were elected for the first time.

I am very happy to be here in person to work with my peers on
moving Canada forward, conquering and putting an end to
COVID‑19, kick-starting the economy and combatting climate
change.

[English]

I would like to express my tremendous gratitude to the residents
of Laval—Les Îles for contributing effectively in the fight against
COVID-19 by getting vaccinated at impressive levels.

[Translation]

We will all have to do our part to secure a better and safer future
for our children and for future generations.

* * *
[English]

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND POTATO INDUSTRY
Mr. Heath MacDonald (Malpeque, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, today I

would like to express my ongoing support for the Prince Edward Is‐
land potato industry. Potatoes are a primary crop on Prince Edward
Island, which continues to be the largest potato-producing province
in Canada. The potato industry is worth over $1 billion annually to
our island economy.

The recent announcement that fresh and seed potatoes cannot be
exported to the U.S. is a very serious concern. However, as Canadi‐
ans, we are no strangers to challenges. In the past, we overcame the
PVYN virus and mad cow disease, and more recently, we have seen
the heroic pan-Canadian response to the wildfires and floods in
B.C. This is not only a P.E.I. issue. An imbalanced supply of pota‐
toes in Canada will create domestic market volatility that will affect
farms across this country, reducing farm income and price. It is a
Canadian issue.

I have had daily discussions with Agriculture minister Bibeau, I
thank her for her efforts, as well as those of my colleagues, the pre‐
mier of P.E.I., former MP Wayne Easter, the Prince Edward Island
Potato Board and several potato farmers. We must continue to work
diligently on this file to ensure restrictions are lifted as quickly as
possible.

The Deputy Speaker: I know the member is new, but we cannot
refer to the name of a member in the House. The member used the
name of the minister, and we cannot do that.

The hon. member for Saskatoon—Grasswood.

HENRY WOOLF

Mr. Kevin Waugh (Saskatoon—Grasswood, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the Saskatoon arts and drama community has lost a trea‐
surer in the passing of Henry Woolf. Woolf was an actor, a director,
a writer and a teacher. His work could be seen on the stage, televi‐
sion and the big screen.

Woolf moved to Canada in 1978 to teach drama and work in the‐
atre. He was a mentor to a new generation of artists. He was
beloved by his students. In fact, one student named Jeff Rogstad
said that his fingerprint is all over the theatre community in Saska‐
toon. Woolf served as the artistic director of the Shakespeare on the
Saskatchewan festival for a decade. A portrait of Woolf in the role
of Shylock hangs outside the theatre bearing his name at the Uni‐
versity of Saskatchewan drama department.

Woolf's legacy is the culture he nurtured, inspired and cultivated
throughout his remarkable life. As one student said, it is hard to be
sad today because we had so much fun.

* * *
● (1110)

44TH PARLIAMENT

Mr. Ryan Turnbull (Whitby, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as I rise in the
House for the first time in the 44th Parliament, I find myself filled
with excitement to be back in Ottawa and gratitude for the people
of Whitby, who have once again given me the honour of represent‐
ing them here in this House.

There is no doubt the nation's business has never been more im‐
portant as we face numerous challenges, including making life
more affordable, finishing the fight against COVID-19, ensuring a
robust economic recovery and combatting climate change with ev‐
er-increasing urgency.

While the pandemic has brought serious hardships to and had
far-reaching impacts on our way of life, it has also presented us
with the opportunity to build back in a way that addresses long-
standing inequities, develops greater resiliency and transitions us to
a more sustainable economy.

It is my sincere belief that Canadians gave all of the members of
this House, regardless of political stripe, a strong mandate to make
real progress on the priorities that matter to Canadians. I look for‐
ward to working with all parliamentarians to make it happen.

* * *

GURPURAB

Mr. Jasraj Singh Hallan (Calgary Forest Lawn, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, last week Sikhs across the world celebrated Gurpurab or
the birth of Guru Nanak Dev Ji, who taught the lessons of remem‐
bering God, earning an honest living and sharing with others.
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To celebrate Gurpurab, RED FM and the Dashmesh Culture Cen‐

tre under the leadership of President Amanpreet Gill and the entire
executive committee raised over $700,000 in one day from Sangat
for the Mata Sahib Kaur Ji Women's and Children's Transitional
Housing. Congratulations to everyone on this amazing initiative.

It was an extra special Gurpurab as we saw the announcement of
the repeal of three farm bills in India. Our farmers, brothers, sisters
and respected elders in India have been peacefully protesting over
the last year in the cold streets and even faced attacks, but they per‐
severed through their dedication.

We thank each and every one of them for their incredible sacri‐
fices, and pray for their good health, success and prosperity.

Kisaan majdoor ekta.

* * *
[Translation]

RAYMOND SETLAKWE
Mr. Luc Berthold (Mégantic—L'Érable, CPC): Mr. Speaker,

today, I would like to share with the House my grief at the recent
death of a wonderful person. I would like us all to take a moment to
remember the Hon. Raymond Setlakwe, a former senator, husband
to Yvette and a descendant of Aziz, the first immigrant to flee the
Armenian genocide and move to Canada to raise his family and
help them prosper.

Mr. Raymond, as many people liked to call him, was unfailingly
generous. A prosperous businessman, he was the founder of A. Set‐
lakwe Limited. He collected political meetings like some people
collect hockey cards.

He was more than a mentor to me. He gave me my first real
chance to work in politics by supporting me when I ran for office
for the first time in 1998. I have to say that, at the time, I was run‐
ning for the Quebec Liberal Party. Raymond never would have sup‐
ported any other party. I thought I almost lost him for the first time
in 2015 when I told him that I would be running for the Conserva‐
tive Party of Canada.

I want to share with my colleagues what he said to me shortly
before his death: In politics, we have adversaries, not enemies.

To the only friend I have left, I want to say thank you for helping
me make my dream come true. I hope that in heaven he will have
the chance to meet all of the great politicians in history that he nev‐
er had a chance to meet here on earth.

* * *
[English]

INDIGENOUS AFFAIRS
Mr. Alistair MacGregor (Cowichan—Malahat—Langford,

NDP): Mr. Speaker, my riding is home to some of the most awe-
inspiring ancient old-growth forests on southern Vancouver Island.

The majestic trees in these forests can defy imagination and im‐
mediately command attention with their enormous presence. Many
of them were already mature trees when the Magna Carta was
signed in England, and some were seedlings during the reign of
Charlemagne.

The beautiful and pristine Fairy Creek watershed is located on
the traditional and unceded territory of the Pacheedaht First Nation,
in my riding. For more than 150 years, they have watched as others
decided what was best for their lands, water and people.

In June the elected and hereditary chiefs of the Pacheedaht and
neighbouring Ditidaht and Huu-ay-aht First Nations came together
to issue a declaration, signalling their intent to take back control.

“Nothing about us without us” is not just a slogan; it is a funda‐
mental policy change we absolutely must respect. I urge the federal
government to do everything it can to support the indigenous-led
stewardship plans of these nations.

* * *
● (1115)

[Translation]

SENIORS

Ms. Andréanne Larouche (Shefford, BQ): Mr. Speaker, se‐
niors are among those hardest hit by the pandemic. It bears repeat‐
ing that their financial situation was precarious even before the
COVID-19 crisis.

Even so, there was nothing for them in the throne speech. They
were forgotten. Not a word was said about those bearing the brunt
of inflation and rising prices across the board.

To add insult to injury, seniors who stopped working because of
the pandemic and received CERB are now having their guaranteed
income supplement clawed back. That puts a considerable dent in
their budget and pushes them into poverty.

This situation needs to be fixed. More than ever before, our poor‐
est seniors are having to make difficult choices: pay for food, pay
for medicine or pay for housing. It is high time the government
showed those who built Quebec and Canada a little consideration
by increasing old age security by $110 per month as of age 65.

The government needs to reverse its senseless, unfair decision to
create two classes of seniors. Let us see some action.

* * *
[English]

MEMBER FOR BRANTFORD—BRANT

Mr. Larry Brock (Brantford—Brant, CPC): Mr. Speaker, it is
an honour and privilege to rise for the first time in this House today,
having been elected by the good people of Brantford—Brant. I
have so many people to thank, more than I have time to mention
today.

First, I would like to extend a special thanks to my wife Angela,
my twin daughters Jennie and Emma, and my parents Larry and
Mary Brock for their love, encouragement and ongoing support.
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I am also truly grateful for my team and all the volunteers, and

for their tireless efforts during my nomination and campaign.

Finally, I offer my sincerest appreciation to the voters of Brant‐
ford and Brant County, the Six Nations of the Grand River and the
Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation for placing their trust in me
to serve them in Ottawa. I promise to stand up for the issues that
matter most to them and be a strong voice for our community in
Parliament.

Our official opposition was elected to hold the current govern‐
ment to account, and I am ready to take on this responsibility. I am
honoured to be part of a strong Conservative team, and together we
will ensure that Canada's best days are still ahead.

* * *

JAN RUSTAD
Mr. John Aldag (Cloverdale—Langley City, Lib.): Mr. Speak‐

er, my heart goes out to the families and communities affected by
the extreme flooding last week in British Columbia. This 100-year
flood brought catastrophic damage, laying bare the shortcomings in
our current system. As climate change worsens, this will happen
not every 100 years, but every 10 years or less. We need to invest in
adaptation and mitigation of climate change so we are better pre‐
pared in the future. The inclusion of a national adaptation strategy
in the Speech from the Throne is a significant step forward.

It is with great sadness that I inform the House of the passing of
Jan Rustad of Kaleden, British Columbia. Jan was well known and
considered by many to be the global expert on rotary-wing ad‐
vanced flying techniques. Jan trained many pilots from the Canadi‐
an Armed Forces, the RCMP and many other countries.

Known as skilled, patient and humble, Jan Rustad will be missed
by his family and several generations of helicopter pilots from
around the world.

I offer my thanks to Jan.

ORAL QUESTIONS
[Translation]

HEALTH
Mr. Luc Berthold (Mégantic—L'Érable, CPC): Mr. Speaker,

congratulations on your appointment to the Chair.

COVID‑19 cases are on the rise in Quebec and Canada. Many
countries have started to administer third vaccine doses to all
adults.

A new variant out of Africa is generating enough concern for the
WHO to hold an emergency meeting today. Israel and the United
Kingdom have closed their borders to six countries.

We have gotten used to the Liberal government's delayed re‐
sponse to urgent warnings. What is the government's plan to keep
our economy open?

● (1120)

Hon. Carolyn Bennett (Minister of Mental Health and Addic‐
tions and Associate Minister of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
COVID‑19 situation around the world continues to be volatile and
unpredictable.

The PCR tests required for entering Canada are able to detect
this variant. The purpose of this morning's WHO emergency meet‐
ing was to determine next steps. This afternoon, the minister will
inform Canada of those next steps.

Mr. Luc Berthold (Mégantic—L'Érable, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
that response gives Canadians cause for concern.

Our economy has been devastated. Thousands of businesses have
closed. We have record unemployment. You will recall that the Lib‐
eral government was slow to warn Canadians, close borders and
provide vaccines. Today, we still have to protect Canadians, who
are fed up with lockdowns and closures.

What is the government's plan to prevent a fifth wave, which will
have disastrous consequences for Canadians' health and our econo‐
my?

Hon. Carolyn Bennett (Minister of Mental Health and Addic‐
tions and Associate Minister of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, our
screening requirements at the border protect the health and safety of
Canadians.

We know that the fight against COVID-19 is not over. We are
working with our partners around the world to protect Canadians.
The situation is evolving quickly, and we are working closely with
our international partners, the provinces and the territories to moni‐
tor this emerging variant.

Mr. Luc Berthold (Mégantic—L'Érable, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
lessons learned from the past must guide our actions now, not to‐
morrow or next week.

In February, the government allocated $53 million to the Public
Health Agency of Canada to conduct research on the variants. To‐
day, there is no recommendation of any sort about this variant on
the agency's website. The Minister of Health is shockingly silent
while more and more people are calling for action to prevent this
wave.

The economic cost of the government's foot-dragging is in the
hundreds of billions of dollars. Canadians are still paying and will
continue to pay for a long time. Can the government tell us right
now what its plan is to protect Canadians and our economy?

[English]

Hon. Omar Alghabra (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, Canadians know that our government from day one took
decisive action at our borders to protect Canadians and we have put
together different measures to protect Canadians. However, forgive
me for not taking advice from the Conservative Party. They cannot
even ask their own MPs to get vaccinated and they have been ask‐
ing us to remove PCR testing from predeparture.
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Ms. Raquel Dancho (Kildonan—St. Paul, CPC): Mr. Speaker,

Canadians are learning disturbing news today concerning a new
COVID variant out of southern Africa. Countries like Germany, the
U.K., India and Israel have already taken decisive action to close
their borders to incoming flights and implement quarantine and
testing requirements for those travelling from areas of concern, yet
the government has not even updated its travel advisory yet.

We are wondering what is going on. What is the plan to keep
Canadians safe? We have heard nothing this morning of reassur‐
ance for Canadians. We want to know what the plan is.

Hon. Carolyn Bennett (Minister of Mental Health and Addic‐
tions and Associate Minister of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
COVID-19 situation around the world continues to be volatile and
unpredictable. We continue to monitor the situation very closely.
We will not hesitate to take action to protect Canadians. The PCR
tests required to enter Canada are capable of detecting this variant.
There are currently no direct flights to Canada from South Africa.
The WHO held an emergency meeting this morning and we will
hear more from the Minister of Health this afternoon.

Ms. Raquel Dancho (Kildonan—St. Paul): Mr. Speaker, that
answer is unacceptable. Countries like Germany, the U.K. and India
did not have to wait for direction from the World Health Organiza‐
tion to keep their citizens safe.

We have seen indecision from the government before. It was
Conservative members of the opposition who called on the Liberal
government to close the border back in January 2020 for the coron‐
avirus. The government waited three whole months to do so and, by
then, COVID had spread across the country. Canadians do not want
to see that mistake being made again. They do not want to go back
into lockdown. The mental health of the nation and the economy of
the nation cannot handle that again.

Canadians expect decisive action from the Liberal government.
Is there a plan? What is the plan to keep Canadians safe from the
African variant?
● (1125)

Hon. Omar Alghabra (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, there is a plan. Canadians have seen our plan over the last
year and a half, while we have been doing everything to protect
their health and safety.

I want to reassure Canadians that there are currently no direct
flights from South Africa to Canada. However, I want to ask my
hon. colleague where the Conservatives stand on this. Do they want
to open the border or do they want to close the border? Do they
want to remove the PCR predeparture test or do they want to imple‐
ment PCR tests? I am not sure what they want, but we will take ad‐
vice from our doctors and experts.

* * *
[Translation]

THE ENVIRONMENT
Ms. Christine Normandin (Saint-Jean, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the

commissioner of the environment and sustainable development re‐
leased a report yesterday that is quite damning for the government.
The commissioner noted that it is going to take more than just lofty

language to avoid climate catastrophe. While the government brags
about its outstanding work, the commissioner was unequivocal.

According to the commissioner, Canada “has become the worst
performer of all G7 nations”. This has happened only since the Lib‐
erals came to power. How can the government brag when, really, it
is the worst in the world?

Hon. Steven Guilbeault (Minister of Environment and Cli‐
mate Change, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we welcome the report from the
commissioner of the environment and sustainable development. We
commend his work, especially his latest report, which paints a truly
dismal picture of the Harper years. The commissioner did not look
at our 2016 plan or our 2020 plan, or the 100 or so measures we
have put in place, or the nearly $100 billion we have invested.

All of these measures will help reduce greenhouse gas emissions
by 30 million tonnes by 2030. That is equal to nearly half of Que‐
bec's emissions.

Ms. Christine Normandin (Saint-Jean, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the
Minister of the Environment wants to talk about the Harper govern‐
ment, so let us talk about it. The crux of the problem is that, like
Stephen Harper's government, this government is trying to claim
that if we subsidize oil companies to make them cleaner they will
be able to produce even more without any issues.

The commissioner of the environment and sustainable develop‐
ment has said that increasing production would in turn increase
emissions, which runs counter to the commitment Canada has made
to reduce its greenhouse gas emissions.

When will the government realize that the energy transition is
not about transitioning from oil to more oil, but transitioning from
oil to renewable energies?

Hon. Steven Guilbeault (Minister of Environment and Cli‐
mate Change, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we agree on the matter of subsi‐
dizing fossil fuels. That is why our country committed to eliminat‐
ing these subsidies by 2023, two years before our G20 partners'
goal of 2025. In Glasgow, we also announced that we, along with
many other countries, would stop financing international fossil fuel
projects.

* * *
[English]

SENIORS
Ms. Rachel Blaney (North Island—Powell River, NDP): Mr.

Speaker, seniors in Canada who receive the guaranteed income sup‐
plement are some of the poorest in this country. Many work to sub‐
sidize their meagre income. Like every other working Canadian,
they asked for help during the pandemic. Now they are being pun‐
ished. Seniors like David, who is 71 years old, had $1,000 cut off
their income. He cannot afford his food. He cannot afford his medi‐
cation.

How can the Minister of Seniors sleep at night knowing that
these seniors are going hungry and are not getting their medication
every day here?
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Hon. Kamal Khera (Minister of Seniors, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,

my thanks to the member for her advocacy of seniors.

From the very beginning, our government has worked extremely
hard to support the most vulnerable seniors, including strengthen‐
ing their GIS. We know that GIS adjustments have been hard on
some seniors this year. I can assure the hon. member that we are
working on this issue to find the right solutions to support those af‐
fected. We will be there for them.

* * *

CANADA-U.S. RELATIONS
Mr. Brian Masse (Windsor West, NDP): Mr. Speaker, the

Prime Minister and ministers, in a last-ditch effort, finally went to
the United States to deal with buy America's attack on Canadian
auto workers. Instead of improving the situation, their results have
the U.S. doubling down on softwood lumber duties that devastate
our industries and steal our future jobs.

For years, the Liberals have failed to protect families and their
livelihoods, and now they are letting them take it on the chin from
U.S. protectionism. When will the government wake up and truly
support value-added industries, not just with talk but with real plans
to support our workers and their families?

● (1130)

Hon. Mary Ng (Minister of International Trade, Export Pro‐
motion, Small Business and Economic Development, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I look forward to working with the hon. member as he is
my hon. critic.

In a relationship as large and significant as the one that Canada
has with the United States, of course there are challenges. However,
we have worked together over many years to resolve many of these
challenges and we have been successful. We are going to do that
again here, whether it is with electric vehicles, softwood lumber or
in our relationship in fighting the things we have in common, like
climate change and finishing the fight against COVID-19.

Let me be clear: We are always going to have the backs of Cana‐
dian workers and businesses. We have always done it. Today is no
different. We are always going to do it.

* * *
[Translation]

EMPLOYMENT
Mrs. Dominique Vien (Bellechasse—Les Etchemins—Lévis,

CPC): Mr. Speaker, while the government is serving up a tasteless,
colourless and sterile throne speech, businesses in my riding and in
Quebec are at the end of their rope. Why? Because they cannot find
anyone to fill their vacant positions. No one. There are 280,000 job
openings in the province right now. Yesterday, the Government of
Quebec announced $3.4 billion to address the labour shortage.
Here, there is absolutely no mention at all of the labour shortage in
the throne speech. The Liberal government is dragging its feet on
this issue.

Why is the government turning its back on businesses?

[English]

Hon. Sean Fraser (Minister of Immigration, Refugees and
Citizenship, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, before I begin, let me say that it is
nice to see a fellow Bluenoser in the chair today.

I would point out that Canada has now recovered more than
100% of the jobs lost during the peak of the pandemic, but we still
suffer from the same labour shortages that are affecting competitive
economies right across the world. In order to address the labour
shortage, we have a number of facets to our plan, including invest‐
ing in child care so that hundreds of thousands of Canadian parents
can join the workforce, including boosting economic immigration
levels so we can find workers to support Canadian businesses, in‐
cluding investing in skilled training and including supporting busi‐
nesses that are hardest hit by the pandemic.

All these measures have one thing in common: The Conserva‐
tives routinely voted against them.

[Translation]

Mrs. Dominique Vien (Bellechasse—Les Etchemins—Lévis,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, I will help the government understand how se‐
rious the labour shortage is by giving the example of Rotobec, a
business in Sainte-Justine in my riding that manufactures material
handling equipment. It does business in 40 countries and is current‐
ly trying to fill 30 positions. As a result, the company's growth is
limited; it has to turn down contracts, and its employees are running
out of steam.

What is the Prime Minister waiting for? When will it help Cathy
Roberge, the head of human resources at Rotobec? What does the
Prime Minister have to say to her today?

Hon. Chrystia Freeland (Deputy Prime Minister and Minis‐
ter of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, since we are talking about jobs,
it is important to point out one of our country's biggest successes.
When COVID hit Canada, we lost three million jobs. Now, Canada
has recovered all of the jobs that were lost during COVID. We re‐
covered 101% of the jobs, while the United States recovered only
81%.

We will continue to work closely with Quebec on the labour
shortage. We can resolve this situation with immigration. Our work
on day care will help too, obviously.

[English]

Mrs. Stephanie Kusie (Calgary Midnapore, CPC): Mr. Speak‐
er, The Globe and Mail has reported that job vacancies have soared
to unprecedented numbers, with more than one million unfilled po‐
sitions. Vacancies jumped by 16.4% in September alone.

When will the minister admit the government's plan for the
labour shortage is just not working, take responsibility and fix this
problem?
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Hon. Sean Fraser (Minister of Immigration, Refugees and

Citizenship, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, what the Conservatives seem un‐
willing to recognize is that there is a global phenomenon caused by
interruptions to the supply chain, due to the COVID-19 pandemic,
that have caused labour shortages in economies right across the
world. Thankfully, as the Minister of Finance just shared in our oth‐
er official language, more than 100% of the job losses from the
peak of this pandemic have now been recovered.

In order to help solve the labour shortages that we are seeing in
Canada, we intend to invest in immigration to bring more workers
here. We intend to invest in child care to open up the workforce to
more parents, and we will invest in skills training. I hope the Con‐
servatives will finally see the light of day and start supporting these
essential measures.
● (1135)

Mrs. Stephanie Kusie (Calgary Midnapore, CPC): Mr. Speak‐
er, The Globe and Mail indicated that a fifth of all vacancies were
in hospitality, including restaurants and hotels. Despite a hectic
tourist season in Alberta, restaurant owner Stéphane Prévost had to
close his restaurants for as many as two days a week this summer
because there simply were not enough workers.

Why is the government always too little too late when it comes
to helping employers and Canadians?

Hon. Randy Boissonnault (Minister of Tourism and Associate
Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, in western Canada alone,
more than $775 million went to our region under the relief and re‐
covery fund. That helped more than 40,000 jobs in B.C., Alberta,
Saskatchewan and Manitoba, and supported 9,000 businesses.

Our government will always be there to support businesses in
western Canada. Whether it is through supports, through invest‐
ments, through child care or through immigration, we will be there
for workers and for businesses.

Mrs. Tracy Gray (Kelowna—Lake Country, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, even though the government will not acknowledge it or try
to solve it, we are in a labour crisis.

Apple and cherry growers left fruit in their orchards this summer.
We have restaurants that are reducing their hours. Construction
companies are turning down business, and there are “help wanted”
signs everywhere. This is occurring in my community of Kelow‐
na—Lake Country and also across the entire country.

Does the government plan to stand with small businesses and
small farming families and address this labour crisis, or will it con‐
tinue to sit by and go forward without any kind of a plan that it can
show us?

Hon. Chrystia Freeland (Deputy Prime Minister and Minis‐
ter of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we are absolutely focused on
supporting Canadian small businesses and Canadian workers. It is
worth reminding everyone in the House of the success of Canadian
businesses and Canadian workers in recovering those three million
jobs that were lost during the COVID recession. A 101% recovery
is great news for Canadians.

When it comes to supporting small businesses, I would like to
take this opportunity to urge all members of the House to support

Bill C-2. Small businesses in B.C., in Alberta and across the coun‐
try need that support.

* * *

SMALL BUSINESS

Mrs. Tracy Gray (Kelowna—Lake Country, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, with the important holiday shopping season beginning,
our small businesses were looking for more than empty words from
the throne speech when it comes to addressing the supply chain cri‐
sis. In Canada, this crisis started well before the COVID-19 pan‐
demic and is further exacerbated now with the devastating floods
and landslides in British Columbia.

The lack of a plan is especially deafening. When will the Liber‐
als finally address the supply chain delays that are hurting Canadian
small businesses on the road to recovery and growth?

Hon. Chrystia Freeland (Deputy Prime Minister and Minis‐
ter of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, that was a bit of a kitchen-sink
question with lots of elements thrown in, but let me try to take them
in turn.

When it comes to the flooding in B.C., we are there working
with the Province of British Columbia. The Prime Minister will be
there today.

When it comes to supply chain issues, we are monitoring that
very, very closely. Let me point out that this is a global phe‐
nomenon. All Canadians appreciate that.

Finally, on small businesses, one way we can all help them right
now is to vote for Bill C-2.

* * *
[Translation]

CANADA-U.S. RELATIONS

Mr. Sébastien Lemire (Abitibi—Témiscamingue, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, higher softwood lumber duties are bad enough for Canada,
but they are even worse for Quebec. Our very own Resolute seems
to be the Americans' primary target.

It is senseless. Quebec's forestry industry adheres to the highest
standards in Canada. We set our stumpage fees based on an auction
just like the Americans, and that is precisely in response to their
concerns.

Is it possible that nobody in Washington is aware of that? How is
this possible? Why is nobody in the federal government willing to
stand up for Quebec against the Americans?
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● (1140)

Hon. Mary Ng (Minister of International Trade, Export Pro‐
motion, Small Business and Economic Development, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, our government recognizes that the forestry and softwood
lumber industry is important to Quebec. We will continue to stand
up for resilience and innovation within the Quebec forestry indus‐
try, which exports $10 million worth of forestry products annually
and creates jobs for more than 60,000 workers in the province.

Mr. Sébastien Lemire (Abitibi—Témiscamingue, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, the worst part is that the Prime Minister met with Presi‐
dent Biden just last week. Apparently they talked about softwood
lumber. Even worse than the Prime Minister's failure to convince
Mr. Biden to eliminate the duty is the fact that Biden doubled it,
and his first target is Quebec's forestry industry.

Not only is the duty hike a threat to Quebec jobs, but it will also
increase the cost of lumber at a time when demand is still very high
in North America. We saw the consequences of that last year.

What is the government going to do? What will it take for the
Prime Minister to stand up for Quebec?
[English]

Hon. Mary Ng (Minister of International Trade, Export Pro‐
motion, Small Business and Economic Development, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, our government will always stand up for the forestry sec‐
tor, and we will always stand up for its workers. We presented chal‐
lenges before CUSMA at the WTO, where it has been ruled that
Canada is a fair trading partner.

We absolutely denounce these tariffs. They are unfair; they are
unjustified and they hurt workers and businesses on both sides of
the border. I have been speaking to Quebec industry and workers on
this very matter, and I will continue to stand up for their interests.

Mr. Gary Vidal (Desnethé—Missinippi—Churchill River,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, with the announcement of softwood lumber
tariffs doubling, we see again how this government is failing in‐
digenous people. NorSask Forest Products, a 100% first nations-
owned company in my riding, has millions of dollars held in tariffs.
The government's failure to negotiate a softwood lumber agreement
is costing the nine ownership nations the ability to invest in their
communities.

I have been asking this question for two years, but I will ask
again: Can the minister tell the leaders of these nations when they
will get their money back and when these punitive softwood lumber
tariffs will finally end?

Hon. Mary Ng (Minister of International Trade, Export Pro‐
motion, Small Business and Economic Development, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I have been speaking to the industry, including the indus‐
try represented and advocated by the indigenous softwood lumber
members. The Conservatives can shout talking points all they like,
but it is the Canadian softwood lumber industry, including the in‐
digenous softwood lumber industry, that will give me and this gov‐
ernment a negotiating mandate on this issue.

I will work closely with the industry, as I always have, and we
will continue to pursue their interests.

Mr. Eric Melillo (Kenora, CPC): Mr. Speaker, last week the
Prime Minister visited Washington to meet with President Biden,

and this week the U.S. has announced plans to double tariffs on
Canadian softwood lumber, threatening jobs in northern Ontario
and across the country. Either the Prime Minister does not care to
stand up for Canadian workers or he is incapable of delivering re‐
sults.

The government has said that it has raised this issue with the
U.S. administration. Why is the President not taking him seriously?

Hon. Mary Ng (Minister of International Trade, Export Pro‐
motion, Small Business and Economic Development, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, this issue is a priority for our government. It is why we are
pursuing litigation under chapter 10 of CUSMA—

Some hon. members: Oh, oh!

The Deputy Speaker: I cannot hear the answer, so could the
minister restart it?

The hon. Minister of International Trade.

Hon. Mary Ng: Mr. Speaker, this issue is important. It is why
we are pursuing it under chapter 10. However, this is only possible
because this government fought hard to keep the dispute settlement
mechanism in the new trade agreement so that we could stand up
for Canadians.

I want to remind the House and Canadians that the Conservatives
urged the government to capitulate to Donald Trump and get us a
weaker deal. We did not.

Our government will always stand up for Canadian workers and
the softwood lumber industry.

Mr. Jake Stewart (Miramichi—Grand Lake, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, over 22,000 New Brunswick jobs are going to feel the im‐
pact of this government's inability to stand up for them. There are
thousands of jobs in Miramichi—Grand Lake and across the coun‐
try that are now at severe risk because of the weakness of the cur‐
rent Prime Minister.

Printing more money, news flash, will not fix this issue. What
will the Liberal government do to protect these hard-working
forestry jobs?

● (1145)

Hon. Mary Ng (Minister of International Trade, Export Pro‐
motion, Small Business and Economic Development, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, my message to the forestry sector industry and the work‐
ers is that we will continue to stand up for their interests. We are
interested in an outcome that is acceptable to the forestry industry
and to the workers. We are going to work with the Canadian soft‐
wood lumber industry, as we have always done. It is they who will
give us the mandate to take to the United States on this very issue.
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I am going to keep working closely with industry. Together, we

are going to take a team Canada approach, just as we have done all
the way along, challenging on this issue and continuing to work on
it.

Mr. Dan Albas (Central Okanagan—Similkameen—Nicola,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, the minister just does not get it. My region and
province have been suffering for years due to the inaction of the
government on the softwood lumber dispute, yet when the Prime
Minister promised hope and met with President Biden, the Ameri‐
can leader said their relationship was easy and then jacked up the
tariffs on Canadian wood.

Why did the Prime Minister not get a deal on softwood lumber
when he met with the President? Failure is not an option for the
workers in my area. Why is it for the Prime Minister?

Hon. Mary Ng (Minister of International Trade, Export Pro‐
motion, Small Business and Economic Development, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I think Canadians will know who is defending them and
who has always defended them.

When we retaliated against the U.S. on unfair U.S. aluminum
and steel tariffs, the current Leader of the Opposition urged us to
stop fighting back. When we were negotiating for a better CUSMA
deal, the Conservatives wanted Canada to capitulate to Donald
Trump. Our government has a proven track record of negotiating
outcomes for the benefit of Canadian businesses and Canadian
workers, whether it is renegotiating NAFTA, getting a good deal on
CPTPP or getting a good deal on CETA. We are going to continue
doing this work for Canadians.

* * *

INDIGENOUS AFFAIRS
Ms. Lisa Marie Barron (Nanaimo—Ladysmith, NDP): Mr.

Speaker, indigenous communities across Canada continue to be at
the forefront of the climate crisis. The ongoing flooding in B.C. has
devastated first nations communities that are waiting for help to
clean up and a plan to face future climate events. This week I asked
the government to listen to and work with indigenous leaders, such
as Chief Roxanne Harris from Stz'uminus First Nation. Stz'uminus
First Nation and others have not received the support they need.

When will the government follow through with its promises?

Hon. Patty Hajdu (Minister of Indigenous Services and Min‐
ister responsible for the Federal Economic Development Agen‐
cy for Northern Ontario, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, my heart goes out to
everyone who has suffered so tremendously through this flooding
experience, including indigenous people who are disproportionately
impacted not just by this climate-related event, but by many others.

My team has been working very closely to coordinate services
with the Province of B.C. and has announced funding of $4.4 mil‐
lion through the emergency management assistance program to the
First Nations' Emergency Services Society of British Columbia.
This is built on the principle that indigenous people know how to
support their communities, and we will continue to work through
that indigenous-led lens.

THE ENVIRONMENT

Ms. Laurel Collins (Victoria, NDP): Mr. Speaker, extreme
weather is hitting both the east and west coasts. The environment
commissioner just released a scathing report on Canada's climate
inaction. It said, “We cannot continue to go from failure to failure;
we need actions and results, not just more [targets] and plans.” The
Liberals have the worst record in the G7.

The Prime Minister claims to be a climate leader, so why is he
continuing to give billions of dollars to big oil and gas? Why is he
dragging his feet on fighting the climate crisis and supporting
workers?

Hon. Steven Guilbeault (Minister of Environment and Cli‐
mate Change, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I challenge anyone in the House
to show me a country that has done more in the last four years to
fight climate change than Canada has done. There has been record-
level investment in public transit. There has been record-level in‐
vestment in—

Some hon. members: Oh, oh!

The Deputy Speaker: Let us just hold on a second.

The minister can restart.

Hon. Steven Guilbeault: Mr. Speaker, there has been record-
level investment of $4 billion in electrification of transportation, in
nature-based solutions and in adaptation to climate change. Howev‐
er, the fight is not over. We have lots more to do, and that is what
we will be doing.

* * *

WOMEN AND GENDER EQUALITY

Ms. Julie Dabrusin (Toronto—Danforth, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
on November 28 four years ago, people from my community and
from across our country gathered here to witness our government's
apology to the LGBTQ2 community, acknowledging Canada's role
in systemic oppression, criminalization and violence against les‐
bian, gay, bisexual, transgender, queer and two-spirit people. There
is so much more to be done.

Can the Minister for Women and Gender Equality and Youth
share with us what we are doing to support LGBTQ2 communities
across Canada?
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● (1150)

Hon. Marci Ien (Minister for Women and Gender Equality
and Youth, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank the hon.
member for Toronto—Danforth for her incredible work and advo‐
cacy, and for highlighting this important date.

The discrimination that fuels homophobia, biphobia and trans‐
phobia must be eliminated, and the work starts right here in the
House. That is why our government introduced the LGBTQ2 secre‐
tariat in 2017 and invested $7.1 million in budget 2021 to support
its work and $15 million for a new LGBTQ2 projects fund. We will
continue the work for the LGBTQ2 communities to create a Canada
where everyone can live their authentic and true lives.

* * *
[Translation]

GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS
Mr. Pierre Paul-Hus (Charlesbourg—Haute-Saint-Charles,

CPC): Mr. Speaker, the Liberal government wasted millions of dol‐
lars in the fight against COVID-19. However, it could recover some
of those millions, such as the $100 million it overpaid to the Prime
Minister's friend and former member Frank Baylis, or the $81 mil‐
lion it paid to Tango Communications Marketing, another Liberal
Party friend. Both contracts were awarded without tender. Worse
still, Tango Communications Marketing did not even deliver the
products.

Since taxpayers' money does not grow on trees, will the Prime
Minister take action and recover that money?

Hon. François-Philippe Champagne (Minister of Innovation,
Science and Industry, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I would like to congrat‐
ulate my colleague on his re-election.

He will recall that our government invested $1 billion to rebuild
Canada's biomanufacturing sector just 30 days after the World
Health Organization declared a pandemic. What was the result?
Medicago moved into Quebec City, where the member lives; No‐
vavax will be produced in Montreal, and Moderna plans to set up a
facility in Canada. We will continue to protect the health and safety
of Canadians.

* * *
[English]

NATURAL RESOURCES
Mr. Corey Tochor (Saskatoon—University, CPC): Mr. Speak‐

er, the new Minister of Environment has refused to signal his sup‐
port for the Canadian nuclear energy industry. He said it is not up to
the government to decide what sources of energy would be used.
Before he said that, he said something different, which was that it
was time to close the Pickering nuclear power plant. There are
3,000 families who rely on those paycheques at that plant alone,
and those good jobs across Canada.

Will the minister step forward today and announce his support
for the nuclear industry and the good jobs that come with nuclear?

Hon. Jonathan Wilkinson (Minister of Natural Resources,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as someone who grew up in Saskatoon and in
the hon. member's riding, I certainly understand the importance of

the nuclear industry in this country. Certainly, Cameco and other
organizations in Saskatchewan are important drivers of economic
opportunity for Saskatchewan families. Nuclear is an important part
of the electricity grid in this country. This government has invested
in the development of small modular reactors. We look forward to
seeing those things demonstrated and ultimately commercialized.
We look forward to moving forward with non-emitting technolo‐
gies to ensure that we are fighting climate change, but doing so in a
manner that promotes economic progress.

* * *

THE ECONOMY

Mr. Marty Morantz (Charleswood—St. James—Assiniboia—
Headingley, CPC): Mr. Speaker, now that inflation has taken hold
and is the second highest in the G7, and because of the current gov‐
ernment's unbridled spending, Canadians are suffering with rising
prices for basic necessities.

Does the Prime Minister still maintain, at a time when Canadians
need a prime minister who actually cares, that he does not think
about monetary policy?

Hon. Chrystia Freeland (Deputy Prime Minister and Minis‐
ter of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, let me start by reminding all
members of the House and Canadians that inflation is a global phe‐
nomenon right now. It was 4.7% in Canada in October. In the U.S.,
it was 6.2%. In Mexico it was also 6.2%. In New Zealand, a coun‐
try very similar to our own, it was 4.9%. Let me point out that the
G20 average is 4.6%. That is the OECD average as well.

● (1155)

Mr. Larry Brock (Brantford—Brant, CPC): Mr. Speaker, The
Globe and Mail is reporting that the biggest price surge in two
decades is set to deliver a revenue balance worth billions of dollars
to the current government's coffers. While the Prime Minister's cup
runneth over, skyrocketing food prices are hurting Canadian fami‐
lies. Food, gas and home heating are all getting more expensive.
The Prime Minister's high-tax, high-spending agenda cannot be the
status quo.

Why is he dragging his heels on getting this country's finances
under control right here, right now?

Hon. Chrystia Freeland (Deputy Prime Minister and Minis‐
ter of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, when it comes to something as
serious as the nation's finances, it is important to separate partisan
posturing from the facts. We just heard the posturing. Now for the
facts.

A key fact is that this fall the world's two leading ratings agen‐
cies, Moody's and S&P, both reaffirmed Canada's AAA credit rat‐
ing. That is an endorsement of our government's prudent economic
stewardship and Canadians should take pride in this collective ac‐
complishment.
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[Translation]

PUBLIC SAFETY
Ms. Kristina Michaud (Avignon—La Mitis—Matane—Mat‐

apédia, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the mayor of Montreal met with the
Prime Minister this morning. Again, she implored him to tighten
the borders to deal with firearms trafficking. This is not the first
time Valérie Plante has asked the Prime Minister to close the bor‐
ders. Last time, it was to prevent COVID‑19 from entering Quebec.
In the end, she had to do the federal government's job for it and de‐
ploy City of Montreal resources to screen travellers at the airports.

I would hope that this time, the federal government will do its
job and deal with firearms at the border itself.

Hon. Marco Mendicino (Minister of Public Safety, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I can assure my colleague that we are focusing on stop‐
ping the flow of firearms across our borders. To combat gun smug‐
gling, we have made investments of more than $350 million.
Through this funding, we have added more than 90 service officers
and 19 prosecutors.

On the one hand, the Bloc Québécois members want action, but
on the other hand, they do not support the federal government's in‐
vestments at the border. How do they explain that?

Ms. Kristina Michaud (Avignon—La Mitis—Matane—Mat‐
apédia, BQ): Mr. Speaker, more needs to be done, and it must be
done now. The most important thing the federal government can do
is combat gun trafficking at the border. The guns used in the
tragedies that occurred in Montreal were illegal. It is already
against the law to possess them, much less sell them, yet they are
found in our neighbourhoods. Montreal and Quebec can deploy all
the resources they have, but if the federal government does not do
its part, guns will continue to find their way onto our streets.

Will the government finally commit to doing everything it can at
the border to stem firearms trafficking?

Hon. Marco Mendicino (Minister of Public Safety, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the answer is yes, absolutely. We are always willing to
work with the Bloc, all members of the House and the Quebec gov‐
ernment. That is what we must do to stop problems caused by gun
violence.

Our government has made that promise, and we will keep it.

* * *
[English]

HEALTH
Ms. Melissa Lantsman (Thornhill, CPC): Mr. Speaker, we

were slow to close our borders when COVID-19 emerged. Our al‐
lies did it in January 2020, but we waited until March. The World
Health Organization has called an emergency meeting today to dis‐
cuss the South African new variant, but the Government of
Canada's own travel advisory does not even mention it. There is no
mention of additional caution, screening or any new restrictions at
all.

When the world acts, Canada watches and waits. When will the
government finally act to protect the health and safety of Canadians
and focus on our economy?

Hon. Omar Alghabra (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, I want to congratulate my colleague on her appointment as
the transport critic and I look forward to working with her on this
and other files that are of concern to Canadians.

Let me reassure Canadians, first, that we are on top of this. We
have acted from day one. Canadians know that we will never stop
taking measures to protect their health and safety, including testing,
vaccination mandates and predeparture testing.

I ask my colleague to work with us on supporting our vaccina‐
tion mandate and our pre-arrival tests, and making sure that we pro‐
tect the health and safety of all Canadians.

● (1200)

Mr. Eric Duncan (Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, after years of delay, Canadian Blood Services
has finally announced its commitment to end the discriminatory
blood ban. It is a step in the right direction, yes, but questions re‐
main. Health Canada still needs to approve its submission. The
government was told back in June that this submission would be
coming.

If the Liberals care about ending this discrimination with the ur‐
gency it deserves, on what date can gay men finally donate blood in
this country?

Hon. Carolyn Bennett (Minister of Mental Health and Addic‐
tions and Associate Minister of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, this
government has always known that this was a discriminatory prac‐
tice and it was up to the scientists and Canadian Blood Services to
take this decision. We are very grateful to them for this proposal
and we look forward to giving an answer in due course.

Mr. Eric Duncan (Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, I am sorry, but that was absolutely shameful as
an answer. You have always known this was discrimination. You
have known for six months that this submission would be coming,
yet you cannot give a date. You cannot outline what that process is.

To the minister, people are watching and waiting. Leadership is
about backing up your words with action. Talk and talk and talk.
The solution is there. The medical community is behind it. Stop
talking and deliver results.

On what date will the government say gay men can finally do‐
nate blood in this country?

The Deputy Speaker: I want to remind the members to ask their
questions through the Chair and not to refer to another member as
“you”.

The hon. minister.
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Hon. Carolyn Bennett (Minister of Mental Health and Addic‐

tions and Associate Minister of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as
someone who has advocated for this for a very long time, I under‐
stand that we have to wait for science and for the people who act in
an arm's-length agency. It is up to the agency to actually ask us to
do this. We are looking at this proposal and we hope to be able to
respond as quickly as possible.

* * *
[Translation]

CLIMATE CHANGE
Mrs. Sophie Chatel (Pontiac, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, Canadians

can be proud of Canada's active involvement at COP26 in Glasgow.

Canadian climate policies are internationally recognized as being
fair and progressive.

Could the Minister of Environment and Climate Change tell us
more about what Canada is specifically doing to combat climate
change?

Hon. Steven Guilbeault (Minister of Environment and Cli‐
mate Change, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague from Pon‐
tiac and congratulate her on her impressive career at the OECD be‐
fore joining our ranks.

Canada has done a lot of work on combatting climate change. I
could talk about everything that we achieved in Glasgow, such as
the $5.3 billion for developing countries, including $1 billion to
help the poorest countries reduce their dependence on coal, and
the $1 billion for nature-based solutions.

Nevertheless, like other countries around the world, Canada still
has a long way to go in the fight against climate change.

* * *
[English]

SENIORS
Mrs. Shelby Kramp-Neuman (Hastings—Lennox and

Addington, CPC): Mr. Speaker, Canada’s aging population has
been the hardest hit by the COVID-19 pandemic in almost every
conceivable metric. Instead of providing the compassion, empathy
and support that the seniors who built our country deserve, the Lib‐
eral government has sadly penalized Canada’s seniors who took
CERB by lowering their old age security payments.

Could the minister please tell me when the government will rec‐
tify this cruel decision, allow our seniors to collect what they have
earned and give them the dignity they deserve?

Hon. Chrystia Freeland (Deputy Prime Minister and Minis‐
ter of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, our government is aware, and I
think all members of the House would agree, that our seniors have
been disproportionately hit by COVID and they deserve our sup‐
port. That is one reason that the government supported seniors
with $500 over the summer. It is a reason that we have increased
the OAS.

When it comes to the GIS and the CERB, we are very aware of
this problem and we are working very urgently to get it fixed.

I also want to say that we can all help our seniors by getting vac‐
cinated and urging them to get their boosters. My dad had his re‐
cently and it has been a real relief to me.

* * *
● (1205)

FISHERIES AND OCEANS

Mr. Rick Perkins (South Shore—St. Margarets, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, as the first Acadian to assume your role, on behalf of all
Nova Scotians, let me congratulate you.

Recently a Nova Scotia indigenous fishing captain was lost at
sea, leaving his uncertified crew stranded. The winter lobster sea‐
son opens this Monday in southwestern Nova Scotia. DFO officials
have confirmed that newly licensed moderate livelihood fishers are
not required to have their vessels or crew government trained and
certified like all commercial fishermen have to.

Why is the government so callously placing the lives of indige‐
nous fishers at risk?

Hon. Joyce Murray (Minister of Fisheries, Oceans and the
Canadian Coast Guard, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I want to congratulate
the member opposite for his new appointment.

I have compassion and regret any time someone is challenged as
a mariner with problems at sea. The Canadian Coast Guard works
very closely with the communities to be there for Canadians and
mariners.

With respect to the moderate livelihood fishery, everything we do
at the Department of Fisheries and Oceans is underpinned by the
conservation of stock. This is a priority that is—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for Peterborough—
Kawartha.

* * *

THE ECONOMY

Ms. Michelle Ferreri (Peterborough—Kawartha, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, our economic crisis has created a mental health and sui‐
cide crisis. During the election, I knocked on one man’s door and
he showed me what he was eating for dinner, cat food. This is not
an exaggeration. Food bank users are at an all-time high. Canadians
need to know a timeline. When will the government take the right
action to support parents, children and seniors so they are not eating
cat food?

Hon. Karina Gould (Minister of Families, Children and So‐
cial Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, one of the things our gov‐
ernment is moving forward on is affordable child care across the
country. This is something that is so important to address afford‐
ability for families right across the country. As a parent, I know the
high costs of child care are limiting for so many people.
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We will continue to work hard to make sure child care is afford‐

able, so families have access to additional resources so they can
provide for their children.

* * *
[Translation]

CHILD CARE
Mrs. Élisabeth Brière (Sherbrooke, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, getting

their child a spot in day care helps women build their careers. Ac‐
cess to affordable, inclusive day care makes life more affordable
and helps create jobs.

Several agreements have already been signed. Can the Minister
of Families give us an update on what is being done to make good
on our promise?

Hon. Karina Gould (Minister of Families, Children and So‐
cial Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I thank my hon. colleague
from Sherbrooke for this question. I am pleased to give the House
an update today.

So far, we have signed nine agreements with the provinces and
territories to reduce child care fees, which will help 60% of chil‐
dren in Canada. That is absolutely fantastic.

It will help women, in particular, return to work, while also help‐
ing both our economy and Canada.

* * *
[English]

INDIGENOUS AFFAIRS
Ms. Lori Idlout (Nunavut, NDP): [Member spoke in Inuktitut

and provided the following text:]

ᐅᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᔨ
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ ᐃᓐᓇᑐᖃᐃᑦ ᐱᕕᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓇᓂᒃ ᓅᑕᐅᕙᖕᒪᑕ

ᓄᓇᕘ ᓯᓚᑖᓄᑦ ᕿᒪᐃᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓚᒥᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᒥᓐᓂᓪᓗ,
ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕᒎᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ.

ᑕᐃᒪᖓᓂ 2017ᒥᒃ ᐃᓐᓇᑐᖃᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᑕᑕᐅᔾᔨᓯᒪᓕᖅᑲᒻᒥᖅᑐᑦ. ᐅᕙᓂ
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᔾᔪᐊᕐᒥᒃ, ᐱᖁᔨᕗᖔᕈᑎᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᓂᐊᕐᓂᕋᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ
ᐱᑕᖃᐅᖅᑐᒻᒪᕆᒃ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᒥᓲᓗᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓐᓇᑐᖃᐃᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᖁᑎᖅᔪᐊᓂᒃ.

Prime Minister ᐃᒃᐱᓂᐊᕆᑦᑎᐊᖅᔪᒥᓂᐊᖅᐱᒌ ᐃᓐᓇᑐᖃᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ
ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑳᖅᓯᒪᔪᓄᓪᓗ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᓄᓪᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖏᑦ
ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎ ᐃᓐᓇᑐᖃᒃᑯᕕᖏᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᕕᖏᓐᓂ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ?

[Inuktitut text interpreted as follows:]

Mr. Speaker, our elders in Nunavut are being exiled from their
families, their homeland and their communities because they can‐
not access care in the territory.

Our elder care homes in Nunavut have been at full capacity since
2017. We have seen in the House countless recommendations and
promises made, but we have seen little to no action to help elders
and invest in elders' infrastructure in Nunavut.

Will the Prime Minister respect elders in Nunavut and the indige‐
nous and northern affairs committee and follow through on acceler‐

ating construction on long-term care facilities and seniors homes in
Nunavut?
● (1210)

Hon. Dan Vandal (Minister of Northern Affairs, Minister re‐
sponsible for Prairies Economic Development Canada and
Minister responsible for the Canadian Northern Economic De‐
velopment Agency, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I sincerely look forward to
working together with the hon. member for Nunavut to solve these
many concerns that were brought up. I am proud that I am the first-
ever Minister of Northern Affairs to give the attention to the infras‐
tructure, the housing, the health care and seniors, a whole gamut of
issues in which our government is engaged. We are committed to
working with the hon. member to solve these problems into the fu‐
ture.

* * *

POINTS OF ORDER
ORAL QUESTIONS

Mr. Blake Richards (Banff—Airdrie, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I am
rising on a point of order. I am not sure if it was to receive instruc‐
tions from the PMO that he was passing along to the government
House leader, but the member for Winnipeg North, sitting beside
the government House leader today during question period, was
seen with an ear bud in his ear and speaking actively into a tele‐
phone throughout question period.

I think you, Mr. Speaker, should remind him that this is not al‐
lowed or permitted in the House. I certainly would hope that he is
not receiving instructions from the PMO on who should be answer‐
ing and how they should be answering questions.

Hon. Mark Holland (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I thank the opposition whip for
his concern. This has been discussed. As we are in a virtual pro‐
ceeding, there will be instances where folks are at a distance and
therefore we need to be able to communicate to them. The Speak‐
er's office was aware of this. The House leader for the opposition
was aware of this as well. We are happy to have discussions. It was
our understanding in our conversations with the opposition that this
was something it was not only aware of but understood was neces‐
sary as part of a virtual proceeding.
[Translation]

Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie (Joliette, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I would
like to express the Bloc Québécois's concern about what was just
said here. There is a rule that members are not allowed to use tele‐
phones in the House. However, we were just told that because this
is a virtual proceeding, members can use a phone.

I would ask the Chair to share its opinion with the House on this
matter, because the other parties have just changed the rules in a big
way. Will members now be allowed to spend long stretches of time
on the phone in the House, answering constituents' questions? That
is very worrisome, and there are other ways to communicate.
[English]

Ms. Rachel Blaney (North Island—Powell River, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, I want to join my voice with the Conservative whip on this
issue.
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This is a sacred place. During the time of the pandemic, I abso‐

lutely understand that we must ensure we are safe and that the peo‐
ple who work here are safe, but to disrespect this place that has a
long history is absolutely inappropriate. I hope to never see that
happen again in the House.

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Winnipeg North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I
can truly say that I had no intentions of offending anyone or any
rule. In the last hybrid session, in order to facilitate ministers who
were virtual, I was afforded the opportunity to do exactly what I did
earlier today. No offence was made, and I did get the opportunity to
at least share what I was going to be doing with the opposition
House leader, as I did not want to surprise him. I apologize for not
extending the same courtesy to the NDP and the Bloc, but it is no
different than what we did during the hybrid sittings last summer.

[Translation]
Ms. Christine Normandin (Saint-Jean, BQ): Mr. Speaker, after

that comment by my colleague from Winnipeg North, I would sure
like to know if he was authorized to do such a thing. As far as I
know, it was not discussed anywhere, not among the whips or the
leaders or at the Board of Internal Economy, and there was no mo‐
tion about it. I would sure like to know where that troubling infor‐
mation comes from.

[English]
Mr. Daniel Blaikie (Elmwood—Transcona, NDP): Mr. Speak‐

er, if the member for Winnipeg North has been doing this before
and was doing this in the last Parliament, all the more is the shame.
I was not aware that members were taking phone calls in the House
of Commons. It is completely unacceptable, particularly when, if it
does have to do with organizing the Liberal caucus, they can take
those phone calls in the lobby, they can pass notes into the chamber,
and they can take the call in the lobby and then come into the
House and speak to people in the House. There are many ways that
the Liberals can organize themselves. If they find it too difficult,
that is on them. However, beginning a tradition of taking phone
calls in the House of Commons is an absolutely unacceptable way
of managing their own problems.

● (1215)

Hon. Mark Holland: Mr. Speaker, let me reiterate what my col‐
league from Winnipeg North said. No offence was meant to the
House. This had been a practice. We will end it.

I have heard, loud and clear, from the House today that members
do not feel this is appropriate. I apologize. My understanding was
that this was a matter that had been decided and that we were okay
to operate on that basis. However, it is essential to me that this
place function well. I have heard members. It will not happen
again. I appreciate their feedback.

Mr. Michael Barrett (Leeds—Grenville—Thousand Islands
and Rideau Lakes, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I would note that, with re‐
spect to other matters that have been brought before the Speaker
during this session, there was a lot of discussion with respect to
practices, items and debate from the previous session. The member
for Winnipeg North said that past practices and discussions from
the previous Parliament should be part of this consideration, and I
am looking to see if the Chair can also advise the House on whether

that includes the questions of privilege and points of order that
were raised by the official opposition.

The Deputy Speaker: We will take this under advisement. I
would urge the House leaders and the whips to get together to dis‐
cuss this. If a decision needs to be made, the Speaker, of course,
will come back to the House with that decision.

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS
[English]

COMMISSIONER OF LOBBYING
The Deputy Speaker: I have the honour to lay upon the table

the annual reports on the Access to Information Act and the Privacy
Act of the Commissioner of Lobbying for the year 2020-21.

[Translation]

Pursuant to Standing Order 108(3)(h), these reports are deemed
permanently referred to the Standing Committee on Access to In‐
formation, Privacy and Ethics.

[English]

Mr. Daniel Blaikie: Mr. Speaker, the member for Winnipeg
North does not have the floor and is not wearing his mask. It is im‐
portant that we all follow that rule.

The Deputy Speaker: I will remind members that if they are not
speaking, they have to wear their masks.

There being a message from Her Excellency the Governor Gen‐
eral, I would ask members to rise.

* * *
[Translation]

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES (B), 2021-22

A message from Her Excellency the Governor General transmit‐
ting supplementary estimates (B) for the financial year ending
March 31, 2022, was presented by the President of the Treasury
Board and read by the Speaker to the House.

Hon. Mona Fortier (President of the Treasury Board, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, I have the honour to table, in both official languages,
the supplementary estimates (B), 2021-22.

* * *
● (1220)

[English]

CRIMINAL CODE
Hon. David Lametti (for the Minister of Labour) moved for

leave to introduce Bill C-3, An Act to amend the Criminal Code
and the Canada Labour Code.

(Motions deemed adopted, bill read the first time and printed)
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PETITIONS

BARBADOS

Mr. Alex Ruff (Bruce—Grey—Owen Sound, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I am presenting a petition on behalf of my constituents,
who are calling on the Government of Canada to recognize that the
country of Barbados has suffered from COVID-19 like the rest of
the world, but unlike most developed countries has limited access
to vaccines and has a shortfall. At the time of the signing of this pe‐
tition, less than 50% of the country of Barbados had been vaccinat‐
ed.

As such, the petitioners are calling on the Government of Canada
to increase the number of COVID-19 vaccines being donated to
Barbados to at least 100,000 doses.

INDIGENOUS AFFAIRS

Mr. Mike Morrice (Kitchener Centre, GP): Mr. Speaker, it is
an honour to present petition no. 10672059.

The petitioners call on the House of Commons to commit to up‐
holding the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples
and the Truth and Reconciliation Commission's calls to action by
immediately halting all existing and planned construction of the
Coastal GasLink project on Wet'suwet'en territory and ordering the
RCMP to dismantle its exclusion zone and stand down, schedule
nation-to-nation talks between the Wet'suwet'en nation and federal
and provincial governments, and prioritize the real implementation
of UNDRIP.

The Deputy Speaker: I just want to remind members to bring
the petitions to the table, as we do not want everyone circulating
throughout the chamber.

AMYOTROPHIC LATERAL SCLEROSIS

Mr. Arnold Viersen (Peace River—Westlock, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I appreciate the work the pages do, bringing our petitions
to the table. Now that we are under the new rules, I guess it does
not work.

I am presenting a petition on behalf of Canadians who suffer
from ALS. The petitioners are friends and families of these people,
and they want Canada to be a leader in ALS research and treatment.

The petitioners note that ALS currently has no cure and people
have a life expectancy of two to five years from diagnosis. Once
ALS is diagnosed, it is not only the individual but also the friends
and families who are greatly affected. The petitioners are calling on
the government to pursue the successful trials of some of the drugs
that are taking place across Canada. If the government could help
pursue them, that would be great.

There is a new drug called AMX0035. It was submitted three to
six months ago, and the petitioners are hoping that Canada will get
that drug approved.
● (1225)

RIGHTS OF THE UNBORN

Mr. Arnold Viersen (Peace River—Westlock, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, my second petition is from Canadians from across the
country who are calling on the House of Commons to enact legisla‐
tion to fully protect a child not yet born from the beginning of her

biological development as a human being, the same protection
granted to every other human being.

HUMAN RIGHTS IN AFGHANISTAN

Mr. Arnold Viersen (Peace River—Westlock, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the third and final petition I am presenting today is a peti‐
tion from Canadians from across Canada who are concerned about
the treatment of the Hazara community in Afghanistan.

This is one of the communities we protected when we were over
there. There was formerly a genocidal campaign waged against
them. When we were there helping to build Afghanistan, it was
great, but now with the fall of Afghanistan to the Taliban, the Haz‐
ara community is once again under threat.

Canadians from across Canada are calling for us to have a
memorial day for the Hazara people, recognized on September 25.
The petitioners are calling on the Canadian government to recog‐
nize September 25 as the Hazara memorial day.

The petitioners want to see real leadership from Canada, and
they look forward to the government's response.

* * *

QUESTIONS ON THE ORDER PAPER

Hon. Mark Holland (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I ask that the remaining ques‐
tions be now allowed to stand.

The Speaker: Is that agreed?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

The Deputy Speaker: I wish to inform the House that I have re‐
ceived a request for an emergency debate. I invite the hon. member
for Calgary Midnapore to rise and make a brief intervention.

* * *
[Translation]

REQUEST FOR EMERGENCY DEBATE

LABOUR SHORTAGE

Mrs. Stephanie Kusie (Calgary Midnapore, CPC): Mr. Speak‐
er, we are facing a national crisis. It is not inflation that I want to
talk about today, but rather another very important issue affecting
our economy and our country, namely, the labour shortage.

This is important because this shortage exists everywhere and on
two levels. First, it affects all regions. No region in Canada is
spared: grocery stores in Quebec, restaurants in Banff and factories
in Ontario. Second, the problem exists in all sectors, including hos‐
pitality, tourism and manufacturing. Many employers are seeking
employees.
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For this reason, we need to discuss Canada's future and how to

deal with this problem. We need to come up with solutions and im‐
plement them immediately. We also need to figure out how to man‐
age this problem and solve it permanently. We need to listen to
business owners, workers and all Canadians who are suffering right
now.

For this reason, I am requesting an emergency debate on the
labour shortage. Our employers deserve it; our citizens deserve it
and Canada needs it.

SPEAKER'S RULING

The Deputy Speaker: I thank the hon. member for Calgary
Midnapore for her remarks, but I do not find that the request meets
the requirements of the Standing Orders.

GOVERNMENT ORDERS
[English]

AN ACT TO PROVIDE FURTHER SUPPORT IN RESPONSE
TO COVID-19

The House resumed consideration of the motion that Bill C-2,
An Act to provide further support in response to COVID-19, be
read the second time and referred to a committee.

The Deputy Speaker: There was a minute remaining on the
clock for questions for the member for Carleton.

Questions and comments, the hon. member for Edmonton West.
Mr. Kelly McCauley (Edmonton West, CPC): Mr. Speaker,

congratulations on your election as Deputy Speaker.

I want to thank my colleague for Carleton for drawing the direct
correlation between the massive spending and our out-of-control in‐
flation. The government likes to pretend that it is a global issue, but
I would point out that we have the second-highest inflation rate in
the G7 and we are third highest for food inflation, so I do not think
it is just a global issue but a made-in-Canada one.

One of my colleagues from the Liberal Party asked where we
would cut. However, in the previous Parliament, we heard that
the $80-billion wage subsidy did not go through Treasury Board
scrutiny as required under legislation. We saw that money went to
wealthy hedge fund managers, Air Canada bonuses and Lululemon,
whose market cap at the same time was growing by $9 billion.

I wonder if my colleague for Carleton would like to comment on
this wage subsidy going out of control without any oversight from
the government.
● (1230)

Hon. Pierre Poilievre: Mr. Speaker, the Liberals have proven
again that trickle-down economics does not work. They said that if
they printed cash, gave it to government and bought up financial as‐
sets, this money would eventually trickle down to the working peo‐
ple.

In fact, it all stayed on the top, and the billionaires got one-third
richer in the first six months of COVID while the working class
saw its real wages decline. Inflation is now rising twice as fast as

wages. It is a massive wealth transfer from the working poor to the
super wealthy. Conservatives want to reverse the trend, stop the big
government, stop trickle-down economics and restore a bottom-up
paycheque economy.

[Translation]

Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie (Joliette, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I first want
to say that I agree with my colleague from Carleton that trickle-
down economics does not work.

I am seeking the unanimous consent of the House to share my
speaking time with my newly elected colleague from Terrebonne.

The Deputy Speaker: This being a hybrid sitting of the House,
for the sake of clarity I will only ask those who are opposed to the
request to express their disagreement.

Accordingly, all those opposed to the hon. member's request will
please say nay.

Hearing no opposition, I declare the request granted.

The hon. member for Joliette.

Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie: Mr. Speaker, I assure everyone in the
House that they will not be disappointed by the important speech
my colleague from Terrebonne will give. Also, I congratulate her
on her election and on being here in the House.

[English]

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order, I will
not highlight names, but there are members in the House who do
not have their mask on.

The Deputy Speaker: I know only a few members are here, but
I remind everybody once again to make sure they have their mask
on when they are not speaking.

The hon. member for Joliette.

[Translation]

Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie: Mr. Speaker, it is important to remind
everyone in the House that the health measures are important.

I want to start by humbly thanking the people of my riding of
Joliette for putting their faith in me once again. I also thank all the
volunteers and campaigners who pitched in during this election
campaign. I am truly honoured to speak on behalf of the people I
represent in Joliette.

I will be talking about Bill C‑2, regarding the economic impacts
of the pandemic.

As members know, the pandemic caused a huge economic down‐
turn, a recession. Some sectors had to be shut down to comply with
health measures, and these closures dealt a blow to the economy.
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Over the past century, economics has shown us that the least bad

solution during these periods is for the government to step in with
income support measures. We had measures such as the Canada
emergency response benefit, the Canada emergency wage subsidy
and the Canada emergency rent subsidy. These measures obviously
need to be specific and well targeted if they are to be effective. This
is why the Bloc Québécois was generally in favour of them. The
Bloc is in favour of effective spending and against waste.

We now seem to be emerging from the pandemic-induced eco‐
nomic crisis, and that is encouraging. The latest statistics released
by the government show that for period 21, there were just over
300,000 applications for the wage subsidy, which is about 10 times
fewer than there were a few periods ago. We appear to be on the
right track.

However, we all know that some economic sectors, businesses
and workers have been hit harder by the pandemic. Some sectors
will need more time to get back to the way things were before the
pandemic. We think it is important to bring in effective programs to
help these sectors overcome the pandemic. We believe in that, be‐
cause we want to be able to count on the women and men who
work in these sectors after the pandemic, once the new normal sets
in. In the meantime, however, we have to be prepared to work to‐
gether for the common good.

In one of our first encounters after her appointment during the
last Parliament, I pointed out to the Minister of Finance the impor‐
tance of targeted measures and predictability. Unlike in previous
years, when this was rarely the case, these two components are in‐
cluded in Bill C‑2.

The two measures proposed in the bill will apply until May 2022,
with the possibility of being extended until July. That provides
some important predictability and, for the first time, specific sectors
are targeted. This all seems great, and we applaud it.

Right now, the government is telling the House that action is ur‐
gently needed. The last period has ended, and the bill must be
passed to avoid an interruption in subsidies. Therefore, we must
hurry up, so much so that the government wants to invoke closure.

I would like to remind the House that the Liberal Party and its
government are the ones responsible for this urgent situation. Did
the public really want a general election? It seems that they did not,
but the government was hoping to win a majority. Voters said no.
Moreover, it took the government two months to recall the House.
During that time, we could have been studying Bill C‑2 and taking
the time to ensure that it adequately meets people's needs and the
needs of our economic sectors. We did not get that time, because
the government preferred to delay opening the new Parliament and
resuming the work of the House.

Now the government is saying that action is urgently needed.
That is obvious. It reminds me of a student who has two weeks to
study or do their assignment, but who waits until the day before the
deadline or the exam and realizes they must get going. Yes, it is ur‐
gent, but the student should have started earlier.

● (1235)

The government could stand to learn that lesson. It needs to take
responsibility. If Bill C‑2 passes second reading, and the Bloc
Québécois will soon be sharing our concerns about that possibility,
we believe it will be extremely important to take the time to study
the provisions properly in committee.

The bill sets out percentages for sectors such as tourism and cul‐
ture. There are some more targeted and more accommodating pro‐
posals. There are measures for other sectors in general. The bill re‐
quires a business to have lost 40% or 50% of its revenue before be‐
ing eligible for assistance. Are these percentages carefully targeted?
For the Canada emergency wage subsidy, people will receive a spe‐
cific percentage. Is that percentage appropriate?

All of this must be studied in committee. We need senior offi‐
cials to explain the reasoning behind these percentages and share
their figures and information. We can then decide whether the poli‐
cy proposed in this bill is appropriately targeted. We need to do the
work. We will have to hear from different groups and sectors in so‐
ciety about whether the measure is good and whether they have any
amendments to suggest.

When the House passed economic aid bills under a gag order, the
government had to come back to the House a month or two later to
say that it was wrong, that it had made mistakes and that it had cut
corners. Why? It is because those bills were all passed at the last
minute, without taking a step back and without taking the time to
study the bills and improve them. Sometimes, when we try to move
too fast, it slows us and everyone else down.

At the beginning of the pandemic, it was important to act quick‐
ly, so there may have been flaws in the legislation. However, the
government could have quickly done better by targeting the mea‐
sures more carefully and by taking more time to examine the issue,
rather than proroguing Parliament or, more recently, calling an elec‐
tion and taking two months before coming back to the House.

I would like to remind members that the wording of Bill C‑2, as
it now stands, gives the Minister of Finance a lot of discretion. If
certain sectors need to be added during the designated assistance
period, she would have the power to do so, just as she could change
the percentages if needed. Our hope is that, if this bill is passed, the
government will use that discretion to support industries properly
and respond to needs quickly.

One group is conspicuously absent from this bill: self-employed
workers. Yes, there is the rent subsidy, but there is essentially noth‐
ing else in the bill. The people I have in mind are self-employed
workers in the cultural sector. Supporting them is extremely impor‐
tant, but there is nothing in the bill as it stands. That is an issue I
have with the principle of the bill. Why were these workers left
out? That is a huge problem.

The government has hinted that there will be a program a few
months from now, but how are these self-employed workers sup‐
posed to make it through until then with no income? This is very
troubling.
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Members may recall that, a few years ago, technicians and

salaried employees in Quebec's cultural sector were asked to switch
to self-employment to better meet the industry's needs. That is what
they did, so now we need to help and support the sector. There are
lots of self-employed workers in the economy, but the government
is not giving them anything in this bill. That is a problem.

This sector is made up of people, women and men who need sup‐
port. We must help them overcome the effects of the pandemic,
which they are still grappling with. We have not forgotten them,
and this oversight forces us to question our support for the very
principle of this bill.

That was an overview of our thoughts on the bill. Once I have
answered members' questions, the House will hear a wonderful
speech from my colleague from Terrebonne.

● (1240)

Mr. Daniel Blaikie (Elmwood—Transcona, NDP): Mr. Speak‐
er, the NDP shares the Bloc Québécois's concerns about the arts
and culture sector and its self-employed workers. The problem is
that there is no real equivalent to the Canada recovery benefit for
that sector, and the Canada emergency wage subsidy is not avail‐
able to people who are self-employed.

That is why I was a little surprised that the Bloc leader was so
quick to support Bill C-2 and say he would vote in favour. It is
clear that there is a gap in the bill with regard to self-employed
workers in the arts, culture, travel and tourism sectors. This gap
needs to be filled, and I would like to know how we can work to‐
gether to achieve this before the bill is passed.

Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie: Mr. Speaker, I thank my NDP colleague
for his question and comments.

I would like to correct one main fact. The Bloc leader did not say
that he would support Bill C‑2. We are debating it.

We actually have some serious concerns, in particular with re‐
spect to self-employed workers in the cultural sector. When we read
the bill, we do not see anything about that. The government is
telling us that there will be something, but we do not know when.
The Liberals are telling us that this is difficult.

I am sorry, but in a G7 country with considerable financial re‐
sources, the state has the means, if the government is so inclined, to
quickly put in place measures to support self-employed workers in
need, especially those in the cultural sector. The government has
the ability to effectively target these support measures.

For that reason, if the bill is passed at second reading, it will be
important to take the time to study it in committee in order to dis‐
cuss the points raised by my colleague.

[English]
Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Winnipeg North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,

the legislation brings forward the extension of a great deal of bene‐
fits for Canadians and businesses in great need. I understand that
Bloc members are open to supporting the legislation, and I applaud
them for taking into consideration how beneficial this will be for so
many people in Canada and our economy.

I wonder if the member could provide his thoughts on the idea
that in any piece of legislation, it is difficult at times to be com‐
pletely encompassing and that there will be some follow-through to
come. Are the essence and principle of the bill something that he
could personally support?

● (1245)

[Translation]

Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie: Mr. Speaker, as I said, we are not yet
free from the economic consequences of the pandemic. We need to
work together to help those sectors still struggling get through the
crisis. We will need these women, men and businesses when the
pandemic ends.

The bill includes targeted measures and provides for predictabili‐
ty. That is good. However, it disregards the whole issue of self-em‐
ployed workers, including those in the cultural sector, which is par‐
ticularly troubling for us.

Why extend the measures for some sectors and abandon self-em‐
ployed workers in the cultural sector?

We are looking at this bill and wondering whether we can even
support it in principle. Why abandon these women and men in the
cultural sector?

This is a serious problem.

[English]

Mr. Arnold Viersen (Peace River—Westlock, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I want to congratulate the member for Joliette on his re-
election.

I think it was in the National Post this morning, but we heard that
there are over a million job vacancies in this country, and we are
still waiting for a plan from the government on how it is going to
get people back to work. The Liberals brag about the low unem‐
ployment rate, but businesses are looking for workers.

In my home province, the oil patch is getting fired up again, with
a starting wage of $55 an hour. People should come on down. Let
us get these jobs filled.

[Translation]

Mr. Gabriel Ste-Marie: Mr. Speaker, the labour shortage is a se‐
rious matter. The government has to do something about it and
come up with solutions.

In the long term, there will obviously be the issue of business
productivity. There needs to be a major cleanup at the department
of immigration and that is something the government has to tackle.

There is also the issue of seniors. Can we put tax measures in
place to give them a hand and encourage them to return to the
workforce without losing all their pension income?

This is an important issue that we will come back to.

The Deputy Speaker: Resuming debate. The hon. member for
Terrebonne.
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Ms. Nathalie Sinclair-Desgagné (Terrebonne, BQ): Mr. Speak‐

er, I would like to start by thanking my esteemed colleague from
Joliette for sharing his time with me, and my other colleagues for
allowing him to do so.

I would like to draw everyone's attention to the fact that this is
day two of the days of action on violence against women. As we all
know, women were the pandemic's first casualties. They suffered
psychologically and physically. There were more cases of intimate
partner violence during the pandemic. We also know they paid the
heaviest economic price. In fact, 68% of those who lost their jobs
between October 2019 and October 2020 were women. That is
more than two-thirds of the newly unemployed, and it is a huge
segment of the population.

In addition, many female entrepreneurs worried they might not
be able to make it through the crisis. We know that what women
need is financial independence. That is why it is the government's
job to protect vulnerable populations and to protect women, and
that is why it should offer programs to support that segment of the
population.

As my colleague from Joliette mentioned, that is why the Bloc
Québécois is in favour of measures to support workers in need and
those segments of the population that need the most help. This
health crisis has been going on for 20 months, and for 20 months,
the government has been proposing measures that we do not feel
are targeted enough. One the one hand, business owners are coming
to see us and saying that the government needs to do away with
benefits for all workers because they are contributing to the labour
shortage, but on the other hand, some segments of the population
have been left out of Bill C-2, as my esteemed colleague men‐
tioned. I am thinking about cultural workers, mostly. Self-employed
cultural workers are not included in this bill, and that is one of its
shortcomings. That is why we need to discuss it and work on it. I
want to point out that this situation is unacceptable. It is not right
that, after 20 months of this pandemic, we are still at this stage and
some sectors in need are still being left out. This includes self-em‐
ployed cultural workers. Currently, they are not covered by the
emergency measures. That is because the government called an
election, and we are now dealing with a bill that is seeking to speed
things up and fails to propose any measures for cultural workers.

We called for a better targeted bill and it took 20 months for the
government to introduce one. The government has not done its due
diligence for the most vulnerable members of society.
● (1250)

[English]
Ms. Rachel Blaney (North Island—Powell River, NDP): Mr.

Speaker, I would like to congratulate the member on her first
speech in this House. I am really happy to be here on this day with
her.

I know that across the country, especially in my riding of North
Island—Powell River, there are a lot of seniors whose guaranteed
income supplements are being cut back significantly. It is leading to
them not having a home. It is very hard to talk to a 79-year-old se‐
nior about how they are going to be living on the streets within the
next week or so.

Could the member speak about any concerns that she and her
party may have about leaving vulnerable seniors so far behind?

[Translation]

Ms. Nathalie Sinclair-Desgagné: Mr. Speaker, I thank my es‐
teemed colleague for her question.

The Bloc Québécois is very concerned about seniors. The Bloc
Québécois is fighting to put an end to the two age groups being
used to determine eligibility for the benefits. As members know, the
pandemic hit seniors hard, in terms of both their finances and their
health.

That is why we also want to study this bill in committee. We
want to look into this type of issue and work on behalf of the se‐
niors we know are suffering because of this pandemic.

[English]

Mr. Arnold Viersen (Peace River—Westlock, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, in Canada we have over a million job vacancies. Restau‐
rants are closing at four o'clock in the afternoon because they can‐
not find people to work there. In my riding they are talking about
bringing in temporary foreign workers to work in the oil patch.
Those are $55-an-hour jobs that they cannot find people to work
for.

I see nothing in Bill C-2 that would help to alleviate the job crisis
that we have in this country. What does the member have to say
about that?

[Translation]

Ms. Nathalie Sinclair-Desgagné: Mr. Speaker, much like my
colleague, the Bloc Québécois is concerned about the labour short‐
age. A number of businesses in Terrebonne have come to tell me
that they are having a hard time finding workers.

We are in the middle of a labour shortage, but the shortage has
been around since before the crisis. I should point out that this
labour shortage could be exacerbated by the CRB, which is why we
are calling for more intelligent, targeted measures. This is what the
Bloc Québécois is calling for, but that does not mean that we
should stop supporting vulnerable populations. Some populations
are still vulnerable in this pandemic, in particular self-employed
cultural workers. We must continue to support these groups.

Ms. Andréanne Larouche (Shefford, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I want
to congratulate my colleague from Terrebonne on her speech.

I want to talk more about two segments of the population that
were mentioned. My colleague raised the issue of women. As critic
for status of women, I am a member of the Standing Committee on
the Status of Women, which had an emergency meeting in the sum‐
mer of 2020 to look at how the pandemic was disproportionately
affecting women.

We cannot deny that some sectors will be further affected, and
the bill addresses those sectors. Culture and tourism employ many
women, and they will need to be supported to get through this cri‐
sis.
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I wonder if my colleague could expand on the issue of seniors,

particularly the message that the government sent when it cut the
guaranteed income supplement for seniors who were working and
support for those who collected the CERB. It is important to sup‐
port seniors, because there are people over 65 who want to work,
who want to contribute to the economy and help with the labour
shortage problem. At this point, however, they are being penalized.

I would like to hear more from my colleague on the subject of
both seniors and women.
● (1255)

Ms. Nathalie Sinclair-Desgagné: Mr. Speaker, I thank my dear
colleague for her intervention.

It is true that the government often sends rather mixed messages,
in particular with this bill and with other measures where we see
that certain segments of the population are left to fend for them‐
selves. I am thinking in particular of seniors and women who have
lost the most in this pandemic, as I mentioned earlier.

I would like to mention one thing. The Bloc Québécois has been
calling for the reform of the EI system for a long time. We find our‐
selves in a situation where we have to pass another bill 20 months
after the start of the pandemic because we have not yet brought in
the necessary EI reforms. We would not be debating all of this to‐
day if we had a system that would allow self-employed workers,
among others, to access EI.

[English]
Mr. Daniel Blaikie (Elmwood—Transcona, NDP): Mr. Speak‐

er, I just want to take a moment to thank, once again, the con‐
stituents of Elmwood—Transcona for having placed their trust in
me to represent them in this place. I want to thank my wife, Janelle,
and our children, Robert and Noah, who support me in my parlia‐
mentary service, as well as all of our family, friends and the many
volunteers who contributed to my being here today.

I find this bill and the topic of pandemic supports interesting. I
think it speaks to the crossroads that Canada finds itself at, in the
face of two great challenges. On the one hand there is the challenge
of pandemic recovery, and on the other there is the challenge of the
climate crisis; they both raise similar questions.

They raise questions of how to support workers who suddenly
see their industry dramatically hurt by forces beyond their control.
They both raise the question of how to support vulnerable people
who are not able to work through times of crisis and the economic
effects of those crises, like inflation, as an example.

They both raise the question of how to direct investment in in‐
frastructure and services in a way that makes us more resilient to
the challenges we face. They both raise the question of how we de‐
cide who should pay the costs of these investments and what the
mechanisms are by which those payments ought to be made. These
are just some of the important questions that the pandemic and the
climate crisis both raise.

Getting the pandemic recovery right is important, certainly in its
own right, but I want to begin with a reminder that these are not
questions that are going to be over with the pandemic. These are

questions that we are going to face in the years to come as the cli‐
mate crisis worsens.

The Liberals have been very clear in introducing this bill that, as
far as they are concerned, we are turning the page on the pandemic.
If we look around, it is quite clear that we are not past the pandem‐
ic. In fact, I heard many Liberal members yesterday in the debate
about a hybrid Parliament make arguments about how we are not
past the pandemic and how the effects of the pandemic and the im‐
peratives of the pandemic still very much rule our lives.

Certainly, if we look around at different parts of the country, we
can see that, in fact, we are in a fourth wave. Even when the public
health crisis has passed, I think it is quite reasonable to expect that
the economic consequences of the pandemic will extend past the
end of the public health crisis and take longer to resolve.

Earlier this week, the Deputy Prime Minister said that Canada
has recovered all the jobs lost during the pandemic, and that statis‐
tic may true in terms of the number of available jobs out there.
However, it is also true that the unemployment rate is almost 7%. It
is also true that the inflation rate is over 4% and that employers are
complaining about a labour shortage.

What do all those numbers mean? We often throw figures and
statistics out in this place without getting to the core of what those
numbers mean for people across the country. They mean that there
are many Canadians looking for work, but they are not the Canadi‐
ans with the skills, the education and the experience that employers
are looking for right now for their business. Otherwise, they would
find it a lot easier to get that job, and more employers would be sat‐
isfied that they can find workers.

It means that even as this mismatch in the labour market is frus‐
trating employers and keeping Canadians who want a job unem‐
ployed, both people and businesses are facing rising costs after de‐
pleting all of their reserves trying to cope with the economic dis‐
ruptions of the pandemic. These numbers mean that it is absolutely
not the time for the federal government to turn its back on the peo‐
ple who need help the most, yet this is the direction that Bill C-2
takes us.

New Democrats have been very clear that we believe the Canada
recovery benefit should have been maintained for the time being
and restored to its original level of $500 per week. We opposed the
cut this summer to $300 per week. We were critical of the govern‐
ment not only for simply ending the CERB and doing it with only
two days' notice, but also by choosing not to use the option they
had of extending the CRB until November 20 just by regulation.

By a wave of their hand, they could have allowed for another
month of support for the almost 900,000 people who were still
availing themselves of the financial help under the Canada recovery
benefit. They chose not to do that. That still would have meant that
the benefits only lasted until a couple of days before we assembled
here to talk about next steps.
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● (1300)

We know that the cost of living never went down. In fact, it was
quite the contrary, which is why it did not make sense to reduce the
benefit. It was at $2,000 a month. The costs that people were facing
for housing, food, home heating and other things went up and the
Liberals thought it was time to bring the benefit down, leaving peo‐
ple to wonder how they were supposed to pay more for the essen‐
tials with less money in their pockets.

One has to assume it was a simple attempt to starve people back
to work: to make sure that they did not have enough from the bene‐
fit and maybe they would rejoin the job market. When reducing the
benefit to $300 a week did not work, the government decided to
cancel it altogether. The problem is, as I mentioned before, the peo‐
ple who need jobs are not the people employers are looking for. If
so, they would be employed. It has already been a month since
there has been no CRB support. No one has received CRB support
for the last month, yet we have not heard from employers that sud‐
denly they are able to hire the people they need and want to hire in
their businesses. That is because other factors are driving the labour
shortage.

Consider that many people work in industries that have yet to
bounce back. Jobs are not necessarily available in the sectors they
had experience and training in, which can make it hard to find
work. Consider that many people who were already close to retire‐
ment got to see what retirement life would be like, either by work‐
ing a bit from home, or because they were laid off for a while dur‐
ing the pandemic. To protect their personal health, or just because
they found that they could actually get by and they liked retirement
life and it was their time to do that, they chose not to go back to
work. They had worked hard all their lives and now it was time to
take their retirement. There may be more early retirements as more
workers are called back to the workplace and employers begin to
end work-from-home mandates.

If the Liberals were serious about having the backs of workers
until the end of the pandemic, they would be working with employ‐
ers to identify the jobs they need to fill and the inventory of skills
needed for those positions, and then train people off of the pandem‐
ic benefit into the jobs that are available instead of simply cutting
the benefit. Instead, they chose to reduce and terminate that benefit
and financial support that could have made it easier for people to
pursue the education and training they needed to get those jobs.

This mean-spirited and ill-conceived approach to wrapping up
pandemic benefits does not bode well for the promised reforms to
the employment insurance system, because those reforms have to
be about financially supporting people while they get the education
and training they need to fill the positions that are available in the
labour market. The Liberals had an opportunity to do that. With
pandemic benefits, they failed to do that and now we have to worry
that the same failure will plague the reform of the employment in‐
surance system. I have to say, they are sure taking their sweet time
on this. We have known for a long time that there are structural
problems with the employment insurance system and we have not
seen the Liberals act quickly in order to rectify those.

We talked about the costs of these pandemic programs. It is
worth noting that what fails to be mentioned is that at the peak of

the CERB and CRB, about nine million Canadians were availing
themselves of those programs. When the program was cut there
were fewer than 900,000 people on those programs, which means
over a 90% reduction in demand for the program. That means a
90% or more cut in the cost of the program, and that is before we
consider that the Liberals cut the amount of the benefit by 40%.
The ongoing cost of maintaining CRB for another six or 12 months
is significantly less than what we have already paid out in CRB
spending.

Even if we accept for the sake of argument that it is time to piv‐
ot, as the Deputy Prime Minister has said, the targeted approach
that the Liberals are taking fails by its own lights. I take the exam‐
ple of the tourism and hospitality sector. The government's targeted
program is based on the wage subsidy program. It is a program that
is only going to work for workers who are employed by somebody
else, when many people such as independent travel agents are actu‐
ally self-employed. There is no small number of people in that in‐
dustry. About half of the independent travel agents fall into the cat‐
egory of being self-employed. About 80,000 or 90,000 are repre‐
sented by the Association of Canadian Independent Travel Advi‐
sors. We are talking about 40,000 to 45,000 people. Those are some
of the 800-and-some thousand who were still on the CRB.

● (1305)

That is an industry that is composed of about 85% women. A
government that likes to pride itself on gender analysis of its poli‐
cies clearly has not done its homework here, and there is a gen‐
dered impact of the failure to extend a benefit like the CRB, be‐
cause these women are going to have no income support under this.

[Translation]

We spoke earlier about the arts and culture sector where many
self-employed workers have no financial support. These people no
longer receive financial support such as the CERB because these
programs no longer exist. Without an employer, they have no way
to receive financial assistance.

[English]

Bill C-2 would also ignore the opportunity to address problems
with the Canada emergency business account. We have heard from
many small businesses, which clearly needed the support the most,
that the one-year repayment deadline in order to enjoy the forgiv‐
able loan portion of that program is simply unrealistic, because they
continue to be in serious economic trouble.
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Let us talk about the Canada worker lockdown benefit. When I

asked the Associate Minister of Finance earlier today, we heard that
it is going to be retroactive to October 23, so it is okay that they cut
the CRB with only two days' notice for the people who were still on
it. However, the Associate Minister of Finance confirmed earlier to‐
day that no region in Canada meets the criteria for the Canada
worker lockdown benefit so far, so the fact that it is retroactive to
October 23 is completely meaningless. It will not help anyone, be‐
cause there is no region that meets the criteria in the legislation to
date. Maybe there will be down the road, up to May 7. That is the
cut-off for the Canada worker lockdown benefit. That is interesting,
because the other provisions allow the government, by order in
council, to extend those provisions to the end of June or the begin‐
ning of July. There is no such provision for the Canada worker
lockdown benefit. That will end in May, short of another legislative
intervention.

When it came to the CRB, the government decided not to extend
the benefits through October and November. They extended the
other programs they could, but they chose not to do that for the
CRB. When it comes to the CRB's replacement program, the gov‐
ernment has created a program that does not cover the time be‐
tween October 23 and now. The Liberals have also chosen not to
give themselves the option to extend that program past May 7. We
have to wonder what workers have done to the government to make
it feel such a strong sense of retribution.

This is just part of why this bill would really fail to take us in the
direction that we have to go, and I think it is going to fail to address
some of the immediate economic problems that we have, such as
the labour shortage that employers are so keen to solve. It would
actually take the government showing leadership and working with
employers and employees or workers who are out of jobs to figure
out how to match their skills to the jobs that are available.

These are just some of the problems with the bill as written. In
fact, the omissions from the bill are worse. The Liberals have failed
to take the opportunity to implement a low-income CERB repay‐
ment amnesty. We know a lot of people who are already poor took
the government at its word when it said that if they needed help
they should go ahead and apply for help, and if they had doubts
about whether they were eligible for the help that the government
had created, they should apply. The government would figure it out
later and they would not be punished or persecuted.

I think of the kids who aged out of foster care in Manitoba dur‐
ing the pandemic. They went to the provincial government, because
there were no jobs available in the summer of 2020. Let us not kid
ourselves. It was not like there were a bunch of jobs on the market
that they could have walked into, and the provincial government
said they could not apply for help from the province until they had
applied for every other avenue of help. The government showed
them the website for CERB and directed them to apply there. That
was a no-fail application process, so of course those kids were go‐
ing to succeed and they were going to receive CERB money. They
did, and now the federal government is asking that they pay that
back. The province sure as hell is not going to give them retroactive
social assistance payments to cover the period that they missed be‐
cause they applied for this federal program. Instead of showing
some compassion, the federal government is chasing them down for

money they do not have. What that will do is make it harder for
them to get a proper start in life because they are already starting
from behind. That is why we need to see a low-income CERB re‐
payment amnesty in Canada now.

● (1310)

I think of George from my riding, who is on the GIS. He applied
for the CERB because he lost some employment income. It turns he
just did not meet the $5,000 qualifying income threshold. He just
missed it. Therefore, he has been asked to give that money back.

George filed properly. He paid his taxes on that money, and be‐
cause he was paid the net amount, he never got the gross amount.
The government wants the gross amount back. On top of that, the
government has included that income from CERB in what it is de‐
manding back in the eligibility calculation for his guaranteed in‐
come supplement. He has had his guaranteed income supplement
cut by $750 a month, while the government asks for the gross
amount that it paid him in CERB when all he got was the net
amount. His normal income has been shredded by the government's
uncompassionate approach to the GIS and its failure so far to fix
this problem, which is affecting up to 88,000 seniors across the
country.

I want to talk about these clawbacks a bit too. People were told
that if they need help to take the help. We were told: “We are here
for you. We have your back. We have your back until the end of the
pandemic.” Seniors who were working to top up their GIS took the
government at its word. What they found out this July was that they
were not getting a pandemic benefit, they were getting an advance
on their guaranteed income supplement for the next year, except
they were not told so they did not bank the money.

We know of some people who finally got dental work done.
They had problems in their mouth that had been causing them pain
and plaguing them for years. They could not afford to fix it before
because we do not have any kind of national dental strategy, which
is an issue for another day that I am happy to talk about, and it is
something that the federal government should get moving on.
Therefore, they used some of that money to fix their teeth.

Sometimes people used some of that money to fix their car,
which is how they get to work. They used it to pay off bills that
they had not been able to pay off and on which the interest was pil‐
ing up on. These people did not misuse the funds, but it turns out
they were spending tomorrow's paycheque without knowing it be‐
cause the government did not bother to tell them.
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There have been recent media reports that show the government

knew about this problem at least as early as May of this year. The
GIS reassessment happened in July. Why the government could not
be bothered to at least issue a letter to let people know so that they
could begin to develop a strategy, I do not know. It is shameful and
the government has a real obligation to let them know.

I have to say I was a little shocked this week. I heard the Minis‐
ter of Employment, Workforce Development and Disability Inclu‐
sion, in response to a media question on this very point at a press
conference, say, “It's a more complicated issue than one would
think because there's serious kind of fairness and equity issue for
people who may have earned similar amounts in employment in‐
come. If a senior worked last year and made an equivalent amount,
they too would have lost their GIS or had their GIS potentially re‐
duced, and so we're working on a path forward that recognizes
this.”

It is interesting because the Liberals have no concept of equity
and fairness when it comes to the largest corporations. Only when it
comes to the poor, are they willing to nickel and dime.

Let us talk about the Canada wage subsidy program and quote
from the good work of The Globe and Mail on this issue. This is
from May 10, 2021:

Beyond a handful of hedge funds, some of the largest wealth managers in the
country - household names such as Franklin Templeton, CI Financial, Gluskin Sheff
& Associates - collected [the wage subsidy]. Collectively, these three companies
manage close to $110 billion of assets in Canada. The Scotiabank Hedge Fund In‐
dex, which measures the monthly performance of Canadian-domiciled hedge funds
with assets under management of at least $15 million, shows an average return of
11% in 2020, the best year for the industry in a decade.

Another wage subsidy recipient was the hedge fund JM Fund
Management appears in the same article:

It's JM Catalyst Fund had such a good 2020, with outsized returns not seen by
the fund since 2016, that it was ranked as the third-best performing hedge fund at
the 2020 Canadian Heritage Fund Awards.

Where is the concern for equity and fairness there? Companies
who had competitors who did not take the wage subsidy are not be‐
ing asked to pay any of that back, and they walked off with tens of
millions of dollars, but God forbid that somebody who is poor got
an extra couple of thousand dollars to fix their car, fix their teeth or
pay off a late bill.

That is why I think this bill gets us off on the exact wrong foot
for the pandemic recovery, because that should be about making
sure that the people at the top are paying for the recovery and the
people at the bottom are getting the help they need, and this is not
what we would be doing with this bill.
● (1315)

Mr. Arnold Viersen (Peace River—Westlock, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, the hon. member's speech laid out the intricacies of the
Canadian economy. It also laid out the intricacies of the average
Canadian's everyday life and the fact that it takes a steady hand and
a diligent government to ensure that there are no unintended conse‐
quences.

Now we see a job market with a million empty jobs in this coun‐
try. A million jobs are looking for a person because of the actions

of the government. We see out-of-control inflation too. I do not see
anything in the bill that would help fill those one million jobs.

I am wondering if the hon. member sees anything in the bill that
would help alleviate the jobs crisis we have in this country.

Mr. Daniel Blaikie: Mr. Speaker, as I said, the CRB has been
done for a month already. It is pretty clear to anyone who is paying
attention that there will be no financial help for any of the people
who were collecting the CRB. It will only continue for those who
were receiving their help through the wage subsidy, a program that
we know in some cases, like in Alberta, was actually used to fund
scab labour while workers were locked out.

No, this is not going to do anything for the labour market, be‐
cause contrary to the claims of the Conservatives that I have heard
many times, it was not the pandemic benefits that were causing the
problems in the labour market. There is a lot going on in the labour
market. We had a labour shortage before the pandemic.

If the people who were receiving these benefits are going to help
with the labour shortage, there is clearly a need for education and
training so that their skills are suitable for what employers are look‐
ing for. That is a training mandate. It is the kind of training mandate
that was cut out of employment insurance, which was then unem‐
ployment insurance, by the Liberals in the nineties and was never
put back in. It is the kind of thing that has to be part of employment
insurance reform going forward. The bill does not give me a lot of
confidence that the government understands that.

[Translation]

Ms. Christine Normandin (Saint-Jean, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I
thank my colleague for his excellent speech. The Bloc Québécois
shares the same concern about cuts to the guaranteed income sup‐
plement for seniors.

I do not think the situation can only be fixed through legislation.
As of August, we could suggest considering the CERB as employ‐
ment income instead of a benefit. An administrative fix could apply
here.

Considering that we have known about this situation since Au‐
gust and it is still possible to make corrections without amending a
bill, does my colleague agree that the government has been drag‐
ging its feet?

Mr. Daniel Blaikie: Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague for the
question.

As soon as this government was elected, and before that even,
we asked several times what it needed to correct this situation. We
asked what we needed a bill for, but it refused to provide a clear
answer.

In my experience, that means no, it does not need a bill to ensure
that seniors can receive their own benefits.
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The government could have fixed this in August, but it decided

to wait. We know that because of that decision, seniors will end up
homeless.

This is an urgent matter and that is why I requested an emergen‐
cy debate in the House of Commons on Wednesday.

The government can fix this. It has several mechanisms at its dis‐
posal to do so. It is simply a matter of will.

We are trying to create that will here in the House of Commons,
now that we are assembled here.
● (1320)

[English]
Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Winnipeg North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,

the member for Elmwood—Transcona tries to give this false im‐
pression, an impression that could not be further from the truth, that
the government does not understand or does not care.

When the pandemic hit, this government came to the table. We
created a program called CERB from nothing. We supported wage
subsidy programs and business rent subsidies. We gave direct pay‐
ments to seniors and people with disabilities.

This government understood the need and still understands the
need. This legislation in principle extends the benefits for thou‐
sands of Canadians.

Will the NDP do the right thing and recognize that the principle
of this bill continues the supports Canadians need today, and get be‐
hind it and vote for it?

Mr. Daniel Blaikie: Mr. Speaker, this bill does not extend bene‐
fits; it restricts benefits. That much is very clear. If the Liberals care
a whit, and I hope they do, at the next cabinet meeting on Tuesday,
they can solve the problem of the GIS for seniors and fix the prob‐
lem of the Canada child benefit for all the low-income families that
are also experiencing a clawback.

Companies on the wage subsidy program got a handout from the
government. Some of them did not need it and have not been asked
to return it, and the poorest of the poor, it turns out, just got an ad‐
vance, without being told that it was an advance, on their financial
support.

If the Liberals care, they should fix it. It does not matter how
much they care. They can sit around and have a caring circle. It
does not do anything for anyone. What we need is a fix, so they
should get on it.

Mr. Alistair MacGregor (Cowichan—Malahat—Langford,
NDP): Mr. Speaker, the excellent speech by the member for Elm‐
wood—Transcona demonstrates why he is such a valued member
of this caucus.

What we are seeing is an extreme case of compassion fatigue
from the government. Have my Liberal colleagues lost the ability to
care? Are they just done? Have they run out?

We live in a strange time. I have never seen so many “help want‐
ed” signs in my riding. As the member for Elmwood—Transcona
said, those jobs have not filled up in correspondence with the end
of CERB benefits a month ago. There is no correlation. To the nar‐

rative that workers receiving CERB were living high on the hog, let
me remind the House that $2,000 a month equals a little over $12
an hour. This is not a wage that families can get by on.

I am wondering if my colleague can expand on the theme that
these benefits were really just holding the line and that we still have
too many people in this country who are the working poor and can‐
not advance because of all the costs they are facing.

Mr. Daniel Blaikie: Mr. Speaker, one of the things we know is
that well over half of the people who were still on the Canada re‐
covery benefit when it was terminated were making far less
than $20,000 a year prior to the pandemic. That means they were
already in low-paying jobs or were working part time. Those are
not necessarily the kinds of jobs that employers are trying to fill
right now, so there is an obvious mismatch between who is avail‐
able to work and the kinds of jobs that are available.

The question is, if people have no financial support, how are they
supposed to pursue the education and training they need to get
those jobs when their families are in crisis and they are trying to
figure out where they are going to get their next meal or where to
sleep if they have been evicted from their home? That is not how to
train the workforce for tomorrow. It is not the law of the jungle and
everybody fends for themselves.

If we actually want to respond to the needs of employers, we
need a plan and it needs to be resourced. That is good for workers
and it is good for employers, but it is not what the government is
doing.

I call on Liberals to get with the program and figure it out. They
are going to have to figure it out because it is the kind of model we
are going to need for employment insurance.

Mr. Philip Lawrence (Northumberland—Peterborough
South, CPC): Mr. Speaker, there is no doubt that the NDP and the
Conservative Party have different theories on politics and eco‐
nomics. I am wondering if the member shares my thought that if we
had not had a needless, useless election, the NDP, the Liberal Party
and the Conservatives could have sat down and started to figure
some of this out.

● (1325)

Mr. Daniel Blaikie: Mr. Speaker, there is certainly no question
that we should not have had an election when we did. There was no
reason for the election. There was actually an all-party recommen‐
dation on this out of the procedure and House affairs committee af‐
ter it studied the question of a pandemic election. It recommended
against having an election unless the government lost a confidence
vote in the House, which it never did. There was also a fixed elec‐
tion date law on the books that said there should not have been an
election unless the government lost the confidence of the House,
which it did not. There is absolutely no question that we should not
have had the election.
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That thought occurred to me a few times in the debate yesterday

when I heard the Liberals talk about this. As it happens, the New
Democrats support having a hybrid capability because we recog‐
nize we are not out of the pandemic. However, it was hard to fit the
Liberals' arguments about why it was okay to have an election with
why we need a hybrid Parliament. That is their contradiction, not
ours.

Mr. Francesco Sorbara (Vaughan—Woodbridge, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, good afternoon to you and all of my colleagues who are
here in person and here virtually. I wish a happy Friday to every‐
one.

It is my pleasure to rise today to speak to Bill C-2, which contin‐
ues to support Canadian businesses and workers from coast to coast
to coast.

I will be sharing my time with the hon. member for Glengarry—
Prescott—Russell. He is a big supporter of the agricultural commu‐
nity in Canada and a great friend.

I am pleased to take part in today's debate on this very important
bill, Bill C-2, which would provide and continue to provide essen‐
tial supports that are needed now to continue Canada's robust eco‐
nomic recovery from the COVID recession.

When the crisis hit, our government rapidly rolled out a full
range of effective broad-based programs to support Canadians
through our country's greatest economic shock since the Great De‐
pression. Yes, we had the backs of Canadian businesses, we had the
backs of Canadian workers and, most importantly, we had the backs
of Canadian families. These actions were necessary and unprece‐
dented in our lifetime.
[Translation]

These programs were a lifeline for workers and businesses across
the country. They protected millions of jobs and helped hundreds of
thousands of Canadian businesses get through the worst of the pan‐
demic.

However, these emergency measures were always meant to be
temporary to help us to get through the crisis. Fortunately, we are
now entering a new phase that looks very different from the darkest
moments in our fight against COVID‑19.
[English]

Thanks to one of the most successful vaccination campaigns in
the world, including almost 90% in the region of York, the region I
represent in my riding of Vaughan—Woodbridge, most businesses
are safely reopening and employment is now back to prepandemic
levels. However, we know there are still workers and businesses
whose livelihoods are being affected as a result of the pandemic-re‐
lated restrictions on activities. This is why it is important to pivot
our support measures to more targeted measures that would provide
the help where it is needed most and continue to create jobs and
growth while prudently managing government spending.

I am happy to say, which I believe the Deputy Prime Minister
also said, that Moody's and Standard & Poor's have reaffirmed and
confirmed our country's AAA credit rating. We are only one of a
few countries in the world to maintain an AAA credit rating from

the rating agencies, which is great to see and is thanks to the hard
work of all Canadians.

Some may wonder how we can tell we have reached a turning
point in Canada's economic recovery from the COVID recession.
Allow me to highlight the markers of our government's successful
economic response plan that have brought us to where we are to‐
day.

[Translation]

Last year, in the throne speech, our government promised to cre‐
ate one million jobs, a goal that we reached in September of this
year, when Canada recovered all of the jobs that were lost at the
height of the recession caused by COVID‑19. That means three
million jobs were recovered since the spring of 2022. In fact, ac‐
cording to the Statistics Canada labour force survey from October,
the reported unemployment rate is now 6.7%, the lowest it has been
since the beginning of the pandemic. The number of jobs continues
to be above the prepandemic level.

In fact, Canada's job recovery rate is well ahead of that of the
United States, which has recovered only 91% of the jobs it lost at
the height of the pandemic.

● (1330)

[English]

It is a welcomed sight that we can all see the differences between
this fall and the one prior. Shops and businesses are open in my rid‐
ing and from coast to coast to coast. Canadians are doing their part
to make sure we have a safe reopening by rolling up their sleeves to
get their vaccines and following public health advice. Children, in‐
cluding two of my three children, are also back in school, enabling
parents to fully participate in the workforce. The early learning and
childhood agreements our government is putting in place, with a to‐
tal of nine agreements signed to date with the provinces and territo‐
ries, are already making a difference in the lives and wallets of fam‐
ilies across this beautiful country.

We have accomplished all of this together while sticking to
health restrictions that have saved lives and putting in place the
necessary resources and supports Canadians and Canadian busi‐
nesses needed to survive, the small local businesses in all our rid‐
ings that we have the privilege of representing.

However, as welcome as these economic markers and signs of
recovery are, our government recognizes that it has been an uneven
recovery and some of the necessary health measures that continue
to save lives, while less restrictive than before, are still restricting
some economic activity. What this means for our government is
that we are entering what I hope and believe will be the final pivot
in delivering the support needed to ensure a robust, inclusive and
sustainable recovery that benefits all Canadians.
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[Translation]

The service industry continues to drive economic recovery, but
progress in the retail sector has been partly offset by losses in other
sectors, such as the restaurant and accommodation sector. As the
Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of Finance indicated in Octo‐
ber, a number of business revenue support programs have ended
now that the economy has reopened.
[English]

With this change, and through Bill C-2, which we are debating
today and which I hope all opposition parties will support, we are
moving from the very broad-based support, which was appropriate
at the height of our lockdowns, to more targeted measures that
would provide help exactly where needed. This would include ex‐
tending the Canada recovery hiring program until May 2022, which
would help us finish the fight against COVID-19 and continue to
ensure lost jobs are recovered as quickly as possible.

For eligible employers with current revenue losses of about 10%,
our government would provide a subsidy rate of 50% to enable em‐
ployers to hire the staff they need to grow and thrive.

In addition, our government is proposing to deliver targeted sup‐
port to businesses that are still facing significant pandemic-related
challenges. Let us think about the businesses, such as the hotels in a
typically busy tourist designation that has not seen a return to the
usual amount of visitors as in years past, or alternatively, a curling
club that is just beginning to see more patrons as public health re‐
strictions ease and Canadians begin to engage more in the recre‐
ational activities they enjoyed prior to the crisis.

These are examples of the businesses that still need our support,
this chamber's help and assistance as we push to fully recover from
the COVID-19 recession.
[Translation]

That is why our government wants to provide support through
three new programs for businesses still grappling with major pan‐
demic-related challenges. The first is the tourism and hospitality re‐
covery program, which would provide support to, for example, ho‐
tels, tour operators, travel agencies and restaurants with wage and
rent subsidies of up to 75%.

Next is the hardest-hit business recovery program, which would
provide support to other businesses that have faced deep losses,
with wage and rent subsidies of up to 50%.

Last is the local lockdown program, which would provide busi‐
nesses that face temporary new local lockdowns up to the maxi‐
mum amount available through the wage and rent subsidy pro‐
grams. These programs will be available until May 7, 2022, and the
proposed subsidy rates will be in effect until March 13, 2022. From
March 13 to May 7, 2022, the rates will be reduced by half.
● (1335)

[English]

In conclusion, the economy continues to reopen and jobs are be‐
ing created. People are being vaccinated. Children from ages five to
11 are now receiving theirs, and boosters are being offered to eligi‐
ble Canadians. Restrictions are carefully being eased in our com‐

munities and at our border. The time has come to adapt our income
and business support measures to these better and happier circum‐
stances.

I appreciate this opportunity to speak on Bill C-2. I hope all op‐
position parties will support this important legislation.

Mr. Eric Melillo (Kenora, CPC): Mr. Speaker, I thank my col‐
league for his thoughts on this bill. I would like to once again con‐
gratulate him on his re-election.

In northern Ontario, in the Kenora riding, one of the greatest eco‐
nomic issues we are facing right now is a severe labour shortage. I
do not believe there is much, if anything, in this bill that would ad‐
dress that.

I would like to ask my friend across the way if he feels that Bill
C-2 would address the labour shortages across the country. If not,
could he fill us in on what measures the government would be tak‐
ing to do so?

Mr. Francesco Sorbara: Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the mem‐
ber on his re-election.

With regard to Canada's economy prior to the pandemic, we had
what was the lowest unemployment rate on record, with a need for
more newcomers to come to Canada and for more upskilling of
Canadian workers, improving their human capital. We will continue
to do that.

We have recovered very quickly from the pandemic. Why? Be‐
cause the programs we put in place, such as the Canada emergency
wage subsidy, CEBA, CERB and programs like the regional relief
and recovery fund, funds that were directed across Canada to help
businesses maintain that attachment between employers and em‐
ployees. We did that.

That is why we recovered faster, that is why our job market is ro‐
bust and that is why we continue to attract newcomers to this coun‐
try, including, I believe, a northern pilot project with IRCC that is
bringing newcomers to Kenora and other parts of northern Ontario.

[Translation]

Mr. Yves Perron (Berthier—Maskinongé, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I
thank my colleague for his speech.
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I have a few questions for him. First of all, we have heard a lot

today about self-employed workers who are not getting support,
particularly in the cultural sector, but there are also other self-em‐
ployed people whose businesses have not recovered. Is the govern‐
ment open to the possibility of helping those individuals?

In addition, under the hardest-hit business recovery program, a
business must have lost more than 50% of its revenue in order to
obtain 10% support. Is the government open to reviewing those
percentages? Perhaps 10% is enough for large corporations, but for
SMEs, 50% of revenue is huge. Some additional support might be
needed there.

I would like to hear my colleague's thoughts on those two ques‐
tions.

Mr. Francesco Sorbara: Mr. Speaker, it is very important for
our government to help all businesses across the country.
[English]

It is very important for us to help all enterprises in Canada, but
also all sectors. If there are ideas within the House that need to be
brought forward, obviously those should bring them forward. That
has been our motto since the beginning of the pandemic. That is
how we have gotten our legislation even better than on the first iter‐
ation.

Most important, this hardest-hit measure that we have put in
place in Bill C-2 falls under the Canada emergency wage subsidy,
which I remind all members in the House assisted 5.5 million work‐
ers and literally hundreds of thousands of firms to maintain that at‐
tachment between employer and employee.

Mr. Brian Masse (Windsor West, NDP): Mr. Speaker, hopeful‐
ly the member can answer this specific question.

For a business like the Windsor casino in my municipality, hun‐
dreds, if not thousands of workers were shut out of their jobs
through government intervention with regard to closures. The re‐
opening has not allowed them to get enough weeks to qualify for
employment insurance and they appear not to be eligible for this
program. Could the member let us know if that is the case? If not,
those workers will have to go on welfare. Will the government deal
with that situation? There are others, but it is a good example.

We have thousands of people who did not have the ability to get
the weeks they needed to qualify for employment insurance. By the
rules I see in the bill, Bill C-2, they are basically being pushed onto
welfare. Is that the government's plan? Just to push them onto wel‐
fare?
● (1340)

Mr. Francesco Sorbara: Mr. Speaker, the member for Windsor
West and I have worked on Canada-U.S. relations. Our govern‐
ment, since day one, has had the backs of Canadian workers, Cana‐
dian families and Canadian employers. We will continue to do that
until the end of the pandemic.

We are pivoting to more targeted measures. We have had very
broad-based measures. We know that Canadians are back to work.
We know that a lot of sectors have recovered, but we will continue
to assist and aid those sectors that continue to be impacted by the
COVID-19 pandemic.

[Translation]

Mr. Francis Drouin (Glengarry—Prescott—Russell, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, as I rise for the first time in the House to discuss a
bill, I want to thank all of the constituents of Glengarry-Prescott-
Russell, my wife, Kathryn, and my son, who is on his second elec‐
tion already even though he is only two and a half. He is going to
be a super-volunteer later in life.

Today we are discussing Bill C‑2, an act to provide further sup‐
port in response to COVID‑19. I want to thank the Public Health
Agency of Canada, which has been working hard since March 2020
and probably since February 2020 when we found out about this
virus.

The situation we are in now compared to the beginning of the
pandemic is good news. Our health authorities are doing excellent
work. Dr. Paul Roumeliotis has done excellent work in my riding
and I am sure that the member for Stormont—Dundas—South
Glengarry agrees with me on that.

The vaccine is now approved for children aged five to 11, which
is good news. I know that clinical trials are under way. Dr. Tam, our
excellent chief public health officer, said last week that clinical tri‐
als for children under the age of five were under way. This is some‐
thing that affects me personally, and I hope that these clinical trials
will be successful for our children. There is no question that if the
trials are successful my child will be vaccinated. That is the respon‐
sible thing to do.

The pandemic has had a huge impact on workers and small busi‐
nesses. The COVID‑19 lockdown measures have been very diffi‐
cult. I know that everyone has spoken to all kinds of business own‐
ers and self-employed workers. I have had a number of conversa‐
tions with hair salon owners who lost all revenue overnight and no
longer knew how they would pay the bills at home. That is why the
Canada emergency response benefit, the wage subsidy and the rent
subsidy were created.

Even in my riding, we helped several businesses move online
given that people could not go out to shop and had to stay home.
Our government implemented measures to help businesses grow
their online services. The Prescott-Russell Community Develop‐
ment Corporation did excellent work at home to ensure that several
businesses had an online presence.

When we made these announcements on July 1, it is true that the
CERB was changing. However, everyone knew that it would end
on October 23, 2021. Shortly after that, the Deputy Prime Minister
and Minister of Finance, together with the Prime Minister, made an
announcement about the main components of Bill C‑2, which we
are discussing today.
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I obviously support Bill C‑2 because I believe that it targets the

crux of the problem. When we were locked down, there were no
jobs available. All the stores were closed and everyone was asked
to stay home. Today, we have heard from several parties that there
is a labour shortage. It existed even before the pandemic, which has
made it worse. We have a support program for certain people who
have lost income, and that is the purpose of the programs an‐
nounced today. If a province or a municipality ever has to lock
down again, I am pleased to say that we will be there to answer the
call.
● (1345)

[English]

It is called the Canada worker lockdown benefit, and it is impor‐
tant. Hopefully we will not go back there, but if we do, and a
province decides to implement lockdown measures, then at least
our constituents will have something to go back on to help them
pay for groceries and whatever expenses they have related to their
home.

There is another important one. We have all had discussions with
the tourism sector and the restaurant sector. When the economy
opened, they were not able to take advantage of a fully reopened
economy because they were limited by being asked to ensure that
customers were six feet apart, so they could not have as many
restaurant tables in their restaurants. Obviously, that has a direct
impact on their revenues, which is why the tourism and hospitality
recovery program is important to help them get through this pan‐
demic as the economy reopens.
[Translation]

Another important measure deals with the hardest-hit sectors of
our economy. I had the opportunity to talk to people from 417 Bus
Line, who told me that a good portion of their company's income is
related to school transportation, which has resumed, but that they
are still missing the income generated by the charter buses that
transport tourists to various communities.

I am pleased to say that the measures we are announcing today
will help that company. I want to tell the Laplante family that I
heard what they had to say, as did the minister, our government and
the Prime Minister.

It should be noted that it costs between $15,000 and $20,000 just
to get a bus back on the road after it has been parked for two years.
Obviously the measure that we are announcing here is not directly
related to the cost of getting these buses back on the road, but it
will help cover other expenses, such as the cost of rehiring workers
later.

We all wish that the measures we have announced were not nec‐
essary, but we have a responsibility as a government. We have a re‐
sponsibility to manage risk, and that is what these measures do.
They will be available to help our businesses if necessary. These
businesses will have access to programs that will help them grow or
deal with costs associated with any new lockdown measures.

The opposition parties have identified some flaws in these mea‐
sures, and I invite them to join the conversation. We introduced a
bill, but we are definitely open to certain amendments if necessary.

That is part of the debate. I would also encourage parliamentarians
to discuss Bill C‑2 with their constituents. If there are flaws in the
bill, it is our responsibility to find ways to correct them. I think the
Minister of Finance and the Minister of Tourism and Associate
Minister of Finance are open to those conversations.

In conclusion, I would like to say that Bill C‑2 is important to
Canadians and our businesses. It puts forward tools to help our
businesses, but it will not be the only way to meet those needs. Let
me point out that we have a Minister responsible for the Federal
Economic Development Agency for Southern Ontario and that we
are seeing positive spinoffs. The agency is also doing excellent
work by making interest-free loans available to entrepreneurs and
businesses so they can buy new equipment or acquire new technol‐
ogy to help them get through the pandemic.

The message I want to send today is that our government has al‐
ways been there to meet the needs of our business owners, our
workers and our fellow citizens. In closing, I would like to once
again thank the voters of Glengarry—Prescott—Russell.

● (1350)

[English]

The Deputy Speaker: I want to remind members who are join‐
ing us virtually to put their hand up if they want to ask a question
online.

Questions and comments, the hon. member for Edmonton West.

Mr. Kelly McCauley (Edmonton West, CPC): Mr. Speaker,
my colleague and I have had the pleasure of serving together on the
government operations committee for six years. I hope to see both
of us again on OGGO, despite what he may wish.

My colleague probably knows that the last time around with the
wage subsidy, we had a lot of criticism, as it was going to wealthy
hedge fund managers, big corporations and Chinese communist
state-owned companies. We asked the previous Treasury Board
president if the $80 billion of new spending went through the re‐
quired Treasury Board approval process, and the minister stunned
us all by saying it had not.

I am wondering if my colleague could assure us that the new
spending in Bill C-2 has gone through the Treasury Board approval
process, as required by the Treasury Board framework.

Mr. Francis Drouin: Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my colleague
for his question and also for his confidence in me knowing every
procedure of the Treasury Board. I would remind him that I am not
the president of the Treasury Board, but I know her, and I know
that she would make sure that it goes through a rigorous process.
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With regard to the member's previous comments about the wage

subsidy, obviously we have set rules in place, and on those who
have broken the rules, I have confidence that the good folks at the
Canada Revenue Agency will do the work necessary to get our dol‐
lars back.
[Translation]

Mr. Sébastien Lemire (Abitibi—Témiscamingue, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, congratulations on your appointment.

I would also like to take a moment to thank the people of the rid‐
ing of Abitibi—Témiscamingue for putting their trust in me once
again. I am very honoured. I would also like to thank my wife,
Émilie, and my children, Léon and Jules, for all the sacrifices they
make so that I can represent the people of my riding. I also want to
thank my team and the volunteers who helped out during the elec‐
tion campaign. I am grateful for their contribution.

That being said, we could all have done without this election, es‐
pecially considering the results. The government's goal was obvi‐
ously to get a clear mandate to better manage the pandemic. In the
end, the response from Canadians showed that what we were doing
was good.

One of the first measures announced by the new government was
to abolish the CRB. However, the Liberals did not talk about that
during their election campaign, even though the campaign should
have been used to promote pandemic management measures.

In the context of Bill C‑2, there are also self-employed workers
in the cultural sector who have been left out.

The member for Glengarry—Prescott—Russell seems prepared
to talk about it in order to improve the situation. What can we do to
help people, the self-employed workers in the cultural sector?

Mr. Francis Drouin: Mr. Speaker, I want to congratulate my
colleague on his re-election and thank him for the question.

The Bloc's position on the possible reintroduction or elimination
of CERB has never been clear. It is confusing. I could definitely
quote several comments made by the Bloc leader indicating that he
absolutely wanted to eliminate the CERB under the pretext of a
worsening labour shortage throughout Quebec and Canada.

As for the member's question, I would remind him that the pur‐
pose of CERB was to make up for income lost because of the lock‐
down. This will also be the case for the Canada worker lockdown
benefit.
[English]

Mr. Mel Arnold (North Okanagan—Shuswap, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I thank the member for Glengarry—Prescott—Russell for
his presentation today.

The concerns in my riding are growing every day. I have food
processors who cannot find employees. They bring them in as tem‐
porary foreign workers. Now changes are being made, and they are
not tied to those jobs anymore. The employers pay the cost of
bringing them in, and they are leaving those jobs to go elsewhere.

Our food security and food availability for Canadians is at risk
because of the policy of this government and the inability of em‐

ployers to find workers. What is this government going to do to
make sure that we have workers available in our food growing and
processing sectors so that we can continue to feed Canadians af‐
fordably? We have seen the inflation climbing and grocery prices
going out of control. What is this government going to do to bring
this under control?

● (1355)

Mr. Francis Drouin: Mr. Speaker, Bill C-2 is not about short‐
ages of labour, but I assure my hon. colleague that if he has solu‐
tions to the lack of labour for food processing, I would love to sit
down with him and hear him out.

I know that the flexibility within the temporary foreign worker
program was something that, back in April 2020, all the food pro‐
cessors were asking for, and I would say to them simply that they
are competing against themselves, which is okay. That is good for
workers.

Mr. Michael Barrett (Leeds—Grenville—Thousand Islands
and Rideau Lakes, CPC): Mr. Speaker, it is a pleasure to rise in
the chamber today and join colleagues in this important discussion.

This is my first opportunity to take up more than a few minutes
in the House, and I want to thank all of my constituents, all the
folks in my community, for their support over the last three years.
My community has had three federal elections in three years that
have returned me to this place, and so while we are very practised
at elections, we are very much looking forward to being able to get
down to the business of the nation.

I would not have been elected any of those three times if it were
not for the support first and foremost of my family: my wife Aman‐
da and our wonderful children Luke, Ama, Michaela, James and
Nathan. We are not quite adding one child between each election,
but I would appreciate all members' support in giving us some time
as we adjust to our growing family.

In addition to the growth in the size of my family over that time,
of course we all have to learn our new roles and support each other.
I have been supported tremendously by my wife Amanda. Parlia‐
mentarians, folks in this place, know how much our partners and
spouses give to us in terms of their support and time. I can never
thank Amanda enough. I love her. I appreciate her making it possi‐
ble for me to be here.

In addition to the support from my family, the support from my
team has been exceptional. To all of them, and hopefully I will have
an opportunity to take advantage of Standing Order 31 to thank
some of them a little later on, I thank them, particularly Joan Lahey
and everyone who helped her in her efforts.

I will be sharing my time with the member for Stormont—Dun‐
das—South Glengarry. We are looking forward to hearing what my
neighbour to the east has to say. We just heard from his neighbour
to the east, but in response to that, I am very excited to hear what
the member for Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry has to say.
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Today we are talking about Bill C-2 and these pandemic mea‐

sures. This pandemic started 20 months ago in the spring of 2020.
The pandemic measures we introduced in March of 2020 were done
unanimously by all members in this place. We took a look at what
Canadians needed, what we thought they might need in the face of
these unprecedented times we were facing, and it was an all-hands-
on-deck approach.

That help did not happen without a hard look from the official
opposition and the other opposition parties. The government, and
let us be fair, was faced with a situation that had not been seen in
modern times. It proposed measures, some of which appeared as
though they would have been adequate and some that appeared to
be wholly inadequate. The government was able to put forward
measures, with the support and the help from opposition parties and
all members in this place, to adequately support Canadians. I think
of the emergency wage subsidy as one of those measures that was
vastly improved with the help of the opposition.

One of the first things, in those chaotic first days of the pandem‐
ic, the government looked to do was introduce legislation that
would have given them the ability to tax and spend without parlia‐
mentary oversight for nearly two years. That is incredibly concern‐
ing. We know response to the pandemic is very important, but it al‐
so requires proper scrutiny. It requires the voices of all members of
this House to represent their constituents.

What have we been hearing? First of all, we heard from the gov‐
ernment that we had to have an election this summer because there
were things that had to be taken care of right away. It was urgent,
an urgent election. Without having lost the confidence of the
House, the Prime Minister triggered an election via the Governor
General and off we went to the doorsteps, where we heard from
constituents.

● (1400)

I will circle back to what we heard from constituents, from the
folks in our communities and from communities across the country.

The election happened and those of us in the room were elected.
Hats off to everyone who put their name forward in the election and
ran as a candidate. It is such a critical part of our democracy to
have people with different perspectives, all looking for a better
Canada, putting their name on the ballot. We elected 338 members,
and then we waited and we waited for Parliament to be recalled. It
was two months before we returned to this place, just this past
Monday. It does not seem urgent. It does not seem like the govern‐
ment was ready to deliver on its plan.

The Liberals' plan up to this point has overseen some pretty scary
stuff, some really challenging times. We have heard that the infla‐
tion crisis gripping our country is okay. We have heard it is the
same as countries around the world. I guess it depends on which
data set they want to compare it to, but it certainly is not okay.

When inflation is the highest it has been in my adult life, the
highest it has been in 18 years, at 4.7%, vastly outstripping wage
increases that most Canadians will receive, it is a tax on everything.
The price of everything has gone up. Feeding a family, putting gas
in a car and heating a home is costing more and more. The percent‐

ages by which they have increased vary, but certainly energy costs
are through the roof.

The plan we have seen from the government has delivered excru‐
ciating price increases. We have also heard that the government is
going to have a windfall on account of having taxes on higher
prices. I am not reassured that the Liberals are going to spend it
well. I am very concerned about that. I think about one of their jobs
plans from the pandemic where they spent $100 million to create
100 jobs. Certainly the benefit to those folks who had the jobs cre‐
ated or the spinoff from each of those jobs was not $1 million, at
100 jobs costing $100 million.

We have to allow Parliament to do its work. We have to dig into
this stuff and take a look at what measures Canadians really need.
Are we spending too much? For all the worthy programs that have
been put forward and for all the programs that were managed well,
some were not and they have been exploited by organized crime
and bad actors.

Therefore, now is not the time to continue the money presses and
printing cash to pay for programs that not only can we not afford,
but in some cases we just do not need them anymore. We need to
ensure that we support the job creators. We need to ensure that we
support employers, so they can welcome workers back into their
workplaces. We need to ensure that we allow people to have that
dignity of work, that return to work and that return to normal for
which we long. That is what we have been working for throughout
the COVID pandemic, surviving lockdown after lockdown. Now it
is time to get back to business. That means shutting off the printing
presses and focusing on doing what only government can do. Let us
match up employers and workers, and return our economy and
Canada to the front of the pack.

That is what we need to see from the government. The plan we
have had to this point has not delivered the prosperity Canadians
should have. Let us not compare bad data with bad data or compare
outrageous other countries that have bad economic performance as
well. Let us return Canada to its leading position. That is where we
deserve to be. That is what Canadians expect from us. That is what
they elected us to do.

I look so forward to working with my colleagues to return
Canada to that leading position.

● (1405)

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Winnipeg North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I
have two questions, and I will give my colleague the opportunity to
answer either one of them. Ideally, it would be nice for him to an‐
swer both of them.

The first question is in regard to the bill itself. Will the Conserva‐
tive opposition support a bill that would continue the support for
small businesses and people from coast to coast to coast? It is a yes
or no type of thing.
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Second, can the member tell us how many of his colleagues have

not been fully vaccinated?
Mr. Michael Barrett: Mr. Speaker, I have to say that I am so

disappointed but unsurprised by the comments from the member
for Winnipeg North. Every time the Liberals have the opportunity,
they look to politicize the COVID-19 pandemic.

Do members know where I am from? I am from a riding that is
in the health unit with the highest vaccination rate in this country
and in this province, because along with my constituents, we took
the politics out of vaccines. We did not pit one neighbour against
another neighbour. We supported each other, and when we were
concerned about someone with respect to following public health
advice, we spoke to them. We made local physicians privately
available to people for off-line conversations. There was none of
this nonsense about trying to pit neighbour against neighbour.

We hear a lot about team Canada from these guys. It is disingen‐
uous at best. Canadians deserve better than that nonsense. I got vac‐
cinated. If the member did, I am glad he did, but if Canadians have
not and they need answers to their questions, let us help them get
those answers. In the meantime, let us get on with business, stop
the shenanigans and cut out these questions.

If we divide Canadians, we are never going to get the results we
are looking for. That is absolutely not what they elected us to do.
Shame on that member.

[Translation]
Ms. Nathalie Sinclair-Desgagné (Terrebonne, BQ): Mr. Speak‐

er, without getting into a heated debate on vaccination, I must say
that doing one's part means getting vaccinated, and that is important
to point out.

I have a question for my hon. colleague. If I may summarize
what he said, in his opinion, the emergency measures are a waste.
Does he not believe, as we in the Bloc Québécois do, that this crisis
is not over and there are still segments of the population that need
this assistance?

[English]
Mr. Michael Barrett: Mr. Speaker, it is my first time responding

to the member since her election, and I welcome her to this place to
do the work that we do for our constituents.

Certainly, I will chalk it up to an interpretation challenge, but
supporting Canadians is not a waste. However, we need to be care‐
ful and specific in how we do it. There are challenges that remain,
but we have seen undisciplined and untargeted spending from the
government, and the quantitative easing worth half a trillion dollars
that they have sprayed out with their money cannons since April
2020 needs to be curtailed. We need to focus only on the areas that
require support from government.
● (1410)

Mrs. Cathay Wagantall (Yorkton—Melville, CPC): Mr.
Speaker, I would like the member to talk about the waste that did
happen in regard to the programs being handed out. With the soft‐
ware programs, all of the checks and balances were removed, and
money was not only wasted but went underground to criminals and

from multiple accounts to one bank account. How in the world can
we trust the government to do this right this time?

Mr. Michael Barrett: Mr. Speaker, the programs put forward by
any government require scrutiny. We have seen that the current
government needs more scrutiny than most, and certainly some of
the reports we have seen of late with respect to abuse of pandemic
programs are very troubling indeed.

We are going to need to make sure that whatever the government
proposes has all the checks and balances, and that requires all par‐
liamentarians working to check the government's homework, be‐
cause it has proven time and time again that, given the opportunity,
it is going to make mistakes that cost Canadians money we cannot
afford.

Mr. Eric Duncan (Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry,
CPC): Mr. Speaker, it is an honour to rise in the House to give my
first speech in the 44th Parliament. I want to start off by thanking
the wonderful people of Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry for
returning me to the chamber once again. I am very grateful each
and every time I come to the nation's capital and into the chamber
to represent my community at a federal level. It is an honour and a
privilege and not something I take lightly in the work that I do and
will be doing in the House in the coming months and years, or how‐
ever long this Parliament may last.

Since it is my first time to be able to speak at length, I want to
acknowledge and thank my family and numerous friends and sup‐
porters who not only have been involved during the recent election
campaign but continue to support me and my work in many ways,
both personally and professionally. I would be remiss if I did not
acknowledge my staff, both in my Cornwall constituency office and
here on the Hill.

[Translation]

At the same time, it is always an opportunity for me to speak a
little French. It is a work in progress. There is a francophone com‐
munity in my riding, Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry. One of
the advantages of being in the House is that it gives me the oppor‐
tunity to study a second language. I am a francophile, and I know
how important the francophone community is. I study every week
at the ACFO in Cornwall with my teacher, Sonia, to improve my
second language.

[English]

We are finally back to work here. Sixty-two days after election
day we have the opportunity to gather in Ottawa and get back to the
work that people sent us to do. After $610 million were spent, it did
not change the seat count here much, but here we are several
months later, dealing with a bill as we continue to try to get past
COVID.
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This is an economic bill on government spending and there are a
few things that I want to take some time to talk about specifically.
The member for Yorkton—Melville just asked a good question of
the previous speaker about a few areas of concern that I am hoping
to use my time today to highlight. I want to highlight what I feel the
government has perhaps not learned from previous support pro‐
grams that have been offered as we get through the pandemic.

A few weeks ago or earlier this month, intelligence reports came
out that were shared by a wide variety of Canadian media and were
very concerning. The headline of an article read “Organized crime
'knowingly and actively' exploited federal pandemic benefits: intel‐
ligence reports” and “FINTRAC not sure total amount of CERB/
CEBA funds may have gone to organized crime”. I also want to ac‐
knowledge the great work, at both provincial and municipal levels
in my riding in the city of Cornwall, of a service manager for vari‐
ous provincial social services programs, who outlined a number of
potential and actual fraud cases in the applications for benefits.

As this pandemic unfortunately continues, and hopefully we are
seeing light at the end of the tunnel, the one thing I look for when I
see a new piece of legislation in the rounds of benefits is what the
government has learned from previous iterations in a commitment
to close those gaps. We have not seen details in the bill, and I do
not believe there is a firm commitment. I have a lot of concerns
about the details of that.

We have heard previous speakers from the government benches
say it has the Canada Revenue Agency or various departments that
will work hard to do X, Y and Z in reaction to fraud and different
aspects of organized crime being involved in these programs. What
members have heard Conservatives say is that as a matter of fact,
we should be proactive, not reactive, when it comes to these things.
There are better checks and balances as we go along, and those are
going to be the things I am looking for as a member of the chamber
in the coming weeks and months, as we debate the legislation.

That is a segue to talking about how we scrutinize these bills. At
the beginning of the pandemic, as I and many of my colleagues
have mentioned, we supported programs as Canadians needed them
to get through this. It has been a challenging time economically and
on the physical and mental health of Canadians. However, when we
talk about doing better, we had an unnecessary election; we had an
unnecessary period of 62 days to wait for Parliament to come back
and, as a bit of a procedural item, it now looks like the finance
committee that would normally look over and review a bill such as
Bill C-2 may not even be constituted until early next year at some
point, when we return in January and committees get set up, elect
the chairs and so forth.

We now have the opportunity and the duty to Canadians to say
that for legislation like this, we need to hear from experts such as I
just referenced in the news articles and intelligence reports that
were coming out.
● (1415)

What more can we do, as we are spending taxpayers' hard-earned
money to reduce and eliminate, as best we can, fraud and organized
crime from “knowingly and actively” exploiting these federal pro‐
grams? I often say there is a lot of good talk and well wishes in the

government saying that it will take a look at it and see what it can
do.

At this point in the pandemic, when we saw the WE Charity
scandal, which got a lot of attention, and the intelligence reports
that got a lot of attention, I believe there is a lack of confidence
among Canadians, especially when they read the reports. They see
these reports being publicized and documented, and there is no clue
of what is going on. Again, there is a concern that with having 62
days for Parliament to come back and table this bill, there are not
enough details and prevention measures in there with respect to
what we can do.

I mentioned the work of our shadow finance minister, the mem‐
ber for Carleton, who gave a great speech this morning and took
questions in the opening round of this debate. He talked about how,
as we look at this bill and at the feedback we are hearing from our
constituents, there are “help wanted” signs in the windows of many
businesses in the united Counties of SDG, the city of Cornwall and
Akwesasne. This is replicated right across the province. We are see‐
ing a real gap between getting people back to work and supports to
reopen businesses, get them back to 100% and get our economy
through this.

Inflation is something we saw referenced only once by the cur‐
rent government in this week's priority document: the Speech from
the Throne. The government finally acknowledges inflation as a
crisis, reaching a staggering 4.7%. This is an 18-year high, and an
economic bill such as Bill C-2 is an opportunity to give detailed
plans to address this. My friend and colleague for Carleton raised
this morning that, when we look at statistics from around the world,
there is a correlation between governments that spent hundreds of
billions of dollars in debt and deficit spending and those that now
have an inflationary problem. We were told there would be defla‐
tion. We now have inflation. There is a direct correlation. There is a
direct correlation with our housing values and prices as we go for‐
ward.

From the feedback I have heard in my community in eastern On‐
tario, constituents and businesses want us to get back to work to
create jobs and get businesses going at 100%, not pay people to
stay at home. They also want us to address inflation. It is a serious
strain on the quality of life and the budgets of those who are on
fixed incomes, whether they are seniors, young families or people
finishing school with student debt and looking to get into the work‐
force. We are forced to ask for emergency debates to try to get these
as this bill goes forward. It needs more scrutiny. We need to hear
from experts on things that can improve the bill, and we could talk
about addressing getting the economy back to full strength.
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I appreciate the opportunity to speak here today in the chamber. I

look forward to the questions and comments. At the end of the day,
let us get back to work, get Canadians back to work and get our
economy firing on all cylinders again. That is what Canadians are
asking for.

● (1420)

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Winnipeg North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I
ask where the Conservative Party is going to land on this very im‐
portant piece of legislation. It will enable the government to contin‐
ue to provide supports in many different ways to Canadians directly
and to businesses, both big and small. It is really important that it
pass.

My question for the member is quite simple. Is the Conservative
Party going to be supporting this? Maybe, if the member does not
want to answer that question, he could answer whether he would be
voting in favour of this legislation.

Mr. Eric Duncan: Mr. Speaker, as I just outlined in the 10 min‐
utes that I had here in the chamber, there are a lot of questions left
to be answered about the details of this bill as we propose billions
of dollars more in new spending. What measures are in there to ac‐
tively address the problems that I have just outlined, with respect to
organized crime and abuse of process? I do not have that answer to‐
day. I am here today to raise my concerns and pose those questions.
I know the member is a very large fan of Parliament and is here of‐
ten in our institution. It is my sincere hope that in the coming weeks
that we get it to the finance committee and get whatever scrutiny
we can get, as well as witnesses and testimony to talk about it there.
At this point, I have a lot of questions left before I decide. Again,
having the opportunity for the member to address it from the gov‐
ernment side gave me no assurances whatsoever. The issue of fraud
and criminals getting this money unnecessarily is not even being
taken seriously or addressed.

[Translation]

Ms. Christine Normandin (Saint-Jean, BQ): Mr. Speaker, I
thank my colleague from Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry for
his speech, and I would like to take this opportunity to say hello to
him. I hold this colleague in high regard, and I look forward to
chatting with him again in person.

I would like to hear what he thinks of the Bloc's position, which
is to support the cultural sector. I heard many of his colleagues say
that the support measures should be discontinued because there is
currently a labour shortage, among other reasons. The whole reason
we are asking for assistance for the cultural sector is that this sector
has not yet recovered, and we are concerned that we will lose the
expertise of this specialized labour force if people leave the sector
before the recovery.

Mr. Eric Duncan: Mr. Speaker, I have another opportunity to
practise my French in the House a little more.

The cultural sector is important in Canada. In my riding, there
are many examples of the problems in this sector resulting from
COVID-19. I am thinking in particular of the Aultsville Theatre in
Cornwall and the Upper Canada Playhouse in Morrisburg. Many
cultural institutions are having problems because of the pandemic.

I recognize all the economic and cultural opportunities provided
by this sector. However, we feel that the programs must be studied
and that we need more information about corruption and criminal
organizations, which are also taking advantage of these programs
and siphoning off money.

[English]

Ms. Lindsay Mathyssen (London—Fanshawe, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, my colleague was addressing the cultural sector. One of
the sectors that has been hit pretty hard is tourism. For example, I
have been approached by the Canadian Camping Association. It has
been very hard hit, and so many of our ridings are home to beauti‐
ful overnight and day camps for kids. These help the local tourism
sector. They help youth employment and they have been left out of
a lot of the supports that were supposed to be provided by the gov‐
ernment.

There are so many things that we are looking for from this bill.
They are asking for the continuation of the wage subsidy and con‐
tinuation of the rental subsidies. That is certainly what we have
been calling for from the government. I would like to hear from the
member across the way.

How does he feel those supports and the continuation of those
supports would help the camping industry specifically and the
tourism sector in his riding?

● (1425)

Mr. Eric Duncan: Mr. Speaker, we talk about that as well. Hos‐
pitality, tourism and travel were some of the first impacted sectors
when it came to COVID, and unfortunately they are going to be
some of the last to recover. I have had many meetings and attended
delegations not only with local groups but ones at the national level
as well. Unfortunately, here we are at the end of November dealing
with these things when we could have had Parliament resuming
months ago to give assurances to those organizations.

Again, I look forward to hearing from them. I believe we need to
continue to support those. We will take a look at the bill as a whole
and make a determination in the weeks to come.

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Winnipeg North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it
is really important for all of those participating and those who
might be following this debate to really have a basic understanding
of what we are actually debating.

For those individuals who understand and appreciate the impact
the pandemic has had on the lives of Canadians in every region of
our country, they need to be aware of the fact that there was a time
for the government to come to the table and provide the supports
that were necessary in order to minimize the potential damage of
the coronavirus.

Programs that virtually came out of thin air were put into place.
Civil servants at different levels came together and put together
programs that saved lives and jobs, and put Canada in a position
where we could recover, I would suggest, in a manner second to no
other country.
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When we look at vaccination, and the level of vaccination here in

Canada, we have done exceptionally well. That is something Cana‐
dians can be very proud of. We came together and recognized that
the way to defeat the coronavirus was to get vaccinated. Now I un‐
derstand we have over 86% of our population fully vaccinated. Our
country has one of the highest percentages, possibly even the high‐
est percentage, of people vaccinated in the world.

This legislation that we are debating talks about how we support‐
ed people, businesses and other stakeholders over the last year and
a half, two years as we battled through the coronavirus. The battle
continues.

This legislation is about extending and enabling this House to
continue to support Canadians, small businesses and stakeholders,
and would continue to enable us to build a better, stronger, healthier
Canada. That starts in the community, and with members of Parlia‐
ment from all across Canada, including within the Liberal caucus,
feeding information to the government. The government then has a

sense of the things that are important to our constituents and is then
successful in bringing forward legislation that is important to all of
us.

I understand my time is running out and that I will be able to
continue on Monday. I would hope that all members of this House
would come together in an apolitical fashion, recognize the value in
this legislation and vote in favour of it.

● (1430)

The Deputy Speaker: Order. When we come back to this mat‐
ter, the member will have close to 17 seconds.

[Translation]

It being 2:30 p.m., the House stands adjourned until Monday at
11 a.m. pursuant to Standing Order 24(1).

(The House adjourned at 2:30 p.m.)

 





CONTENTS

Friday, November 26, 2021

Virtual Participation in Hybrid Sittings
The Deputy Speaker . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 233

GOVERNMENT ORDERS

An Act to Provide Further Support in Response to
COVID-19

Mr. Boissonnault (for the Deputy Prime Minister and
Minister of Finance) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 233
Bill C-2. Second reading . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 233
Mr. Ste-Marie . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 236
Mr. Melillo. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 236
Mr. Blaikie . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 236
Ms. Sgro . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 237
Mrs. Wagantall . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 237
Mr. Blanchette-Joncas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 237
Mr. Poilievre . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 237
Mr. Lamoureux . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 240
Ms. Normandin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 240
Mr. Vidal. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 241
Mr. Blaikie . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 241
Mr. Kusmierczyk . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 241

STATEMENTS BY MEMBERS

Member for Mississauga—Malton
Mr. Gaheer . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 241

Member for Calgary Signal Hill
Mr. Liepert . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 242

Rosalie Trombley
Mr. Kusmierczyk . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 242

Gender-Based Violence
Ms. Barron . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 242

Colonel-Gaëtan-Côté Armoury
Mrs. Brière. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 242

Jonathan Hennessy
Mr. Stewart . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 242

Laval—Les Îles
Mr. El-Khoury . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 243

Prince Edward Island Potato Industry
Mr. MacDonald . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 243

Henry Woolf
Mr. Waugh . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 243

44th Parliament
Mr. Turnbull . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 243

Gurpurab
Mr. Hallan . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 243

Raymond Setlakwe
Mr. Berthold . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 244

Indigenous Affairs
Mr. MacGregor . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 244

Seniors
Ms. Larouche . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 244

Member for Brantford—Brant
Mr. Brock . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 244

Jan Rustad
Mr. Aldag . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 245

ORAL QUESTIONS

Health
Mr. Berthold . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 245
Ms. Bennett . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 245
Mr. Berthold . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 245
Ms. Bennett . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 245
Mr. Berthold . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 245
Mr. Alghabra . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 245
Ms. Dancho . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 246
Ms. Bennett . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 246
Ms. Dancho . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 246
Mr. Alghabra . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 246

The Environment
Ms. Normandin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 246
Mr. Guilbeault . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 246
Ms. Normandin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 246
Mr. Guilbeault . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 246

Seniors
Ms. Blaney. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 246
Ms. Khera. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 247

Canada-U.S. Relations
Mr. Masse. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 247
Ms. Ng . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 247

Employment
Mrs. Vien . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 247
Mr. Fraser . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 247
Mrs. Vien . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 247
Ms. Freeland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 247
Mrs. Kusie . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 247
Mr. Fraser . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 248
Mrs. Kusie . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 248
Mr. Boissonnault . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 248
Mrs. Gray . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 248
Ms. Freeland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 248

Small Business
Mrs. Gray . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 248



Ms. Freeland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 248

Canada-U.S. Relations
Mr. Lemire . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 248
Ms. Ng . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 249
Mr. Lemire . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 249
Ms. Ng . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 249
Mr. Vidal. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 249
Ms. Ng . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 249
Mr. Melillo. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 249
Ms. Ng . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 249
Mr. Stewart . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 249
Ms. Ng . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 249
Mr. Albas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 250
Ms. Ng . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 250

Indigenous Affairs
Ms. Barron . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 250
Ms. Hajdu. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 250

The Environment
Ms. Collins (Victoria) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 250
Mr. Guilbeault . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 250

Women and Gender Equality
Ms. Dabrusin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 250
Ms. Ien . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 251

Government Contracts
Mr. Paul-Hus . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 251
Mr. Champagne . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 251

Natural Resources
Mr. Tochor . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 251
Mr. Wilkinson . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 251

The Economy
Mr. Morantz . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 251
Ms. Freeland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 251
Mr. Brock . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 251
Ms. Freeland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 251

Public Safety
Ms. Michaud. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 252
Mr. Mendicino . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 252
Ms. Michaud. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 252
Mr. Mendicino . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 252

Health
Ms. Lantsman. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 252
Mr. Alghabra . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 252
Mr. Duncan (Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry). . . . . 252
Ms. Bennett . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 252
Mr. Duncan (Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry). . . . . 252
Ms. Bennett . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 253

Climate Change
Mrs. Chatel . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 253
Mr. Guilbeault . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 253

Seniors
Mrs. Kramp-Neuman . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 253
Ms. Freeland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 253

Fisheries and Oceans
Mr. Perkins . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 253
Ms. Murray . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 253

The Economy
Ms. Ferreri . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 253
Ms. Gould . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 253

Child Care
Mrs. Brière. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 254
Ms. Gould . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 254

Indigenous Affairs
Ms. Idlout . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 254
Mr. Vandal . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 254

Points of Order

Oral Questions
Mr. Richards . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 254
Mr. Holland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 254
Mr. Ste-Marie . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 254
Ms. Blaney. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 254
Mr. Lamoureux . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 255
Ms. Normandin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 255
Mr. Blaikie . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 255
Mr. Barrett . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 255

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS

Commissioner of Lobbying
The Deputy Speaker . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 255

Supplementary Estimates (B), 2021-22
Mrs. Fortier . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 255

Criminal Code
Mr. Lametti (for the Minister of Labour) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 255
Bill C-3. Introduction and first reading. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 255
(Motions deemed adopted, bill read the first time and
printed) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 255

Petitions

Barbados
Mr. Ruff. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 256

Indigenous Affairs
Mr. Morrice . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 256

Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis
Mr. Viersen . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 256

Rights of the Unborn
Mr. Viersen . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 256

Human Rights in Afghanistan
Mr. Viersen . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 256

Questions on the Order Paper
Mr. Holland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 256

Request for Emergency Debate

Labour Shortage
Mrs. Kusie . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 256



Speaker's Ruling
The Deputy Speaker . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 257

GOVERNMENT ORDERS

An Act to Provide Further Support in Response to
COVID-19

Bill C-2. Second reading . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 257
Mr. McCauley . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 257
Mr. Ste-Marie . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 257
Mr. Blaikie . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 259
Mr. Lamoureux . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 259
Mr. Viersen . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 259
Ms. Sinclair-Desgagné . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 260
Ms. Blaney. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 260
Mr. Viersen . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 260
Ms. Larouche . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 260
Mr. Blaikie . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 261
Mr. Viersen . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 264
Ms. Normandin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 264

Mr. Lamoureux . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 265
Mr. MacGregor . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 265
Mr. Lawrence . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 265
Mr. Sorbara . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 266
Mr. Melillo. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 267
Mr. Perron . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 267
Mr. Masse. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 268
Mr. Drouin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 268
Mr. McCauley . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 269
Mr. Lemire . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 270
Mr. Arnold . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 270
Mr. Barrett . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 270
Mr. Lamoureux . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 271
Ms. Sinclair-Desgagné . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 272
Mrs. Wagantall . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 272
Mr. Duncan (Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry). . . . . 272
Mr. Lamoureux . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 274
Ms. Normandin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 274
Ms. Mathyssen. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 274
Mr. Lamoureux . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 274



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

https://www.noscommunes.ca


	Government Orders
	An Act to Provide Further Support in Response to COVID-19
	Mr. Boissonnault (for the Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of Finance)
	Bill C-2. Second reading
	Mr. Ste-Marie
	Mr. Melillo
	Mr. Blaikie
	Ms. Sgro
	Mrs. Wagantall
	Mr. Blanchette-Joncas
	Mr. Poilievre
	Mr. Lamoureux
	Ms. Normandin
	Mr. Vidal
	Mr. Blaikie
	Mr. Kusmierczyk


	Statements by Members
	Member for Mississauga—Malton
	Mr. Gaheer

	Member for Calgary Signal Hill
	Mr. Liepert

	Rosalie Trombley
	Mr. Kusmierczyk

	Gender-Based Violence
	Ms. Barron

	Colonel-Gaëtan-Côté Armoury
	Mrs. Brière

	Jonathan Hennessy
	Mr. Stewart

	Laval—Les Îles
	Mr. El-Khoury

	Prince Edward Island Potato Industry
	Mr. MacDonald

	Henry Woolf
	Mr. Waugh

	44th Parliament
	Mr. Turnbull

	Gurpurab 
	Mr. Hallan

	Raymond Setlakwe
	Mr. Berthold

	Indigenous Affairs
	Mr. MacGregor

	Seniors
	Ms. Larouche

	Member for Brantford—Brant
	Mr. Brock

	Jan Rustad
	Mr. Aldag


	ORAL QUESTIONS
	Health
	Mr. Berthold
	Ms. Bennett
	Mr. Berthold
	Ms. Bennett
	Mr. Berthold
	Mr. Alghabra
	Ms. Dancho
	Ms. Bennett
	Ms. Dancho
	Mr. Alghabra

	The Environment
	Ms. Normandin
	Mr. Guilbeault
	Ms. Normandin
	Mr. Guilbeault

	Seniors
	Ms. Blaney
	Ms. Khera

	Canada-U.S. Relations
	Mr. Masse
	Ms. Ng

	Employment
	Mrs. Vien
	Mr. Fraser
	Mrs. Vien
	Ms. Freeland
	Mrs. Kusie
	Mr. Fraser
	Mrs. Kusie
	Mr. Boissonnault
	Mrs. Gray
	Ms. Freeland

	Small Business
	Mrs. Gray
	Ms. Freeland

	Canada-U.S. Relations
	Mr. Lemire
	Ms. Ng
	Mr. Lemire
	Ms. Ng
	Mr. Vidal
	Ms. Ng
	Mr. Melillo
	Ms. Ng
	Mr. Stewart
	Ms. Ng
	Mr. Albas
	Ms. Ng

	Indigenous Affairs
	Ms. Barron
	Ms. Hajdu

	The Environment
	Ms. Collins (Victoria)
	Mr. Guilbeault

	Women and Gender Equality
	Ms. Dabrusin
	Ms. Ien

	Government Contracts
	Mr. Paul-Hus
	Mr. Champagne

	Natural Resources
	Mr. Tochor
	Mr. Wilkinson

	The Economy
	Mr. Morantz
	Ms. Freeland
	Mr. Brock
	Ms. Freeland

	Public Safety
	Ms. Michaud
	Mr. Mendicino
	Ms. Michaud
	Mr. Mendicino

	Health
	Ms. Lantsman
	Mr. Alghabra
	Mr. Duncan (Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry)
	Ms. Bennett
	Mr. Duncan (Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry)
	Ms. Bennett

	Climate Change
	Mrs. Chatel
	Mr. Guilbeault

	Seniors
	Mrs. Kramp-Neuman
	Ms. Freeland

	Fisheries and Oceans
	Mr. Perkins
	Ms. Murray

	The Economy
	Ms. Ferreri
	Ms. Gould

	Child Care
	Mrs. Brière
	Ms. Gould

	Indigenous Affairs
	Ms. Idlout
	Mr. Vandal

	Points of Order
	Oral Questions
	Mr. Richards
	Mr. Holland
	Mr. Ste-Marie
	Ms. Blaney
	Mr. Lamoureux
	Ms. Normandin
	Mr. Blaikie
	Mr. Barrett



	ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS
	Commissioner of Lobbying
	The Deputy Speaker 

	Supplementary Estimates (B), 2021-22
	Mrs. Fortier

	Criminal Code
	Mr. Lametti (for the Minister of Labour)
	Bill C-3. Introduction and first reading
	 (Motions deemed adopted, bill read the first time and printed) 

	Petitions
	Barbados
	Mr. Ruff

	Indigenous Affairs
	Mr. Morrice

	Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis
	Mr. Viersen

	Rights of the Unborn
	Mr. Viersen

	Human Rights in Afghanistan
	Mr. Viersen


	Questions on the Order Paper
	Mr. Holland

	Request for Emergency Debate
	Labour Shortage
	Mrs. Kusie

	Speaker's Ruling
	The Deputy Speaker



	Government Orders
	An Act to Provide Further Support in Response to COVID-19
	Bill C-2. Second reading
	Mr. McCauley
	Mr. Ste-Marie
	Mr. Blaikie
	Mr. Lamoureux
	Mr. Viersen
	Ms. Sinclair-Desgagné
	Ms. Blaney
	Mr. Viersen
	Ms. Larouche
	Mr. Blaikie
	Mr. Viersen
	Ms. Normandin
	Mr. Lamoureux
	Mr. MacGregor
	Mr. Lawrence
	Mr. Sorbara
	Mr. Melillo
	Mr. Perron
	Mr. Masse
	Mr. Drouin
	Mr. McCauley
	Mr. Lemire
	Mr. Arnold
	Mr. Barrett
	Mr. Lamoureux
	Ms. Sinclair-Desgagné
	Mrs. Wagantall
	Mr. Duncan (Stormont—Dundas—South Glengarry)
	Mr. Lamoureux
	Ms. Normandin
	Ms. Mathyssen
	Mr. Lamoureux



